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Abstract The purpose of this study was to determine cervical cancer screening status of nursing
students and to examine the effects of their knowledge, preventive behavioral intention on cervical
cancer screening. This study targeted 192 nursing students from three universities in G. J City. The
data were analyzed through frequency analysis, t-test, x*-test, and logistic regression analysis using
the SPSS/WIN 23.0 program. The factors influencing on the cervical cancer screening among
nursing students were age, sexual experience, and preventive behavioral intention. In order to
improve the cervical cancer screening rate, healthcare professionals must develop phased and
sustainable education programs that enhance the intention for cervical cancer screening in schools
and medical institutions for students to be provided from school-age years, which is a pre-sexually
active period, to college years.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects

(N=192)
Variables Categories n(%)
21~23 160(83.3)
Age
224 32(16.7)
3rd 86(44.8)
Grade

4th 106(55.2)

High 29(15.1)
Economic status Middle 155(80.7)
Low 8(4.2)
With parents. 109(56.8)

Residential type Dormitory 28(14.6)

Adjacent or

lodging 55(28.6)

Family history of Yes 13(6.8)
Cervical cancer No 179(93.2)
Yes 76(39.6)

Sexual experience.

No 116(60.4)

Gynecological diseases Yes 19(9.9)
experience No 173(90.1)
Cervical cancer Yes 44(22.9)
screening No 148(77.1)

Table 2. Differences of Cervical Cancer Screening

according to General Characteristics  (N=192)
Cervical cancer
screening
Variables Categories ——  X? el
Yes No
(n=48) (n=144)
21~23 23(47.9)  137(95.1)
Age 5780 (001
>24 25(52.1) 23(4.9)
3rd 16(33.3) 70(48.6)
Grade 340 068
Ath 32(66.7) 74(51.4)
Economic High 5(10.4) 3(2.1)
status .
Middle 35(72.9)  120(83.3) 6.66 037
Low 8(16.7) 21(14.6)
W'tht 28(583)  81(56.3)
Residential parents
type .
Dormitory 6(12.5) 22(15.3) 0.22 894
Adjacent or
odging 14(29.2) 41(28.5)
Family history Yes 8(16.7) 5(3.5)
of Cervical 9.93 .004
cancer No 40(83.3) 139(96.5)
Yes 34(70.8) 42(29.2)
sexual 2613 {001
experience No 14(29.2) 102(70.8)
Gynecological Yes 11(22.9) 8(5.6)
diseases 1217 .001
experience No 37(77.1)  136(94.4)
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Table 3. Differences of Cervical cancer screening
according to Cervical cancer knowledge,
Preventive behavioral intention

Cervical Cervical
cancer cancer
. screening screening
Variables (Yes=48) (No=144) t P
M+SD M+SD
Cervical
cancer 4.83+1.71 3.98+1.58 -3.17 002
knowledge
Preventive
behavioral 17.15+2.47 16.08+2.21 -2.80 .006

intention
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Table 4. Factors influencing Cervical cancer screening

Cervical cancer

Variables Categories screening P
OR(95% Cl)
21~23 1.00
Age .006
224 5.81(1.64~20.60)
High 0.91(0.11~7.40) 927
Economio Middle 0.51(0.15~1.75) 286
status
Low 1.00 517
Famaliy history Yes 2.06(0.38~11.09)
of cervical 399
cancer No 1.00
Sexual Yes 298(1.21~7.31)
experience No 1.00 o
Gynecological Yes 2.23(0.69~7.21)
diseases 179
experience No 1.00
Cervical
cancer - 1.31(0.99~1.75) .063
knowledge
Preventive
behavioral - 1.21(1.00~1.45) .046
intention
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