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A Study on Emotional Responses of Cancer Patients during Hospitalization

—Measurement of Anxiety Level of Patient in Relation to Diagnosis-

Knowing and Unknowing Conditions—
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Table 1. Mean of anxiety score according to general
characteristics of the subjects

‘General characteristics No. Percent al\gfggt;fsca!e
Sex Male 48 43. 24 14. 69
Femal 63 56.76 21.78
Age Under 30 7 6. 30 15.5
31~40 19 17.12 18.68
41~50 32 28. 83 20. 66
51~60 30 27.03 18.63
Over 61 21 18.92 16
No answer| 3 2.70 18
‘Educational | No edue. 9 8.11 24, 89
Background [Element Sch.| 27 24, 32 22,52
Middle Sch.| 23 20,72 17.74
High Sch. | 23 20,72 14,92
College 15 13.51 15.93
No answer| 8 7.21 37.00
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Table-2. Number and Mean score of anxiety score according to the hospital in which the cancer patient

are hospitalized.

Hosp.

No. & Mean of anxiety score SNU AH KH KWH HH Total
Accurately knowing 7 33 2 1 1 44
No. Inaccurately knowing 12 7 4 0 0 23
Unknowing 7 23 4 8 2 44
Total | 26 63 10 9 3 111
Mean | 16. 35 1930 22.40 18.22  16.00 18.71

Table 3. Mean and p value of the anxiety scores in accurately knowing group and inaccurately knowing

or unknowing group.

Mean of

Group ’ No. anxiety score df t p value *
Accurately knowing group . 44 21,32 109 3.02 p<0. 005
Inacurately knowing or unknowing group 67 17.0
Total \ 111 18,71
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Table 4. Mean and p value of anxiety score according to various variables in accurately-knowing group

Mean of

Variables N anxiety scale df tor F p value
Male 11 17,91 42 1.46 N.5.
Sex Female 33 22.45
Under 40 14 18,07
Age 41~60 27 22.81 43 1.32 N.S
Over 61 3 23.0 2
Without spouse 12 23, 08 42 0.8 N.S
Spouse With spouse 32 20. 66
EfXPerince Yes 12 18.17 37 1.80 N.s.
of operation
D No 27 23.26
Num!)er.of . one time 27 20. 56 41 0. 45 N.S.
Hospntalxia%on more than one timel 16 22,75
Duration since 1 month 21 16. 67 34 8.2 p<0. 001
recognition of his 2 month 18 30. 25 3
or her diagnosis 4 month 3 27.33
*@ 1year 3 17,0

No answer * (D:

Scases * @): lcase * (3: a case

Table 5. Mean and p value of anxiety score according to various variable in inaccurately-knowing or un-
knowing group

Mean of

Variables N anxiety score df t or F p value
Male 37 13.73 65 4,40 p<0, 001
Sex Female 30 21.03
Under 40 12 17.83 63 0.75 N.s.
Age 45—60 34 17.76 2
*®
over 61 18 14, 96
without spouse 18 18.06
Spouse with spouse 49 16. 61 65 0.67 N.5.
Experience of Yes 28 18.39 }
operation No 25 16. 56 51 1.05 N.S.
Number of one time 38 17. 89
Hospitalization *() more than one time 17 16. 53 53 0.26 N.S
No answer *@): 3 cases *2): ldcases *@: 12 cases
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—ABSTRACT—

A Study on Emeotional Responses of Cancer
Patients during Hospitalization

—Measurement of Anxiety Level of Patient in
Relation to Diagnosis-Knowing and

Unknowing Conditions—

Ok Ja Woo, Eun Ok Lee and Moon Ja Suh,

Department of Nursing, College of Medicine,

Seoul National University

This study was carried out for the purposes to
identify the emotional reaction of the cancer patients
during their hospitalization from Dec. 1975 to April
1976.

One hundred and eleven cases from the several
general and educational hospitals in Seoul were sel-
ected to test their anxiety by means of the Tayler’s
“Personality Scale of Manifest Anxiety” modified
by Sung Tae, Kim{1969).

The anxiety score of the respondents were ana-
lysed in comparisen with the diagnosis knowing
group and the inaccurately or unknowing group
according to the situational variables such as sex,
age, presence or absence of spouse, experience of
operation, number of hospitalization and the duration
since recognition of their own diagnosis.

The study results were obtained through statistical
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analysis as follows:

1. In general characteristics of the respondents,
the number of female patients were more than male
patients, the most common age group was 41~60,
and majority of the respondents were graduates of
-elementary, middle and high school.

2, The mean of anxiety score of total patient was
18.71 which was higher than the mean (17.8) of
the healthy adult presented by Kim.

3. There was a significant differences of anxiety
score between the accurately-knowing group and
inaccurately-knowing or unknowing group at 0. 005
level (t=3,02 p<C0.005). Mean of the former group
was 21,32 and that of the later 17,0,

4. In accurately-knowing group, there was a
significant difference among the different periods
since recognition of their diagnosis at 0.001 level
(F=8.2 p<{0.00L). In second month they were most
anxious and became less anxious when it got
longer.

5. In accurately-knowing group, there were no
significant differences in comparison with sex, age
presence or absence of spouse, experience of ope-
ration and the number of hospitalization.

6. In inaccurately-knowing or unknowing group,
there was significant difference of anxiety score
between female and male patients at 0.001 level (t
=4, 40 p<0.001). Mean of female patients were
21,03 and that of male patient 13,73,

7. In jnaccurately-knowing or unknowing group,
there were no significant difference according to
age, presence or absence of spouse, experience of

.operation and number of hospitalization.
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