PR 7 4 7 R E R R

A L7232 OB URET) BRI 5 CHEmh 2 [
THEMER I ETHRINARE LY, BREO
FEEHREE LR L v ) OO A B ER)
Ji % — 45 LCE LAkl 5 Z Lt ch A 2 b
HHEGE S 7z,

A, 4k, BRBEHEOLV T TIZMT 5
B B &% B & R E (ESESD © Exercise Self-Efficacy
Scale for Diabetes Self-care) DYERL A ildr, # DU
B OF SESD # il > b o — v & O BEEIZD W T
Wi # M A 7D THET 5.

MR ETE

1. BEI

1) REEFROVER R ONER 41

PR ST B ke 2 BN B S 2 B DA &
RS 4582 LT, WHECEERIERTETH
D, WifiChHZEESWICHH e L, BERG
PRABIAZ X 5 AR R S OWGE 2175 72,

2) WHOD#E

WHREE, WIRBERY Y & —BRE - NSRNE
okt ZHHORERBEED D, HHETABEOHES
N7z49 % (BYE30 %, L1944, FHER: Bk
608129 ik, Ltk564+37 K, WREFEMEFN+£23
BE) L L7z BAE L 72 R 2 FH o TR A
(1 #9 TR, 2 EE060hE0AEE) TR,
3ELLNEVAIEEIL A BN EILE D4
HICTHAEKIL T, 1~4 TR e Ko, S
BOWEHCHNERATE A5 L)) 2k #4E
MLt HE TR 7. EH O T
el & ok, KR CPIIE -+ BERZE>) 5 X
7 a 7R CPEE - EEFE<) OFREZEREL
7o, WICITEH IO MBIRECE My LT, BRI o 1%
w (E H & OHIMRE r>04 25 2 HHDUF) HH 2%
M L, Ei, R - Promax RIS & 5 PERHIE T
ALY, ET R 04 RiOEE 2 L7
(RERCBE & Z SO M) . REREZED S b 0HHA
U LT, o2 H Z BRI L 7 7 TERE T
IR (ESESD ; Exercise Self-Efficacy Scale for
Diabetes Self-care) L H & L C#%E L7, ESESD »&
FHAE (DLi% ESESD A7) 22w T, B hfnff
LR TRBED % 25 %o % @I L T, #HE T
D2 BMEEOEER R LT, AEEOFIETERD
WIS O MR E L (GP A,
- 3) BB ' o

REO—BEHEBIET 572002, WKL A
Cronback @ o WEEHM L, ZEMEEHT A Mk (2
# AL\ IR D&+ B L) T 7 A F-B7 2
I B A B R & W L7

O RS

— et B 2% R g (GSES 5 General Self-
Efficacy scale) % FIRIZE i L €, ESESD & GSES
DA B IAR A e L 7.

2. BEI

1) WHHGAT, WA SR MM - EFEtoEMRE

st EE, BEIREERY 7 —HRE - NOWRE
Mk a2 LR ORRBREDH H, HETRENERS
NP5 283% (B 184 %, K99 %, FIHE
WAk 61L5=070 5, B 6231082 5%, ik 600+
1.32 5%, P39 HbAlc : &K 710£0.05 %, HiE702+
006 %, 729010 %, F¥ GSES: 246100+
022 /45, B 1104028 55, L MH92+036 5, F 1y
SESD : £ 221+022 5, B #H222+026 4,
219042 5] & U7z (Table 1A). ESESD IZ X A7i%
B, B (NMEEATE) JL U GSES % Hv Tk HEY
WZ B HEOTEREIT - 72

2) ESESD Ok

HE L/ ESESD 27 O a8 L THEHT
(65 ML L &), B oFEHE0 LERE 217
72,

3) SESD & »piiE

W L7z SESD &atA# (U#ESESD A7) &
ESESD A 2 7 & OAH B4R % MR 22 0 et at L
7.

4) Mk ba—iv kO

M€ L7z HbAle & ESESD A2 7 & OMIEEBE#HR %
AR L. F72 HbALe 9 (8 %Ll Lt 40
B & kil 241 B1) TOMFT BT 72

5) Fofl

4E &, BMI & U8 HbAlc & ESESD 2 = 7, SESD
Aa7, BWIZESESD A7 & SESD 2 a7 DO&EEA
a7 (L ESESD +SESD) & OFBIB R #E2em
W HighE L 7s.

3. HETZEYSHT

2 M O 1213 Mann-Whitney U B5E % v 72,
EB AT OBENE, - Kolmogorov-Smrnov BiE TV,
FHBIBEMRIE, EH T 5 b O Pearson ME, B
A L b 00 Spearman MUE & M L THREN L
2. WL 5 %DNEHREE b - T, MEMFHITEER
LL7 F— 5 e TPt EEEE TR L. T
ST OFMEALIIZIE, #EF2 7 b SPSS Statistics Ver.

220 (SPSSInc.USA) #fER L.

4 |
FMEL WG, BRBERE Y 5 — EEEEE
SCRBEIN, BT ELBICELL
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Table 1 N&FOHR (A) LREEZE (B)

A

4k (283) B4 (184) . (99)
EH (%) 61.5+0.70 623+0.82 600+1.32
HbAlc(%) 7102005 7.02+0.06 729010
GSES () 100022  104=028 92+0.36
SESD () 221%022 22.2+0.26 219+042

P @iEmecRy () MIEAK

B ys ol R p=0343, HbAlc p=0600, GSES
p=0.005, SESD p=0.800 (Mann-Whitney U #:%)
1B 17 46, 2 BUBEIRI 266 %

B

HHMEHA

Q1 ALELTHTYH, EHTEXS.
Q2 &HA0L&{Th, EHTEL.

Q3 MHIEWEREULARTY, BMzRO THERTE S,

Q4 RAVPELTYH, EHTE?.

Q5 —ATYH, EETES.

Q6 HMEVPBLLNELTD, EFzHTLNL.
Q7 HEBHZTHIENFELWERLS.

Q8 MMM L THEBITE 5.

Q9 zﬁéﬁ“éﬂ#?’i%ﬁ&@’(u

Q0 FEELTV2E, {féﬁﬁaﬁ&ﬁm:&b%@%ﬁ%%mw
Qll EHFTHILT, RRBRLWMEEIBONS.
QI2 EHHLLTWERE GIHERE) PESTWE.

QI3 HETEEE BTV 5.
QU RS 5 Hig% BN D 5.

Q5 EHLTWAAERS L, wﬁ%mm

QL6 B L < MR & B 72

EETES.

Q17 %’%H'ﬂ‘tﬁﬁ‘b%—*lﬁqﬂﬁbfbiofé, HHT2I LB TES.

QI8 EFHL THEE-> TV HGEED W

w R

1. BEI

1) REFEEOERRUHAER Y

RIEIE%E 18 H (Table 1B) 2R IEL 7=, B,
BRACLHR IS & ) R RSP S T

2) HEHO#EE f

REREISEHBICBWT, FHHE L RERFEICEL
WRY DH o721 HHE(QI: M 18, SDO9: MIidFy
18, SDIHE#mEZRT) k&, EYVOITHAT
HESH B DRV 3HE (r>04:Q4:27HHE, Q8:0
HH, Q15:0HH) %7z BRI - Promax
Bz X 2 HRMEF T OME HFEHEOE
27RH (ATRME<04;Q12:03 QI8 02) XK E,

3EFIEA E?A(Ql Q2) : Hk - ﬁ?ﬁlﬂﬁﬁﬁsﬁ

DL, WF BQ3. Qa, Q6. Q13, Q14, Q16, Q17) :
B, B CQ7. Q10 QID) :

%@JB@%’J%‘(‘: el
AU =, ESESD & LC 12 B H % %5 L7 (Table

2). NS 12HHO GPAHORKE, £TORATL
B L THBEOBADEI 50 YEBEKETOHEE
b, ZOMMIITHERSNT

3) Bl

ESESD @ Cronback o #&#1X 092, RFHITix, K
FATO08], BFBT088 WFCTO88%ERL, M
WEASHIATTHEEEZON 7A M-HF A b
MOMBBRIE 01 %EEKETHEE (r=0806, p=
0.0005, Pearson HE) ThhH, KEMIBERIN.

4) EAMPLER MM

ESESD & GSES & OBIC A B MMiZE< (r=
0.103, p=04820, Spearman 7€), HHE M 4 M 1%
W TE Lol

2. BE

1) ’Fﬁ!ﬁ?‘ﬁz (FHED)

Cronbackaﬁ?\%ﬁ{&i 093, WFH T3, @%AT
075, AFBT090, BFCT084 4R, Nis
PSR S h T v,
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Table 2 #REMEL 74 7 BB EHCH IR E (ESESD : Exercise Self-Efficacy Scale for Diabetes self care) &

I H B L U8y — 2175

I E A
A B C
Q1 ALEhTHWTY, HHTE5. 1.067 -0.114 -0.015
Q2 &ES5hobilTh, MEITES. 0501 ©0.341 0.041
Q3 MMIMENLELAKTY, MHE RO CHlBITE 5. 0.305 0.400 ~0.101
Q5 —AThH, EHTEZ. 0.053 0.632 0.005
Q6 HEMNELOSILLTYH, MEEHITSA. 0.054 0.740 0.031
Q13 fEEi-dEE & A TVWIT B, 0025 0.833 0.021
Ql4 EBIT B HENRD 5. 0.005 0.780 -0.123
Q16 #EL BEMICER S0, AEITE 5. ~0.096 0.655 0.176
QL7 T COEHE—FER L TLE->Th, BHTAZENTE S, -0.082 0.860 0.039
Q7 MIFTHIERELOWEBRLS. 0.260 0.153 0.538
QL0 MEIL T3 L, A2 A5 % DEOFT b v, -0.111 0.129 0.851
QL1 EBT A Z LT, KPURPHERSEORS. - 0007 -0.159 1.012

HF A SR - R OBHL, K7 B B W C B AR

2) FEHEPIMEZLYE (FERRET)

ESESD L GSES oM icEELRLEOHE (r=
0.184, p=00020, Spearman HE) % ie, FeHEHHE
FM DR S N

3) ESESD ®45k

ESESD 2 217 @ F#913 326 =044 55 (F 1 329+
054 51, ZM: 320078 %) THo7z 65ELLLE (2
151214 5 7132045 %, B 80 % @ 71.8+£057 ik, &
P41 % 0 704076 %) © ESESD 2 2 7 @ F 3 1%
335+0.72 5, 65 MR (M 1634 1 542078 #,
B 104 % 0 549083 5%, M58 % 5 526+ 158 i)

TIE 3204056 HTHY, 65EULETHEIEMT

o7z (p=00490, Mann-Whitney U ¥5E). —F.,
ESESD % 21 7 011, WM CTHEEE 0 Sk
Prote WIZ, EREEAEARTEOMBE (r=0154, p=
00090, Spearman# ), BMI: & 2 B O MM
(r=-0201, p=0.0010, Spearman #5) (Fig. 1A) %
sz,

HF Mo cid, HF A~C DL TIZBWT BMI
LHEEREOMMER L, KT C A% b 5 H B %
(r=-0216, p=0.0005 Spearman #jE) &R L7z
F72, JT B L AEEEOHM (r=0167, p=
0.0050, Spearman #5E) R L7

3) SESD & Ot

ESESD 222 7if, SESD 237 & A& A IEDHME
(r=0383, 00005, Spearman#iiE) % L7 (Fig
2). :
HWFHNOMHFETIE, BFA~COETIEBVT
SESD A 37 LA EOMMEETRL, BT BARD
MAHIBIBIMR (r=0393, p=00005, Spearman H/E)
AN

4) Mgz po— &g

ESESD 227, HbAlc L HEL B OMHME (r=
—0.132, p=0.0270, Spearman ¥ %) %R~ L (Fig 3
A), WFHOMAT T, BT BAEERAOHY (r=
—0.138. p=00210. Spearman ¥5E) %R L7

HbAlc 8 %L ERE 40 ) & 8 %R iHE 241 B O 7
T, 8%LL LG, ESESD 227, SESD A3 7
U ESESD +SESD O ird HbAle & BEHAED
HBBIRAA D (r=-0346, p=0.0290, r=—-0412,
p=00080 U r=—0416, p=0.0080, % 4 Spearman
#%) (Fig. 3C-E), ESESD +SESD %8 b s & 4
Bl &7 LCwre (Fig 3E). — %, 8 %k il <
ESESD A = 7 34 E 4 AH M % 7% % 37 (Fig. 3B), SESD
A 27 KO ESESD+SESD & A& MM %R X &
P,

5) DOl

AERRIE, SESD 2 a7 L OBT, MbMuEEAED
M (r=0302, p=00005 Spearman M7E) %R L7,
BMI i, ESESD+SESD & O T, HblWEELE
DM (r=-0206, p=0.0010, Spearman #5E) &R
L7z (Fig. 1B). HbAlc 32, ESESD M UFSESD &
BMI & OBICO VT OMEEF7 o 2458 8 %Lk
T, ESESD 2a7 A EaMEERs T (Fig
1C), SESD 2 =27 K UF ESESD +SESD D FiLh F
EHHBE RO R o728 8 BARMEETIE, Wb
HEAAOHBEMEGEL D (r=-0205 p=00010,
r=~0.154 p=00160 % ¥ r= - 0214, p=00010, %
Spearman #5) (Fig. 1D-F), ESESD +SESD %%
WA OMMER LT (Fig 1P). HbAle 13,
SESD 237 L O TRLMWEELZAOHM (1=
=0.206, p=0001, Spearman¥iE) &R L7
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Fig. 1 ESESD & BMI & 4R
AL THOESESD A 27 L BML & OMM (n=283, r= -0201, p=00010, Spearman#iE). Bix & H T»
ESESD % 27 & SESD 22 7 O & & A2 27 (ESESD+SESD) & BMI & OB (n=283, r= 0206, p=00010,
Spearman #E). C {3 HbAlc 8 % LLEBTO ESESD 2 27 & BMI £ D4 (n=40, r=-0204, p=02070, Spear-
man #5). D& HbAlc 8 % Kili## To ESESD 237 & BMIL £ 04 (n=241, r=-0205, p=00010, Spearman
#E), E & HbAlc 8 % kil To SESD 227 & BMI £ OB (n=241, r=-0154, p=00160, Spearman M),
F i& HbAlc 8 % Kifli#f T ESESD +SESD & BMI & OB (n=241, r=-0214, p=00010, Spearman #RiE) %7
TS T THb. ‘

10.00

2000 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

MR L T3 (Cronback o 42 % 091 B TS GSES

3.0 L OBTr=0234 p=00005 Spearman ).
300 £ =
i 250 WRBOWRICB VT, AFRECERREL
8 s LETBEN T TABCEET HIMER (RS
& B, MEER CLHIER), MILER R - #H)
150 Db, BICHMER (CEHER) 2RET 2L
, DPLETHY, TOFMEY -V OFIEEED TH B3R
102 <Hhb. —F. AOMNEIEL D LT, TR T —
50 VEFNMIBIAAHEB ORI 52 LW
e e an T mmsnTa, ADANRSHIESC Y HED

Fig. 2 ESESD & SESD & 04 Tégg'ﬁ‘ﬁ%%?f%é:t aPpcas.
LB THESESD A 27 L SESD A3 7 L OMM (n= FeA1d, 2011 SEICHERR LV 7 - 7 ICHT A HER
283, r=0383, p=00005, Spearman %) *®¥ 5  JIERE (SESD) ZR¥ L THE L2t AFICHME
IThb. ' ' TAEMEE A5 HE % S0, BT 2 ERMER
: i, ZOMEE RAT) BRRICHE L THIR S U,
ELEINTVRD 7Y, Bandura (&, B EA71EIC
i, ESESD +SESD O MR EE &M K U3 HE B 72 34 BEAOSEIRERE Loy (—it) ac
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Fig. 3 ESESD & HbAlc & @4
A eFITo ESESD A 27 & HbAlc L DM (n=281, r=-0132, p=00270, Spearman #E), Bt HbAlc 8%
%ﬁﬁﬁf@ ESESD Z 227 & HbAle &0 (n=241, r= -0.068 p=02910, Spearman #5E), C it HbAlc & % LA
L#Co ESESD A7 & HbAlc L OB (n=40, r=—-0346, p=0.0290, Spearman ¥7E), D& HbAlc 8% LIk
BETOSESD 2237 & HbAle EOHM (n=40, r=-0412, p=00080, Spearman #E), E & HbAlc 8 % M LT
D ESESD A 27 & SESD A a7 DEEA 27 & HbAle & DB (n=40, r=-0416. p=0.0080, Spearman #5%E)

ERTITTITHSD.

R & B 7 SN R L 7 B R A R
O TONH LT LY, 2 H T RO, Kk
DFMEUH L CHIAIZAHES W o & TH Y, %
Bk OBIERED i Sk, TR RSBy T B A0 1
EENDCEIRET S E 2L TV DY, SR
TS, —HEE O k) b S EA I E SR
R L AIBE 2R S 1 00 S A Y B DA R

LOMIATHEFNL, AL o TELS
TV L LWESNTWAY. Thb i, HIRFEDEF

1

%&tﬁﬁ%&awazowﬁﬁuﬁﬁéa,ww@
L CHMIE LT 2 S L e CH B 2 LR

BLTED, 0 L7 SESD (2 EH) I o g 1
BEEINGH2HEE LTHES NS,

EEBEOMBGEN L, 1 >R VR U
S, QBRI OB O F, Bk o4 ¥ 20 v HkHHE
B 00 2 B LR O T B LIRS T B Japan

Dxabetes Complications Study (] DCS) T, axlhufis il

O ES O U%ﬁﬁé’hﬁ%# 5, HAA 2 BB O
%%msxmlf HEBESER STV Rw S

B S o 72, E 72, A EOBIREEE R E
X LA EERE T, AFREICHE L GRS
R D E iﬁ:um EHIMEEINTE LY, EEHHBHE
DWNEHTORHOWES TR ETF -3 3 VO
iy .b&%%ﬁ#%@?fu FREETHDH I
LAHEREN S,

EﬂBDi;ﬁﬁHf@ﬁ%ﬁﬁMki%ﬁﬁﬁa
GSES & F MM AR L, HEUeB R AT =
117z, Cronback o B 093 7L, WFHTH, KW
F A 075, T B090. ¥ C084 L NI &TED o
KRS TBY, MEOMEE,HD, WRTHOM
AT T 5 BT L 7.

ESESD 7 21 713, 65 Ll L oA BICEiEs R L, &
Waﬁ%&mmmﬁﬁﬁL# TR he, &
%MHEM[E%B (HIEM) THD LI, 65kl T
i, fhHERRH - %ﬁ%%@ﬁ%b THFEL TS0
CHHEAEE S, EHEHEL R VRIS

HhOLEBEENS, BMI & IXEELAOHM (Fig
1A) 27 L, WFHTE BT C (EBINEE) ©F
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LIMCAHESRS SN, REI Y PO —ATEEE &
5T, EBFoiFE LuHEEFBRILETSH S
ZEERIBT AR TH -2

ESESD &, SESD & A &% EOME%ER L (Fig 2),
SESD EDHFAICE Y, HRFBEOLL 77 TICBIT S
AIEN % B EOFHIATTRE & 4 5 & L 2 &
N7z HbAlc L I3AELEOMME AR L (Fig 3A),
EEE OB AR, Mo v e — LRI R
WFE R BEMYSH L EAES I A o7 HbAle
Mz, ESESD KU SESD & HbAlc & OHBIZDWT
DI % 7o 724558, 8 %L LB T, ESESD+SESD
PR bmVEOME %R L (Fig 38), F# < BMI
LOMBICOW TR ET o724 R, 8 %RHHIC
BT, ESES+SESD ' b MW A OB E R L Tw
7 (Fig. IF). ZO#EEH»S, LA 77 7T 5HD
% 77%, ESESD & SESD o4 I X 5 3l %175
CLIEETHL I PRSI N iK(DJoslin
Diabetes Center TPi%E &1, FHLIZE - THAFE
RUASPERL & 117z PAID (Problem Area in Diabetes Sur-
vey) 12 & D BIE S N RIS R, HbAlC
THIE S NS MAET > b O — VIRBEASEALT 5 & & 2%
HLMZENTEY, M7 Y b E— V2R R ZIRRE
THHIILELHEEOMESIIAE L, BHRRFSMEIET
BIET, BICHCHHESRET LD LEES R
%.Fk4 b, SESD #f PAID LA BB OMMBERT 2
LR#ELTYAY. ESESD A3 7 & SESD 23712
L0, EELEEREIIET B HOI A & 4 5
THILILEST, BOMHERIHERL, BV
REHDTWIAIH %, BEOMENEEZERL -BHA
W7 7u—F OB, TRITEICEDZ L PFs
o, B, ZAATFT—VEF N2 BSOS L
PBEDEAT -V RUERBEYZFML TV
DOEREELELTCBHFEHALTWL DI, 55,
ESESD 048Il & % VIR ZEE 2 PAID L O
FWHIZOWTHHERZIToTWL T EPRELEZ S
nan., —7, EEEERECET A EoRMEE
Bl R % B3 2P OB+ 5 2 SRR
IF—3ariELTVA.

ESESD (&, #ERFEEDOEFHHTRH KL LD R
SV -y ZIZERTH B EREFIZ, SESD & 0Bt
Lk oT, BRFELVZFTICBIT5EENECRH
BLANVDAZ ) —= Y ZICbERRY -V ERY,
F— L TORAFERHAEZRE L. BFOMEINE
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IR L 2 AW EEDSHES S iz,

Z=ED COl (conflicts of interest) BIR : 4Flch L

X #

1) The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial (DCCT)
Research Group (1993) The effect of intensive treat-
ment of diabetes on the development and progression
of long-term complications in insulin-dependent diabe-
tes mellitus. N Engl ] Med 329: 977-986

2) Ohkubo Y, Kishikawa H, Araki E, Miyata T, Isami .
Motoyoshi' S, Kojima Y, Furuyoshi N, Shichiri M (1995)
Intensive insulin 'therapy prevents the progression of
diabetic microvascular complications in Japanese pa-
tients with non-insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus: a
randomized prosbective 6-year study. Diabetes Res
Clin Pract 28:103-117

3) UKPDS group (1998) Intensive blood-glucose control
with sulfonylureas or insulin compared with conven-
tional treatment and risk of cdmplications in patients
with type 2 diabetés (UKPDS 33). Lancet 352: 837-853

4) Bandura A (1997) Self-Efficacy: The Exercise of Con-
trol. Stanford ITniVersity B W.H. Freeman and Com-
pany, New York '

5) REBET (199NN HEEELANVATOE=Y =
v OBRRBEHFLECH . BFEWRE 30:29
(473)-36 (480)

6) Grossman HY, Brink S, Hauser ST (1987) Self-efficacy
in adolescent girls and boys with insulin-dependent
diabetes mellitus. Diabetes Care 10: 324-329

) KTEMA (1997) BERFEOHCERZRETLL0D
HETu T LO0ER. HEBRFBEE - BEFEE
21110117

8) Bandura A (1977) The Self-efficacy: Toward a unifying
theory of behavioral change. Psychol Rev 84: 191215

9) LA F(2000) B R KOBESHT. HAF#ER S
£EE 203945

10) KRE#ET, Bz, EEEE €ETE =ZKBT
RBitE M =M, & R BRET. PR HE
F, HFRET, WIET, PEBT (2011 BERKRt
N7 TICHET 5B OAEREERORA. BRI
54 1128134

11) F#—B (2003) FEFICB 2 EHTHOLEEER
LEB LN T LT 4 H Y —OM% BARMRE LM
50 : 208-215

12) FER2R3E (2008) IREATEYOEB V7 - 27 4 H Y —
HEO#KE. BARTTLEBEERERLE 84957

13) WipInET, BEME, = B, MiE—5, SR
(2009) 7+ =% ¥ YIBMOBFEAT =V LtV 7z
TANY—REOHE—B-49mERG L LA >
y—kv NREI L BMETIE— HAREAEES
31718796

14) Prochaska JO, Redding C, Evers K (2002) The

—325—



15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

BERRAG b 7 & 7 SR B LR RO

transtheoretical model and stage of change. In: Health
behavior and health education: Theory, Research, and
Practice. 3rd edition. Glanz K, Lewis FM, Rimer BK
(eds) Jossey-Bass, California, p 99-120

Watt SE, Martin PR (1994) Effect of general self-
efficacy expectancies on performance attributions.
Psychological Reports 75: 951-961

=i (2000) ’%ﬂ:fi@ HE AR A 0 B OX)
TIERDERNZG R B W E—REEAM D7 1 — F3 7
DREE A T—. B GHSIF 48 @ 4251

KN A, KB e BOBEF, BITEH, M Ghk
bR, PRRERE— B (2001) R4 2334 4 O Mk A
Wk A B O IR (SECL) OR%. Mg
43 727735

PeMifiig (2013) U NE Y 7 — 2 a > LBy AR
S35 10 B, WIEEIE, W, p 141144

Sone H, Tanaka S, Tanaka S, Suzuki S, Seino H, Hanyu
0, Sato A, Toyonaga T, Okita K, 'Ishibashi S, Kodama
S, Akanurria Y, Yamada N; Japan Diabetes Complica~
tions Study Groﬁp (2013) Leisure-time physical activ-
ity is a significant predictor of stroke and total mortal-

20)

21)

22)

23)

—326—

ity in Japanese patients with type 2 diabetes: analysis
from the Japan Diabetes Complications Study (JDCS).
Diabetologia 56: 1021-1030

Sato Y, Kondo K, Watanabe T, Sone H, Kobayashi M,
Kawamori R, Tamura Y, Atsumi Y, Oshida Y, Tanaka
S, Suzuki S, Makita S, Ohsawa I, Imamura S (2012)
Present situation of exercise therapy for patients with
diabetes mellitus in Japan: a nationwide survey. Dia-
betol Int 3: 86-91

Polonsky WH, Anderson BJ, Lohrer PA, Welch G, Ja-
cobson AM, Aponte JE, Schwartz CE (1995) Assess-
ment of diabetes-related distress. Diabetes Care 18:
754-760

FiE g, RS, PRTRFACHS, MR, ILAE—,
it (1999) PAID (BERR#MIEEREMT) = H
AR BE O BRI AR E oW E. BEIRE 42
(Suppl. 1) : 262

Burbank PM, Reibe D (2001) Promoting exercise and
behavior change in older adults: interventions with
the transtheoretical model. Springer Publishing, New
York, p 1-336



PERHE 58 % 3% (2015)

- Abstract
Creation of an Exercise Self-efficacy Scale for Diabetes Self-care
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Assessing the patients’ self-efficacy level and developing approaches for improving this parameter is useful.
We herein developed a scale for exercise therapy (Exercise Self-Efficacy Scale for Diabetes Self-care; ESESD).
The results of an analysis of the ESESD administered in 283 diabetes patients feceiving outpatient care at
our center showed a Cronbach’s o coefficient 0of 0.93 and a mean score of 32.6 + 0.44 points. Therefore, the eld-
erly patients tended to have higher levels of self-efficacy. In addition, significant negative correlations were
observed for BMI (p = 0.0010) and HbAlc (p = 0.0270), while a significant positive correlation was noted for
SESD (Self-Efficacy Scale for Diabetes self-care) (p = 0.0005). These findings indicate that the ESESD may be-
come an important source of information for assessing the exercise self-efficacy levels in diabetes patients or
from the perspéctive of team investigating intervention methods, thus providing guidance for recuperation
‘with afocus on the individual.
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