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<Table 1> Differences of the entrapment of primary caregiver according to characteristics (N=146)
Entrapment
Variables Categories n(%) or for F
Mean*SD Mean £SD () Scheffé
58.32+13.54 2.66+1.04
<507 39(26.7) 479
Age 50~59° 31(21.2) 2.85+0.98 ( 0'03) a<d
60~69° 44(30.1) 3.19£1.15 i
>70¢ 32(21.9) 3.51+0.79
Gender Male 18(12.3) 2.77+1.05 -1.21
Female 128(87.7) 3.09+1.05 (:229)
_ Married 127(87.0) 3.05+1.03
Marital status Single 15(10.3) 2.88+1.28 05‘23
Other 42.7) 3.5240.93 (:359)
Religion Yes 80(54.8) 2.85+1.03 2.50
No 66(45.2) 3.28+1.04 (.014)
<Elementary® 36(24.7) 3.89+0.61
Education Middle® 19(13.0) 3.15+1.04 15.09 e
High® 41(28.1) 2.85+1.07 (<.001) ’
> College* 50(34.2) 2.5740.95
Yes® 29(19.9) 2.34+0.87 4
Job No° 86(58.9) 3.16+0.97 (<9'070 H a<b,c
Resignation 31(21.2) 3.41%1.17 ’
Economic level High* 13(8.9) 3.09+1.07
Middle® 86(58.9) 2.76+1.01 iodgi b<c
Low® 47(32.2) 3.57+0.94 (<001)
Spouse® 93(63.7) 3.29+0.98
Relation to patient Children® 37(25.3) 2.55+1.03 5.15 b
Parents® 5(3.4) 2.64+0.90 (.002) ’
Other* 11(7.5) 2.86+1.24
Living together Yes 131(89.7) 3.10+1.08 -2.50
No 15(10.3) 2.60+0.67 (.020)
62.29+134.39 2.99:+1.00
. <50 90(61.6)
?T"e Zratgfog::;hgmm)ed‘cal CXPENSES 50— 99 26(17.8) 3.2241.08 (.13'3(6))
100~199 20(13.7) 3.28+1.04
>200 10(6.8) 2.68+1.49
34.49+40.34 2.57+1.12
<12 43(29.5) 9.40
Duration of caregiving(month) 12~23° 34(23.3) 2.77+0.94 « '00 1 a<d
24~35° 22(15.1) 3.28+0.88 i
>36¢ 47(32.2) 3.58+0.89
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FERle| AuIZ, KIZE AL, Bl M
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al

A9 AR A9%7F Adde] de AR Tr«l‘o‘}ﬂ] =5 T Foll 2.74+
3L(F=9.74, p<.001), ZBAA FFdA b= T 357t 09102 Uepyith. FHgRte] #Ae 4 gt 47
‘FoR SR AET foldtAl Ekem(F=10.03, p<.001), Zoll 2.75+0.68% 0.2 UEpSITE FR-gAe] A AR &
gxpete] BANA WAL A, FRET folsHAl A PRI 57 F 3374080301 %, I ERE IFEAA
YERATH(F=5.15, p=002). 829} BA 3t %7} wE Al Fagro] 3.63£1.074, 7P AENSAL AR BT 3.42+1.17
ASHTE folsHA E%a(t=2.50, p=.020), FF 7]7rol|A A, AFRAA B 3.0741.138 202 VERLT<Table 3>
36714 ool ‘1271 mwb ETh f-ol 5 i"kﬁlﬂﬁl(F 9.40,
p<.001), FF AT 15A17F o] o] SAIZE Rk ET} f-of
<Table 1> Differences of the entrapment of primary caregiver according to characteristics (Continued) (N=146)
Variables Categories n(%) or Emratpcr?relr-_”
9 Mean+SD Mean £SD (o) Scheffé
12.72+6.84
<5 19(13.0) 2.2240.79 001
Average caring hours per day 5~9° 36(24.7) 2.74+0.93 « 0 01) a<d
10~14° 23(15.8) 3.12+1.08 ’
>15¢ 68(46.6) 3.42+1.01
3.862.72
Free time per da <5 99(67.8) 3.18+1.06 6.29 e
pet day 5~9° 40(27.4) 2.94+0.96 (.002)
>10° 7(4.8) 1.80+0.58
. Yes 81(55.5) 2.59+0.94 6.75
Shifts work No 65(44.5) 3.6240.90 (<.001)
1.46+0.79
. 3 1 55(67.9) 2.63+0.95 0.22
Number of shifts (n=81) 2 19(23.5) 2.49+0.99 (.805)
>3 7(8.6) 2.46+0.87
. . . Yes 61(41.8) 3.151.08 -0.97
Additional caring family No 85(58.2) 2084104 (333)
i ) 06+1.
Additional caring family relation Children 37(60.7) 3.06+1.14 0.33
(61) Parents 19(31.1) 3.31+0.88 (723)
Other 5(8.2) 3.19+1.47 i
Yes 34(23.3) 3.08+0.99 -0.17
Other Helpers No 112(76.7) 3.0441.08 (.865)
paid caregiver 16(47.1) 3.02+1.08 0.07
Othern Helpers relation (n=34) helper 10(29.4) 3.18+0.80 ( 9'31)
long-term care worker 8(23.5) 3.06+1.14 '
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<Table 2> Differences of the entrapment of cancer patients according to characteristics (N=146)
Variables Categories n(%) or Emrapmemt or F
Mean £SD Mean+SD (0) Scheffé
70.86+12.46
<50 8(5.5) 2.91+1.16
Age 50~59 11(7.5) 3.09+0.94 (?éii)
60~69 52(35.6) 2.96+1.07
>70 75(51.4) 3.12+1.06
Male 115(78.8) 3.10+1.10 143
Gender
Female 31(21.2) 2.84+0.84 (.158)
Married 130(89.0) 3.10£1.04
Marital status Single 3(2.1) 2.31+1.08 (11;(9))
Other 13(8.9) 2.66+1.17
. Yes 67(45.9) 2.92+1.09 1.34
Religion
No 79(54.1) 3.16£1.02 (.182)
<Elementary” 27(18.5) 3.46+1.01
, Middle" 38(26.0) 3234113 313
Education . (.028) a>c,d
High® 50(34.2) 2.8640.89
> College* 31(21.2) 2.77+1.14
Lumg 37(25.3) 2.98+1.05
Gastric 33(22.6) 2.9741.02
Colon/Rectal 18(12.3) 3.38+0.75
Lymphoma 6(4.1) 4.01+0.47
Diagnosis Pancreatic 6(4.1) 3.09+1.66 (loig)
Laryngeal 6(4.1) 2.48+0.97
Prostate 5(3.4) 2.24+0.31
Liver 4(2.7) 3.84+0.38
Other 31(22.6) 2.96+1.19
40.20+46.45
<12 39(26.7) 2.62£1.17 6.61
Duration of disease 12~23° 30(20.5) 2.78+£0.91 (<.001) a<d
24~35° 24(16.4) 3.09+0.93
>36¢ 53(36.3) 3.49+0.94
Diagnostic 3(2.1) 3.19+1.25
Surgical 8(5.5) 3.30+0.81 0.98
Treatment progress
Chemotherapy 48(32.9) 2.84+1.12 (.405)
stability 87(59.6) 3.14£1.03
2.77+1.06
<1? 27(18.5) 2.64+1.15
ECOG-PS 2° 21(14.4) 2.90+0.97 2(;2
3° 57(39.0) 3.1240.94 (.076)
44 41(28.1) 3.29+1.12
. Yes 77(52.7) 3.16+1.06 -1.31
Metastasis
No 69(47.3) 2.93£1.04 (.191)
Yes 48(32.9) 3.30+1.08 -2.01
Recurrence
No 98(67.1) 2.93£1.02 (.046)
2.51+2.38
<2? 85(58.2) 2.85+1.03
Number of admission 3~4 43(29.5) 3.49+0.94 30?2
5~6° 12(8.2) 2.91£1.25 (012)
>7 6(4.1) 2.91+1.05
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<Table 2> Differences of the entrapment of cancer patients according to characteristics (Continued) (N=146)
Variables Categories n(%) or Entr?p(::el:r]t
Mean £SD Mean*+SD (0) Scheffé
13.01+16.64
<6" 61(41.8) 2.54+1.06 1016
Duration of Home care (month) 611’ 26(17.8) 2.92:095 (<.601) a<e
12~23¢ 35(24.0) 3.63+0.79
24~35¢ 14(9.6) 3.59+0.79
>36° 10(6.8) 3.67+0.85
7.36+3.37
<4 36(24.7) 3.17£1.02
Number of visit (number/month) 5~8 88(60.3) 3.12+1.08 (21(1)(3))
9~12 18(12.3) 2.48+0.88
>13 42.7) 2.94+1.07
<Table 3> Entrapment, perceived health status, quality of relationship, and social support (N=146)
; Item mean
Variables [tem number Mean +SD Range
Entrapment 16 3.05£1.06 1~5
External entrapment 10 2.99+1.11 1~5
Internal entrapment 3.15+¢1.03 1~5
Prceived health status 3 2.74+0.91 1~5
Quality of relationship 15 2.75+0.68 1~4
Social support 12 3.37+0.80 1~5
Family support 4 3.63+1.07 1~5
Friend support 4 3.07+1.13 1~5
Home healthcare nurses support 4 3.42+1.17 1~5
<Table 4> Correlation among variables (N=146)

. Entrapment Prceived health status Quality of relationship
Variables
r (o) r (o) r (o)
Entrapment 1
Prceived health status -.54 (<.001) 1
Quality of relationship =51 (<.001) .35 (<.001) 1
Social support -35 (<.001) 22 (.009) A7 (<.001)
FHOFR|O| AubZE RIZHEl AZME], T & Fuopale] guizte] 4FE nAE 291¢ sekel] s
ALZ[E KX Z21e] AR o Sutat {3t AAAAIE vEhd A zhE 2170E, &
Al A 0 AEd AA g FRote) Qw9 Rk 54
ZRoe] e, A7E A, A A, AsA A 3 grsbae] QA 9 Ay B4 FAN R Holg B
AL o3 UAAZL AATE Suzke Azkd AdE 9 WEE T udddle] dA4 AARNS Atk 1
(=54, p<001), #AA] =51, p<001), AE]ZH A|A] T WEATE Jps Agste] anFolst g2 0, aEol Y
(r=-35, p<00)= frolet 54 JAaAA7E Sltk<Table 4>. g2 |, i 7= 0, 2w F= 12 3tk A4 3AE
Mo S digk 7P AR f8 desdde
FRURIS S2H0 IS nixl= 28 gelek Az, fARAe] FAH ghol 0.339~0.8699] <)
2 0.1°010lR3, FAFYAQIAKVariance  Inflation  Factor,
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VIF)#-2 1.150~2.948 2 10°]3t2 Yeh} SgRis 7he] o} 2 Sk 2710l e, Aujgl sAlFAE de
3 BAle gtk T3 Axpe] 5YA AS5S Y4l 2 3} Martin, Gilbert, Mcewan¥} Irons(2006)2] Aol A <ub
Durbin-Watson #t< e Az}, 2.1472 Yeht z7] o] e 43 Hxo| BT 1.87-0IUk o3 Az B
e Adom FAEla, ARG A Aoz ettt o 7PN EAME A B ARtE ERe TR SEt
(F=20.80, p<.001). o] AmixeRls ERE 9471552 Cheon, 2011), <3}

AAA FAATAS A8l A AT FRERR] et Y 8o Foldls 2R (Seo et al, 2015)% Hd7] oA
4 Hek B = Fo3t AfolE Hol HFE Btk F (Cheon, 2008), Z|mj=91S EHE A FAHMartin et al.,
A Al e dExte] duty 2 AW B4 F f93 2006)Et} Sukzlo] HE i o]ite] e S HY
Atolg HRl WE 2 FYsn, FREAE] St A 91E ERE 9471 EAKCheon, 2011)E €14 Sut
froat AEAZE dehd A7k 27, Bl A F A Zro] W2 EHutHt) ol B Apel AxEA] gkgkon, &
318 AAE Al |A DA AR F9Yste] AAEE B A0 FEol Feddh= 2R (Seo et al, 2015)% Fd7] o 1A
g [edeE ot FEB=393, p<001), FF 717HB=237, (Cheon, 2008)-> W& <&abzto] €4 SubztHtt ol 2 A+

p<.001), <k AIZHB=231, p=001), F5-FA}
p=03)FEo 2 Fukzlel] foldt

38.6%= LFEPITHAd] R*=386, R*=403). 24 [[o|A=
4

o] gEo-
=

ZHB=.162, p=.032), FH7ITHB=156, p=.147)=L.2
fel g AmEe 41.0%%  UERITHA]
R=410, R*=435). 29 IelAE - AIZH(B=226, p<.001),
A FE(B=210, p=.003), F+H71ZHB=.194, p=041), 7}Z3t
717KB=.155, p=021), BA] A(B=-237, p=002), AZt€
ZFe(B=-235, p=001), AF3]A A|A|(B=-.144, p=.026)<

Sz fol GFE FUL APYL 551%E Vehst

sEO
9ge FAx,

<
7

A
2
thAdj R*=551, R?=.579)<Table 5>.
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Factors Affecting the Entrapment of Primary Caregivers of Cancer
Patients Receiving Home Healthcare Nursing Service’

Mun, Mi Young" - Han, Suk Jung?

1) Master student, Graduate School of Sahmyook University
2) Professor, Department of Nursing, Sahmyook University

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to examine the factors influencing the entrapment of primary caregivers
of cancer patients. Methods: From 6 general hospitals, 146 primary caregivers of cancer patients who were
receiving home healthcare nursing service were selected for the study. Regarding data collection, structured
questionnaires were distributed to the caregivers for data collection. T-test, ANOVA and hierarchical regression
were used for data analysis. Results: The significantly influential factors on their entrapment were caregiving time,
taking turms to look after the patient, disease duration, home healthcare nursing period, quality of relationship,
perceived health status, and social support. And the explanatory power was 55.1% Conclusion: To reduce primary
caregivers' entrapment, it is necessary to perform comprehensive and continuous nursing intervention, and to
develop a standardized home healthcare nursing intervention program, and to come up with a system for using
resources available in local communities.
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