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Z24S8 Kol Aotk (Hochstenbach, Prigatano, &
Mulder, 2005). o]t ¥E52 AEo| 57}3}““1 g
3} EC] F7kel] Wik, HEFY WS 19
s} ARSlol| A 1] HH ARl AL ES Walehs
Fo3 gelo] & Zlo=Z oAgE T (Forti et al., 2013).
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o HEF2 e 9%, 92l SR, 4, 1A
Qo] we} 57} th27] wiitef 53
of|538}7] of vk (Kammersgaard

[e3)

JPﬂ:i

et al, 2004).

A5 (Activity of Daily Living; ADL)o]@k
Al 9o T A9 2 W), Ve AL
Z olF], H557] o] AR E S Bl
WAE gt 7134 A8 EEs (basic ADL) 2
£gsl7), sAEnlel], AEel], Akiestr], A9
A2 o)) ok 2 Al E s} = gate] s
2 g elA FQsh A A8 EEE (instrumental

ADL) 0% 5 H“4'(AOTA 2002). ¥&% 342 o
B P P

PRIENS), 5, 4 59tk $43) 49l B

‘Ll Mr o
ro
- o
T r
ol
=
il
Jo
i)
ofr
ol
2
2L
e
Mo
off
o
)
b
12
ro
ofN
2
N
)

}Q-(Nakayama Jorgensen, Raaschou, & Olsen,
1994) 53], HET F AATAR] 3]50] o]FolA|=
713k 59}01] &S EAFe] A58 Aol tiEA<l
257 s o=, YDl ArE Weliskar 7]
SRl F0] 7S o]HA sth(Hesse, Schulte—
Trigqges, Konrad, Baedeleben, & Werner, 2003). &
o HEF ] AT Fele AR LS =
Aata Algldog2e Aty A7k o] 4o AL
AsAZA 4= It (Kim, Chang, & Kwon, 2003). w2}
A HEF A A7) A LS E
ol lo] ZHAR HA s Sl Fash 9T 5t
o, G eitnt ofe} AlS| gl FolE fI%
FA2] 429l otk (Bang, Kim, & Lee, 2009).
AR A s B7), % 471, A, g

B oI5] 534 02 PILE £ AR 72
7_(-11

o o

2 oA =E3)#] 20149 #2249 A|2%

O
H

N2 oo 1o

s3Ee 3l TQsith(Kwakkel, 2006; Teasell,
Foley, Bhogal, Chakravertty, & Bluvol, 2005).

S A A7 s0] A g ol vA=
ot AR AyATeME =5 A9 3] 7150
AL {2 st FAAAE Kol ] o¥Skal, &7
et 22t 7)50] S Fo 3 AT HAE Kol

© 70w Yehdeh w, 8xe] A2 479 2] 71
o] QABHRET} fol3 ARVAZ ol Ao

Bt} (Cioncoloni et al., 2013; Suh, 2010). Kopp %
(1997) & LAl A HA &S AlEslste] 4475
BIFETE o] g3t A5 ST 1]
olet AHIAE B33t Kim 5 (2003) 2 35 4
A9 71541 e Apxe e A oA {2
ShAIATE S gIskict 5k Wolf, Lecraw,

Barton?} Jann(1989) 2 715 77 8] A& A5}
=5 A AR Sl e e Ak flE Wy
o7 A= ‘?J‘j/ﬂﬂr wQlo] A7) A =
HAR AL Fel & 5= vA= AoE Biust
Aok B9k HES ShAtellA A9 el 7153
Bo] o Fo] T3 JFS A= AoE Bag A

7} 23 (Chang, 1996), 7230l Qli= gx}2] 49

o= ARA s 9] o] oty Bugh A
ATk (Stern, McDowell, & Miller, 1971). S1&olt
}\éBE:]] :7_3] Hmﬂ 7]7}JJr Fa X o]:rL—csW = %% 1;]%%
o] AL Ls )} Fol s ARAE B & ¥
A, 2438 FEs ATAR] 7I3Ee] AdHTAE B

olfitta B gk 5% 9l
2004; Suh, 2010).

DPABEA TR BES AAGH FBS
Bl Q45 el e JFES ZrhAn, 2013). A
.‘l

AABDE S5 5L Sla) Fost A2



3 &<e1d 4 9lt}(Chong et al., 2004; Lam e
2013). o]t AX|Z} 7]5& LD 738 F
of 3858 <] HERE of e} 71521 Dol wldet
T o] F I @2 Foelx ] s
aE A= AS & 4 A (Klein, Moss, Klein,
Lee, & Cruickshanks, 2003). WebA &5 8212
715385 S8l AR s Bk SAlchs Yk
35S 9% Fast Pgoz vHHch

A AR 7N, ST ] ARkARl
WAE 7129 A e dAE el Arlsk] of
Hrk 71E A7RlelM = A8E 37 A7 5o Al
A7} 7)) WIEd G S T RIAE &
HAO R AAetH, Attt thE A3gl AolE Kol

I Q7] well ARkskE S8 Wed SAE A6k
geth 531, A7 e ) AR Ve BdE edls
= AR FuAE Fel Bl diel, vt
Al ddrgg-Eel dish th2 Qs 724 A
AE 7L BAT A AR RS 2okl Fad
A7 ulE Ad = ok 5 QAT ofd Fd
A ZARITE Bl 2/l 19 AEAE FAH o
AR E A A8A 2AE dutslel] Sl S et
Igolnt. olefet 22 540 that oldi= avbAel
AgA A AT 2 T B T1RARE A
AlE Qe AoR AztEr

AR 5 HET A0 AP} A Qe
5o TS FHAOR & F QUL s okl
T Eeka AR A daleh 2 Wt 4 Fa
gk Aol ol FE5% dstolrt. 53] JHig s
o dEE Al Gl v AEHAR ov] 9=
el

T to

ol
ot

3l (McPherson & Ellis—Hill, 2007).
TR RS AL et} A gteA] sE 574
o|Zo] U= & glold ol a} A2k A sloA] 7

ko

r_{

8

T
(measurement

AAE A Y= FE2E (structural model) & 43 ¥ o]
it} olgst PR ARARS Fl| o]&4 7 e|
Agket muls e ¢ Q1o WelE 1k Q134 )
of tigt BellFAo] 7Fsshr] wiel WEF ke A
g3} Adsk A 2A Alwel] o f-835HA AR
T U= Ao TtE) b 2 s HES 84
o] 2| el = vIAE QRls ERlIsk] S8l
s F 28 AR QS-S drEfsto] A
7150 A | A e A dAE AEENS F
3l dopr 1zl sFSITh

-

. 17 by 2 XIE A2

20079 595-H 20134 109714 Azke 299 of
S YS o] &3t WEF FAf 362 YFFE s &
715 7ALeE A AAF 2B o A e sl sk A
ALY A2 E A T Sl AR E9AEA

U A el gk AAF grEo] o] Fo| X #] ok 107
5 AQe 25589 AHE Foll £2] 7])F0] mhH]E o
Zgo] 1%5H (trace, T) v]9kel SA= #9841, F
THOE F 160WS 2 A79] udAtE AAsisih
TLE AL el 2] A )l o1t Foj Aol Al 7]l 1o
gt n Ao oA S Adaiglon, A4 5
o] dglo] Q= Aol HEAk o5 vk Ay
5 HSIGI) ATl Fofdt HEF Ak Q1EHA
E4L& Table 13 2t}

&9 J712EE B7ksh] 918 JAMAR hydraulic
dynamometerE AHEEFITE S AHAlE o) 7= <&
O % B A7)A, FEAE 907 w3l Aol o)l
S THAAR aglth A7l2Ee Ad TS 57
slom, Eol= oAl 2/A| Zhell SIXAIA At
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Subjects (N=160)
Characteristics Subjects (1) Percentage (%)

Gender Male 101 63.12

Female 59 36.88

Type of lesion Infarction 120 75.00

Hemorrhagic 39 24.38

The others 1 0.062

Age 20~39 years 16 10.00

40~59 years 54 33.75

> 60 years 90 56.25

Time since stroke < 1 years 144 90.00

1~2 years 4.38

> 2 years 5.62
wie} EelahA Sgetgich S9gke Al W S Bt ere e, 499 949 g PR

#oz  FtH(Mathiowetz, Weber, Volland, & W33 7 QIEE St

Kashman, 1984). FA12 Hel= fIal gAke] 7ot Q@ IATEAEAE 71INE o] &sto] $xke] Aok
oSIEE A717) olele A% SA9E 00w stk 2740 O F AT BAS FEACE AN
AT Ml A2 2 AAE BEES 3
(2) 29 &7|(pinch) Atk AAE e = Qlebd R vk
£9) F7128S F78k7] $18) pinch gauge s A WES s, 7RIS A0l 2 AAE R

3l Z14]7] (ateral pinch) 2F A17%7] (palmar pinch), T2 glo] ukedEt = 9 uE 3lolr)
EE371(tip pinch) 8] A& Ao 524 7128 SAARL HeE Pl vHe] 243 42 28al o
SASAT. AR 18 A SR A% okl eI W Ade] ek B A4 Gntact,
T EWAAIN SR, AR SIS oF D), BEAE Q4 Gmpaired, 1, B3] QYA 3

dte] S AAelN gk A4 Belg 9Ie
A28 S A AN A7) BRI e &
Agrel BRGOE sk

[¢)
(Copper & Abrams, 2006). M2 152737
Z}+(proprioception) & &3l 7331t (Bentzel, 1995;
Dunn, 1991)
O F A paErzke Y8 —PE e (disk—criminator)

2 53] Folal Ae] T HE £ WjE £ v}

¢

4 OFFEAx83]A] 20143 A)22W A2%

2) NXIZ 715 dAt

L= 25 AAZ HAAHMotor—Free Visual Perception
Test; MVPT) = ¥4 4919 AA7} 583} BS54

B2 slotely] 95t BPR F 36T 0T FAYo
21t} (Bouska & Kwatny, 1983). Z+ T2 A|zhz] 4
(visual discrimination), A73ul7d & (figure ground),
o] &4 (form constancy), A1ZH 719} (visual
memory), AZ2 7] (visual closure), 5%+ (spatial

relation) & &1 4= Q=& FFAJE o] St} o Fa->



3) Axel Jls
(1) OfF 7 Y HIOZE ZHA}
(9—Hole Pegboard Test; 9HPT)

o /e S B Qe wlIREe ofF i F
75 Y2 F o] H2E W wziA] o ARk SAshe
AR HlE 22 & w90 A7 5E AN )
of] AFgeH= HAMEFo|tH(Wang et al., 2011). 3717}
a1l 2 A7) A QE7] wjiel| ARgo] golakA]

o

A9t 55 AAHBox & Block Test; BBT)

A5 A8 7se Bk Sl Es)
ol BBTE AHE-3IQIth 2.5cm g5HA o

ool ZHato) 7} Q)= 53.7cm X 27.4cm X

J

Br
S
BN

X

et}
8.50m 217)¢] WA o] itk HARE Uy

Aol Y Aokl g gAe] o) RS Blof 7}
58 W UFEE B 59 &0 Wtgow 2
hui 2l Z

—

.00, Y¥<=0] 990t} (Cromwell, 1965).

4) £ HiE oIHA(Modified Barthel Index; MBI)
MBI QA A5 2] A RS dolr 7] 98k Hrie
101 T} WS Bato] AAKe), %9171,

ol
A7), 583817], SRy elM g o), 4 A

3-S5 37183 tH(Shah, Vanclay, & Cooper,
1989). =9, oFke] B, S HES] B, B
T, & o)l 572 o] SAeh 7F 9
Ao 7159 Apolof wet v H4E Tk Bt A3
= 7t 3l gow yehfa, € o Al 083 ¢
=5 A 100802 i}, HA-AAAL A= e .89, A

AR AlFEE 955 B ATH(Granger, Albrecht, &
Hamilton, 1979). &+ d7lA= 10714 998 A
7V & 578 A, giazda) olFe o
o gt or ERatala, thds 5 A7 4
S AARRAE Hole AR EEl dEEs 94
o] AHER afste] HF HJORE 4kal AT
stk

R
it

S ’ 94

7145718 ARRAE 2437 Slete] SPSS 18.0%
ARgBRIch a0 TRl P21E, A7 5L 9
94

Alor skl T3 AR 7153l A

n| 2= Q1 ke #A51] 213l Amos 16.09] FHuj
-5 (Maximum Likelihood; ML) & Ea) &84 9]

FR 8RS A

FRYFARZ) BAPRS AR T ol i
AW AL F3l 24 0AE FHE 5 9, 9
HISol UG 710 P oljeh E4A4E o)
AAAAZ FAlo] FAT F 9ol Be s
240 2 gs] uholth, oleld Ana wAE ki
o B 7S Aol AN o] mYS ¢
o ¥4I 4 ek 3AS Tsle] Aeaigle). 914
wel (9] el 71E, A7 53 el
% AR A7) el BE 0 HAel vA s 1A
3a} DRI 715 2P A Gt o g
QUEo] 47 AU B Y] VAL GFL ¥
MekaAt sk

2 AT FHF YAl A e Sl wElE s
22435 A% Cronbach’s «7} 9052 #4151,

p
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e 23.8537 03l WiZQI O ALE-
A7FsHs 9HPTE 1 106.443%2] 7]
, 74719 71Wd-& 7Fsk= BBT AdAtelA
B6270Z e 2]l o ® ARRH &
oA 3 F-22EE 0.645mm, AA17HS 0.652m,

THEZES it 8.623mE B, &2 LA 1)
=1

i
Ao
off m
tlo o

14
L

o >
ko

(o]
=

o ¥ N ofj

w

o rlr Jht i oo

oy of
N

Q&= Wl A BBRT, 572t Axzt 3171,
|, BSFA], AXZEE 9 A4 (positive) Q1 AR
¥ 5

AS Btk whdo 9HPT, 8712 A2k gl sb=

2% S50 QPR JFS A PA7)
o WAEL BAI5] A8 2534 4 elm A4
#j2) 2Q15E aelsto] 47153t plsl WalEs} A
FHelel A7 Hel B g QoA A B4
Bl oohwy] 9% PERPPAEFS At

=

Z A= Table 48} 2t} 228 1

S BHATH(pK.001). SHEH Ao

2 A EE, QFINO) S 1.961% Fdlo] Hatrr)

33+ 7102 YERtH(Bollen, 1989). TLI, CFI:= &
9 oo g ety NFIE Hlw4 99 77k 3k
Hol njwa gost FIeE Heltk RMSEA:

078% R Qo] Frer A dsta ofost Rde F7}

to 4 o2 |o

Table 2. The Descriptive Statistics of Factors Affecting Self—care Activities (N=160)
Variables M £ SD Skewness® Kurtosis"
Exogenous Sensory LTV 1.612 £ 0.614 —1.346 0.728
variables pC? 1.356 = 0.637 -0.475 —0.660
TPD” 8.387 £ 4.484 0.633 —1.396
Strength4> Grip 12.288 = 11.942 1.610 3.598
Pinch 3.814 £ 3.094 1.239 2.277
Visual NeglectS) 20.693 £ 4.709 —1.399 3.443
perception  Raw score” 22.968 £ 8.366 -0.135 —1.203
Processing 8.087 + 4.559 1.609 3.190
time

Parameter U/E function 9HPT? 106.443 £ 65.724 0.092 -1.778
variables BBTY 23.862 £ 18.409 0.464 -0.501
Final endogenous — ADL Sell care 23.8813 + 9.766 ~0.513 ~0.642

variables activities

? Normal distribution: Skewness<2

> Normal distribution: Kurtosis<4

Y Light touch (0: absent, 1: impaired, 2: intact)

2 Proprioception (0: absent, 1: impaired, 2: intact)
P Two—point discrimination (1~15mm)

Y Measurement of dynamometer & pinch gauge

6 uIAYx)g8r3]x) 20143 A|224 A2%

® MVPT normal data: neglect=17

9 MVPT normal data: 32~36 score

” MVPT normal data: 2.5~7.1 second
9—hole pegboard test (second)

¥ Box & block test (number of blocks)



Table 3. The Correlation Between the Factors Affecting Self—care Activities

SCA 9HPT BBT LT PC TPD Grip Pinch  Neglect VPRS

9HPT 0.385™

BBT 0.459™  0.826™

LT 0.272""  0.378™  0.463™

PC 0.336™  0.248” 0.326™  0.579™

TPD 0.324™ 0.353™  0.390™"  0.555™  0.565™

Grip 0.374™  0.534™  0.656™  0.317""  0.245" 0.277"

Pinch 0.338™"  0.598™  0.652™" 0.291""  0.170° 0.253™  0.741™
Neglect 0.169" 0.164" 0.218" 0.220" 0.248" 0.171" 0.079 0.114

VPRS 0.522™"  0.185" 0.265™  0.218” 0.380™"  0.259™"  0.331""  0.239” 0.231"

VPPT 0.346™  0.109 0.137" 0.142" 0.255™ 0.129 0.092 0.016 0.182° 0.439™
"p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001
LT: Light Touch, PC: Proprioception, TPD: Two—Point Discrimination,
VPPT: Visual Perception Processing Time, VPRS: Visual Perception Processing Raw Score

T~ s PH

\ i LT : light touch
Grip k. - (v Bathing PC : proprioception

Stre th} UEF SCAV_ . TPD : two-point discriminafion

Pinch rf’)\a J /\\ Feeding ¥P : visual perceplion

— YPBS : vizual perception raw score
OHPT *Toileting ¥PPS : visual perception proceszing time
UEF : upper extremities funclion
|Dressing BET : Box & block test

Neglectc 9HPT : G-hole pegboard test
YPRS SCA : self care activities

7_/ PH : perzonal hygiene

YPPS

Figure 1. Presentation of Structural Equation Modeling

AT} T3 SRMRS #alaiAl JRE pdlo] Kt AE oulstar, ARG ARG EE 7|07 AlAZ
T2 At A4 £ YR 0555 B, A= o] == A2 AR 7S] AekE Btk A& ofu|sh

Fosh welw A EITH(Moon, 2012). B3 ARSI E 9HPTE 7502 A7) 5]

o} 5
ETh= 212 347160 Aske Btk As ov|dith
4, ATEHAS Egst AZEA 0] g 29, A7 g5 SARRIES
EF 19650 F AR S Aelighe 2317 wtell, f+
TERPAREY 7FS B wEE Awer VI PR #Ew 5 o
Table 49} 2t} A=A 3t AZS 9&) AAH Table 5ellA Bi= 2 FAWSIFe] Ao &
(critical ratio) 2 Algal=t], o= njgxaArs w o THE Ve, A Al gl A4
Z o7 LRegtolth. QAI|e] Auigto] 1.968cr oW Ao AIREEEel BEATTE folv 2o HER
Solnst Anw et 2= Q). 7t mlro i wgzx U B A 31 0.070~1.2289] WSS Hole.
SAG7E 191 MAES 7]F02 Ml S4S sepgr T E ZEO HETE AH7Ied Asks Rels A
29It} o2 So), 7I1Ee PHATIS SFow 7l O UERTh E3 7R o) AskE HAleE At
o] == AL AR o7 Azkg o S Rtk Y&zol T2 YIS T, AlAZe] Asks B
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Table 4. The Fit of the Measurement Model

2

Ve d Q score (NC) TLI NFI CFI RMSEA SRMR
162.768"" 83 1.961 0.922 0.883 0.938 0.078 0.055
"p<.001

Q score=Normed Chi—square (NC)= z%/d

CFI: Comparative Fit Index, NFI: Normed Fit Index, RMSEA: Root Mean Square Error of Approximation,

SRMR: Standard RMR, TLI: Tucker—Lewis Index

Table 5. The Path Coefficient of Structural Equation Modeling

Standard

Parameters Regression weight . . Standard error Critical ratio
regression weight
Sensory = LT -0.142 —0.755 0.018 —-8.086™"
Sensory = PC -0.150 —-0.769 0.019 -8.107""
Sensory =  TPD 1 0.728
Strength =  Grip 3.802 0.712 0.425 8.952™
Strength =  Pinch 1 0.723
VP = Neglect -0.671 —0.252 0.256 -2.617"
VP =  VPRS —2.784 —0.588 0.632 —4.408™
VP = VPPT 1 0.388
UEF =  BBT -0.310 —0.946 0.019 -16.319™
UEF =  9HPT 1 0.854
SCA = PH 1 0.826
SCA = Bathing 1.129 0.807 0.093 12.088™
SCA = Feeding 1.784 0.601 0.218 8.810"
SCA = Toileting 2.929 0.906 0.207 14.139™
SCA = Dressing 2.464 0.903 0.174 14.151™
Sensory =  UEF 2.340 0.136 1.907 1.227
Strength =  UEF 24.209 0.964 2.883 8.398™
VP =  UEF —2.227 —0.070 3.180 —0.700
Sensory =  SCA —0.180 —0.590 0.071 -2.531"
VP =  SCA -0.691 —1.228 0.167 —4.146™
UEF =  SCA —0.004 —0.240 0.003 —1.492
"p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001
TF5 A B S| FHAA 9 FE AoR U -0.590, A g2 0.0330% vEhtoH, %
Wk FEFE -0.558% 77 o] AokE HAdGS A7|Y FA%}
Bl F9H 9FL FE A0 etk £ 29
5. XEanet 2y an & A wel @l 02319 G AAFL *
= A0® e AAZE 75 -1.2289] AR Y

), A 95 Feisto] eltHTable 6, Figure 2),
Zpejo] A7)k el v A Qo] AR w i

8 ugFUx8E3]A] 2014 A22W A2%
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A
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Table 6. Path Analysis of Standardized Indirect/Direct/Total Effects

Self—care activities

Variables

Direct effects Indirect effects Total effects
Sensory -0.590 0.033 —0.558
Strength 0.231 0.231
Visual perception —1.228 0.017 -1.211
Upper extremities function —0.240 —0.240

- [ PH |
\ 0.63 -
e (SCAYEES

"[Feeding

B b‘G-\":m]nsl

Dressihg

Figure 2. Path Analysis of Structural Equation Models

Z|He o] HFAARI TS T AoE e S Eall Lol sk
HES e A7 Fsoll Y PIAE 9/l A
o, Zto] FaldE] sEHANMini Mental State
Iv. 1 & Examination; MMSE) 4] 247 ©]/3<1 1007 2] &
T SAE o R g Aol A7 eE A3, A

fz

FzuAA TR 7| EAQ HL o] 2H 9 Hj &, W ARL, HN S-S, ATA mRa| -9, <o)
7 alold SN B8 AAes wsty A el oo ks el AaAlrE QLA A
991 7ol QA e] 7HS A s Aotk (Moon, 23} 1 v frost AdeAlE B 77.6%2 A
2012). T2HAAL 23 o|22]] u}aAZ g} HeS Hth(Bang et al., 2009). A= 475> <
gy oA gy e AX) e BAERE] FRTHR FoE A oA,
ol g o R A Q4 7he] IS 24 B 350 S5 wARE O R QlF) otdEE & 5 Sivkar
o7 AAEITE TR ARFHEA L QAL o SFTHKim, Jung, Lee, & Yoo, 2012). 2] 7}4%]
g QQIBMF} FARAG Jfdste] AT Fejw 7y Aol ot d52 W]l ARGy} e
& et 289 AFLg Hrlele] Folxl Ame]  O1E €% TS AV S-S wi, vk Y
oet TERPEARE B AnE AN ¢ g AR 78S SHACR e Gtk Park,
(Tomarken & Waller, 2005). ¥ o= HES Han, & Kwon, 2012). ¥&% 849 42752 &%
S2}o] A7 Be]EEo] S nx= QolS Folsy) 7)sold A7 sl vlsl iAoz Skl Q14 Y
Sk i o e o g = LA B R R R R R == g S 5 A XHPAE 715 Todt e)low dyed
AR 753 A7) el o] QA AAS AREA T o3 AEAAE Bth(Song, Cha, & Woo,
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2011). B3t ¥ET Ao AA|ZF 750l A7) E
53 g golA Fo g IS Bl Aol
A AAZESAE] FeAS A SHITHEKIm, Kim, &
Lee, 2013; Quaney, He, Timberlake, Dodd, & Carr,
2010).
AL 2 ATrellA= AR sell £ 2ol 7
= 4AE AYE 2AY, 17t
& A7V sl feldt AEE YA ottt
J8ar A AR 2| He sl gk Q1
A AR A EQITy Ao Folg)l AlsehE
AgHe o] gt AA7]5 2 o= gk Ay vl EEt
e B 7= Zlo7 Rolt) HES 3xle] AdA]7]
ANHAQL Q8 dghse) ofl$1at & < 9l
Uee & T AT (Cioncoloni
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Abstract

The Factors Affecting Self-care Activities of Stroke Patients

Yoo, Doo-Han’, M.P.H., O.T., Lee, Jae-Shin’*, Ph.D., O.T.
"Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Chonbuk National University Hospital
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Konyang University

Objective : The purpose of this study was to investigate the factors affecting the self care activities of stroke
patients.

Methods : To confirm the measurement model consisting of the sensory, motor, and visual perception of 160 stroke
patients; the upper function; and the self care activity variables, Structural Equation Modeling (SEM) was
performed. The collected data were analyzed using SPSS 18.0 for descriptive statistics, and correlation analysis,
Amos 16.0, for SEM.

Results : The analysis results among the variables that affect the self care activities showed a significant
correlation, and the results of the SEM showed the significant fitness of the model. Significant factors affecting the
upper extremity function as a mediating variable were motor skills (grip and pinch, 4 0.964). In addition, the
significant factors affecting self care activities as a final endogenous variable were sensory (& 0.590) and
visual perception (4  1.228). The factors affecting the self care activities throughout the upper extremity
function directly or indirectly were the motor, sensory, and visual perception.

Conclusion : Additional studies on the social and psychological factors affecting the self care activities of stroke

patients will be necessary.

Key words : Self care, Stroke, Structural equation modeling
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