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Predictors of Condom Use Intentions according to Experience of
Sexual Intercourse in Male College Students

Lee, Hae-kyung
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Purpose: To promote condom use for young men, there is necessary to meet their varying needs for condom. The
purpose of this study was to examine what predicts condom use intention according to experience of sexual
intercourse among Korean male college students. The conceptual framework for the study was the theory of planned
behavior and the health belief model. Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive design was used with self-report
questionnaires, which were completed by 399 subjects. Logistic regression analysis was done to examine predictors
of condom use intentions according to experience of sexual intercourse. Results: The susceptibility to sexual
transmitted diseases/ Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome (STDs/AIDS) and pregnancy and benefits from
condom use were significant predictors of condom use intentions in the non-experienced group. The significant
predictors of condom use intention for the experienced group were barriers to condom use and condom use
self-efficacy. Conclusion: These findings suggest that sex education program should be developed to overcome
barriers to condom use, enhance condom use self-efficacy, and maximize the benefits from condom use as well as
increase the perceived susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy. To enhance condom use self- efficacy, practicing
and increasing ability in interactive negotiation to use condom should be included.
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Table 1. General Characteristics between the Non-experienced Group and the Experienced Group of Sexual Intercourse  (N=399)

Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230)
Characteristics Categories x’ort p
n (%) or M£SD n (%) or MESD
Educational level Freshman 45 (26.6) 19 (8.3) 26.66 <.001
Sophomore 37 (21.9) 44(19.1)
Junior 48 (28.4) 76 (33.0)
Senior 39 (23.1) 91 (39.6)
Age 22.0+2.4 234 £2.1 -6.29 <.001
Military service Serviced 86 (50.9) 173 (75.2) 25.61 <.001
Non-serviced and 83 (49.1) 57 (24.7)
exemption
Marital status Unmarried 169 (100.0) 217 (94.3) 0.02" .902
Married or 0(0.0) 13 (5.6)
living together
T Fisher's exact test; Exp.=experimental group,
Table 2. Characteristics related Sex between Groups (N=399)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230) .
Characteristics Categories X ort p
n (%) n (%)
Attitude toward sex Very 23 (13.6) 9 (3.9 54,18 <.001
Conservative 83 (49.1) 56 (24.3)
Conservative 57 (33.7) 124 (53.9)
Open-mind 6 (3.0) 41 (17.8)
Very open-mind
No.of friends who had ~ Almost 38 (22.5) 126 (54.8) 59.68"  <.001
sexual experience Half 45 (26.6) 64 (27.8)
Some 58 (34.3) 26 (11.3)
One or two 20 (11.8) 11 (4.8)
None 8 (4.7) 3(1.3)
Current girl friend No 66 (39.1) 51 (22.2) 13.39 <.001
Yes 103 (60.9) 179 (77.8)

T Fisher's exact test; Exp.=experimental group,
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Bokrh, 7 W] FHEA Al A gko] 0.6 == oloj= gl Qlile] gk WzHdo] WEFE(0R=.79, p=
0.7¢ 2948 v & 594 t534d4e oJals] B Aol .023) SFARE Y= Fon, FEAko thek £l
< THKim, 2000)3L '3}93\'153] 0.6 o] o= yEphd o EST5(0R=1.14, p=.049) "] o] ZHE& AEE 2|7}
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218 3}tk Hosmer- Lemeshow%ﬁ] 2 rdo] At =255 (0R=.87, p=.001) A& == HoH, Z&
SE AR A3 uidAE HV”*“T‘QJ_ gk rdlo] 7hola]  A7|EFHC] ST F(0R=1.12, p=.01) v SF&
& ko] 12,09, A= 8, p=.1140] AL, hd2s A =+ AREE =7} Qlokal 3FSitH(Table 5).

Table 3. Condom Use Intentions between Groups (N=399)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230) 5
Characteristics Categories X ort p
n (%) n (%)
Condom use Yes 159 (94.1) 199 (86.5) 6.04 .001
intentions No 10 (5.9) 31 (13.5)
When condom use  Abstain sexual intercourse 30 (17.8) 7 (3.0) 37.837 <.001
is impossible Buy condom 79 (46.7) 97 (42.2)
in the future Use of other contraception method 28 (16.6) 47 (20.4)
Do sexual intercourse without condom 27 (16.0) 77 (33.5)
No answer 5(3.0) 2(0.9)
T Fisher's exact test; Exp.=experimental group,
Table 4. Differences in Predictive Factors of Condom Use Intentions between Groups (N=399)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230)
Variables t P
M=SD M=ESD
Susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy 263144 26,3141 .002 .99

Benefits from condom use 31.5£4.9 323*4.4 -1.73 .08

Barriers to condom use 31.4%6.5 31.0+5.6 0.56 57

Condom use self-efficacy 40.7£5.6 423+58 -2.66 .008

Peer norms 19.4+37 21.2%29 -5.43 <.001
Exp.=experimental group.

Table 5. Predictive Factors of Condom Use Intentions (Logistic Regression)
Non-Exp. (n=169) Exp. (n=230)

Predictive factors

OR 95% CI OR 95% CI

Current girl friend (reference: yes) 291 0.55~15.30 1.24 0.44~3.50

Susceptibility to STDs/AIDS and pregnancy 0.79* 0.64~0.97 0.93 0.83~1.05

Benefits from condom use 1.14* 1.00~1.30 1.00 0.90~1.12

Barriers to condom use 0.97 0.89~1.05 0.87** 0.80~0.94

Condom use self-efficacy 1.03 0.93~1.14 1.12* 1.03~1.23

Peer norms 1.10 0.92~1.30 0.95 0.81~1.10

Exp.=experimental group,
*p<.05,**p<.001,
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