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Relationship between psychological resilience , family cohesion,

adaptability and loneliness in radioactive I seed implanted cancer patients
ZHOU Hui-yun' ,WANG Lei®, LEI Ting-ting'
(1. Department of Interventional Surgery,The First Affiliated Hospital of Bengbu Medical College,
Bengbu Anhui 233004 ;2. Academic Affairs Office ,Bengbu Medical College ,Bengbu Anhui 233030 , China)

[ Abstract] Objective:To investigate the relationship between psychological resilience, family cohesion, adaptability and loneliness in
radioactive ' seed implanted cancer patients. Methods : A total of 106 cancer patients who received radioactive '*1 seed implantation
were selected according to the convenience sampling method. The general data of the patients were collected and the psychological
resilience level were evaluated by Connor Davidson resilience scale (CD-RISC). Based on he family adaptability and cohesion scale Il
chinese version (FACESIICV) and loneliness scale of university of california at los angeles (UCLA). Results; The score of loneliness
scale , psychological resilience scale and family adaptability and cohesion scale of the radioactive 1 seed implanted cancer patients
were (40.01 £8.63),(61.79 £14.54) and (116.32 +£18.80) points, respectively. There were statistically significant differences in
loneliness scores among different genders, occupations, education level and per capita monthly income of family (P <0.01) , statistically
significant differences were observed in psychological resilience scores and family adaptability and cohesion scale scores among different
genders and per capita monthly income of family (P <0.01). There was a significant negative correlation between loneliness scale score
and psychological resilience scale score (r= -0.912,P <0.01) and a significant positive correlation between psychological resilience
scale score and family adaptability and cohesion scale score (r =0.884,P <0.01). Additionally, a significant negative correlation

between the scores of loneliness scale and those of family adaptability and cohesion scale (r= -0.907,P <0.01) were found in the

study. Gender, occupation, education level, family per capita

monthly income, psychological resilience score, family
(ks H39I] 2021 —11 15 [BRIHI] 2022 -09 -22

DAL F ] B S 1 AABR TR AUT H  BYKY20190587D) adaptability and cohesion scores were included in the multiple

[HEHBARI] 1. B PE S e s — I B2 B A ABL, %2 2% o 4 linear stepby-step regression analysis of the influencing factors
233004 ;2. IEIR PR A2 BE 255 4b , R I 233030 of loneliness. The scores of family cohesion, adaptability and

[T ] AR (1987 - ) % Bt B AT

per capita monthly income of family were statistically
[EfE1ES ] T, it & BT, E-mail :369342209@ qq. com

significant (P < 0. 01 ). Conclusions: Different gender,
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occupation , education level and per capita monthly income of family were the influencing factors of loneliness among the radioactive

J Bengbu Med Coll, April 2023, Vol. 48 ,No. 4

125
1

seed implanted cancer patients,as soon as possible to evaluate the degree of loneliness and effective intervention ahead of time ,improve

the patients’ family adaptability and cohesion, it has a significant effect on reducing the degree of loneliness and is of great significance

to promote the patients’ early return to family and society.

[ Key words ] cancer patients ; psychological resilience ; family cohesion and adaptability ; loneliness ; radioactive'” I seed implantation
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