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SSRS #F 45 CD-RISC %4 (r =0.236) £ EA8 £ (P <0.05) . S EEM A B H AL X H ek Bk b F A1E
B, BFNEon & SR8 69 12.22%, 4518 AAA LA Tidd o 2 6 P ANE R AT E B B AR Bk A 1) B
R, IR TR AL A LA R B AR R A e IR AE

KB . THE ; SRR hSHIBM A TR PR

hES#ES . R737.33 SCHRARIRED . A

Effect of social support on stigma in cervical cancer patients:
mediating role of resilience*
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Abstract: Objective To explore the mediating effects of resilience between social support and stigma in
cervical cancer patients. Methods The general information questionnaire, the Social Impact Scale (SIS), the Social
Support Rating Scale (SSRS) and the Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale (CD-RISC) were used to survey 258
cervical cancer inpatients. Results The scores of SIS, SSRS and CD-RISC were (57.75 £ 8.890), (35.76 + 7.499)
and (54.65 £ 15.852) respectively. The stigma were negatively correlated with the social support (» =-0.347 ) and the
resilience (r = -0.274) (P < 0.05 ), The resilience was positively correlated with the social support ( = 0.236, P <
0.05 ). The resilience had mediation effect between the social support and the stigma, and the mediation effect
accounted for 12.22% of the total effect. Conclusions Social support plays an indirect effect on stigma in cervical
cancer patients by the mediating effect of resilience, and the resilience can improve the inhibitory effect of social
support on stigma in them.
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1.2.2 A o-F i & % (social impact scale, SIS) &&=
FH PAN VAT UM, i R AR S TP (3445
H:1.2.4) 4L &MWE(744%H:7.16.17.18.20,
23.24) , WFEZEHHER (556 H 2 11 ~ 14.19) 42 4E
JF(H ALK HEH )4 MY, 245 H RH
Likert 4 SPF53 86, “MAN R 7R 140, WA A
BUERIN 45 i E Y Cronbach's o 2508 0.85 ~
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W 4% Y AR Ay 22 RN R BB A B & X A
L 852 TR 8K B SRR

1.2.3 A ¥ HFZ F & (social support rating scale,
SSRS)  Zumr F W H KRS gGE, s W SR

(41%H:1.3.4.5), FWELFFGAN4%H:2.6.7)
X SR R B (Hofh 3 A 45 H D) 3 A4 i,
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P<0.05 h2ZRAGIFE L

2 #R
21 EIEEEN—RKIER

AW, B SRR FE R 24~ 78 % T
(51.14 £8.920) % ; © % 231 1] (89.5% ) ; ¢ X af, T A
138 15 (53.5% ) , To b B 5% e 321 56 5] (21.7% ) , Hifth
WL 64 5] (24.8%) 5 97 h Je LR SC Ak 2 189 44l
(733%) , fm h el b % 51 6 (19.8% ) , K2% KDL |E

- 05 .



FpIE AR ek

4133 %
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