DEE S RN F.E JEINE R o
FA L~
Graduate Institute of Psychology
College of Science

National Taiwan University

Master Thesis

NN

FRGL g LW R ES oL g P2 P

JIVANINN IEJ.T‘}:T :I‘i é‘ v /T
Optimism, Social Support and Psychosocial Impact Among

Breast Cancer Survivors: The Mediating Effect of Resilience

Yen-Zhen Zhou

xR PERE BL opukl #1

Advisors: Kai-Ping Yao Ph.D., Sue-Huei Chen, Ph.D.

¢ EA 11L& 6

June 2022

doi:10.6342/NTU202200964



e

S

F_k

AER P ROTF > AFALRMEDL T ERE > pEE LR o
By A2 woKiE- BRA D PoARA M By 4 Ry Fh ke o

ﬂﬁ@ﬁ#gﬁga@Tm’%@&ﬂ’j—@%4§&$3§’“%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ

ﬁ
N
)
£
&
E3

- BEFT BIRIS A7 NI APFEIH AL F XN T
Al > FEHX AT 5 A A s - BAROHA T TN E A A T
PR ARRT R AR P AP B PR R X AL AT IF
*’*Qkﬁ$%%¢%ﬂﬁa’%lp R FES B B R
SR RS I ESE R Iy

Bto A Freanf adia R Frassmisdy AL nfn
N o R BHE E R rs,ﬁttgj:ﬁ—;&w;ﬁmr T RE BARIL R Rl Nk o
BEHFL 2 PEMLFafes » Fulfkz? FL AR A2 6 g $
EH ORI BREALBENI G A S BRFA O BEHATHT R o B A
IRBREELP SFALNTR A > e EREAFEFL TR A5 {HFPp e ok
BORHAER T HRA > RBHARIEE L ok R ﬁww,ﬁajmi%ﬁo

EREE B MG R P ARFLLE N BB EFF R - B B

‘?%

:\rmL

%fl'ij\ 3@4‘ é;}h%bt“ ,i\.l{]’?n—]ﬁ;lﬂ ﬁég}'"é—#y}é,_%"?g\.»]

3

7

BAFRE BB o BB R A R S RS R R

LI T AR TR GRS A T ER T

doi:10.6342/NTU202200964



iF &

Ben: A3 P s I R ES S f e TR G g R ArAk € 2

BACHb e Mol o Tit- HEFELCRP R ARE B L EED

ﬁ*‘!

foro s TLAL G B BRFAY A A BT AR AT 32 kS
ﬁ’ii’a#}té"}%’rﬁﬂt&%&o%ﬁﬁ,%‘E?uA&"% TR~ B R ATALE A 3F
IR gp it 2 IRAE € BEEF R Ko H 0 Renft B 4w 5 1Y 2 R A e RSk
S RE A AFEE iy LR 2 PROMIS w12k ¢ 5 s i £ 4 - §
BE D HE(r=57) Ak g A (r=.60) < Wi E(r= T T % os ik
EHrF TR F D APRE c BEL(r=-59) g it ¢ L #F(r=-52)~ v ®ir 4 (r=-58)
e e cTBAL & B R EEE f AP o i L RS L e W ILAL § B R
2P AR SERE e IR Rt Y R o B LR AL g
AFEL o wTBA g EF ISP AR SR AFE e I
R 2P AR ot AT R A RDOFRLLFT UBE ISR
BACEp W PR ERF DL e A G > TR f e eI g

# o

BRS¢ FLAE S ALEERT LI - OIR R

doi:10.6342/NTU202200964



Optimism, Social Support and Psychosocial Impact Among

Breast Cancer Survivors: The Mediating Effect of Resilience

Yen-Zhen Zhou

Abstract

Purpose: This study aimed to investigate the occurrence of positive and negative
psychosocial impacts among breast cancer survivors in association with optimism,
perceived social support, and resilience. Furthermore, we assessed the mediation
effect of resilience on the relationship between optimism and positive, negative
psychosocial impact, as well as the mediation effect of resilience on the relationship
between perceived social support and positive, negative psychosocial impact.
Methods: This study was conducted with 372 breast cancer survivors, averaging
5.49 years after diagnosis. Participants completed questionnaires assessing
socio-demographic characteristics, optimism, perceived social support, resilience,
and psychosocial impact which were measured with the Chinese version of the
revised Life Orientation Test (CLOT-R), Multidimensional Scale of Perceived
Social Support (MSPSS), Connor-Davidson Resilience Scale (CD-RISC) and
PROMIS Psychosocial IlIness Impact Scale, respectively. Results: Optimism(r
=.57), perceived social support (r = .60) and resilience (r =.77) were significantly
positively correlated with positive psychosocial impact. Optimism(r = -.59),
perceived social support (r = -.52), and resilience (r = -.58) were significantly
negatively correlated with negative psychosocial impact. Structural equation
modeling analysis showed that resilience fully mediated the relationship between
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optimism and positive psychosocial impact in which the indirect effect of optimism
and positive psychosocial impact through resilience was 0.505(p < .01). The
resilience partially mediated the relationship between optimism and negative
psychosocial impact in which the indirect effect of optimism and negative
psychosocial impact through resilience was -0.149(p < .05). The resilience partially
mediated the relationship between perceived social support and positive
psychosocial impact in which the indirect effect of perceived social support and
positive psychosocial impact through resilience was 0.174(p < .01). The resilience
fully mediated the relationship between perceived social support and negative
psychosocial impact in which the indirect effect of perceived social support and
negative psychosocial impact through resilience was -0.051(p < .05). Conclusions:
The most important implication of this study was that psycho-therapeutic
intervention strategies might improve resilience to promoting positive psychosocial
impact and reducing negative psychosocial impact among breast cancer survivors.
Keywords: breast cancer, optimism, social support, resilience, psychosocial

impact
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B "% e A7 % 18 (International Agency for Research on Cancer, IARC) 4 ¥
7k 185 1 B 7 36 A P FEr FEEH A 02020 £ HATH 1930 § &
R 51(1010 75 F 440020 5 ~4) - # 7 X5 990 F 4 = (550 F 5 9 2
440 F 5 A 1E) e e R R B E]IA 1930 F £ AT 61Y 0 &Y ih 7 59.5% 0 #eif -
LA o060 F L mblY o LIk 583% 0 B R o BRI A T K

F G o R B AT fgp ”;}f,[iaf%‘éi’?*' F iR RIE % F gt H)(Sung et al., 2021) -
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AR TT A FARRARE > BERL R RARLR L D R E AR iR
BEZEGTREH(Ghe D RF ~ B R ~eBe) s S (Bldhe D 2 TR ~wH - &
B AR (Bl TERE S 1 T KA E 2 g ohE iz (Ferrell, Dow, &
Grant, 1995) « % s~ 2. ¢ » §U i H B § F15 5 % 25 Sg S L 4 (body
image) =k’ 3% > & m I E - K g F 5 F13E (Fobair et al., 2006 ; Przezdziecki et

al., 2013) - i%’%fﬁ'ﬁ-gfﬁ;f‘;’:,";—*ﬁ M BET R E SRR - R R B B

\v

¢ ST S S P e AT 0 A A - &R 4 (Brennan, 2001) -

W4 TR At B AR R R K RS s AR
47 (Baker, Haffer, & Denniston, 2003 ; Hewitt, Rowland, & Yancik, 2003 ; Rabin et al.,
2007) = 1245 Mitchell %  (2011)fs 5 Sk = few i > B L4 * F 20%:04 fi
&%@ﬁ\m%%A&%%@ﬁ°—ﬁiﬁﬁ@jﬁpfﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁ%éﬂﬁ
% - E O AB%RF G R - BRSS F R p TR B F e R R
HE > BW- Bt blgEaip > LI 5T EFing 15%54 5 i Flig
(Burgess etal., 2005) » & 7 ffpr R e R F L7 hed > oAl g g
J&(psychosocial adjustment)» = % . 32 #% % (psycho-oncology)4g & » — 78 & &
# 7 (Singer, 2018) -

Fl: R B BB ES mf,{«ﬁ ‘B ’"T'lﬁ"i@'fi'?—l? S ILAL ¢ i
w3 5 ¥ £ o & 3B(Diaz-Frutos, Baca-Garcia, & Garcia-Foncillas, 2016;
Hamer, Chida, & Molloy, 2009; Zabora, BrintzenhofeSzoc, & Curbow, 2001 ) > fi > 45
e I@AE € F]F F ket w0 23] 1998 £ 1 v w32 F (Positive Psychology)
Faz o FE P BB e (e FARE ~ UE o B E SRR

2_ R enkd 7 (Seligman & Csikszentmihalyi, 2014) - 72 m % #1996 & » Tedeschi £2
Calhoun i*w 3 A5 18 & & (Posttraumatic Growth, PTG) sz 4 > B4 &£ 5
St ST p NY A BEFE R AR % (Tedeschi & Calhoun,
1996) - t& k» S F AL BAedF iR o AL g i v B T IR

RS SR EERS NS RERE I EE Y R 3 EEET
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# 7 ¥ 2 7% (Cordova, Cunningham, & Carlson, 2001; Manne et al., 2004) -

FERRG A TR s B A FEAE ) e T RS I
ARG F ORI ILAL ¢RI S @ 3 A B T E (Bl K e
P s ATk see g s HPA dheec %)~ B A FlE (Blde D R F - T
S RE)E BB TR (Glhe AL E A4 EIRB R B AL E 2 L )R B (Eicher,
Matzka, & Dubey, 2015) -

A 5 E - R BB A TR PR e J R bR

[N

H RIS F kP 4 3 & AP LRI ORES R EL D oo
AR BB (RR) TR TR (R f L )2 SR s L T i
Fig- HHFET TR EFLEE I AAEAES DT f oI ¢ B Y

11 I8 o

o8 2B

Scheier ¢ Carver(1985):% 5 S4B & F B R A - fBAp R L7 Lnd
o mg b2 ot BAABEIEL » ) F o 83 ¥ @32 % H7] (Expectancy
Theory)snd & k> P HF ROV R RAF R b UER T § F TP BREL
Hdiay 4 o Fp o F BRARG A R FRP R GRS ANYS S ApE S
TRMPAD : LIANRIPEE S T LT TR RA B H o N CE R
4 17 85 (Austin & Vancouver, 1996) e F] = S eriE &2 € BB Ao HH B pFa
ST BRLRF TR TREE  FRHEARLEEY L gAY
EE S EBAAE §HAREIFPS DR SHOLL S o L@ AT kP
7i % (Scheier, Carver, & Bridges, 2001) - 5 & & it Ll > #BLL & F R A ¢ 7R
PGP B 0 T en S P R ARY ek FIFEL 0 B PR L 5

PRIER R oY LFRIEF TR QEE T 4 R TEFIIRDRT]
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WL SRR A FRAR PR FRATARR I APY 0 H ST
#~ R E £ 49 B (Horney et al., 2011; Miller, Manne, & Taylor, 1996) » &g %
R & A& i L (Petersen et al, 2008) -+ {7 2 IRAH - g el
(Schou, Ekeberg, & Ruland, 2004) - # iz & 4 ehups 4 R BRED ET ~ Jo T -
EPN IR R L 0 g F R S chve T2 F 4 (Lam et al., 2010) - 4p & 3
FRAF P HRERACEILFRLA R e 7 g A FRF
F F1t 3 5 < 32 3 14 (Gao, Yuan, & Pan, 2019) -

BRARY e HBYBLFRESTEL Y o e RS Y G T
e kvg o FiE- Ny 4 %R 4 k5 (Gallagher, Long, & Richardson,
2019) - #&7 ﬁ*ﬁ%%‘rﬁﬂ?@{? PR S A) LN B NP sl o S
BB AL B 210 AT 0 ko ¥ s TR a 5 (Hou, Law, & Yin, 2010) « 5 12 % BLig3F

B AN R A LIRS E iR A B FER kS

i g X FEFEE R Caplan(1974)#7#: &) > Hdp £ & # A TR B (P
oI FRTEED ¢ hfFR)E R TR (Glde 48 FF 18 Hi) o
RERA G hd WAL o Bl > TREBE BEE RN A -

A g L 4FE - BAgrecn s K owm i

ﬁ'h—

o ARTALZZBGw (- )gAFR
T BTAL G R - A KA APerE s B s B s £ HY 8
FOURA N B A A ARG BT il B (e K ALE)
H 3 H.o € 5 47 (Antonucci, 1985; Siegel, 1993) o (= )it ¢ 2 4Fx a0 1 ¢ Z 0T
rAAEYULQFREAF BRERFE Mo €272 L F iRk
Fref AR blAe 48 CBFAS TR Q)T AL SR
F AR (AR A G Bt p ARl el % w 4 (House, 1983) - (=)

MG AFFTAR LA BT FLE A FI R g g2 il
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QL BT AT EFT I EFSF R 7 5 (Norris & Kaniasty,
1996) -

1995 2016 1 2017 Ecin Fp G A o ie- £ ¢ R ~ KR 7 54 Bl &
5% 7% @ &—"Ff v ﬁk*p 20%:0 4 B B WoE - 10%:4 &3 &gz (Pitman,
Suleman, & Hyde, 2018) » o - ¥ o 8 ~ &g LA & F ¥ Lo FE - 62
FLET G LFLRRT T RENERTF > 23 Bl SIPE - 977 b
GAFRRS F 2R HOL ~FOERT O RAIEFADLFRLEL
HAEAR T PEDLFEIEL ) RAAS > PARESFRE L HEE L

Mo PRGN FEEETLE AR L TP HSP) s B XA AL L L (Gariepy,
Honkaniemi, & Quesnel-Vallee, 2016) -

p 1980 # iz v AL g L el BHRE & AP BT L B E . S ¥R
ERFAGAFAPHA T FRP ORI ok EETRT kp A B
%Ak § L FF 0§ fdE e i 42 (Kim & Y00, 2010) o A 4 e B F & F
PR RIS KA RA PP AE E R W Lk g L g § B
Rk & 0@ F R (Hopelessness) 2 3% = # .« 7 &7 {# (Somasundaram & Devamani,
2016) ° M B K B AT S K f A G A B (Blde T A e RE
)7 et A h3 AR (Bloom & Spiegel, 1984) - i & 8 ~ K g (Neuling
& Winefield, 1988) » ' fiig w32 g7+ 81 4 & 58 (L, Yang, & Liu, 2016; Zhang,

Zhao, & Cao, 2017) » ¢ 4% § ik § £ 45 %R B HR T 4 ST § 4 b

P 39‘13
m,g/_% °

S H SRy

WAL e e TG £ 3 Carver(1988): 5w iy 4
(resilience) £ 4p " w 3| 5 -k F w5t o Luthar ~ Cicchetti ~ 2 Becker (2000)

Mo AL AT X HHE Y BT el ehds 4% - Tusaie 22 Dyer(2004)

FIRS
F.
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AlRei e B A a4 B FH LD EY > R RWARKIESA RS Ao
Bim T > 4 g F s (bounce back) ~ R FE 0 FFIE K a0 min T AR
Fh-BEEORRME F B RGBS NPRPEE MR BT
R eh— B i 2 oo a2 4 E R A8 i 4 (Deshields, Heiland, & Kracen,
2016) -

OB B RAAREE LR ARG Ep LA Fie R
## 7 v (Bonanno, 2004)> 3 A RIzn 5 E_§Ie4 B 884540 T R & e K T (Carver, 1998) »
HI3 o Fet sy E RS B 4 = & (Richardson, 2002) - Deshields % * (2016) # 1!

BE AT R TP HERPDFE > d R ld ¢ X PB4 a4

oy BRI bk

PR IR BT LT > w2y 21 £ g (Fradelos et
al., 2017) ~ & # (Ristevska-Dimitrovska, Stefanovski, & Smichkoska, 2015; Tadayon,
Dabirizadeh, & Zarea, 2018) s % f 4pf - < ip i L5 & H I TR 0L £
EFFRF LG Ve 7 F 4 90%:0 R - £ 5 b & (Minetal., 2013) -
P fF 2 E & (Harms et al., 2019; Ristevska-Dimitrovska, Filov, &
Rajchanovska, 2015) - 3 #7 7 & d14p & LBk 305 Y% & —‘ﬁ e W ir MRS
ﬁ’éﬁ B R AR 4 x % %Tpé » B B A e 1 gy yjt,,b#); gé%?,%.%z {-&;ﬁj}f@
12 iz B F19E (Markovitz, Schrooten, & Arntz, 2015) o & 3% £ 70 B & & 7 >

i AR b e AL € G iR R F - TARR TR

ST G RAE AR AL BT ST ST AT B RIS IR G 0 b
EE SR RESERY 0 6 IRATE DE A R EST B HAKg
EOVTRUR TR o 4 TR AL G e (Glde B AR R
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FAABDORER) ARG KT 0 Rl ABM G 1AL R s

=
gl

X IR A2 DR S RERE ~Ev I TR BRI BT
¥ ' 42 (Grassi, Biancosino, & Marmai, 2007) » = 3 # 3 4p &1 > R 03 F 4
V2 RE T T 2 (Weiss, 2004 ) -

WA OF R §EF R R e A R R R mAR B e ILA § 3
E% A2 3 RPEE - FBI LRG> R LECEFIET M TEd
TP AP R B R A ESET A EIFL A€ RF 2 eni % (Grassi, Spiegel,
& Riba, 2017; Hulbert-Williams, Neal, & Morrison, 2012) o @ i @« 3244 € 3f J& »
Pavfie A7 A A B R IT SR ip 1% (Costa, Mercieca-Bebber, &
Rutherford, 2016; Harper etal., 2007) - £]# {5 = & AAp EB GRS PRAS AL
B BEL > A BRI LGRERSEROES S BRI RESET
&2 (Calhoun & Tedeschi, 2004) -

-HEBRAF L QG E SRR A RS VR L

AR TR A2 - k{K&m}%}i;g’:g—%’l AT ETOE B Y fb»r Sl lf}‘ fo £ >
EEl £SO R ERFE DA REET S ¥ E 547 (Silva, Crespo, & Canavarro,

2012) o e e gk W AR 0 AR REEH AL G F BT A S B
BEr(DREFE2agd J (DBAFTRERZFFOEY | QB F AR (DB
Fraog AR G BEF o2 Af oA R Y 0 €8 B
HE e R BEY > A AHSDEBE G RGBS PER . AT K Y

VRRE R EEARE I E ) e AL GG RPAER > A KR B- HIF
i AR R AR PP EGCR D) -

Pt Rl RARDEGRIEDELS 7T B R D (RGN
MR G FRATEOT P LB A 4 B G £ LB E % ) 2 5 (Tedeschi

& Calhoun, 1996) - g2 78 gt § & e Z ik E 7 ~F7 3

o+
3
3
(g
¢
|\
ﬁ‘
IR
=N
9
jra
=

AL T AT A0 DT AT %‘L:)fzfi:#ﬁ?ﬁ €A 2RISR
4 & (Post-traumatic Stress Disorder, PTSD) 1 3£/ 5 {4 = & (Parikh et al., 2015) » #X
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ALy NMAI G AL DREE Y AR AR PR EREN e oA €3
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WAL A P RPI R e ERERREFDIFRALZLAE - LR~ 27
S AT T LA e NI TR T R R BRI
FREF Ledpg T i § LR B RA L E AEFHREDA o o LAY
BAHFHNE = BAZR DR F] o

AT ER Y PROMIS & AL € 5 Jﬁsr%rré? # (PROMIS Psychosocial
lliness Impact Scale) i* 5 4 & $r e (6 o AL 3 BT 1 & > FZ £ 4 A
E/’T} LR R OB K D A BRIEL w2 | e ILAk g B 25 B
wRATYE gk B e R P AL S AFEE RS R & E(La,
Garcia, & Salsman, 2012) > p i A F7 7 AT T & s AL € SF AR 0 T R &
SRR ERN R AT T RPRE L B R A RFAEL R
w1

Bk s < AR 3 P (7R R 5 )

SPE L B AR & - L L
o i A
Bk R E e BT HECS S
s N F bt
. WM - 4t LR -« EfLE ¥
FEAE o R kgl o £
. f LR o HSERE
¥ gt

¥R PP hEER

FE /;  iF 2 ’L(L&E‘E'q—l? 'uﬁﬁ*gif@smﬁjw 'l—%"\.ﬂ:itf%/i
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F(olhe T LR AR ERE - FhPFE) BAL I LR o B2 57T 4
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MR A AFE 2 B ALK R A L e ED
,\,rwyﬁgiﬁ%\ R AN Zigiﬁfr% v I E Tl M A H Y FA (TR (9 ;%‘-

o R - BB R A A Bl P BB L %o

WY A A BRSO E bR AL ¢ 2 $F (Brissette, Scheier, & Carver,
2002) > & RSt g X 3FE G I RN O REAR NAORELE 0V NG EERR
g ik ¢ L 4F ke B g o sk (Applebaum et al., 2014) -

APERBAFIRER)EZERFIZRELAF)ERLERM O T w2y |t
B3 e s A € 3 8 % (4o B 2) o I2AE ¢ i (Psychosocial impact) #_d Tk

AP FFHBMOREL G IPE S F2 AN SHERY STl
Fio N3 BII U2 F ¢ WL W - &g (Fafouti etal., 2010) - w fFiE 2 4
;a%aug@ﬁjyﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ%’@ﬁﬁ@{@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁx
VEHR A G R AP B A T BRE Lo o A R A
KEE- HFETRR? LEFEFEOM G o pot s BB EREF R eE R
R A A STl i B F f BOTH SR s SR e TR 6 i ey AL
AR ML AR o

ST AR G S TZ AR AR 0 A DRRA Y T o2 AV AR
PAREed e ¢ LI AIG SR E L G AP 4 5% (Dong et

., 2017) o w3257 4+ § 44k ¢ & 3% i ¥ (support utilization)#? & g ehx 2 ¢ 4
a @t ¥R (subjective support)£2 & g et e ¢4 w32 ar M4 G gLt 4F (subjective
support) 2 & { e > ¢ A~ $Ak § L #F 0@ * (support utilization) & & # (s A ¢
i (Hu, Xiao, & Peng, 2018) - gx A F= 3 #204 NwsBap it | S 7 A 8B - H TR
%
Bk - RRE SR HE AN
Bk = P BEAD e SIRA ¢ B R G A F D AP BE

é

Bk SR e LAk
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Bk = AL FE A R G EEE L AP
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Hi 11 A (3%) > A58 10 L (2.7%)~ B4 1 4 (0.3%); 3 %= > 6 > ¥k
FHREFRB R 232 4 (624%) B kA G AT K81 A (21.8%) A

T A K49 A (13.2%) ~ s 6 4 (1.6%) ~ &A@ 2 £ (0.5%) ~ - 7 1 4 (0.3%) ;
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BAFW S B 0 g/l Bt 3B 0 £ F 243 A (B5.3%) 0 Hm kAL A
WH £ 76 X (20.4%) 4Ed5/ 4 B 31 A (8.3%)~ & 1% 20 4 (5.4%)~H # 1 £ (0.3%) ;

)
=

T\4

AR K T SRR 246(% F)0 L s s R AT ¢ S (R 7 )isg 358

W

£ (96.2%) ~ T 5o 230 4 (61.8%) ~ *bfinf 217 4 (58.3%) ~ 1t £ is 4 196
A (52.7%) ~ He i 72 4 (19.4%) ~ 7 %5 11 4 (3%) ~ s 4 A (1.1%) ;
Bm B G o> 08 45 4 (12.1%) > 5 18 149 4 (40.1%) > % 11 # 134 < (36%) -
$ 118 26 4 (7%) + # i %18 * (4.8%) -

B F5 88 HcA 15 (ANOVAVET 7 » 7 I & 4 ~ el & B~ B P Bl 5 &
HGECRp OB P REFLE 0 P RTRERSIORES Y o Ry i
PRI FP<.01) 52 72 (Scheffe)F st 2 > W5 B/ (7 3 3F)EF L4

2 A nEEEFLRMP<O) B euFralEFErLiR o

p;ﬁ@%%;§§éuA@$%zﬁg%§w’%z §§6um@ﬁ
FLARSEHEAY PR B R AP SR b T e feR L

PO BRE FRAL PYGRE ) RERARRY L A N TP

Pk RAEIT Py AR RRBAEFERLE €82 F X 3 (IRB %L :
202009061RINC)% % 5 &~ P} 5 (5 F B eh P > 2 2R ~F L b

R CH S L R R A E) AR RS B R L R
£

BE¥FPLF BREERE L3R4 aFPEn QT AR NE T
1 E (TR T Fa)vs iR o :F?Z\L,’-‘ﬁ YRper T TRITE o Pl MARE > 2

BRIET AR THETREERRE Y RERRTR IR RS Fy }

200 ~ALE E L R B st TR IR A MR R 0 R RRFER S

= 'Sl
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HEX A7 AR §%7 QReode 524w RHEB » AT ZHTRE - 1
Bps S R gL o

rAEFTERERF e BELAEFTREE PROMIS « 2AL ¢ A }%fﬁ‘? % % (PROMIS
Psychosocial Illness Impact Scale) ~ « 32 &7 |4+ & # (Cannor-Davidson Resilience Scale ;
CD-RISC)~ ¥ = sx 4 % #_w P|% (Chinese version of the revised Life Orientation Test,
CLOT-R) ~ % » R g #r4t ¢ £ # & 4 (Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social

Support ; MSPSS) » 12T & B[P o

» PROMIS w324t € ﬁ)ﬁiM% %

PROMIS Psychosocial Iliness Impact Scale £ ¢ % Bld #* ~  F & e ¥ Fit §
& % (Department of Medical Social Sciences, Feinberg School of Medicine,
Northwestern University) & # & & 742 7= 7 Fx(National Institutes of Health, NIH)
£ ## 7 & = g1 Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information System
(PROMIS)F= % ¢ wgf B i kenip|§ 1 B ow L Rpk S ILEF 27— LB IR 71005
< )];Jer_a« kB #_Impact of Events Scale(IES) ~ Stress-Related Growth Scale(SRGS) 2
Post-Traumatic Growth Inventory(PTGI) & £ 113§ & Bl < IZAL ¢ Brif g p > £
B R L8 54 15 R B bAe 2k (cognitive interview) k i 8 & i3 2
WP R AE 5 LR EA FRTEN=205)5 T 54 (n = 754) #3F 41 89
F(E 43385 f v 46 40) 0 S w3 S 3R & 2% 4 7 (exploratory factor
analysis, EFA) ~ 23 1+ %12 & {7 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) - ANOVA % -
ERE TG TR Wk ok F I FE & +7(CFA) % & & 1 > Positive Iliness Impact(PII :

13
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CFI =.929, TLI =.992, RMSEA = .105) ; Negative IlIness Impact(NIl1: CFI = .952, TLI
=989, RMSEA=.067) & ~ f e AR ¥ s zw B+ %Rk p A ps(Self-Concept ;
SC)~4+ % £ 5 (Social Impact; SI)~ /& 4 &~ J&(Stress Response; SR)~ % 1% (Spirituality;
SP)(Lai, Garcia, & Salsman, 2012) = & k7§ F #-iz > £ & % 205 R T = ¥ &
F o 58 5 L iE N 86 AL(R > 46 4L f» 404D) 0 - A S B R
IR A DA BB A0 (8 v 2038 5 £+ 20 3E) ~ 16 3E( v 8 4T ;
foo 842)2 BAL(Z v 4485 f v AR @R TR L AR Y o SRR R
A PERF R SRR EALATER J@R4048(2 ~ f v REL L)
TR R A AT HEY 408 A L EAEd r LB oA
HEFE méﬁi Ardai¥ s S E i N7 gE % > 104 (notatall/- g~ #)F] 4 &

(verymuch/2-¥ )kt m > A BARF A7 2 &8 f o B4R o (B4 P 5 40'/éx

=)

FombpEi

Cannor-Davidson Resilience Scale(CD-RISC) €_5.d F @ iEd < [;Jc P IR ar 4
L E A RET > AR R SR TR LAY > F NP %A 2 - CD-RISC :
Pavd ¥ ¥ TR FAL B B E L AR hY 2R G Yu & Zhang
(2007)f3%> 8 3 podBie 3 (7iz s 2 (iR bh(2017)5158 &% 0 5 i SR X BT

+
L.E-_z

ST BFACFL B A oL R THHE O F2 G AR~ 3

S

L BEE RS P3RBT AN G FA 0 F5 ZREE 2
3 2548 > 0~ (nottrueatall/= > # §.iz4%) 3| 4 4 (true nearly all of the time/ #

g REHE) KA B A L 1004 5 (FAARE N A TR ARG o pL B A - L
EEMN=577) s - B L H A (N=139) ~ HA P Lm A (N=43)  RIiLIEE g

(n=25)~PTSD ig % (n=22)% PTSD igi ié (N=22)cs 4 5 X2E& 77 22k
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oo EEEALRL NI RER R S .89 B &k (Convergent validity)
ZE BT o w4 § 4 (CD-RISC)2 Kobasa #ui t+ 1 £ # (Kobasa Hardiness
Scale) ~ Sheehan 7+ ¢ % 4% & # (Sheehan Social Support Scale ;: SSSS) & i+ #p B (r
= .83~r = .36,p<.0001) ; & &4 = & # (Perceived Stress Scale ; PSS-10) ~
K 4 333 & % (Stress Vulnerability Scale ; SVS) ~ Sheehan i # & # (Sheehan
Disability Scale ; SDS) % § 4l (r = -76~r = -32~r = -.62,p<.0001); % 3%
»z & (Divergent validity) 5 % %1 > < 2ir (2 § %4 (CD-RISC)# Arizona }25% & #
(Arizona Sexual Experience Scale ; ASEX)4p i # & ¥ (Connor & Davidson, 2003) -

CERS SRV ED

F ¥ 2R ST PSR

AMEF Y d Lai(2003) #rgei T i3 3T en? 2 sk 4 E 2w B %k (Chinese version
of the revised Life Orientation Test, CLOT-R) % ip| # # = & - s £ & & 5 Scheier
2 Carver(1985)“ 7w % 237> £ 2 £ 3 64 > & * F5 AT BE R > N0~
(Strongly disagree/z£% % F ®.)3] 4 4 (Strongly agree/2-% F & )%k 4 » 3485 1
el il 3AE foedeit 0 AL E A o B B S 0 B AR R A
ARG ¥ 2 KA e RS (CLOT-R) g B = & A ehph 30— REE R A B 5.72

#.73(Lai et al., 2005 ; Chan, Lai, & Wong, 2006) ; # > # chp 30— 425 &

F TR

75(Lai, 2009) ; + & 4 gp - K A L .81(Lai & Mak, 2009) o >k B B>
& (Criterion-Related Validity) & 5 %7 > » < x4 & 2% Pl%(CLOT-R)¥E ¥ < &
3 B £ % (Chinese Hopelessness Scale ; C-HOPE) % f Ap R (r = -48,p<.01); &
¢ sk & P4 2 A4 € % (Chinese Health Locus of Control Scale ; CHLC)4p B # &8

* (Lai, Cheung, & Lee, 1998) - (£ & 7 4r¥itér =)

15
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B SvRRTLELEEL

AETHEY e ER AL L FEL LS A M»,u;%p Zimet, G. D., Dahlem,
& Zimet, S. G.(1988) 1%, %l » Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social
Support(MSPSS) » #3t A= 7 BT ~ R %BFE B A £ e 7 124 TN - gk
ERORIERFA P RZEEB AL PR g A FRR P TEA
13]294 5 MAAREAFF 3F5, 27 RAERAF 01T ALBRAMER
Forl B2 SRE  RARA P RYBET RS 88 ERE L~ RAEY
>z A E RPN IR KRG R A B 5.91-.87 2 .85;@%#?:9:&(Construct validity)
2 Hopkins & # +% % (Hopkins symptom checklist ; HSCL) # s % » & % &+ A
AR ZENBREr = -24,p<0) - EHEF = -18,p<Ol)m L% E ik P
AAEABRE(r = -24,p< 0]~ ER(r = -24,p< 0y & f 0B 5 £
EuAsgieR@r = -13,p<.05) &jg(r = -25p<OL)gk & & f 40 M

(Zimetetal., 1988) o (£ % p % 4-'ifsrn )

Fra Lo as

AP FHEAEREAAEAFHRLI (oAl F PP TLT XTIy
MnE HE TR 2adk > TERXEERSBEA TN T IR CEME AR

“‘i—*ﬁ

B A TR e s JEAL & R o Tt BB e A F N R R T iea B8
T f e TBA g R RS o
AF2 3 & * SPSS26 ~ Amos 24 34 {7 s34 47 0 1 B4 A2 03] (Structural

Equation Modeling, SEM) k&t %47 § B3k » A RB L L A £ 4 (T 5 LRI »
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Tt ) TR AFERA T AL g B HET ) B RN ¥ o F

K PAR S 33 o S
1. Fafsuzt TR A S BHEFRERI LT BELBRER DTS

B~ BT B SER M“fiﬁ P t4 ¢ Cronbach's Alpha 2 § i 1478 p 4%
AR B o 1395 Kline(2005) ¥ ik & fe etk Sk R > sk L BLE I ik i
MEAFAEVRIPRPN(HEE?AQE 38R ETALQE L10) AiEF
¥R A ik e

2. BRI AAFELTHRAT % TPROMIS w124k ¢ ﬁf[ﬁ?ﬁ?f&_% TRRESE:
pHEA NP RERAFEIRR%RF T RRTAEAEEE £
RER - REEREEELE S RPN R R o

3. PR F % F]E A 47 (exploratory factor analysis, EFA) £ 5 2 |+ ¥ %
/> +5 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)# % " PROMIS « 124+ € 5 8
20Tl ER TP R E Rk, 2 T AR ARG A HE
A AR AT OF R RS EHR ’j'M“ﬁ% 1% f Jj= £ (factor loading)
143+.40 348 P (Hinkin, 1995 » Hinkin, 1998) -

4, Fph A7 0 A &5 £ 40 M (Pearson’s correlation coefficient):* & % 38 fF ¢
10 B i o

5. ¢ fixxk A 47 1 K (Bootstrapping) £ 47 4% #k 5000 = - 95% 7 ¥ % ¥ &
o BigsxkhiEEp 2 e 700 RAKF AT P Ak o B B

FhiEE e 2 0 R AT EREIRF > THN Y ik o FE K

Bk E A e 500 NAEG BE > WRENIAY 4ok o

6. HpBAltesk : HAlg e A4y HR L & £3=% CFl - RMSEA 2 SRMR > B
SRR R m;}ﬂ # % CFI> .90(Hu & Bentler, 1995) ; RMSEA<.05 # 7+
4 e pe R 0 05 7.08 47 A iR > 08510 74 ¢ B i
pe & > >.10 & 77 i fie & # & (Browne & Cudek, 1992) ; SRMR < .10(Bentler,
1995) » fe g HE 17 5 WAl SRR F 0 ¢ IR R R AR LS PR

17
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12>t Hu 22 Bentler(1998)# 1 { 5 Bi¥ er £ 4% :CF1> .95-RMSEA < .06~

SRMR < .08 » » 7 3 #-lr Prai i d fldg b4 £ WA et -
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3
I
s
k|
o
4F
*ﬂ

¥ 8 BRRRA ol Rt

AT EREFE T 5B L S B~ %% R > Cronbach's Alpha 2 { &
ST R RTAR M A W RO HRT DI o 4RI 7 2 AR E T BlS
(LOT-R)sa 475 % » £ 38 p T iofc /> 2.05 ) 2.87 2 BF ~ &8 1 /> 091 3
1.06 2. F¥ ~ ik 1 »+-0.88 F] 0.15 2. ¥ ~ % & A4 +-0.87 | 0.78 2 ¥ ~ { 1+ 147 B
BP-Ap R 420 0.39 1 0.66 2 B o ik 5§ e B ik g 4 3 E & (MSPSS)
S5 % £ 38 B T safc 3t 518 7 6.05 2 Y 4R E £ 4+ 1.09 7] 1.36 2 7 -
o fb A %+-1.85 F]-1.06 2. ¥ ~ 4 & 4>+ 0.88 F| 416 2. B ~ { I 1578 p 3t 4p b {2
A% 0.75 5] 0.90 2 f¥ o 4= 5w 32ip 4§ 4 (CD-RISC)shA 495 % » 45 p &
sagc i 2.08 7] 3.07 2 BF R £ 43> 0.68 7] 1.07 2 B ~ # f& 4 »+-0.80 ]-0.02
2B MR A-037 R 1012 B~ LS8R AARM A A Y25 FLTT 2 o
i~ 3 PROMIS it § B 8 £ 4 B o dLenA 458 % » 290 T30 i 3t
1.92 7] 3.44 2. ¥ ~ B2 £ A 0.69 7] 1.37 2. F ~ i ik /41 *+-1.13 ] 0.04 2. ¥ ~
B A +0-123 3192 2 B ~ { T {538 P B ApRE LA 2045 3].88 2 [ o ek d A
PROMIS w24k ¢ 5 s e £ & f o ALe0A 4758 % 0 &30 B T 358 42 0.41 5
114 2. B ~ B2 1 A0 0.76 3| 1.07 20 FF ~ i ik 4 »% 1.00 3] 2.42 2. fF ~ 4 B 4 »%
061 7593 2 FF ~ I {478 p 3 4p B |2 4 % 0.50 ] 0.88 2. & ©
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RIE- XERA

¢ iR S T Rl (LOT-R) A chph 38— R R 5780 5 5 B frik é
AR A (MSPSS)a A e 30— RPEE R L.960 AR L PR REC RS L R
A (Cronbach's oo =.95) ~ F} % (Cronbach's a =.93)% & & i= £ (Cronbach's a =.91)
I gr 4§ £ (CD-RISC) A chph 30— REEEZ R 5.96 0 A B ehp 30— R EA
s B AR A A s 3HEE C ap 4 (Cronbach's 0= .91) 5 AR 2 At~ B L}
B 8 FUR 4 (Cronbach's o = .85) ff 4% < ¢ % ~% 2 B % (Cronbach's o = .86) ;
#z#41(Cronbach's a. = .77) ; 7 % #2 F(Cronbach's a. = .47) - PROMIS = JZAL ¢ 5 5 fbr
4o adp - REGT R Z94f » R L ) J0- REEZ R 595
Tredgs g Aap - REGT R G D p AA (Cronbach's a = .91) ~ 4 % 258
(Cronbach's o = .88) ~ /& 4 & J&(Cronbach's a. = .88)% % 4 (Cronbach's o =.91) » {
wR AR R ORI - REGT R G 1 p AL (Cronbach's o = .88) ~ A< B2 58

(Cronbach's o = .83) ~ /& 4 & Ji&(Cronbach's a =.90) % % 14 (Cronbach's a. = .94) -

3
I
G

3 -f#_f}’{}i

B & 1 F1% A 17(EFA) 1 45 fc 2 (Eigenvalues) « »t 1 1% 5 280 4> 5w AR
foik g £ 35 R 4 (MSPSS)™ ¥ 541 = # F1% ~ PROMIS & JLAk ¢ 5 s e £ 4 7
Frdw BFF o &HEY RE A HRE I ERE # 1 F% 4 47 (CFA) »

S BR AAL g X 3 E A& (MSPSS)en % f 8 43079 91,93 2 B B A e B
v*(64,N =372) = 6.55; CFl = .94 ; TLI = .92 ; RMSEA = .12 ; SRMR = .04 - PROMIS
S TRAL € AR R A D AT R f R 4047 2199 2 0 KO e R
v*(164,N =372)=6.19 ; CFl1=.87 ; TLI=.85; RMSEA=.12; SRMR =11 ; § #
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HFE f R 42048 1192 2 B 53] i fe B y(164, N = 372) = 454;CFI = .90 ;
TLI=.89 ; RMSEA=.10; SRMR =.09 - (;:2 % 2)

d R EFE L T(EFA) S % > B R A A AFE TR AT R G FE
ABFE O BEREBERNT BFEIPEETL ATy EATRAARTIZ R PN
FoT kPR FlEABER N FiE(TEE ¢ R(itemparceling)c #-FE & L AR B
AL B RALRA Y (8 208F 5 FEfF R 0AERIG) - S AP

She

TENFIE A L 7SI F1% A 47 (CFA) » B1% | E 43047 £1.85 2 > 03]
i e & 1¢%(251, N = 372) = 3.52; CFI = .90; TLI = .89; RMSEA = .08 SRMR = .05 -

(G£R 4 2)

& BRI hip

Gpviit ¢ L3 (r=50p<.0])  w®ip(r=.62,p<.0l) & % <ILit ¢ ffr
F(r=57,p<O)EEFIM > & § v it ¢ HF(r=-59,p< 0% % ¢
AR o ALg ATy (r=56p<.01) I % w3Bit¢ & (r=.60,p<.01)
TEFLPM B2 e oA EBF(r=-52,p<0)EEF LN o wBip b
T I ¢ @ (r=77,p< 0 R B F L ApM > & f o ILAk ¢ 7 (r=-58,p
SODERFLAAMT v cILAL g Gl 8§ 5 ooTLik § B8 (r=-65p<.01)% &

Fhamm o R4 3)

¥I& ¢ ki

F1* 3¥ei2 (Bootstrapping) # % < ML ay 417 5 F L It v o JTAL ¢ R e
fi»c% > B #rc% B 5 0.505 Bias-corrected £z Percentile 1 95% 1% & % ¥ 3574 &
70 A e P AERA T B e FFEFY Aock o BRED
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wos AL ¢ R enE JE 2k @ 5 0.045 5 Bias-corrected £2 Percentile £ 95% 13 ¥ %
Fymg ¢ 200 B AT o LFRE T v LA ¢ BrF iz >

BN S TREp T S BB f o os TEAL 6 (I 00 Aok % 4Rk 5 -0.149

|+

AN

=
i
B

Bias-corrected ¥ Percentile :7295% 13 #§ ¥ Fé.“,grs ¢ 7004 e ey N

1%
e

S IBAL ¢ P BEEEY ok o BEY v oA ¢ P DE ok B S
-0.472 > Bias-corrected £2 Percentile 7 95% 1 #§ % L 20 8Bk HEE
G T0ir B LY f b oS TEAL & B PIRA P G o
SR IFLAE A FED e oI g TFF P Aok Bk B4 0174

Bias-corrected £ Percentile e 95% % #f % B384 & 7 00 & 7w Iap it ik § 2 4F
BT i BFEFY 2khk o AAE A FH T w24 ¢ R oD
#c% @ 5-0.472 > Bias-corrected £ Percentile sn 95% ¥ % B4t 7 ¢ 3 0> 2 4%
PR EF O R A g A FE N e TTA & BF IS Y o TR iE
ARG L IFH v oo IBA ¢ R FF P /) 2k > B4R 2% % E 4 -0.051 > Bias-corrected
% Percentile 57 95% G i & A 487 ¢ 3 00 A R oI M AAL§ A FE [ e o TLAL
G2 WEBFY ok AL L HYE [ v ouTLAL ¢ B DB Rk k 5
-0.114 > Bias-corrected £2 Percentile s795% 2 #f % & & 7 0> 2 &% 2 ¥ » &

ST HALE X HEE f e S TRAL ¢ B chR 20 4 o (GER 4 4)

§ o8 BT

RHB 2 A KHREE > e el B=.63,p<0)F&FIiph 5 %
B TBik ¢ B (B=-47,p< 0L 5B F f 4B B2 1 5 SIBA ¢ 7
(B=04,p>.01)cr4a b A LB F o AL A PFB BB P (P=22p<.0)iH ¥
PR A LIFE e cIBA g FFP=13,p<.0) 2B F L APM JALE LIFE

foos Tk ¢ e (B=-11,p>.0L)c4p b AR F o B P B B L ILA € fiF
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#F(B=.80,p<.00)F B F DI ABM ; wIWip o § v ow Wik ¢ - (B=- .24, p<.01)
EEE AR o ST A ¢ %142, N=372) =3.25; CFI=.93; TL1=.92
RMSEA = .08:SRMR = .05-CFI 4 *+.90 /.95 z_ f¥ ;RMSEA %3t # & i fiz i SRMR

<.08> FHm 2 L 2 HapAlfpi -
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),

$¢i S

SR STEBEAL  § oA g

AP REEBER- R SR v oI g LG Rk o B
Mo H R o B o LA X RFALHRH TR | T REEf L
A g Y ORI AP IFEMF R A E ¢ e ] AP TR
oo TR LOBERE e STEA ¢ BRI IR Y A IR o R BELIVR T
—gflj& { eIt » Fesp g WA ]ﬁa% K g oo LA & Rl o

W2 PR ES L T BEE LG 8 2 & (Bozo, Glindogdu, &
Biiyiikasgik-GC olak, 2009) & % F it Ap B o R AF7 § ® L 1 » IR ¢ P NE B
EIHEF ARSI REF L LA S G gAY Bz
Fl g o it H I L0 A Gt o

Pan ol iBipd L0 AFEHEES I e RARR L F S 0 A BRI A
FRSETLRRAE DR - ARG F LA IS Y
%) i > 3% (Problem-focused coping) #_# gLes £ 15 & = £ ch 27 1 ¥R
(Biyiikasik-Colak, Giindogdu-Aktilrk, & Bozo, 2012) - ¥ — 38 4% &1 (T35 975 fF
WA k™ A R T 7 Bt 0 3 3] W vk (Planning strategy) s gLer £ 15 {5 = &
e > P 4 % IE (Oginska-Bulik & Kobylarczyk., 2015) © 277 3 11w Bap i 5 P
A% ERRELFATHENNES > AT FROE L SRS T 5T
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grfFhz 27 AR > FABBRANGED » P BB R TEAT LB E B F
F(bldet FlE R chig %~ waBgp ) o R kS T 3 Y 0 FR
AEF e EHMFAL Y RS o BBFIEEAR AT N KRR
4 BB~ s i o T2 ¢ (Gallagher et al., 2019 5 Hou et al., 2010) - 2 ~ 5] > 3¢
BT 2 B G 2T PR B PRER L v oI €

K KT L R -

Bo @ LA SEEBAT - | bRk f R

L ER =Tl ,;.%z dvik ¢ L FE TR s BB F 1 4p M (Alizadeh,
Khanahmadi, & Vedadhir, 2018 ; Huang et al., 2019) » & £ iﬁ'z B BALE R IF
Houpd @il o AFFTHFR > SEpHHAAEAFI B H eBFLy =
2¢ Ak WL AR B RRREER F R L F SR
W@ firc sk (Pangetal., 2021) - :& B 2 % ¥ e B\ w5 73R D 0SB R (6
e ITAE ¢RI o AL E A F G BB RERET R v B
BE ARk PRABF - LR TLEREF HREL v oLAE BFRS B
R LTS EHEL R

PSS REEF A AFLT RS vy YREE e B
i -hALN o B BT LG L IFHLIG S LGP0 P £ (Dong et
al, 2017) > R A EFRIALE A FPREEEE 0 §5F R DRy e
STEAGE 0 F]te IR IAGLEAR o AF T FIHHNOREE S SRy
MG A FET o TTA &R 5 3A P Ak s TR WA g L HE G B K

PR e &a BEEE 5 Ik g E -
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FIE Y ROEE BTG EHE

AFTRFREFFAHEFA) > ¢ 2R B I A A AT LRAT T

M BEEE R a4 B R 4 o Y 2RO B R 4

Yu & Zhang (2007)12 560 % # B A 5 & & » # CD-RISC 3% ¢ < it (735
2 HFF 2 17 (EFA) » Z B0 = B 51 & & %) & B 2(Tenacity) ~ # £ 4 (Strength)
5 gL (Optimism) » R A< 1P RE 4 L 4R AR 7R 1 F] 4 A 7 (EFA) -
Feed = BT F A w5 s 4 (Competency) ~ &7 14 (Toughness) % i & 14
(Adaptability)( Xie, Peng, & Zuo, 2016) - 3 3% 4 (2017)#-p s A 5138 5 4500
PHAMAFEESHRAEERE xRS AR DF R R WA R4 (e
P4 B EEM) MR- RETR L9 RRIE R G800 B 2 RH A

4

D

FRXEEL S LR RE R FL e R BRI S 2L E

RS ATE RS

%w%?iﬁﬁ&ﬁ&im

Ez.rw B Enh o E Rt Bk § FEZ ,,bi%@,ﬁ};&,,iﬁ—-ﬁm,u,,y T ERERE {2

aﬁﬁﬂéwﬂﬁgﬁ§‘%*ééﬁgwﬂﬁ§oiP?ii?%%3Fﬁ%

(53

__%]z }é?); B j\,};ﬂi % F] U'J%ﬁﬂ‘“ﬁ'*’wm&fﬁ’ ﬁ&glam,{ﬂ;g o(: )&EL,’*\
WP FALRCEEMEIEL? o tmAg %‘*ijr/%}i':rn% s T - 41

o

bt

ZHE S LT AT RERCBABFTERRFEGGTH 0 2 AL A

—
G
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M FE AP HCAI R R

) v df CFlI TLI RMSEA SRMR
7w B Avak € £ 3 (MSPSS) 334.03 51 0.94 0.92 0.12 0.04
= 72 g7 14 (CD-RISC) 882.17 251 0.90 0.89 0.08 0.05
PROMIS & < 3244 & fbrf 1015.65 164 0.87 0.85 0.12 0.11
PROMIS § w <2+ & b 744.94 164 0.90 0.89 0.10 0.09
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T yogc R L Ao

£ 4 Tiod + HRFA 1 2 3 4 5
1. 2 (LOT-R) 15.55 + 3.98 1.000 — — - -
2. 4w BB 4rAk g £ 5 (MSPSS) 69.22 + 11.86 50" 1.000 — - -
3. w12 & 14 (CD-RISC) 65.69 + 15.05 627 56" 1.000 - -
4.PROMIS &t w3244 ¢ frif 55.24 + 13.47 577 60" a7 1.000 -
5.PROMIS § % w324k ¢ e 13.63 + 13.01 -597 -527 -58" -85 1.000
**p < 01.
32

doi:10.6342/NTU202200964



% 4

PoAa gk
95% 1z #F % & (C.1.)
¢ ik By i
BC/PCP & BC TR PCt+ ~T R

[l E
BRI v S EA ¢ R 0.505 0.000/0.000 0.388~0.650 0.385~0.646
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3 : BC : Bias-corrected percentile method ; PC : Percentile method
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