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Table 1. Personality type, nursing professionalism, and career preparation behavior according to general characteristics

(n=111)
o ) Total :ﬁ z Non- X2 ®) Nul:sing. ‘o Career Prel.)aration ‘or
Characteristics Categories (=111) 0=74) "1(“[3;;:);”1) Professionalism o) Behavior o)
N(%) N(%) N(%) Mean+SD Mean+SD
Male 32(28.8) 23(20.7) 9(2.1) 549 3.59+1.02 1471 2.57+.52 3143
Gemder Female 79(71.2) 51(45.9) 28(25.2) (512) 3.82+.84 (:228) 2.76+.50 (.079)
1-year® 13(11.7) 8(7.2) 5(4.5) 3.56+1.11 2.49+.46
Gonde 2-year’ 14(12.6) 11(9.9) 32.7) 1359 3.98+.73 0.900 2.34+.56 (i:gg—?)
3-year® 35(31.5) 24(21.6) 11(9.9) (715) 3.87+.78 (:444) 2.66+.40 d>ab.c
4-year” 49(44.1) 31(27.9) 18(16.2) 3.65+.96 2.90+.50
N Yes 45(40.5) 28(25.2) 17(15.3) 673 3.69+.90 0,345 2.85+.50 6394
Religion No 66(59.5) 46(41.4) 20(18.0) (421) 3.79+.90 (:558) 2.60+.49 (.013)
Academic 4.0< 13(11.7) 7(6.3) 6(5.4) 4.00+.44 2.80+.55
Performance  3-0~3.9 85(76.6) 58(52.3) 27(24.3) 1.094 3.75+.90 0.925 2.70+47 0.285
(score) 29 o3} 13(11.7) 9(8.1) 4(3.6) 57 3.53+1.18 (40 2.65+.70 (759
High 76(68.5) 47(42.3) 29(26.1) 3.80+.93 2.82+.48
College Life  Ngyyq) 32(28.8) 25(22.5) 7(6.3) 2.687 3.63+84 0.472 2.46+45 6.929
Satisfaction (261) (.625) (.001)
Low 3(2.7) 2(1.8) 1(0.9) 3.90+.72 2.40+.88
High 84(75.7) 56(50.5) 28(25.2) 3.89+.86 2.81+.46
major Normal 23(20.7) 16(14.4) 7(6.3) 0.587 33791 3.983 2.36+45 9.041
Satisfaction (.746) (.021) (<.001)
Low 4(3.6) 2(1.8) 2(1.8) 3.20+.99 2.40+.93
Employment 39(35.1) 31(27.9) 8(7.2) 3.66+.95 2.56+.50
Values 15(13.5) 11(9.9) 4(3.6) 4.19+.46 2.90+.48
Motive Aptitude 34(30.6) 18(16.2) 16(14.4) 25_'146867) 3.86+.85 (2.618237) 2.86+.40 (2_682293)
stability 11(9.9) 7(6.3) 4(3.6) 3.73+.96 2.48+.62
Recommendation  12(10.8) 7(6.3) 5(4.5) 3.25+.1.05 2.74+.59
H 8-S 47 vhglel et 2894 o2 vEhyton A4
ATt o wE ARFNYPEL foF AoE 91E}<F:7.835,
p=.006)[Table 2].
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e A4 92 DRE A4 Jde 74133, D3 Type Nursing Professionalism Career Preparation Behavior
dAo] old -2 37yola, T TS HIEE Mean SD  t(y) Mean SD ()
(F=3.983, p=.02Dll we} froJgh 2ol 7k ATk X =5=0] ) Type D 361 93 o ss80 261 0 7835
o A(F=6665, p<.001), Z -G (F=630, p=013) 3t Non-Type D 403 .77 (020) 289 47  (.006)
AL (F=6.929, p=.001), AFHEZ5(F=9.041, p<.001)
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Table 3. Relationship between personality type, nursing professionalism, and
career preparation behavior of nursing students

Nursing Career Preparation
Type D Professionalism Behavior
Type D 1
Nursing - 259%%* |
Professionalism (.006)
Career Preparation -221* .196* |
Behavior (.020) (.039)

2 AopdAte] A2 En e JEs A s 89S et
st7] Qe AurA 5ol A ek xbolE K]l shd, Falfy
T StuAESE, AEE, JekEr|oh Aol A
Fol g AAAAS Yehd 13 AEAA-S AAQste] v 3

A AT AAHEA A2 Durbin-Watson & A %

49} 7MAA] o m g zhate] SAlS THEEIgIth SHHl
re] tEEAds AA A FAEAIE 0.247~0978%
10 o]ake] ghelaL, A a9 1.023~4.2430. 2
7122191 10 olst&2 YERLY] ulite] SHMsE 7t thed
Ao FAE flE 3oz et DR 449 Ha2E
Hl & Eol JaFs mAE 29 AFTEI(

(B=352, p=.006) 0.2 Yetom F&Fu|a)se] gt A
2 288%%th D3 A o] ofd Fote] M= FH| 5
FFS A= 291 shd(B=5%4, p<.001)

o epten AzavaEe] ek Amee 270%ic)
[Table 4].
Table 4. Factors affecting nursing students' career preparation behavior
Type D Non-Type D

Spec. B | SE | B t p B | SE | B t p
Constant | .884 | .393 2251 .028 [2.796 | .5614 4.554 |<.001
Grade .051 | .054 | .103 | .955 | .343 | .269 | .085 | .594 |3.304 | .004
Religion | -.181 | .103 | -.176 |-1.763| .082 | -.171 | .164 | -.180 |-1.041| .306
College life) 1| 110 | 156 [1.319] .192 | 195 | 284 |-201 | -.686 | 498
Satisfaction

AT | 3| 124 | 352 |2.841] .006 | 041 | 240 | 048 | 169 | 867
Satisfaction

Motive | .064 | .038 | .172 | 1.701 | .094 | .005 | .055 | .014 | .098 | .923
Nursing
Pfessionzli 107 | .057 | 197 | 1.867 | .066 |-.017 | .108 |-.028 | -.161 | .873

Fp) 5.915(<.001) 3.221(.015)

R .346 392
Adjusted R’ 288 270
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