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<Table 1> General characteristics (N=101)

Variables Categories Frequency %
Mail 43 42.6

Gender Female 58 57.4
<39 5 5.0

40-49 7 6.9

50-59 17 16.8

Age(years) 60-69 21 208
>70 51 50.8

Mean + SD 62.26 12.89

Occupation B0 & s
Not have 36 35.6

No formal education 16 15.8

Elementary school 31 30.7

Education Middle school 14 23.8
High school 22 21.8

College 8 7.9

Religion Have 68 57.4
Not have 43 42.6

Alone 15 14.9

it L%v%ng w%th a §pouse 35 34.7
P Living with children 44 43.6
Living with parents 5 5.0

Others 2 2.0

Disease Have 74 733
Not have 27 26.7

0 20 19.8

<100 20 19.8

x;‘gsgyzx"me 100-<200 39 38.6
’ 200-<300 17 16.8
>300 5 5.0

Self 9 8.9

Burden of Spouse 17 16.8
Medical Children 66 65.3
Expenses Parents 2 2.0
Others 7 6.9

Spouse 38 37.6

. . Children 36 35.6
Chief Caregiver Parents 6 59
Others 21 20.8

1 65 64.4

Number of Attack 2 36 25.7
>3 10 9.9

Duration of <1 12 1.9
Stroke(months) 1-6 20 198
>7 69 68.3

<Table 2> Level of physical disability, cognitive disorder
and body image

Variables Mean £ SD Range
Physical Disability 226 + 0.76 1-5
Cognitive Disorder 1.84 £ 0.85 1-4
Body Image 3.54 £ 1.30 1-7

BI(F=3.68, p=008) AHFAY A3t wEEE B4 o)
Blol Tl ARtk WA B7b stk B
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<Table 3> Correlation between physical disability,
cognitive disorder and body image 007).
Physical Disability %?Sg;'g;e Ueht folet Aol
Q1 2=0 o) Al =0
PR ID T * 2200-2997HA I 3007 o) del el fiAY
Cognitive Disorder .639*%(.000) 10070l AR AAdo] =9kt X F5H]E ekl
Body Image -.420%*(.000) -.620%*(.000) wa} g0l o)z} gl?i-t——]}"(F:ngl, p=.001) PN v b e ol
2Qlo] Aleﬂld‘lo Feshs A9 ApdsE TR ot
oliel i Aol Gl ARl 615280 Aol gl A XBNlgREsRE ARk felshll gk £1971710] 1)
<Table 4> Difference of body image by general characteristics (N=101)
. ) Body Image Duncan
V | F :
ariables Categorles Mean+SD t or 0] grouping
Male 54.56+48.95
Gender Female 51.90+19.88 68 499
<39 60.80+19.66 a
40-49 83.71+ 7.50 b
Age(years) 50-59 58.76+16.12 7.90 .000 a
60-69 50.67+19.08 a
70< 47.11+£17.38 a
. Have 57.12+19.77
Occupation Not Have 45.64+16.65 295 004
No formal education 41.75+19.53 a
Elementary school 50.87+19.18 ab
Education Middle school 51.33£17.21 3.68 .008 ab
High school 62.64+18.06 b
College 62.63£18.28 b
.. Have 54.90+17.65
Religion Not Have 50.51421.57 112 264
Alone 56.67+£19.43
Livin Living with a spouse 51.06+15.74
Arrang —_— Living with children 53.86+22.95 27 .894
& Living with parents 48.80+10.13
Others 57.00+24.04
. Have 49.93+19.76
Discase Not Have 61.52+15.97 274 007
0 45.35+16.02 a
Monthly Income <0 (s AU a
(10 OOOy on) 100-<200 54.85+20.12 3.80 .006 ab
et 200-<300 63.29+23.47 b
>300 66.00+22.33
Self 76.11+ 9.91 b
Spouse 56.59+19.98 ab
;ﬁiﬁl OFf - Children 49.64+18.66 491 001 a
xp Parents 61.0429.70 ab
Others 44.43+10.60
Spouse 57.39£18.40
. . Children 49.92+22.03
Chief Caregiver Parents 533341678 1.08 361
Others 50.38+16.79
1 55.88+19.58
il‘t:ier of 2 4531+18.12 2.89 060
>3 54.60+18.00
Duration of <1 66.75+18.35 b
Stroke( ths) 1-6 57.35£17.76 5.08 .008 ab
rokeimonts >7 49.39+18.99
27ts 55 x| 9(1), 2006 6¥
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Relationship between Physical Disability, Cognitive Disorder
and Body Image in Stroke Patients
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Purpose: This study was to analyze the relationship the physical disability, cognitive disorder and body image.
Method: The research was a descriptive relationship study. A sample is composed of 101 hospitalized stroke
patients. Data were collected from November, 2005 to December, 2005. The survey instruments used in the study
Sharon and Glen's physical disability scale, Lim's cognitive disorder scale and Osgood's body image scale. The
collected data were analyzed frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, ANOVA, Duncan test, Pearsons'
correlation coefficients. Result: The level of physical disability the score was 2.26, cognitive disorder 1.84 and
body image 3.54. and they were relation to significant correlation. The body image showed significant negative
correlation with physical disability, cognitive disorder. Physical disability showed significant positive correlation
with cognitive disorder(r=.639, p=.000), and significant negative correlation with body image(r=-.420, p=.000).
Cognitive disorder showed significant negative correlation with body image(r=-.620, p=.000). There were significant
differences of body image by general characteristics as follows: age(p=.000), occupation(p=.004), education(p=.008),
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disease(p=.007). monthly income(p=.006), burden of medical expenses(p=.001), duration of stroke(p=.008).
Conclusion: There was a significant correlation between physical disability, cognitive disorder and body image.
there will be considered useful nursing intervention effect to physical disability, cognitive disorder and body image
of stroke patients.
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