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Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the validity and reliability of the Korean Version
of Self—Efficacy Questionnaire (KSE—12), which is used to examine Communication Self—Efficacys for
155 nursing students. To verify the construction factor of the tool, exploratory factor analysis with
varimax rotation was performed, resulting in one factors with 12 items. KSE—12 was significantly
correlation with GICC (p<.001), and criterion validity was verified. Cronbach's a was .98, showing
internal consistency. Therefore, we suggest that it will be useful for the accumulating the evidence data

for development of the communication self—efficacy program by using the KSE—12.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=155)
Variable n(%)
Male 24(15.5)
Gender
Female 131(84.5)
=20 34(21.9)
21-24 116(72.9)
Age(year)
=25 8(5.2)
M=£SD 21.88+1.62
Freshman 34(21.9)
Sophomore 42(27.1)
Grade
Junior 40(35.8)
Senior 39(25.2)
Christian 28(18.1)
Buddhism 20(12.9)
Religion
Catholic 8(5.2)
None 97(63.8)
Brother 63(40.6)
Sister 49(31.6)
Sibling status
Brother and sister 31(20)
Single child 12(7.8)
Alone 12(7.7)
Cohabitant With family 89(57.5)
(living with)
With others 54(34.8)
Experience of clinical |Y€S 79(51)
practice No 76(49)
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Fig. 1. Confirmatory Factor Analysis of KSE—12

Table 2. Multi—trait / Multi—item Correlation Matrix

for Item Convergent Validity (N=155)
Items KSE-12
1 728
2 786
3 723
4 581
5 740
6 754
7 .692
8 672
9 .697
10 687
11 738
12 792

3.2.3 FAEYE

KSE—129} X284 gil#A JAAE T8 SHE
(GICC)9] naAE geldt Ay}, KSE-129} GICCE
AR fFo3t AAFAAAE HA(r=0.73,
p<.001) FAEFE7}F SHE T} Table 3

Table 3. Criterion Validity

Variables KES GIce
KES 1
728
gIce (.000) !
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Table 4. Item and Factor Analysis of the KSE—12 (N=155)
Contents Factor Cronbach’s
loadi Communality a if item M£SD
How certain are you that you are able to successfully -- oading deleted
1. --identify the issues the patient wishes to address during the conversation? 1981 .962 1905 6.924+1.18
2. --make an agenda/plan for the conversation with the patient? 974 1949 1902 6.894+1.19
3. --urge the patient to expand on his or her problems/worries? 954 910 906 6.91+1.25
4. --listen attentively to the patient? 968 1938 913 7.04+1.22
5. --encourage the patient to express thoughts and feelings? 977 1955 1905 7.024+1.23
6. --structure the conversation with the patient? 972 .945 904 6.90+1.20
7. --demonstrate appropriate non 4verbal behavior » 973 946 907 7.00+1.16
(eye contact, facial ex pression, placement, posture, and voicing)?
8. --show empathy (acknowledge the patient’s views and feelings)? .968 .936 1908 6.95+1.23
9. "'?]arlf)' vghat the patient knows in order to communicate the right amount of 638 407 907 6.7141.32
information?
10. --check patient’s understanding of the information given? 974 1950 1907 6.88+1.21
11. --make a plan based on shared decisions between you and the patient? 1969 1939 1905 6.88+1.21
12. --close the conversation by assuring, that the patient’s questions have been answered? .970 1940 1902 6.884+1.15
Sum score .988 6.92+1.30
Eigen value 10.776
KMO=.95, x*=331.569 (p<.001),
Cumalatevia varience= 89.80%
3.3 A= A4 Hth FHERFEE MTMMS: 58 #538iglom 2t
= R= = X0 =2F] o
FAURIEI B AR e AaEg ¢ oo AT APIE T SUE SHsh 3
_ N _ S 3ok 2= 0]9) DA 7)o 9ol x 2o
=T I(KSE—12)¢] E3HEAS 9)ate] B3l7F AFaA S AT 5 AT BFATA F7tel dolA 9 p
2w BEly) A7 AHASE st 3 [=Es T .05 o3
T 2 F SR JAE AESIgITE F 1270 £

o ek FahE = —0.28~0.10, FEE
WX R VR Ayiaze] nEA] ekgi ﬁ%ﬁé id_%zi
= 0.6~7.7%, vFFE = 0.6~3.9%2) EEE Kol
BE FFA 58 7153 520 15% IRk vhe}
[29]. KSE-129] Wi¥d#AdS s A+
Cronbach’s alpha= .98 % 4F=% %1, Table 4.
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