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of Bastgon, FAH B WEe o3

S, Gl £ A4, med 1
S2 99 Y=t Y0 BRUAZ 2HST,
A, e Qi o) BE w8

244, 583 1% 2 2 9 Ar o o)
Independent t-test, one-way ANOVA, Scheffé
test= EA]8}GIt,

A, A B Uy, meE 2
9 22 39 A= 219 BAS 5] 3t
Pearson AFA|4>(Pearson’s correlation coeffi-
cient)& AHE3IATE,

A, A 25 B FFE A=
225 gelst| HOM o+ 3] AEA4] (multiple
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5. @2/%| 12}
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Hol92S|IRB)S) HAIE AH $8 oz
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1. CHAXRIe| bk EM

AT ALe] A AYL 30.06+5. 414K
o, Aol 95.9%(1169)o]lth<Table 1>,
83.5%(101%)7} At AXAROH, 47 1%(57
B)7} 2371 QR 7)1EAE 34.7%(421), A
|7t = 37t 25.6%(317)0] ATk, AlA¥ot &
Aot FIAA HYL H 516+4.43d0]0 L
o, UNHESAL F 95 7H iRl 79.3%(96
B)olth, Duyd SHE Bt 8o = 3,71
+2.3801%1L, SHAY 84.3%(102%)7F 414
of 9 Ao} FIAA ZLF F &2 dYutE
skt E3 *JAEO} 2 Ao} Z3R}Alo) A

oo Ao EAM Wy, T FHE AR <ot A %El g AEue] A F
o] o]go i3 AAIEE AL AFstgen, & o] = A= 43%(52‘:“‘)0] onl HFHOoR
g 79 2kl AERA BFOE Yo7k A 2.71+2.283] A},
(Table 1) General characteristics of participants (N=121)

Category n (%) Mean * SD

5 (4.1)

Sex

Female

116 (95.9)
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oz g2|ste|X| M253 M3 (S

H H|72%): 20224 92

Category n (%) Mean + SD
<25 26 (21.5)
+
Age (years) 26-30 57 (47.1) 3006+ 541
=31 38 (31.4)
Christian 26 (21.5)
Catholic 22 (18.2)
Religion*
Buddhism 9 (7.4)
No 63 (52.1)
Associate degree 6 (5.0)
Education level Bachelor 101 (83.5)
Master 14 (11.6)
Marriage 42 (34.7)
Child 31 (25.6)
<3 56 (46.3)
_|_
Career (years) 4-6 34 (28.1) >16 £ 445
27 31 (25.6)
- Staff nurse 96 (79.3)
Position
Charge nurse 25 (20.7)
<3 52 (43.0)
Average number of children for per duty 3.71 £2.38
>3 69 (57.0)
Ethical dilemma experience 102 (84.3)
Ethics education / seminar experience 52 (43.0)
<3 40 (76.9)
Number of attendances 2711228
>3 12 (23.1)

SD: standard deviation
* Excluded non-response

2, HAIRIQ| ETA BIZtN, Tom 1y E=
sHo| e

SE U7 AR 74 B 4.91£0.45

Aol grh<Table 2>, 39 o8z HEAA

o’ 5.92+0,498, ‘EAFA 743 5.76+0.62
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Hog PFHTE Bolom 45 476+0.974,

‘TEA ou]’ 390+0 9980t TEA Wzt

A 3t 99 3 71 At e g 4y
o m@esy 8110.79@01%. Ty 1y

A= A4 P4 4.38+2.6080]92
gz Tojula

H, 8¢
EH2'0] 6,04+3,85H22 7}



3k Q01 4.34+3.044, ‘AL AE 3.2443.01
Hog HE olglon ‘§eF EAE FAs= o

U2 EEH Az 2HA uk|7t 25 A0 D|X|= S

o ool 1444222802 319] 99 5 7}
A W47 ot A B8 99 JEL 3
Tt 5.11+0.81730] it}

(Table 2) Moral sensitivity, moral distress, and caring behavior of participants

- ltems Total score Conversion score

Mean + SD (IQR) Mean + SD (IQR)
Moral sensitivity 27 132.66 £ 12.24 (126-139.5) 4.91 £ 0.45 (4.67-5.17)
Patent-oriented care 5 28.79 £ 3.11 (27-31) 5.76 £ 0.62 (5.40-6.20)
Professional responsibility 7 4147 + 3.41 (39.5-44) 5.92 + 0.49 (5.64-6.29)
Conflict 5 23.81 £ 4.83 (21-27.5) 4.76 + 0.97 (4.20-5.50)
Meaning 5 19.51 £ 4.95 (16.5-22) 3.90 £ 0.99 (3.30-4.40)
Benevolence 5 19.08 + 3.97 (16-22) 3.81 £ 0.79 (3.20-4.40)
Moral distress 21 92.03 £ 54.53 (53-120) 4.39 £ 2.60 (2.52-6.00)
Futile care 5 30.20 + 19.26 (16-43) 0.04 £ 3.85 (3.20-8.60)
Nursing practice 5 27.18 £ 17.03 (14.5-37.5) 5.44 £ 3.41 (2.90-7.50)
Institutional and contextual factor 4 17.37 £ 12.18 (8-24.5) 4.34 £ 3.04 (2.00-6.13)
Limit to claim the ethical issue 3 4.32 + 6.65 (0-6) 1.44 £ 2.22 (0.00-2.00)
Physician practice 4 12.96 £ 12.03 (5-16.5) 3.24 £ 3.01 (1.25-4.13)
Caring behavior 20 102.26 £ 16.15 (92-115.5) 5.11 £ 0.81 (4.60-5.78)

IQR: interquartile range, SD: standard deviation

3. CHAIR} U8R S0 02 SEE B2,
S kot 52 #9) X0|

=9kH(t=-2.40, p=.018),

gaRel £EA 34 Hrl deo] Het B
Azt om §ojulgt 2fo|F=7.22, p=.001)7} 9}
9om, 26~304, 314 o4F 20| 254 olst 2
urh 284 14 Jt £oith 7129 A9
HEQl A9uT 284 1u] R ERnee-
297, p=004), AYo] 4 £8F 1¥] HE
#o|= BIE|THF=10.85, p<.001), Ao} B
2of FBA 22 o] 4~64, T4 o4 1
A72o] 34 olatel 2ol Ha) S2laiA Bt
w3t $29 Qenke AP 2at 2o o
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Moral distress Caring behavior

Moral sensitivit

(Category

Mean + SD

post-
hoc

p

t/F

Mean + SD

post-
hoc

p

t/F

Mean + SD

105.53 £13.48
101.66 £16.59
98.52 £ 17.48

66.11 £ 47.54
96.86 * 54.29
85.46 £ 56.86

128.47 £ 11.94

No

Ethical dilemma

.340

104

-1.64

133.44 + 12.19

Yes

experience

-298 .003

128.96 + 13.03
135.45 £ 10.89

130.39 £ 11.60

No

Need for profes-

105.09 £ 14.57
101.22 £ 17.40
103.65 £ 14.37

104.70 £ 13.97

96.99 + 52.59

sional counseling ~ Yes
Ethics education/ No

86.75 + 51.46

-0.82 414

99.04 + 58.13

135.67 £ 12.52
135.90 £ 12.45
134.92 + 13.26

seminar expetience Yes

98.10 + 58.97

<3

Number of

343

100.17 £ 15.77

102.17 £ 57.63

>3

SD: standard deviation

attendances

8 A8 2o =98 1Y FE7h Eefrhe=-

2% 99 JEL Aol U} |8 By
(F=4.52,p=013), A% 3% B3} 26~304], 31
ol ol 254 olat Fo] w3 B2 4% HEAt &
& Aoz ekt B4, A AHY oK
| ek gEat 2o wa) glrkn $9% 2o| S
20| £& A0 Uehei=2.25,p=026),

oz ©
R

4, AR EEX DIZkMat TOX 1| E

dde B9 UgAn med 1Y, &
& B9 1Y FHBAE <Table 4>} 2,
Pearson’s correlation coefficients 4F< Ar&E3sH 2
B, £Y8 Npge £98 14e FARE
2 FYmet o AHBATE ASATHr=0.307,
p<.001), I3 =94 QS =92 1Y
o 319] 29 % Lol S8 (=0.230, p<.05)
ABAR(=0257, p<01), 712 L 4FH 29l
(r=0.251, p<.01), £ £AE F4sH= o o
& AoKr=0.310, p<.001), JAFAE(r=0.264,
p<0D& Fo3 ¢ FHHAE Hoh &Y
4 149 39S £9% UgHe A9 24 5
AR W) £=0.276, p<.01), ZEAH =0.216,
p<053 FOJ3t & AHAAE Heldh =94
U S5 P9 A= ttelle &Y ATt
AL (r=0.185, p<.05), =HH 44| 519
29 # SAFAE (1=0.460, p<.001), AL}
Y (r=0.235, p<.0) T} YT+ FO AATHA7}
gasgld, £ 1% S8 391 A% 29
FHBAE s g, st a9l el
=9 g9lo] 245 £o4 1 39 2919 &
2 ZAE 45t o et Aok ofet ¢
ABRAZ HYLHE=0.190, p<.05),
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(Table 5) Factor affecting caring behavior

VIF

SE
19.142

Factor

(constant)

.031
<.001
982
701

2.19
4.51

41.944

1.366
1.349
1.147
1.494
1.362

0.498 0.432

2.245
0.010

Patent-oriented care

0.02
0.38

0.002
0.034
0.040
-0.128

0.452
0.294
0.327
0.389

0.113
0.130
-0.522

Professional responsibility

Conflict

Moral sensitivity

.691
183

0.40
-1.34

Meaning

Benevolence

0.2250

6.68, p<.001, R?

F=
104.159

<.001
139
.109
179
.009
.892

32.65

3.190
0.095

(constant)

1.645
2.082

1.49

0.169
-0.206
-0.182
-0.345
-0.017

0.142
-0.195
-0.241

Futile care

2.309

-1.61
-1.35

0.121

0.178
0.313

Institutional and contextual factor
Limit to claim the ethical issue

Nursing practice
Physician practice

Moral distress

2.130
2.031

2.67
-0.14

0.837
-0.023

0.169

.027, R?

0.1027

2.63, p=

F=

SE: standard error, VIF: variance inflation factor
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The Effect of Moral Sensitivity and Moral Distress on the Caring
Behavior of Nurses in Neonatal and Pediatric Intensive Care Units*

HWANG Gahuil, SHIN Jung-Min?, KIM Miseul®, KIM Sanghee*, YANG Seung Hyeon®

Abstract

This study was conducted to investigate the effect of moral sensitivity and moral distress on the
caring behavior of neonatal and pediatric intensive care unit nurses. A survey was conducted on
121 nurses working in the neonatal and pediatric intensive care units of five general hospitals in
two regions of South Korea. The study found significant differences in moral sensitivity (p=.002),
moral distress (p=.001), and caring behavior (p=.013) according to age. There were also significant
differences according to career, marriage, and experience in ethics education. A multiple regression
analysis confirmed that moral sensitivity (p<.001) and moral distress (p=.027) had a significant
effect on caring behavior, accounting for 22.5% and 10.3% of the observed data, respectively. The
results of this study may help to identify ways of improving the caring behavior of nurses working

in neonatal and pediatric intensive care units.
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