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Abstract The aim of this study was to identify the relationship of caregiving appraisal and family function among
senile dementia patients’ families using in-home services for the Long-Term Care Insurance(LTCI). The participants
were 121 family caregivers of senile dementia patients using in-home services for the LTCIL. The participants’ mean
age was 53.80+10.86 years, all middle-aged women(75.2%). When negative cognition's burden and neutral one's
demand in their caregiving appraisal were low and positive cognition's satisfaction and mastery in their caregiving
appraisal were high, emotional function in their family function was high. There is a need to develop nursing
interventions for strengthening positive cognition's satisfaction and decreasing neutral one's demand in their
caregiving appraisal to improve emotional function and communication of senile dementia patients' families.

Key Words : Dementia, Senile, Appraisal, Family, Caregivers, Convergence

1. A& SEvehs 20179 664 o) Q17E AAskE vl
Eo] AANT9] 13.8% = YEFsoH[1] 202630+
L1 dde] e ANTL] N%E P 2nHAsE A0S Aoz o4

= H

#Corresponding Author : Il Sun Ko(isk16@yuhs.ac)
Received May 23, 2018 Revised  August 8, 2018
Accepted August 20, 2018 Published August 28, 2018



AMu| 2 o] o

3

AB| 2 o] §2p7) 21 o]

3

Fod A7k

1<

M| 25 o] &
A we Ao ezl Azbu

3

B

shll 371

S

w4

=]

kA

ol 7k

T X

S5 A] A19d A8
7HAgkom o] Foll A

ki3

=

320

o 37}

O O R i N NG R P i B N R
[ o X w - TR S S B° lo L I TS
Mﬂ‘@%@ ‘oﬂﬂhﬂoﬂboiwmﬁcﬂﬁoﬂuwoﬁb‘_,._.mﬂ_v!;‘w‘.-_lm‘._nwﬂﬂﬂﬁon_hoiuﬁoﬂlﬁrjo
oo X ﬂ%mﬂu%mjﬂwiﬂ%ﬂum)wmﬁﬂoﬂﬂ%wmwu%%%wrmmw
PEY R NemBEIlarZ TafEpln TP T
ﬂu_wu wuﬂao‘_u@%W__ommﬂoo"_.mlr%gexMﬂwmeiroAﬂmﬂo
W_IMW._ HTEﬁEO,m.‘_‘HOI‘mW_U%_onﬂpﬁﬂuiaﬂiowaﬁowaﬂ%Amwﬁ]./rlurL
ooEOHT e Moes s L4 B to#LuxE1E£umliﬁoww¢
4 e %%Rdr mquwﬂuowaﬂuwogﬂﬂuwﬂmﬂﬂyé%o#%?&J@
o x W %%W%%Mﬂ&m%wﬁ%.m%@ﬂ%mr%L:ﬁiﬂ%mj%
_r N hﬂ.ﬂ7ﬂouia = uLﬂﬂ}mﬂ%w‘_mooﬂA T "
%mrﬁl Moo ot 2 Yo o o o) — o o m@ﬂuﬂo
©ZF Brx R iesd e R iR lUR s e sl
o 2y P w S o o = N = o o o m A = o
FRGC S %maﬂmumﬂ_ﬂ%%%@@%%mﬂmﬂ ﬂhlzrﬂaurm%mﬂmjmu
WS S A <R l o B omE N oF NI B A
mﬂ%%wim%ﬂi#%mmf%%ar,%mﬂ%wrw@i%_ﬂiu}a
£ ool @ o . noBE Mo &= ©
ﬂ%&rﬁuﬁ%mﬂ%ﬂa_nmourmﬁﬂu%ﬁmﬂ@ﬁogﬂ%@_ﬂ%ma_@M
Bra W R BE Ny o mwiy owmEnT T K JF
UHE%Urmféﬂfr%ﬂzurmﬁ@r%#%%%%%%%ﬂ@wﬂﬂﬂ
RE W Ro 5 ® ® o e Mo @h g s s gt
ORI - e O N T s i R e
PHRE RIWIN T RMBEMT TR, TETTRE]YPYT BT
YT TETT THNTIIBRBEDRTANO T HR T BT A
FREEW T g MNMBTE o B R o R g m T B
0 ol — N I Z e BTV 3 .
o N E O ooy Eompnomoyzﬂﬂahzih_%wn7%wn£ar%z
T 8w~ T Sy Py m ool Wy w g o w
ﬂLMMPLH‘UIﬂELC Aoﬂ_lXuowaﬂrcio#ﬁﬂﬂrﬁﬂoior,q‘ﬂo’lw‘#ﬂ _,.E]Wﬂ
LA RP R T g MEBETH oo Tea o sFEFLRR
o BT W A Boap e oo NN 6T PTHAN IS 2T r
o B gd TWwgPTgon T FTEReEe TS ST
I x o o = o = 20k gy &g 9 %0 ® ok NI g oo X w J
TERRY R T I ETRE R AREE s TS Y T TR
o) © - I oR i T B = ! h < o O
Tonlgr 2l g maFT Tl BT ndoE o
_]ioMuﬂd%ﬂ]xﬂ@mnvmﬂ%qwﬂm_wwﬂ%mmumﬁﬂ E@Mﬂu{ﬁ%
o = 15 B ) o WS X X -~ o ou = JC
%ﬁﬁ%@iﬂﬁu%%ﬁ“ﬁoﬂ_w]_/riﬂﬂ@l%éﬂ%ﬂﬂ%?ﬂﬂ;ﬁ@o‘_
ox%%21;_@V%dr_cuugeﬂ@owammﬁzrﬁﬂﬂo =W R g9
oA TR S T o T A T
TEZpl T aldn el o 0@y RF gHg 0
SBT3 Y et Err g s e g AT R LE ST g
EEZ,_tﬂﬂi%ﬂu‘ﬂwi ﬂi_ﬂﬂm_.aﬂﬂﬁoﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂma TR oA N
TOAFZT I M2 TTHRBPIRNL gy ®H 2 BTN oo
%zwwﬂvaﬂ_dzfOME%WM%EWQor%i;m%é%ﬁ%i%
R R ol I S R s A -
o T N % M) NS A MY KT RERTNMPEPRNETTE SRS

ks

o
=

3]
=

7
T U171,

AQlukeh chep

SFATHI18].

o &l o

3}
=
[

T

Fact web =

=
=

i

3]

of B3] o
7
47k

1<

=
-
7F

A
b2

T

7}
#o
(e]
=

pz|
A%3} BAALol g

L

T

Aol )
s ER
o=
=)

HE
w

T

[e]
[e]

R ET R

=5

o
3

=

N
T

EEE

7] TR A 07 o] FBH R A|A]
Z

Lawton 5{19]
TollA AZEA] ]

El} ZFAol A Augls ER

=
=
H=Al

?}:o]
7
2 o
2 7F

=

L

T

L

T

st

1<

o

oF 52.5%

=

=l el 2 7k

SLIE=

=

3

1o SleH15]. o] AH]

0|

B

SEEEE
g 4
A

L

T

27

L

18247} =14

BYAH

&

i}

[e)
e}

5
Q
a

I

[9,11,12]. whebA] =] wjj3ha}
BAbe] of 225%

e
7



Q7| QR AR EAMH A5 o)

Q1 AveAt 7150

suslsl 15759 w321

347 Uehta shakele] Ao we} el HE
A5 285 517 Frk Cho [1419] Aol A A7k o) x
] 7HERe] JAH 715l TP B3 oA aFe] Hg
wre o2 UeRdth 53] Mitran 52018 X|ujgaE
7}—4 24 -‘Jrcd' FErEne

=R

[112324) 5 2 An@AE Eui 75| Pyl
24 S} )5 2 BFolA gl Bl
YN ZUE B BRI A7) te] 92
shefehis QA7 Rob 4 gigleh

web AT el 8y AZbuEAw
& olg3he Q1 A el R S
ohlet THAY FHe £ BRYISE 1575
o BAE shotstol TIHOZ weoly Arh@a 7ol
Sol A PIe A9 4534 vhde] Bag 7z AR

4
B ApE wgrlaguy AREAN A ol

Shz g AR THe) BRI 15 B
Ag 5] A% AT, FAH AT B o}

?é A7V E AN 25 o) &
w7kel 7157) el

(1) 7 20A] o) 754 olste] =143 A wjgkate] 71
TRAeE e T 7es F5ohe AT

* MMSE-K #57} 1054 253

e Global CDR(Clinical Dementia Rating: 1] v} 4|
T) A7 05804 24

e CNS(Central Nervous System: %527 7))

acetycholinesterase inhibitor A|A| S E-& 5<1 =}

@) "= T & 7 ool sl A
o FAE A BRE AYE =7tk X5}
= &

o @] of Aol ole) WEE welFa Y= A

¢+ BAE AN B A wdE FE A4
o AR o AAA AQL An g A



322 =g Fee=iA A9 A%

2.3.1 &7 (Korean Revised Caregiving
Appraisal Scale)

Ew7t SAETE S 18 RSV HE
(K-RCAS:Korean Revised Caregiving Appraisal Scale)
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Table 1. Caregiving appraisal and family function of

participants (N=121)
) Average
Variables Items M+SD M£SD
Burden 9 2659 + 609 294 + 094
Satisfaction 6 18.50 + 328 308 * 0.85
Caregiving Mastery 6 1926 + 277 321 + 0.89
Appraisal
Demand 3 987 + 194 329 + 0.98
Impact 3 868 + 277 289 + 1.09
Total 26 8620 749 332 + 074
Emotional
; 9 3252 + 344 361 £ 074
function
Family Communication 6 1845 + 270 308 + 0.71
Function
_ Participation 1285 + 189 321 + 078
in family things
Sharing 1285 + 188 321 * 060
family life

p=034).
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Table 2. Correlation between caregiving appraisal and family function (N=121)
Family Function
Variables Total Emotiénal Communication Participatién in family Sharing family
function things life
(o) rp) (o) o) o)
Burden 03(717) -.24(.007) -11(.220 -.16(.083) 09(.305)
Satisfaction .30(.001) 33(<.001) .19(.034) 13(.156) 13(.171)
Caregiving
, Mastery A5(111) 19(.034) 02(.814) 03(.751) 15(.102)
Appraisal
Demand -.21(.020 -.27(003) 08(.383) 04(.640) 17(.066)
Impact -.05(.565) .10(.266) -.06(.521) -.18(.045) -03(.737)
2 gt A4ABATE UATHr=-18, p=045). = i ©] ERIALW=2.%, p=004) -7 BHAH R FHE ARt
2] Zo|| thEk wE7ta) Lzto] Ta Bukat @ o] 6A7F wwkel AL}l 12-18A17F wlwkel thakairh
THo] WS E Tk GA A Tlwo] EATh ek o FiEol gk srigto]l Eqtem(F=5.12, p=.002) 7159
e Bgel it BEge] 255 1ol AT BE 2ol 20084 olskel BlATE 01T o))
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Table 3. Differences of caregiving appraisal and family function according to participants' demographic
characteristics (N=121)
Caregiving Appraisal
Family Function
Variables Categories n(%) Burden Satisfaction Mastery Demand Impact
MiSD tor Flp) MtSD tor Flp) MtSD torFlp) MtSD torFlo) MiSD tor Fp) MtSD tor Flp)
Sex
Male 0(48) 2893+543 2456800 1967293 042(518) 19.00+273 0.60(549) 10.00+1.73 0.54(591) 9.33+260 147(.148) 87.17+7.66 0.82(417)
Female 91(752) 2581623 18.12+3.32 19.35+2.79 981201 851281 85.87+7.45
Age (yr) <40 1083 2650425 269(051) 1820:2.10 093(428) 19.00+1.25 1.10(351) 890+1.73 1.57(200) 7.78+228 1.22(306) 87.10+9.84 0.35(793)
41-55 B4(529) 2761636 1897+325 1890264 10.17+1.9 9.09+2.69 86.387.93
5%6-70 3B(314) 26.05+626 17.97+35 19.92+336 968+1.9%5 8.565£308 8532621
71-85 974) 21.67+381 17.78+342 19.33+1.73 9.56+1.33 767+2.18 8767+7.25
Relationship Spouse * 13(107) 2336606 304(020) 1808+309 1.16(.33) 19.30+1.49 091(460) 9.38+1.45 091(464) 7.92+253 29902 8631£7.23 0.45(.772)
with patient Son® 25207) 20%+467 a<bt T 1952£284 1860265 99+1.87 9604248 b>ct ¥ 87.72¢772
Daughter 45372) 259%6+576 1824316 19.09+2.57 10.16+1.94 795:261 86.18+8.09
Daughter-in-aw® 33273 262769 18083370 19.85+322 9524222 9.58+2.91 85.03+6.45
Others 54.1) 26.00£6.12 20.00+381 2000+4.33 10.60+0.89 740321 86.209.58
Sg?ba;f family Recognize responsibility
for taking care of patients 96(79.3) 26.79+6.16 045(636) 18.35+337 023(875) 19.39+296 1.62(189) 9.76+1.90 2.81(064) 868+281 208(.106) 86.38+7.85 0.24(787)
at home
Help patients’ taking
medicine-subscriptions  71(587) 26.14+669 1822+3.16 19.90+301 984+1.95 857+2.97 85.55+6.96
or clinic visiting
Replace turns who
take care of 33(27.3) 24.00+391 18.79+3.10 19.04+2.71 982+2(02 786262 8641£7.01
patients at home
Take financial
responsibility of 42(347) 2809+576 1867362 1867+243 9.90+1.92 940+2.52 86.88+7.26
treatments
< Midde school
Education graduate® 18(149) 2350£569 897(<001) 18.11+261 1.13.327) 19.39+t320 0.27(762) 967+1.91 1.03(360) 8.17+298 2.15(.121) 8433629 2.57(.080)
High school graduate” 3H(2BY) 2437+63B a<p<ct T 17.94+382 18.97+3.00 954+2.15 811322 85.5417.08
> University graduate®  68(562) 28544552 1889313 19.38:25 10.09+1.83 9.18+240 81.54£7.79
Religion
Yes 8(71.1) 264146.13 047(641) 18714312 030(583) 19.39+278 081(418) 993+1.91 0.54(580) 875279 022(825) 8641£7.18 0.51(614)
No 35(289) 27.00+635 18.00+3.66 1894278 9.71+201 863+2.79 85.65+8.30

* Multiple Response, t ¥ Scheffé test.
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Caregiving Appraisal

Family Function

Variables Categories n(%) Burden Satisfaction Mastery Demands Impact
MSD  torFlo) MesD O MESD torFlo) MESD torFlp) MESD torFlp)  MSD tor Flo)
Self-health Bad 768 2886932 1670193 17294249 075(476) 1886+1.35 0.12(886) 871+1.89 155(217) 10.00+283 080(451) 8671468 163(191)
condition Moderate 72(505) 25784578 1842¢325 19344276 9844190 8612287 8519688
Good 42(347) 27.60+6.16 1886+345 1919299 10094197 8682261 8783862
Patients Bad 68562) 26674557 020(747) 1835+327 0.17(84) 1894+225 1.11(333) 959+1.79 1.80(170) 867261 004960 8697+843 0.92(400)
health Moderate 49(405) 2685+695 18714334 19714341 10.18+2.08 8792299 85.08+6.05
condition Good 433 2425709 18504342 19.25+150 1075222 850£342 8675624
Living with Yes 55(455) 2606+673 0.12(389) 1838+342 (23(630) 2006%3.18 205(004) 10.07+204 106(290) 855308 (61(543 87.96+809 241(017)
patient No 66(545) 27.08+569 18614319 1861220 970+1.84 886251 84734665
Years living <5 19(345) 2384526 228(090) 17.79:282 043(731) 19804381 0.11(953) 1047+1.93 049(6%) 805293 044(727) 86:89+881 1.67(335)
with patient 5-<10 1200 30274552 1872361 19724205 10.18+1.47 0092284 90,64+6.28
10-<20 7127) 25:86:859 1943+35 043237 971281 800:387 91.14%925
>0 18(327) 2589732 18394396 20284346 972:222 894+3,19 86204772
Average
teking care <6 73603 2688+609 030(825) 1857+315 069(554) 1862207 512(002) 971+1.80 1.15(332) 866+262 0220885 8577+7.60 1.20(312)
hours/day
6-<12 1191) 27184502 19.36+304 1891221 a<bt ¥ 973+1.42 890+1.97 7382+879
12-<1g 20(165) 26.15:520 18554248 20.95+389 1060+2.44 9.10:281 8685342
> 18 17(14) 2547832 17504465 2029325 976:2.11 841381 8882929
Household < 2000,000* 37(306) 2483+631 486(000) 1854282 044(646) 2049294 569004 10242208 1.88(157) 862326 038(687) 85274559 4.77(010)
monthly 2000001 - 4000000°  49(405) 26.10+574 a<o<ct T 1820+381 1861304 a>b, ¢t + 947+1.83 8542244 8463709 b<ct *
income(won) > 4000001° 35(289) 2911597 18894298 1889+159 10068+1.93 9.06:270 8937890
The most Bathe 91(752) 2590+608 342(011) 1866+331 073(571) 1956+291 187(120) 9.89+1.99 8.17(<001) 837279 400(004) 8604+7.77 255(045)
o . a>c d,
difficut job Dressing® 15(124) 3183608 axbt t 19.17:279 21,67+509 1283172 T 123322500, ef T 85042643 coet
€
at taking caret Going to bathroom® 24(198) 29.53+7.46 17.93+4.06 20.13+374 10.60+2.19 943+1.73 85214643
Control of urinating &
bowl movement® 45(372) 24424585 1894+3(2 1919252 1031167 7904297 8740689
Eating® 23(19) 2740588 17604389 1890213 9.10+1.59 863:223 8511883
Moving® .
li_A_CTW)mes of dally  44(364) 2627+54 1866:299 1826:244 921169 865282 87.04+7.66
iving

+ Multiple Response, ¥ Scheffé test.
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