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Abstract

The purpose of the study is to survey and identify the degree of cognition of women in their
20s in Korea for cervical cancer screening which has been expanded to those aged 20 as the age
for the screening since January 2016, and to reveal its correlation with intention of screening. The
responses to the questionnaire of the survey conducted on total 353 females in C region were
collected for the data from Nov 1, 2017 to Nov 10, 2017. The frequency analysis, chi-square test
and logistic regression analysis were conducted by utilizing 353 copies of the questionnaire.
According to the result, only 129(36.5%) answered that they recognized the current system of
cervical cancer screening. Besides, the intention of screening in case of recognizing the cervical
cancer screening project was 1.63 times higher than when it is not the case. Therefore, it is
required to raise the participation of screening of women in their 20s by intensifying education
and promotion on cervical cancer screening for women who are not yet in their 20s in linkage

with health care projects at schools.

B keyword : | Cervical Cancer Screening | Women in Their 20s | Cognition | Screening Intention |

Aretz g - 20194 038 19

X} 20184 11 09
s MAX}: 2™, e-mail : ssusi@cju.ac.kr

s
SHYXL 20194 g 21

El 0>



HIxSI3|=2X| 19 Vol, 19 No. 3

HAE 9}

g

A

o}
=

Boll 717t 7}

A

Al

B9} = 1271 Aot

(1]

. M

8 20174 7=
FATH1L

=
=
S

Selvetel A4

A

AE 107 B9 1867 oA 2015 107 &

1084 o2 wAEo] I3

=13
=

Z =
=3}

2

ol

d el

Fod.©.m 2007

9]

7

%6

19993 58] 2007d7HA] A%t 4.3

WHE 20159714 93F 26% 7HAskeh 1eivk 20124

P o Ao eton, Ag7Rerel 2017

9]

e

e o, e

9]

] kA

LIRS e i)

o|J

[e)

sl

1=

woH12l 23y 2017

o1l

=0 2]
=2

o} A=(7.1%)ell ]k

L}O 2=
N LN

A=

1

ZAPE A12HE 20043 tH] 26.4%p S713IA B 2SS

A

o
=

[e]
=
W, 2011-20151 Abo] AYFE A H- ko] 5id

FHREES T9I%E HE

C}O

A g2l 27

S

784%¢°ll H|ste] #=okom 1993-19%4 ABEE 775%

FATH1. o]} o] AR

ate] 2.4%p 713

¢} v

(3100 vlFo] % ), $elviel 2] grel Fagat A

[e)

Al el At

Fujolels AAE e Ao A E

of

23

FORI7E? 2

=] A TH2-9].

1304
o2f gt W3l

o] SEutil A 20130

= A

ululk

ol
s

ARl Tk QIA|&o] Y&
taz, 200 oA o] Abg ok Aol Tt

9

a4z

gl AR %

™

2 7M1

HA w91 em, 2

9]

158 74

o)
ke
=

W44

g

A
T

of S vA Aozt

b o] o] A

S
]!

At

}

AR, 200) o}/d 9] Az Hek A4, Bl=el o

R

=
=

el

2
a9lel] gigk AH15], FAaF dFA Y o

#49 o149

AH14], =

s
&

2 vAE
o 437
G A706], Lo

%

sFaich 714 7 304

(EENERL]

7] Azl tigk A4 BB

g %

=]
H

=
é?f

A

152 o] §3}e] 20415E] 594

A

El

AsAe Az Jidd 3

A
L

H oz 20T oA

A

A} et 200 o

H =

ted Al

5]

7t 204 o4 744 gl

AL

1

S
!

F 20t o

k9
i

A 7d 5 A ARl o

Toll M=

il

)



]

=
Za Rl
Fo ok

oF
=

A %%, 3
<)

]

o
R

Al

Az

=
WA (chi-square test)

0|

stack =4, At Akl 7]

S

ohr7] <]

Fof AA]
2%

o]

bk vh o2 ) A5

=

d, A7 E, AT
o

1/\]

Ex
=

A
3] 7] %4 (logistic regression analysis)< A A]

w2 4
fe] Aol

=
]

=

Z]

KR
=

=

=

AR =

T

= 2000 O4yel X2

b

—

=

o

7]

200 o} e] g

L
L

[e)

}

©
yel

Aol A

2

2017d 1149 1978 2017 119 109744 AAS B

Absdell o

ol

&Ll el &

1.

=

=

Fe) AT

L

L

=

3l

8

=
=

z‘,—l_

&

3 ool Aol

QolA] A}

20th oA 404rg ol Al A=A
7]Hko g2

=
N

(555%)°] ‘BB o= S, 86T (24.4%)°] ‘N
2 T (20.1%)0] ‘4= Sl A8 A

39 5

She WRIEH1041107-201706-RH-003-01).

94

oy
of)

(635%) 0.2 & 7} A A3l

Az el o

s
1AFS ol

S
T

o) 2§ 7%t 4

=
=

= R R S B et oy

]_

AARdel e gR7

A%

b

A

—_

Tor
=g

oxR
HH

A

F Abgho] 203%(57.5%) 2. &
!

to] [Table 2]l A

Aelest ARAF oo+ vl

[

o~
T

ol
24

Abet 21%(5.9%) Htk oF 10u) o] wskch

Ly
a

o}

A

ol

A A B2} 8

L

L

}.

S

Abgell theh RAE o] vz

O &7} oA W3t

AbeH2 157

}

o
Ry

1

=

=7k gl

e

A

s
R

Y

)

A

(55.5%)°]

3(445%) o1 ATk

A HA

o]

Falll

r
It

H(12.7%) 0.7 A&

1A,

By

StSAH.

S

2719 SPSS

(statistical package for the social science)ver.180

3T

<7

L

o AR A

o

18 Am
=

a, o}

o~
T

Aol A

[ex
fus

2



352 st2FHIXStS|=FX| 19 Vol, 19 No. 3

Table 1. General Characteristics of Subject

(N=353)
Variable Classification n(%)
22.60
Age(yrs) (mean)
experience of No 86(24.4)
romantic
relationship Yes 267(75.6)
titude t q Conservative 71(20.1)
attitude towar -
Gender Ordinary 196(55.5)
Open 86(24.4)
Smokin No 345(97.7)
9 Yes 8(2.3)
Drinkin No 28(7.9)
© Yes 325(92.1)
Exercise No 243(68.8)
Yes 110(31.2)
Cognition of the No 224(63.5)
cervical cancer
screening Yes 129(36.5)
Cognition of the not carried very well 203(57.5)
promotion of the | carried out moderately 129(36.5)
cervical cancer i o
screening carried out efficiently 21(5.9)
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Table 3. Cancer Screening Intention Based on General Characteristics
; o Cancer screening intention
Variable Classification 9 X2 p
Yes No
Experience of romantic Yes 152(56.9) 115(43.1) 88 383
relationship No 44(51.2) 42(48.8) ) )
Conservative 33(46.5) 38(53.5)
Attitude toward Gender Ordinary 115(58.7) 81(41.3) 3.14 .208
Open 48(55.8) 38(44.2)
) Yes 3(37.5) 5(62.5)
K
Smoking No 193(55.9) 152(44.1) 108 A4
o Yes 183(56.3) 142(43.7)
Drink 1.02 328
rining No 13(46.4) 15(53.6) : :
. Yes 58(52.7) 52(47.3)
= 51 490
xereise No 138(56.8) 105(43.2) : :
Cognition of the cervical Yes 83(64.3) 46(35.7) 6.40 014
cancer screening No 113(50.4) 111(49.6) ) )
Cognition of the promotion not carried out very well 106(52.2) 97(47.8)
of the cervical cancer carried out moderately 80(62.0) 49(38.0) 3.63 163
screening carried out efficiently 10(47.6) 11(52.4)
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Table 4. Factors that Affect the Cancer Screening Intention of Subjects

Variable Classification QOdds ratio(95% confidence interval)
Experience of romantic No 1
relationship Yes 1.24(0.75-2.,05)
Conservative 1
Attitude toward Gender Ordinary 1.49(0.84-2.62)
Open 1.41(0.72—2.76)
Smoki No 1
moring Yes 0.41(0.10-1.98)
o No 1
Drinking
Yes 1.34(0.60-3.03)
) No 1
Exercise
Yes 0.85(0.54-1.36)
Cognition of the cervical cancer No 1
screening Yes 1.63(1.03-2.60)
not carried out very well 1
Cognition of the promotion of the ied out deratel 1.37(0.85-2.19)
cervical cancer screening carried out moaderately - - -
carried out efficiently 0.76(0.30-1.92)
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