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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the chain mediating effects of perceived health competence and marital
forgiveness in the influencing mechanism of perceived partner responsiveness and sense of agency in rural
elderly chronic disease patients,so as to provide a basis for development of interventions for patients’ sense
of active control.Methods A sample of 422 rural elderly chronic disease patients from 6 villages in Hunan
Province and Guangdong Province were selected from July to August 2023 by using general information
questionnaire, Perceived Partner Responsiveness Scale,Perceived Health Competence Scale, Sense of Agen-
cy Scale and Marital Offence-Specific Forgiveness Scale.Results The scores of perceived partner respon-
siveness, perceived health competence, marital forgiveness and sense of agency were 67.50(62.00,72.00),
33.00(31.00,36.00),51.00(47.00,53.00) and 54.00(52.00,56.00). There were positive correlations (» =
0.305~0.418,all P<C0.001),and there was a chain mediating effect between perceived health competence
and marital forgiveness had a chain mediating effect between perceived partner responsiveness and sense of
agency in rural elderly patients with chronic diseases, with a total indirect effect size of 0.260, accounting
for 46.3% of the total effect.Conclusions perceived partner responsiveness can indirectly affect the level of
sense of agency in rural elderly chronic disease patients through the chain mediating effects of perceived
health competence and marital forgiveness.

[ Key words] perceived partner responsiveness;perceived health competence; marriage relationship;forgive-
ness;sense of agency
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