<A ZEFPE 2024 4F 11 A ,41A0D

K EE X VR 3L &0 BB E MY
EFERERBEEOEERIRSHSESBNEXPNEH

KA HRE,THER L FEE AW SE, T’
NM.AFRRXKFEFTHEWESRMAER AN, TR &% 210008;
2HTRFEFREWBHAER £ F 504D

(HWE] BE B GBI FIAE 20 BIE W 78 B% D PR B 0 1 SR 2 I S Ak i & M R e A E . JoiE SRIRUE A
FREVE BRI 2021 4F 9 A Z 2023 4F 7 a0l At = 40 H A B B OA 19 206 461 155 IDE 9 DR B 3 101 R R R X 4 R T — TR
PE AR R A S A e 2R L SR E DG VR B R BRI A 3 1 A S0 B N R R — R R R AT A R o R
MR T T L SR G VR AT 2O BHUIE O A S B S 0 43 0 R (65.26 £12.70) 43 L (5.64 522,500 43, (33.344212.65) 4F
(37.527.20) 7p s i B 5 41 22 i 8 12 TE AR OC (r = 0.603) 5 R BE R BE (r = — 0.409) 4 230 BILE I (= — 0.536) B A 5E
(¥ P<C0.05) , FRJE R BE A AL 430 3G 17 76 JB% JOE 90 R I 36 11 8 2 6 b R 5 4 4 ot s ) 5 =X b A AR D o A 280 1 K
0. 324, (5 BN 44.38% . S5 5 B JEROAS AN B 42 52 W) b8 IV e DR B 8 10 R85 1 4 2 i 8 K T o AR AT 5 o 28 G PR BE A
23U BILTE 7 5] 32 5 ) G Ak 23 0 18 KT 5 R AP N B S kR T TS AR 0 0% 4 g R A 018 G RE OGP B A 23 0 B R KT, DA T
R R A 25 i B K-

[RBER] 5 5 PRI 10 5 95 Tk J8% 5 G BE DGR BE 5 4 2 00 B O 5 4 2% 8L 9

d0i:10.3969/j.issn.2097-1826.2024.11.011

[RESES] R473.73 [XEERIRE] A [XEHS] 2097-1826(2024)11-0044-05

Chain Mediating Effect of Family APGAR and Psychosocial Adjustment Between Stigma and
Social Alienation in Bladder Cancer Patients with Urostomy

ZHANG Yin',CHEN Hui',DING Jiarong',Li Huihui, QIAN Liping' , WANG Di* (1.Department of Urolo-
gy, Nanjing Drum Tower Hospital, Affiliated Hospital of Medical School, Nanjing University, Nanjing
210008, Jiangsu Province,China;2.Department of Vascular Surgery,Nanjing Drum Tower Hospital, Affili-
ated Hospital of Medical School,Nanjing University)

Corresponding author;: CHEN Hui, Tel:025-83106666-11700

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the relationship between family APGAR and psychosocial adjustment be-
tween stigma and social alienation in bladder cancer patients with urostomy.Methods A convenience sam-
pling method was adopted to select 206 bladder cancer patients with urostomy for in a tertiary A hospital in
Nanjing from September 2021 to July 2023 as the research subjects. The general information questionnaire,
social influence scale, family APGAR, stoma psychosocial adjustment scale and general alienation scale
were used for investigation.Results The total scores of stigma, family APGAR, psychosocial adjustment
and social alienation of these patients were (65.26 +12.70), (5.64+2.50),(33.34+12.65) and (37.52+
7.24) respectively. The analysis showed a positive correlation between the scores for social alienation and
those for stigma(r=0.603) ,and a negatively correlated with family APGAR (r =—0.409) and psychoso-
cial adjustment (= —0.536) (all P<{0.01).Family APGAR and psychosocial adjustment play a chain me-
diating role in the relationship between stigma and social alienation in bladder cancer patients with urosto-
my. The mediating effect value was 0.324, accounting for 44.38% of the total effect.Conclusions Stigma
can not only directly affect the level of social alienation of bladder cancer patients with urostomy,but also
indirectly affect their level of social alienation through family APGAR and psychosocial adjustment.Medical
staff can improve patients’ family APGAR and psychosocial adjustment and reduce their level of social al-
ienation by building an intervention support network.

[ Key words] bladder cancer; urostomy; stigma; family APGAR; psychosocial adjustment; social aliena-
tion
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