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PR gle] Agael Aue Bz

N
fok
2
it
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i
ol
oX

* Aded A st

EEy

Hr

=Y : of8l, A7I B, ZelA

S UARAe AU, A7 EsH

733y 9] ol Fe| A

o gk o} Holl Fed gl ond(Tirrell & Hart, 1980) o} &4k
ARB Y olge) DS AR Arigte} 1z qld
AbE-8 29 4 9l (Kramer, 1995 ; Lavie & Milani,
1993 ; Wood, 1994) Eold2 £5% op7|sh7 = &
(Robertson, 1992). Ad A7 o8 B2 A=A Fol
7ok & A5 -g olgstA] ghot FBol APxA
v} Awdo] otshslw glow, Fold o] #H 97} 30—70%
2, B 50% Fol3 @97 wasw = HGreen,
1987).

EAp} oleie £AE SASkD W) A7A S
oW F7 AslAE WA BN A BA] AP
oldel GHE FE 29% Torsks Aol AW ojo}

Lid=d

Pollock(1987) # Dennis(1990)
ol Bl Fe3 AYdeg A7
=}, Pollock(1993)-& ut4d ¥ 2h=be] =
o BAE FAE Ao A
Ago] 2L ojalistd] ol ek Y, ~E
dla—- A DA ZAdde FaA Y FTAEA Y
gol ofe] gdollA vielwkei(Ross, 1990 : Krainsk,
1994 © 4], 1988), vjakal gl 7ol A2 %44l (control),
71 2.9l A (commitment ), %3 4) (challenge) 52 3

N
o

7R FA 8 4 2 o] F o]z v (Kobasa, 1979) 7+l 8 A}
e ol o) w-e Stelol gloi A A A gk Akl oA



A& EASH
gsle A7IE
E K %}0}-—01

‘ﬂ Al

214 &4 A
H29€ A A, At 5‘1‘—‘1 et "
Alztelv} £eizke 2 A o sl eH(Pollock & Duffy, 1996).
& ZAA e AgE g4 o xAle] gla A4l
e dE5E st z2Aste] ARAle] A7 A
4, 71e$ E3ld 52 ddstn g4 3 Jehdc
{Holahan & Moos, 1985). 271 %314 & 24l e] &4}
£ dolu Alm sl 22 ofdd HAolEx] A4S F &4
71 Aoz Ao =cHKobasa, 1982). =AA4S ¢
o P5, A, THH Axn, AH 24 A &4,
Zold &, AR e e FHU, 9 5§ 2¢s)
of chofsti A Aol A S FEdhcky shct,

A ARG JFS oA EolZaE W3lEe
Z 2ol AdTolA AAle ol sl AAo A}

E Aldel RrlEEgte] Azned PAUE A =
£ 716 2AsA Js FE ez delsgd
(Hurley, 1990 : T, 1992).

Bandura(1982) & 24 2} 5 Aol & A7 EAA A}
2.(Self-Referent Thought) 7} =§-4aks glebs v o
A oleidt FAA A A7ESE 28
ZAle} Aol HFF - o] AAIZE E¥8= A7E
e old #E5e asln 2 #%58 dvht go] nejn
debt 28 A& AJAE AHsle 49 2oz
(Bandura, 1977) 5W3e] Fa olZqlxlz 495
AL e+, 1992).

uteha] & o FxpE ikl BAHEE A Shate] A7)
P oldle] Fo Aol T YUTolE %:1‘0}—- =

ol sioll Agt A7t FFelnz, ALY ojgol F

& gikacler dFSa gl Bold o 2%?135.”—4
Hx & slotsle] o) & Akl WAE AA A g
o}, o] & F3te] TN A s Al A4 ol g of
%S Fi= g0l sdsta #dxle] AAYY oS F
A7 e 3 FA Mibol] #8817 Yot ¥ oA
% Al =5k}
2. 78 25
2 oo 7AH 2L & e}
1) s Ad gl A ol Az o 7l 2
71 5% A 55 slebgie}

Aol ol i Ao

2) BAENAAAS Fa4, A7la5 A3RY o
o} BAZ shetdict
3) BAEHARAY ARAY of g, A, ANEY
7 QubA B4 7)o WA 5 ghopgiod,
3. 202 Mo
1) 7+adA
o] &4 Aol : ql7to] A=A 2o 2 HT Aol E
AReA EAY 4 e d4H B4z A4, A

NEAA, 224 S 23

z233 9] AR AE oldshE Al 44 54
< ojolsin], uH1996) o) et AR AU A
2 aRg A4l

2) A7NES

|24 Ao 543 B35 FY3ted ot
FEolt #9485 L U5 ok Alel Azt o

& 7l 2o} o} (Bandura, 1977).
234 A9 @A AL E Aoz +YT
4 olche AHA7Ee] A % 2 4] Sherer£(1982)0 o8
Agrsl kA 27 3% o] &3] 24 q A4

o\t,

A5 g

3 AA o))

o2 Qe : A4 AR AR E FA)
Asl AN AL Y Eo 2 BAFH L ol o o 57
A4 % A 2ol o g o WA 9 (o], 1992) o] eh.

234 Qo) 2 AFol AL DAFAARATL A%

2§48 Aol olWaE dFozA dmds,
Aolzel, sEd Az, Y4AY BEB) HEo
2 ol(1992) 7 ok AR FHEFE ABetol
23% Aol

I. o|2x v

4oy
7elAde Qizkel 2B~ A7 Addg
AzatA Aolrted mgol 8 4454l cHKob

asa, 1979 ; Kobasa, Maddi, & Kahn, 1982). Kobasa
(1979) 0] &l A-2oz 45 o] AP AEFolA
2, ojudl 2e#lx Aglol



Mo A7 AAS BAsta A2Hez Aiof 9lsly
H 8HE Wil o 74171 A3 e A WEe] gole 7}
o] & AU+ E ~EH A Al A E 7] 7FslA)
A &ste o] A M-S 2EdA A ]l = 8t
ZFaqle] etz 34

FelAdE T4 93-S 544 (control), =}
71 %3] 4 (commitment), =44 (challenge) o|v] o] %
o Aol & Aund 53 3

£ A 42 Rotter(1954) 7k A4 & BA 9 Ad-g A

o g Alzbal Aol ALslol A =pAle] A zb R Al
2 %8 Pr.eg;vlin}t- zpAlo] AA A o7 o
A5l 3 E8h= 7 kol 8} 314t o]
& AgA3 5ol gom A4
g 4ot 24 deh ey

2 7157 Behe A7 =)
8t 2 %] Al =l ghet (Holahan

o S

v

°rxio%mm’£oin>1

-
{2

2 2 % ogo N oo
PR )

& Moos, 1985).

A7 Eo) AL @Al om| e o, A, Askg W
ZAsta kA s 2 9d B2 7H generalized sense
of purpose)’ o= zp4] o] Bl Yol At
RAER] 497 vobe AL 284718 Aoz

olw

A 2] ¥} (Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982).

ERAL ghe] Wstrt A Abelehe Al lel Wish: ot
AL AE 7] wokz olAle 7y ok4le] 5v] S
Atete Aoz sldshe Ag Rgctn Aolsiga

(Kobasa, Maddi & Kahn, 1982) Lazarus$} Folkman
(19872 i sh Ak gloll A 2HALS] o 4 58 7} %314 7]
wdA, T2, 38 5 rl%el Y AR el A
Lt st e 4y 248 iAo
u}s}\;}xz}d_ &9 ch. Holahan# Moss(1981) & d
ol e A2 Mg Add AgE agH R #HA
3hi Bl XY §54-E xdeba sholck
Lee(1983) = ot 3hate /‘W AFE F3hed
& & ql 2178 EH £ I omiéf»ﬂ 3{% R A

= AAg
=
L' %
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g Askel Az - ALsl4l
& zg el e
A+ g 9loleba dhct,
P B, A(1988) &

AL HUYE AAA *PEIZ*,
2, 2H1991) & AbE Y %

L4545 ARANEE 2
. A2k

210 B

o

ANE L E58 5EE 2A
ot PFA L Sz A4l
2.(Bandura, 1977) A#A%EA §
A o)t

R E2R R B
29 A4 5
P59 Ads
Agg Frog, AVLF

23] o] upalluk=c}(Strecher, DeVellis, Becker, Ros-
enstock, 1986).

A7\ 55l 7
ol "% A7) 5
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& Hzg Aoel Ao
%Q@Hﬂ*ﬂ°ﬂ

©
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AR
5 -:7;i

edl, 271&
Atgkat vlm S
Lot ol g, FAEE S
e gheh(McGuire, 1981).
ol &l 27| & 5% FAAZ 7] A& FAute g A
Ae A A Ay, ddH A5,
|9t § 224 (Bandura, 1986), 2738 ¢l &
[k Agho]l wpat eb 2 S o] A E-=lof gieh o
T AHE A Zske) 22 543 P9l 4 & °.
5L 747 Agd 5ot HE 395
3 gtot 2131 A XAl = l:ﬂl%%—v}
=l ‘471 $5ted 4 ¢ slch(Hofstetter,
ovell, 1990).
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E5zte]l Fadches 477t Aak Fokstx (A,
1992). Strecher 5-(1986)2 AP A(F 4, AF =4,
AESZE, T5)ol AV E 53 S AL P AY=F 214
+ 24T AR Alasde AP Adste} A6l
PBA YA SATRA 7 U2 BAsk

McCaul £(1987) & @@ =loll Al A7) 57 e]

FAFAL B2AL AA, 5, ol P feld TA
+& »33slga Crabtree(1986) = =71 & 570l 4
b 25, 9wk 2kt s g9l g AR F 83 ol
=9l A2} i yhgd o}, Gotner ¢} Jenkins(1990) & 4%
387 AAMEE FAE F+ AV|EFY 23 0=
.40~.89, p<.001) & <l 3t

Tl M E 7(1992) & G gale] 27123 o] Y7
A7 &5 & ARAAE wusgda, F(197)

< BAF A S A ABY S o) Yol AF T o) A
Z3%E wololgtar 3 oict,
ol Ao A7 57 VY TR AL S8l AV RS
ol P& Aol glo] JaE v|X = Fogt A2
2 gzsle] 2 AFodE A oy Helgale
iz va AAE 2435t A g

>

L e

O A
= T o

™

3. MAHS O St 242k 2] Ol

ol o] UnbA Ao hAatAe PFo]l NgH 94
of 23 e T2 o83 30 w2 AP
HEeta Yeolsta glom ke, Aelay X A%
%o wishgol oo 3" 4 Uch(Reichgott &
Simons—Morton, 1983).

Dracup(1982)-& o] & thAd#te] #Fo] Az A
7AfAlel A5 Au] T2 9wy Fad d2E
o WFely Holslgdr Eoldolat NE o AR
Aol A e FAF sIAG UGS L S
1A AV B AR B85 = Az e
Aekst AgstAY F3lA ok e d5E A A
F3A 25l 271A W2 v 4 Qloha hole

AAFHARL AA-FH Y ol 2}t A f=A
o] Falsl+= FAsA WHElst Ads] o] BAAFHol
T23 9 7154 o|AE doA AT FaHPolnt
3 d-¢ s Ado 2 (Keith, 1966), PTCA(per-
cutaneous transluminar coronary angioplasty), CABG
(coronary artery bypass graft)v} W23 <o}E g o]
S44 A golch (A9, 1997). ej} o2l gt Al A
-5 AX A 71E Aol oplel AlA A5 wolni, ¥

i

9] AGE 97| A= Aot H3kE
8 = (Robertson, 1992).

DAEFHAGR 7} ol efol & HES Aolgy, ¥
F, 2EdA 37, 349, BT, Adegl =234, 4
2F 45 AF A Fol zE cHMiller et al, 1989).
FAEHAAA ] HFH AaL Nazzadd
g o] P oll 28 9l.o.w (Tirrell & Hart, 1980) Eeo) g2
229 o}7)5}7] = e} (Robertson, 1992).

A ATFol oahad B2 #7) 2 A ¥ A zPHE
o] 3} 517] gho} 3] 8o| A A A}t A o] otshEw glo
o, Eolalo] W97} 30—T70%E., HF 50%2] Eold 3
37} »as)n 9 eH(Green, 1987). Marston(1970)&
3308 T3-S 247 A5 B 43%9] #A7t A5 R
A o) 3ol Asjetelm 4—92%9] Eoldy & nu Fov
Evans 5(1983)2 #7] <t&8-& 4] k5o &
olglo W= & 5-85%= ¥ uslgich

3(1997) & B AFUASAES Ao 2 g ATl A
Ad=te] 594 old A4t 4.74, Aol o)d
A4 P oz nudgen ol AN =2
ol & AYP= 2 9k w|FoA e dFAAQ +E
ol 754, 4lo] 8 o] 8 693 (Kison, 1992) v s 8}
2 o 453 Bk et

WA} S0 gkAte] o) ol digt AFE ol Pol ¢S
FE Heiaql R4 F2 o] ozl ozl Bk
A= g9lql A7) a5 (Ewart 5, 1983 ; Robertson,
1992 ; Vidmar & Rubinson, 1994 ¢ ; 1997), A7-%57)
(Radtke, 1989), =9} 9= (Miller 5)oke] A
F7} o] Fol At

ol Aol 2L T £ o, AT AAAEY A
A S FA 8 st AP oA L FAAANE
wako 2 745 7} AF = ojof 3ud, Aol AP o]
#& 57 A BAFAAZRLe] A7Y S ol Yo
3L v]A & 998 et o] A= ook Fle
upebd, 2 A7 BAEY A SR P4, A E
3 AR ol HAle gt ATF A xdn
Z g}

Ag ol o]

0. 917 e
1 A % CHAL
%ﬁ?%l%%ﬂé%#Aﬂ%w@% zr 8
U HAs) A e FEEEol AT ALA 2



2. AT EF

2 QAFol A A AFEFE ARITFoIH A=
shEE A 43 AL Agetse

Aoz o %3](1992) 7} ety
Aeeo F22Fgon T4
T8 Aed g9 o|YFEst ¥
743 ol FAE o B3 S o5
, Aleldte], AEdagel, dARE Fefdd w3
g A s o] gick 1(1992)«»1 ool 4 w79

= Cronbach’s Alpha=0.62030]3l.o.x & 7

ﬂ_‘}_t
oAl o] AlZ) = & 0.72810] =},

4%

=1 1(1996) 7} ﬂlﬂ
—3}04 z5sg.0n, 7
2 58 ol A A 5L 1144 74 2] 5%‘%
EFE 37H SAMd ez TASR
15414 828, =44 838 F 3%
g 49&4. 47t BE&5E A9
)k ghal o] A3 5= Cronbach’s Alpha=_849(%
A 0.775, A71504 0.860, =AA 0.839) g
(4}, 1996), ¥ Ao A2 418 =+ Cronbach’s Alpha
= 86052, stelAYHE AR 2L 7 a= 705, a=
.804, a=.61701 o},

&

1A el 588

3) ArlEy

A 25 247) & %8 Sherer E(1982)0l ¢ &) 7}1‘“51
gdubA R EF —?'E o] &-5hed 243t om A
3Bl A 824dAR 54 Hxgch A5vt £
45 A7 Ege] oS viehdlx, 70 A el /;1
#x ¥ Cronbach’s Alphaz() 719} v} (Sherer,

'
R

1982), £ el A ef Al + Cronbach’s Alpha=0,
842 wlwd ¥k

FAZE TR A3 A1, 1998

3 AERTE R EMUY

AL QTR d e 2 A4 d oA drA
919 9] dFzAlol A G-& AAslgled, A
ZAL Ao EA T o g AHRAE Y
FHE ¢ F 2o FHeodshA g ARRAL
SPSSE ol &t e, 7 wigof gl H-Au 2 o
&5 2=k
1) SAA=te]

NEFAEE
2) A3

ol

o] v}

H3 E41s% 217089 oldl, A4, &
A &2 FAE ol &84t
ol gl 2} Zal 4, A7 &5 }e] A& Pear-
son correlation coefficient 2 4 &g},
3) QubE EAo o2 ARG o3, 7lA, ArE
39 2ol t~test, ANOVAE B4 3tgx, FA43
22§25 Axbs Jebd Wi 8L Schef-
fétest= T A Aol Hole T8 AR =L

V. o7 &3
1. CHAIR 2| elghy £
thabate] dubd 548 A 58.5%, oAt 41.5%0°|

glom odele 60—69417} R.7% = 7H3 BekA 50—
59417} 29,2% G ek, AEAHE A1 87.7% B2 2
FARE FE o|5h7} 39.6% % 7Ha ggkeh, A A
=EAe A% AL 52 51.9% 9o 23
= 531 32.1%, 71 €2 31.1% Foldeh B A7y o
AAgo] BAFHAR 248 Ag 2RI oY g
e 31 228 B ARE w9} 409 (49.0
%) 2 A o, A, 88919 £o2 ebygel
Al 717k-e 1-3dol 457 (42.5%) = 7 wgkw,
A EFF e gAY s ARbe] 57.5%, PTCA
—‘;— A g Abgo] 25.5%, CABGE A 88 Aghe] 17.0
% solqireh SHababe] 76.4%7t 1A e} gz A

[

i
Z AL

[+
Lol o
g8 S

)~!

73 9ol gt &AL 707 (66.0%) o] ER7 Fo)
ol Al elokE 1.
2. o|gizt Aol AV |E S EE

Pz gate] o|sat Al AAEY AxE
oroli Aty (F 29k #eh A MM oA+

& 70.75F el o, Al AT 87.354, AU E
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e

ii

#59.047 el =t



CH 1) Qs By

& 4 T 3 Wl %(%)

4 4 4 62(58.5)

o 44(41.5)

o #4) —49 16{15.1)

50—59 31(29.2)

6069 41(38.7)

70— 18(17.9)

ZAEAH A& 93(87.7)

ol & Ay 13(12.3)

AEAE Z+Z o} 3} 42(39.6)

2 & 16(15.1)

Iz 32(30.2)

2 ETl 16(15.1)

7 A4 A 9(8.5)

3 76(71.7)

& 21(19.8)

% 4 + 51(48.1)

7 55(51.9)

2z = =1 33(3L1)

AFa 12(11.3)

¥ & 27(25.5)

5 34(32.1)

2} 2 A % =) % & 82(77.4)

8 & 24(22.6)

8. AR 4 vl -9 40(49.0)

bR 20(24.0)

9gql 18(22.0)

A 3 4(5.0)

Al A g 1=t 25(23.6)

7338 717 1-3¢d 45(42.5)

4-64 26(18.9)

7ol 4 16(15.1)

ABZEF CABG 18(17.0)

PTCA 27(25.5)

dEA 8 61(57.5)

Aq44g A & 81(76.4)

g & 25(25.6)

A7 Aol N A 36(34.0)

2474 R 70(66.0)

(E2)y o8, 2o, XU |G dEE

LG A9 #ig  x2Fdx

AP ol g 3792 70.75 10.84

73014 8-114 87.85 11.97

A7 B 35~82 59.04 10.29

2o AR o HHEE AL ok T
oz 28UVl 344 5 385802 A% Be

colRE ugw ‘AR e 2 YL FEIdcl 3844,

A71d oz 9ehg 2T 3824, ‘FAE AAF, S
FAL Aol 24737349 o2 gL oL n
At BF #3F BRI 2287, w5 AL
241422 @ ol g & v geiKE 3)

(E3) thaixie| PEEHOIM IS

2 3 jF EFEUA
1 47140z H80& el 3.84 0.76
2. 371 Hoz dgE 244 38 0.8
3. ARz Wutg 247 3.71 0.9
4, QAR kg FAAH o2 Bgdlel 385 047
5. yEzZAd S HA8 A7 336 1.05
. i
6. E54 AL o 312 083
7. 3 A o) e SAL A3, 2900 093
8. 24 & AA = A ekt 2.78 0.84
9 §4¢ At 373 103
10. £ A7k}, 368 087
1L ARG A5 /13 FA4AE 310 089

A ghghel},

12. FAH e Wil & e SA-E 23 2.48 0.91
el

13 A71d ez AFE 243t 27l 274 0.81
o 3 FAF 5 vlmdich

14, 235 % - 55 gagd 2.23 0.88

5oL Y E dol god g &7 281 0.60
Ao g7 2o}

16. 3% +4¢ #gh 356  0.66

17. 348 H gk 373 045

18, +5& 3 2.41 1.09

19. A=Al ootot ojstadgg & 331 1.06
A et

20 $HAZE g AR EA =4 256 051
ek, :
2L HY S d e axz 540l 350 052
7+ gk,
22, 7t 2ot sgof e 353 08
A 3.22 0.49

3 Ol oI, XV | el A

ol gof) e gk el A A7) A sS FoA AdA S
RE Aoz el 4),

Aelel 2 ARASF ol e # she Aoz v
ehten(r=47, p=.000), Z<id 9l AN dzel F
Aol M FAMAl(r=51, p=.000)& 7I¢ g% =
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A2 A7 oA = Felgt AuaAE vk ol At o2 vl I A g el Y= Aol o]
olg = ANEFE Fofg *tr’%}li'&?%l 7b Aot P g7t Fh2(72.00), &7 ol e Tl 4BH2
vl wE ARIAE eblieh(r=21, p=.042). 2 gle T 68.670 5 o] g2 A 3k Aoz eyl
7relAd-e A4 (1=4.01, p<.01), d=(F=16.09, P
(E 4y ZZdle ofdn Zeld, X7 1§ 5nte] A <.01), L§AE(F=5.48, P<.01) o4 -2 & ol &
A7 ol Bgla, Aol HFHFE 911622 82,107 9] 7ol
Fol A 469 (P=.000) vial] ok dede] FrAstwdA salAel vhoix = A
A4 513 (P=.000) 22 velyich Ao i 7&";1“‘—"- Scheffé test
A7 594 258 (P =.015) g Az} nEol AL BE o]sluct Belyo] HL Ao
=14 . =
2755 A (t=264, p<.05), 98 (F=6.97,
P<.05), %4 & (F=343 P<.05), Asi(t=257,
4. CHatAte| gluisl B M0|| T2 X el Xio| P<.05) oA Fl 3 Aol B neleh FAbe] HE A4 E
61.212 o3 55958 c} A7l E5o] ggtov], d3&
o} AT Fe gk Aol (t=3.432, p<.01) 494 o} 317} 60.564 2. & A7) &5 el 7hat Eka, A
£ yoled V)Ee] 73.28H 02 olEolu} AbEe ol otd 4 Ar &y H4rt Wt Aos vhelydot
67.68°9 Bt} A velyich &4 5ol we} A7) &5-5 Scheffé test@t 23 AE
Az Agky 728 77kl w}ﬁw lefl f-elgk x} olakel Zgol FF o5l Ak AT ARl L
ol & By (F=489, p=.003), ol & #<oll A&k Sche Aoz vebde Addol sle A 16l.62H 22 Qe
£é test A AREF 13 A oG ¢ l 1»% vlatel FX 1:’r 56534 mek 2p7) & %o} ket
(B5) 28t S4of L2 oldl, ZeIM, X7 IES
o 3§ A4 A Es
4% ¥ "= %) Mean(SD) torF p Mean(SD) torF p  Mean(SD) torF p
CE | & 62(58.5) 60.95(12.46) 920 .360 91.16(1L.60) 4.011 .000 6L21( 9.79} 2.639 .010
o 44{41.5) 72.09( 7.42) 82.10(10.49) 55.95(10.31)
4 7 ~49 16(16.1)  72.43(10.26) 340 .850 86.13(10.90) 16.089 .000 60.56(10.05) 6.966 .010
50—59 31(29.2)  73.00(10.28) 89.07(10.58) 59.23( 9.66)
60—69 41(38.7)  70.17(12.25) 88.65(11.37) 58.93(10.24)
70— 18(17.0)  71.00(9.00) 82.71(15.63) 57.53(12.29)
B4 71& 93(87.7) 75.28( 9.97) 3.432 .001 89.84(11.27) 1.664 .100 60.36(10.55) 1.214 .228
ol &l AWl 13(12.3)  67.68(10.43) 85.71(12.51) 57.79(10.24)
EERE Ex ks 42(39.6) 70.28( 8.49) .076 .973 82.15(12.70) 5482 .001 54.90(10.39) 3.428 .012
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— Abstract—

The Relationship between
Hardiness - Self Efficacy and
Compliance in Coronary Artery
Disease Patients

Kim, Sook Young*

The purpose of this study was to investigate the
relationship between hardiness—self efficacy and
compliance in coronary artery disease patients,

The subjects for the study were 106 patients who
admitted to S medical center or visited to outpatient
clinic. The instruments used for this study included
a questionnaire of general characteristics, compliance,
health related hardiness and self efficacy.

The data were analyzed by using mean, t-test,
ANOVA, Scheffé test, Pearson correlation,

The results of this study were as follows :

1. The average score for compliance was 70.75, for
the hardiness was 87.35, for the self efficacy was

59.04.

* Assistant professor, Dept. of Nursing, Kyungin Women'’s
College
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2. The relationship between the variables of com-
pliance and hardiness - self efficacy was signifi-
cant. Compliance was significantly related to har-
diness(r=.47, p<.01), suggesting that the person
with high hardiness got higher compliance scores.
The three dimensions of health related hardiness
were control, commitment, challenge. Control(r
=513, p<.01), commitment(r=,258, p<.05),
challenge(r=.419, p<.01), were significantly re-
lated to compliance. A slight but significant corre-
lation was also found between compliance and self
efficacy (r=.21, p<.05).

3. Inthe relationship between general characteristic-
s variables and compliance there were significant
differences in marital status(t =3.43, p<.01), dur-
ation of illness{F=4.98, p<.01), hospitalized ex-
perience(t=2.04, p<.05), educational experi-
ence(t=2.66, p<.01).

From the above results, it can be concluded that ;

Hardiness and self efficacy were found as import-
ant factors of the compliance in coronary artery dis-
ease patients. These results suggest that nursing in-
tervention to increase the level of hardiness and self
efficacy should be developed.



