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Ast9-S u] Cronbach’s a %ol H3E Y]
Alpha if item deleted Zf3} E&¢-54 7+ A%
A\ (corrected Item Total Correlation, ITC)S Ak
3t

o AR, A AlFe AS5E fsiAe A
AHAL A F = (test-retest reliability) & 53 T o]
& ABAS() 2 o838t AFEslTh

d5A, TFHEEL} dole, BRAEE HF

i

457

1

il o
Md

e i orlr 2

ALY S5 EY ME(K-SCCCS)| Bt et MEE

3}7] 93] Rasch B H4ate] inficd} outfic
%Y MNSQ(mean square residual) & A&}
st
i

N, g4 Zut

1. CHAXte| ek EM

2 dolA A dy AR(E 50.7%,
o] 49.3%)= Hlstgon, Hat ol 43,77
A=z, dgdi= 507} 26.8%2 7H8 21 60
t7b 11.1%2 718 AQlth, 2&id= 714
(68.3%), T F1(44.1%), g2 H&A
(63.4%), AAA 22 5(49.0%), AP A
H(38.9%), + 3= #-%AH64.4%)7F 7H
T2 Ao yepyth a4 Ygdst gl
£ 6.5%°09, tdA R EHY AdEed AL
2 2 Bt dYYeE 19.9%, d4) g
¢ Folzty SH3t 286 Bt Y AAd4
£ 35.64%0]3ict, T3 dubd EAof figt Z
setd AL 7] -3t 2tol= GlSiTh<Table 1>,

2. K-SCCCS2| LIBEIZ: &#F

5 Qo] WEHE A%E $15 CVIS AN
AT 80 OO UERtor 2712 7]g o

3. eh=0ft GRlofEl =5 ZE M9l 7Y
=

Alolel T2 AP A=Y HHE A5 949
SAA 9EH, HelH Q8N U SHEYE
S ALE

143



r

== R2|StR|X| M253 M2 (SH M71%): 2022H 68

(Table 1) Distribution of Participants (N=306)
Variables Categories n (%) Mean (SD)
Sex Male 155 (50.7)
Female 151 (49.3)
Age > 20, <30 58 (19.0) 43.77
(12.27)
> 30, < 40 56 (18.3)
> 40, < 50 76 (24.8)
> 50, < 60 82 (26.8)
> 60, < 65 34 (11.1)
Marital status Single 84 (27.5)
Registered partnership 209 (68.3)
Divorced/dissolved partnership/ separated 13 (4.2)
widowed
Religion Christian 78 (25.5)
Buddhism 58 (19.0)
Catholic 35 (11.4)
None 135 (44.1)
Education level < High school graduate 70 (22.8)
College graduate 194(63.4)
> Graduate school 42 (13.7)
Perceived economic status High 64 (21.6)
Middle 150 (49.0)
Low 90 (29.4)
Occupation Profession 36 (11.8)
Civil Servants 18 (5.9)
Office worker 119 (38.9)
Business man 27 (8.8)
Housewife 53 (17.3)
Etc. 22(7.2)
None 31 (10.1)
Main caregiver Spouse 197 (64.4)
Offspring 15 (4.9)
Relative 15 (4.9)
Friend 21 (6.9)
Etc. 58 (19.0)
Region Seoul, Gyeonggi, Incheon 166 (54.2)
Gangwon 8 (2.6)
Chungnam, Chungbuk, Daejeon, Sejong 31 (10.1)

Gyeongbuk, Gyeongnam, Daegu, Ulsan, Busan75 (24.5)

Jeonbuk, Jeonnam, Gwangju, Jeju

26 (8.5)
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Hospital type (beds) General (= 100, < 300) 113 (36.9)
General (= 300, < 500) 71 (23.2)
General & Tertiary (> 500) 122 (39.9)
Current hospitalization status ~ Yes 20 (6.5)
No 286 (93.5)
Number of days of 19.90
hospitalization (days) (25.53)
Number of days discharged 35.64
(days) (27.34)
1) EME Q012 75.8%7}+ A8 = A Th<Table 2>,
Avlold & FHY 1253 e 244 & 2) Q1N Q01EM
AEAS A3t A3}, Eigenvalue 1.0 0]4F<1 174
of adlo] 20N, 7 e 0% Bal  BAE QUdg B9 £29 Bded 72
& 79(12¥1 £3)olA] 91(8W B E UEHS Yo AYJ=E HF5] A8 & adE
m<Table 2>, E3F 17]19] Q1] oJaf HA &4k A& AAlste] CFI, TLI, RMSEAE 4135}%l
(Table 2) Result of Exploratory and Confirmatory Factor of Analysis of K-SCCCS (N=153)
[tem factor loading B SE B t
1 0.83 1.00 - .82 - -
2 0.87 1.08 0.06 .86 18.83 <.001
3 0.86 1.08 0.06 .84 18.12 <.001
4 0.89 1.13 0.06 .89 20.07 <.001
5 0.88 1.06 0.06 .86 18.72 <.001
6 0.89 1.20 0.06 .89 19.89 <.001
7 0.86 1.08 0.06 .82 17.43 <.001
8 0.92 1.25 0.06 91 20.67 <.001
9 0.88 1.14 0.06 .86 19.04 <.001
10 0.86 1.07 0.06 .85 18.68 <.001
11 0.88 1.06 0.06 .85 18.49 <.001
12 0.82 1.12 0.07 79 16.56 <.001
Eigen value 9.10
Total explained variance (%) 75.8
Fitness index x? df x 2/df RMSEA CFI TLI
Criteria model 97.77 (p<.001) 47 2.08 .08 .97 .96
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et £l a9 84l B Aoz gl =39 W& d#4d A== (Cronbachs o) ¥ 4
et ofof wat 17 89, 128z 44 A=A AL A2 (test-retest H Al) B4
K-SCCCS9| 2 23Hd& Felstoitt, A,

3) +HEIE= 1) x| ety M|z

MEstE D=, 9 dnl Ak, FUE dAvlold E8 A A= 128FY AFgee
dvlold S HEE Aroe] e e Cronbachs a=.972 Uepstom, g 3| o
2N Aol Eu A9 A= dizt eHEY T 4 298 2d 234 T AAL
=5 Fstgh 1 23 duold S5 Ad A Fa 775¥ Ho .89 Apolo] EE3}F{Th<Table
e N e, 9 an, FuE dul 3>, B4 £F0] AAE 5 AZE=T}t o]
ofd SEUEHE} of T AR (Pearson’s 7] Hzol AA7E Bad £ e AoR

45
~J

correlation coefficient) 7} 0 (p<.01), .67 golgQict,

(p<01), .66 (p<01) 2.2 Leh} SREHIES o
(Table 3) Result of Reliability Coefficients of K-SCCCS (N=153)
Item Mean Standard deviation ITC (r) Alpha if item deleted

1 6.06 1.88 .83 .97

2 6.03 2.09 .85 .97

3 5.93 2.10 .83 97

4 6.52 1.99 .89 .96

5 6.78 2.05 .82 .97

6 6.53 2.13 .87 .97

7 6.74 2.04 7 97

8 6.20 2.27 .89 .96

9 6.61 2.15 .84 .97

10 6.58 2.04 .85 97

11 6.52 1.99 81 .97

12 5.31 2.38 .78 .97
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(Table 4) Result of of Items Fit Statistics of K-SCCCS (N=153)
MNSQ

tem Content Difficulty _Infit __Outfit
1 Express sensitivity, caring and compassion for your situation 0.22 0.84 0.88
2 Strive to understand your emotional needs 0.29 0.86 0.85
3 Consider the effect of your illnesses on you and your family 0.31 1.07 1.07
4 Listen attentively to you -0.16 0.65 0.66
5 Convey information in a way that is understandable -0.40 1.05 0.93
6 Gain your trust -0.23 0.73 0.71
7 Involve you in decisions about your treatment -0.34 1.19 1.22
8 Comfortably discuss sensitive, emotional or psychological issues 0.12 0.91 0.87
9  Treat you as a person not just as a disease -0.20 1.12 1.18
10 Show respect for you and your family -0.18 0.80 0.79
11 Communicate test results in a timely and sensitive manner -0.26 1.06 0.97
12 Spend enough time with you 0.85 1.55 1.50
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(Figure 1) Item person map of K-SCCCS (N=153)
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(Figure 2) Probability curves of K-SCCCS (N=153)
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Validity and Reliability of Korean Version of
the Schwartz Center Compassionate Care Scale*

KIM Seong Eun!, KIM Jeong Suk?

Abstract

This study was conducted to evaluate the validity and reliability of the Korean version of Schwartz
Center Compassionate Care Scale (K-SCCCY) in recent hospitalizations. Participants were 306
adults (15 — 64 years old), who had been hospitalized for more than 24 hours at general or tertiary
hospital within the last 3 months. Internal consistency, stability, reliability, construct validity (ex-
ploratory and confirmatory factor analysis), and criterion validity were evaluated. Using the Rasch
model, the persons and items fit, distribution of item difficulty, and appropriateness of the rating
scale were also investigated. The confirmatory factor analysis showed a reasonable fit (RMSEA=0.08,
CFI=97, TLI=0.96). There were significant correlations between K-SCCCS and individualized
care (0.70, p<.001), clinical compassion (0.67, p<.001) and subjective satisfaction with compas-
sionate care (0.66, p<.001). Overall internal reliability (Cronbach’s alpha=0.97) and test-retest
reliability (0.66) were good. All items and scales adjusted well to the model (fit indices range:
0.66-1.22) except for item 12. The K-SCCCS had satisfactory person separation reliability (0.97)
and item separation reliability (0.93). There were no disordered thresholds in the 10-point rating
scale. The K-SCCCS is a useful and reliable scale to assess compassionate care in Korean inpatient

populations.
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