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Abstract

This study was conducted to examine the influence of ambivalent sexism and sexual assertiveness on
condom use self-efficacy and the mediating effect of sexual assertiveness. Data from 308 students were
analyzed by descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficient, and multiple regression
analysis using SPSS/WIN 23.0. It was found that the factors influencing condom use self-efficacy were
sexual assertiveness, benevolent sexism and the consistency of condom use in female students, whereas
sexual assertiveness and the consistency of condom use in male students. Sexual assertiveness completely
mediated the relationship between hostile sexism and condom use self-efficacy, and partially mediated the
relationship between benevolent sexism and condom use self-efficacy. In order to promote female student’s
reproductive health, it needs to help them realize benevolent sexism is another form of sexism and develop
sexual assertiveness skills. Even male students need to develop their sexual assertiveness skills to increase
their reproductive health.
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<Table 1> Difference of Condom Use Self-efficacy according to Characteristics of Participants (N=308)

Female (n=191) Male (n=117)

Female (n=191) Male (n=117)

Characteristics Categories
frequency (%) mean=SD  t/F (p) meantSD  t/F (p)
<23 118 (61.8) 49 (41.9) 3.424+0.47 0.17  3.3840.45 0.05
Age (year) =23 73 (38.2) 638 (58.1) 3.43+0.53  (.191)  3.38+0.50  (.302)
mean+SD 22.56+2.68 22.94+2.43
1, 2 54 (28.3) 42 (35.9) 3.4740.51 0.93 3.33+0.48 -0.77
Grade
3, 4 137 (71.7) 75 (64.1) 3.40+0.49  (451)  3.40+0.49  (.949)
Health 68 (35.6) 6 (5.1) 3.56+0.51 2.97 3.91£0.19 6.17
Department o S L
Non-health 123 (64.4) 111 (949) 334:047  (003)  335:047 (<.001)
Sexual Yes 146 (76.4) 96 (82.1) 3.40+0.51 122 3374049 0.63
experience No 45 (23.6) 21 (17.9) 3.50£0.46  (254)  3.44+046  (.631)
v of FSI <20 31 (21.2) 47 (490)  3.62:054 290 3458053 1.6l
ge o >20 115 (78.8) 49 (51.0)  333:048  (004) 3208043 (111)
(year) (n=242)
mean+SD 20.24+1.62 19.54+2.22
Condom use Non-always 84 (57.5) 66 (68.8) 3.18+0.49 6.79 3214043 5.09
(n=242) Always 62 (42.5) 30 (31.2) 3.69+0.37 (<.001)  3.70+£0.45 (<.001)
FSI: first sexual intercourse
3. QME MAEZES| M AT, ZE  BSE o8 9o ARIWAET HATH=TS,
A R ESZE 7 Al p=001).
Aqspie] Ae, BEAS Adasge ms Do ool AT, RS AIRTHE 4 4
_ Z 23 O o]&) oko A3z =
(=43, p<001), BS (=54, p<00)s} fojgr o 1T FelRd ol AudAE e
= ]
o JRWAE, AA ANFARE felg g (7 pe0O. FH AIEHE HS (=27,
= —_ — O 0]&)} S.0] Al
FAAAS GERAATH=68, p<.001). 2 A7 1; 004), BS (=-22, p -015)9PoTr LLk‘j/]h:L
= =7 =S 0]&) oko]l Alzlw
F2-2 HS (=58, p<.001), BS (r=-.56, p<.001)%} AE B, HSSh BSE el @] 4
= o] — =}
<Table 2> Differences of Research Variables by Gender and Correlations between Research Variables
(N=308)
. Female Male Female (n=191) Male (n=117)
Variable t ()
mean+SD meantSD HS BS SA HS BS SA
4.57
+ +
HS 1.99+0.85 2.41+0.74 (<.001) 1
4.51 75 .64
+ +
BS 2.27£0.84  2.70+0.73 <001)  (<001) 1 (<.001)
2.62 -58 -.56 =27 =22
+ +
SA 3.78£0.60  3.60+0.56 (009)  (<001)  (<001) (004) (015)
0.71 -43 -54 .68 15 -.06 57
+ +
CUSE 3424050 3.38x0.48 (476)  (<.001) (<001) (<.001) (.097) (.546) (<.001)

BS: benevolent sexism, CUSE: condom use self-efficacy, HS: hostile sexism, SA: sexual assertiveness,
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<Table 3> Factors Affecting on Condom Use
Self-efficacy (N=308)

Variables B B t (p)
Female (n=191)
(Constant) 2.46 7.04  (<.001)
Depar’tmenfr

-0.01  -.01 -0.21 .832
(1=non-health) 00 0 0 (832)
Age of FSI'

-0.09 -.08 -1.34 181
(1=20 years or more) 0 (181)
Condom use

025 24 403 <.001
(1=always) ( )
Hostile sexism 0.08 .15 1.73 (.085)
Benevolent sexism -0.21  -37 -4.04 (<001)
Sexual assertiveness 036 44 585 (<.001)

(R*=.59, Adjusted R*=.58, F=33.82 (p<.001)
Male (n=117)

(Constant) 2.22 3.77  (<.001)
DepartmentJr

(1=non-health) -038  -.14  -1.72  (.088)
Condom use

2 2 2 .002

(1=a1ways)T 0.29 8 325 (.002)
Hostile sexism -0.04 -.06 -0.58 (.561)
Benevolent sexism 0.09 .13 1.21 (.228)
Sexual assertiveness 047 .50 595 (<.001)

(R*=.46, Adjusted R*=43, F=15.43 (p<.001)

TDummy variable, FSI: first sexual intercourse
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<Table 4> Mediating Effects of Sexual Assertiveness on the Relationship between Ambivalent Sexism and
Condom Use Self-efficacy in Female Student (N=191)

Steps v DV B SE A ¢ ) Adjﬁ‘f“’d F ®)
HS—SA >CUSE
1 HS SA 040 0.04 58 966  (<001) 33 9339 (<.001)
2 HS CUSE 022 004 40 584 (<001) 15 3404 (<.001)
7777777777 HS 004 004 06 095  (344)
3 SA CUSE 053 005 64 978 (<.001) A5 8000 (<001
BS >SA>CUSE
1 BS SA 040  0.04 56 934 (<.001) 31 8721  (<.001)
2 BS CUSE 032 004 54 886  (<001) 29 7854 (<.001)
,,,,,,,,,, BS 014 0.04 24 377 (<001)
3 SA CUSE 045 0.5 54 869 (<001) A9 9245 (<00

BS: benevolent sexism, CUSE: condom use self-efficacy, DV: dependent variable, HS: hostile sexism,
IV: independent variable, SA: sexual assertiveness.
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