Journal of the Korea Academia-Industrial
cooperation Society
Vol. 18, No. 10 pp. 642-651, 2017

https://doi.org/10.5762/KAIS.2017.18.10.642
ISSN 1975-4701 / eISSN 2288-4688

7] & el e A7) W3l
A3 DAY e wisas 24
ol Afet
MSrTistm AEalstyst

FEldedy Caregiving and Health : Analysis of the mediate effect of
social network and Satisfaction

Seo-yeon Lee
Ph.D Candidate, Seoul National University

1w A go] whe ate] A7
57} vl HFEA ojB ) 2HEsHEA]

L3lo] LA AR S-S dél;]_
oA ALY #A g} gk
A7de ok S8kl kS A
.087(p<.05), X+ A2 0.546(p<. 05)01 MJ%
] 7}Ee] 722042, p<O))Z AR F34
o 77 Hokgo] A= GITh E3h, Fdle] 747‘4 °|&
| Yehe Aoz Yehdth 53 ¥Y BF
o] WiAgTr} gelsle] YAl 754 &Y 43l

N

Lﬂl

7154

o

Abstract This study aimed to examine the changes in the health status, social network and satisfaction of caregivers
as a result of caregiving using a structural equation model. As a result, it was found that caregiving increased the
level of depression and decreased the subjective health status in both men and women. The social network and
satisfaction were found to differ according to gender. For the women caregivers, caregiving affected their subjective
health status and depression. In the case of the men caregivers, the total effect of caregiving on their subjective health
was 1.087(p<.05), while the indirect effect was 0.546(p<.05). Also, caregiving affected the subjective health status
of the male caregivers through the functional family network as a mediating factor(0.42, p<.01). The results suggest
the necessity to take these gender differences into consideration when discussing the health of caregivers. Also, the
functional family network needs to be strengthened to prevent the deterioration of the health status of male caregivers.

Keywords : Caregiver’s Health, Caregiver Satisfaction, Caregivers’ Social Network, Elderly Caregiving, Gender
Difference in Caregivers’ Health
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At “&Ql FrolPhal SRR ARV 255TB5%) 22 p<1.0, 994 =-2.436, p<.05), FAA A7FEle] AS
et thie) iabse] 291 AAEIRl Ao UElt ug R 5w o)F fojulsll pastatidA
o 7h Gl 24H7E 42.3%(1278) = 7P WAL =1.699, p<1.0, 934 t=2.993, p<.01).
1 ggo] BRI R FAEE 1MUE 34.7%(104™
o B %) Table 2. Change of Health Status
= Uehd) SRAel 423%9) 127%0] Apst
_ Male (n=125) mean S.D. t-value
AFBHL /M9, 34.7%(104) 8 & 1AW, 5 FHREeR beoreas TI 1659 | 500 | oo
cpression -1.
ool 7t " | | s
sul _]CCTIVC . B +
Health T2 291 1.00 1.699
Table 1. Sociodemographic Characteristics Female (n=175) mean | SD. | tvalue
- , Tl 19.02 | 587 .
Frequency % Depression ™ 20,08 6.05 -2.436
Male 125 41.7 - -
jecti T1 2.86 0.96
Gender | Female 175 583 i‘:iﬁ;“ve o e os0 ] 293
Total 300 100 - -
T op< .1, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001
50~59 35 117 P P P P
60~69 84 28.0
Age 70~79 90 30.0 422 £ MS AE|™ 2|2t HEL
80 and over 91 30.3 Z=1} (T E A)35] % o} W52 Al R
total 300 100.0 ATH7HT2)2] AR5 AT ol
under 6 years 103 393 18 832 THAS AAle Z7)+= table 32 )
6~9 years 39 14.9
Edu 9~12 years 76 29.0 Table 3. Change of Social Network
over 12 years 44 16.8 Male(N=125) mean | S.D. t-value
total_ 262 100.0 Frequency of Meeting T1 1.19 1.00 240
g’[ame?d 252 8?2 Children ™| 123 104"
cparae ' Number of Children T1 34| 80
Marr Divorced 6 2.0 Living Near B ™ % 29 -2.05%
-iage Bereavement 29 9.7 Ving y - - -
Never Married 5 17 Number of Children Live T1 .66 92 38
Total 300 100.0 Together T2| 651 87
Tl 67.5 18.1
Alone 6 2.0 Spouse Satisfaction 1.226
1Generation 104 347 e 64.9 159
2 Generations 127 423 . . . T1 72.6 18.1
i Children Satisfaction 2.28%
Family 3Generations 53 17.7 T2 68.2 159
etc. 10 33 Material Support from T1 1.72 2.38 2 78
total 300 100.0 Children T2 1.11 2.05 '
under Smillion won 30 27.7 Number of Friends T1 1.10 93 08
5~10million won 51 17.6 Groups Attending T2 1.02 85 |
Annual 10~20 million won 60 20.8 Female(N=175) mean S.D. | t-value
Family 20~30 million won 35 12.1 Frequency of Meeting Tl 1.33 1.00
Income 30~50 million won 35 12.1 Children ™ 1.39 1.05 -1.565
over SOmillion won 28 9.7 Number of Children TL| 55| .98
total 289 100.0 o 377
: Living Near By T2 .53 .95
% Data of the timing before starting caregiving Number of Children Live T1 68 74
Together T2 .63 .76 1:527
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TI| 67| 229 46.4% 0 2(t=2.187, p<.05) fro|vlstAl A3 th
Spouse Satisfaction ™ 570 2 3.05%* - ( p ) elmleAl gkt
| 570 | B2 o499) 7% 4] A WEEAAT Fojul g A}
Children Satisfaction 2 | 63.86 199 3.52%%* 1/]_1;],»1-1:]_ Z=u} o] z{ 55.09@01]/\1 _/,tgdl- o]_t‘,r_ S.SXSEE
Material Support from T1 1.79 | 2.25 719 433 TH(t=2.666, p<.001).
Children T2 1.67 209 | °
Number of Friends T1 .93 814 395
Groups Attending T2 91 .80 | Table 4, Change of Satisfaction
* sk
p<.05, **p<01 Male (n=125) mean S.D. t-value
_ _ - . . Tl 60.40 19.65
814 Boe] Wk RelAE Auol we Ao | Qulity of Lif D040 D6 e
7} Ay GAL AT AFEE e 4t Satisfaction on Tl 5720 | 2395 [ .
- Health T2 51.84 23.40 )
<7} A (t=- < APARFES (=2, <.
S7FeISlIU(E=-2.05, p<05), APRIH (=228, p<05) Satisfaction on T [ s [ ne | ) o
o} E4A 2 9(t=2.78, p<.05)> Hadtsit) oA Y Economic Status T2 4640 | 23.01 )
Female (n=175 S.D. t-val
SA WMEREE=3.05, p<OlSt A WHEREE=352, == e S
= = lity of Lift - - 2.666**
p<01)7k frolmlal Al Hastdeh, Quality of Life T2 | 5080 | 2094
Satisfaction on T1 50.69 23.38 1399
_ Health T2 48.51 20.87 '
423 £ MZ 40| NI Satisfaction on Tl 854 | B17 626
/\\:ﬂ- J(TI)J’]' T(TZ) N 1ol u —,E @i]‘oi EH?:S_]_’ gﬂ}_ Economic Status T2 44.57 23.82
T table 4¢l AAE vhe} 2k 1005 W oR S
= 7} Ao A A9 AL ale] A wER 2w} o 4.3 ME[HEA Y HEZo| i7fEat 24
A 60434 FE o]F 567HOE FAdeln 431 EY=2Ho| M3z
(t=2.233, p<.05), 7V E] THEeE 572404 5142 27, A A, TR S Ry A3
2(t=2.352, p<.05), AA AE THEE 50727004 table 5ol AAE vRep 2k
Table 5. Factor load of measurement model
o Scattered
path B B S.E. C.R. Reliability extraction index
Depression at T1 i Depressionl at T1 1 0.829
Depression at T1 — Depression2 at T1 1.006 0.823 | 0.012 | 82.324***
Depression at T1 i Depression3 at Tl 1.045 0.851 ] 0.012 | 86.732%**
Depression at T1 - Depression4 at T1 1.083 0.803 [ 0.014 | 79.3%** 0.999 0.995
Depression at Tl — Depression5 at Tl 0.943 0.775 | 0.013 | 75.244%** ’ ’
Depression at T1 — Depression6 at T1 0.926 0.69 [ 0.014 | 63.975%***
Depression at T1 — Depression7 at T1 0.994 0.795]0.013 | 78.087***
Depression at T1 i Depression8 at T1 1.026 0.832]0.012 | 83.677***
Depression at T2 — Depressionl at T2 1 0.854
Depression at T2 - Depression2 at T2 0.996 0.831[0.011 |88.117***
Depression at T2 - Depression3 at T2 1.02 0.854 | 0.011 | 92.405***
Depression at T2 — Depression4 at T2 1.056 0.802 | 0.013 | 82.966*** 0.999 0.996
Depression at T2 — Depression5 at T2 0.924 0.798 | 0.011 | 82.351*** : ’
Depression at T2 — Depression6 at T2 0.874 0.695]0.013 | 66.78***
Depression at T2 i Depression7 at T2 0.99 0.821 | 0.011 | 86.394***
Depression at T2 - Depression8 at T2 1.023 0.861 [ 0.011]93.834***
Structural Family Network | — | Frequency of meeting children 1 0.875
Structural Family Network | — | no. of children living near by 0.19 0.27710.013 | 14.421*** | (0.868 0.964
Structural Family Network | — | no. of Children Live Together | -0.363 -0.608 | 0.022 | -16.3%**
Functional Family Network| — Spouse Satisfaction 1 0.512
Functional Family Network| — | Material Support from Children | 0.129 0.099 | 0.022 | 5.842%*** 0.936 0.862
Functional Family Network| — Children Satisfaction 0.936 0.475] 0.05 |18.775***
Satisfaction - Quality of Life 1 0.669
Satisfaction — | Satisfaction on Economic Status | 0.722 0.525] 0.03 | 24.24*** 0.977 0.937
Satisfaction i Satisfaction on Health Stauts 0.489 0.409 | 0.022 [21.846***
#E% < 001
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Fig. 1. Research Model
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Status(T1) 2, ~O4ge
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Fig. 2. Effect Analysis of Male’s Caregiving

* fig2 2 fig3ol

Table 6. Male Caregiver’s Effect of Caregiving

Depression

(T1)

Satisfaction

a0 nx
Subject Ilealth |~ 555
Stats(T1)

-.03%

~03

Structural
Family
Network

Functioan!
Fauily
Network

Friends
Network

Ag7*x*
g

=271+ Depression

(T2)

0
04,

Z
%

0850y e,
Subject Health
o Status(T2)

Fig. 3. Effect Analysis of Female’s Caregiving

ANE 53
* Z37} o

Path B B S.E. CR.
subjective Health Status(T1) — Caregiving -0.008 -0.036 0.004 -1.987*
Caregiving — Change of Structural Family Network 0.066 0.042 0.029 2.271%*
subjective Health Status(T1) — Change of Functional Family Network -0.04 -0.046 0.016 -2.514*
Caregiving — Change of Functional Family Network -0.208 -0.054 0.07 -2.961%*
Caregiving — Satisfaction -0.234 -0.067 0.083 -2.824%%*
Change of Functional Family Network — Satisfaction 0.428 0.469 0.024 17.659***
Depression(T1) — Depression(T2) 0.486 0.485 0.016 30.177***
Depression(T1) — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.008 -0.048 0.003 -3.077**
subjective Health Status(T1) — Depression(T2) -0.578 -0.1 0.093 -6.222%%%*
subjective Health Status(T1) — subjective Health Status(T2) 0.51 0.516 0.016 32.794%**
Satisfaction — Depression(T2) -1.871 -0.255 0.206 -9.102%**
Satisfaction — subjective Health Status(T2) 0.371 0.296 0.036 10.358***
Change of Functional Family Network — Depression(T2) 0.529 0.079 0.137 3.871%**
Change of Functional Family Network — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.174 -0.152 0.023 -7.531%%*

* p<.05, ** p<01, *** p<.001
Table 7. Female Caregiver’s Effect of Caregiving

Path B B S.E. CR.
Depression(T1) — Caregiving 0.002 0.051 0.001 3.201%**
subjective Health Status(T1) — Change of Functional Family Network -0.031 -0.036 0.014 -2.26*
Caregiving — Change of Functional Family Network -0.161 -0.043 0.06 -2.672%*
Change of Structural Family Network — Satisfaction 0.11 0.062 0.036 3.015%*
Change of Functional Family Network — Satisfaction 0.373 0.41 0.021 18.103%**
Depression(T1) — Depression(T2) 0.477 0.487 0.014 34.974%**
Depression(T1) — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.013 -0.088 0.002 -6.604%**
subjective Health Status(T1) — Depression(T2) -0.642 -0.101 0.088 -7.263%%*
subjective Health Status(T1) — subjective Health Status(T2) 0.535 0.555 0.013 41.689%***
Satisfaction — Depression(T2) -2.189 -0.271 0.186 -11.791%%*
Satisfaction — subjective Health Status(T2) 0.37 0.301 0.028 13.214%**
Caregiving — Depression(T2) 1.607 0.058 0.387 4.157***
Caregiving — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.127 -0.03 0.056 -2.267*
Change of Structural Family Network — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.067 -0.031 0.029 -2.291%*
Change of Functional Family Network — Depression(T2) 0.583 0.079 0.122 4.796***
Change of Functional Family Network — subjective Health Status(T2) -0.145 -0.13 0.018 -8.143%**
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