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Abstract

Methods: In this study, questionnaires including Interaction Anxiousness Scale, Social Support
Scale and Posttraumatic Growth Inventory were given to patients suffering from cancer to conduct
an overall survey. The results suggest that social anxiety and social support are predictors of
posttraumatic growth, and they are all related with posttraumatic growth. The results suggest that
we can improve posttraumatic growth through increasing social support and reducing social an-
xiety of cancers.
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1. 518

it A2 A AR B 2 B0 (0 BB, T B T NI G O, NIRIELDE Lk RER M L,
Bigg R T ERIE /7. R4 WHO2014 tH 5 iE Rk i, 3 2035 4E 4 BRORIE A K1 K 21 2400 /3
A (World Health Organization, 2014) . F [ J&hE A& 9 (12U T 35 IRAN R A o 2013 473K B e s S BB T
JE R HEA S — O il o A RS R HE A T ALy, B e, e, B, 8. 4
B bk M. B, s, 4EWE. AUREOSE, B0, TR, SR, 2016). fEREE
SRR, AE B IR S A IR AR G055 RS OB T B . X e B AR
Ak, BEKPE TR, BIRMACERE, EE T FEE AT R E AN B GE .

BEE B BN, AT IR B0 M AR T 2 R AR I8 2 G AR 0
HEARAK, . 1996 4 Tedeschi Al Calhoun B k$gH “ A1) 5 K (Posttraumatic Growth, PTG)” , fiMAkL A
A O PRI T A T AR A B AT B A I AR b T AR S B O B S T B, AR A A
H5l2, 2 AMAE S 805 FHE P4 74 ) (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996). G475 14 FAE AR
2, FEARACEFHEEEIEMS . BE. OIS SRR . R R, AR E .
HRREUR SR F AR HE . B RZRANERRME KR S R MBI 5 K 5 Al A1 K A
P JE AR L, A H R e T PN M 5 2 B R O v e i S 1RO AR R 5 B 405 S5 A . AR R
TN, FEREBREENIRAR A CtE R, BT A ROEE SAh, TEIRYT IR s 2 IR IE [ 00 3
WAk, W FCR BAIG J5 K vT LS I G2 ih 05 1 R e s e g B B R VR, R db A FH 4% )5
KA RO T 5 YR R 2 ARy i FR S (K AR FE AR (LT, Miao, Gan, Zhang, & Cheng, 2015). [Ktt, LKL AR
O I B AR, RN R SRR 4 BB 38 00 I 1) A, o) 8 v i i A oy L e AR B K O #0411
SRR

#4537 FF(Social support) ML i ok B 42, 20 D 70 SEAR LK, DB, BEZE. R
RGN AL SRS A7 )5 B BB A G, B AR 2 B FUARIESE T IX — K 3. Dekel (2007)
P& A 2 SR (I R AP I R BE O R) B 3G 5 61403 5 ke« Howard (BRI, RBHER I THZ
B2 RE, A LA I A4 O FE K (Howard Sharp et al., 2016). fEFESERT I R I, o 32 H xR HE R
WS 610455 E B B 2 (Nenova, Duhamel, Zemon, Rini, & Redd, 2013), JtH: f& B A5 A0 5 1) 32 #0Hm A & &
& 18 I BT S A B 24 B (Zwahlen, Hagenbuch, Carley, Jenewein, & Buchi, 2010). 5% A. BiKZEHZE
(R VR AT P o R AR AR DA BT JRRE S5 5 1 s A AR TE AT S B R BEAR, BV TR A
A AN 1) 5 T e BB Ji5 P 2 35 (Zebrack et al., 2015). BRI, ACHF 78 1) 3802 00 77V, BF 00T
HEHAEIE . S E KR R
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2. WREHE
2.1 ARFMNRERF

WAEA K. R RN, B 44 7 AR L T I T (P T IR e LA BT A R 1 T A B e i AT ) 2
Ao AWFFICRILFE 90 fr, Wlmli25 88 4, HIFREREE)E, [EAMHE 8L i, MEAHEN
90%. FHrhfiie 22 N, HP 19 N, SildE 9 N, FLEE 8 N, B 3 N, BlE 4 N, Bk 2 A,
GRS 3 N, EAUE 2 N, TEABE LN, FUREE 4 A, ATsUEE 3 N, WERE 1N, BTN 5
it O LR ERIVEEREE; @ AN TR, IFERHESHE; © iF 5 HELkREHR
WIHE. FIRHERR: O SORBMKIRAEE; @ ARG BN EE, © ARHINE™E
KD RERRG 1 B .

22. fAIRIR

22 #2 8 B3 (Interaction Anxiousness Scale, IAS) i Leary 7F 1983 44w (Leary, 1983), 3t 158 H
BRI, FHRVPAN M EMAE RSS2, R 5 ZF il 1 R 5, — S LEAMAF: 2 58 A—
FOUHARF: 3 Ron 5P EREART: 4 R 5RAEFEMRT; 5 o 5RMEMRT. Hd 3. 6. 10, 15
VU 5 2 S a4y, B R R Y 15 4, B 75 4y, BERESEEIME, HALSFERK
PR . HER Cronbach’s a RECKT 0.87, HENMEE N 0.78, Z UM L4 RERH I EREFR
G RO R A 45

HeTEIEEER, B KIESmSG (4K, 1999). ZERIA 3 ANGEREE: TSR U EAx
TRERI B . A 10 N, Hh EM L, 3, 4, 5 ) FRAMA E BRI B R, 2 SRR
B SCREAHOCIIG AL BMSCR(2, 6, 7 )FRSCPRIT T RISCRe, BIEY 3 B A1 A G R 2
58, XISCHRFFIAIEE(8, 9, 10 )48 M 2 M SCREAT 2 WS HF IR RE FE

B9 J5 KR 5E B 2 (Posttraumatic Growth Inventory, PTGI), i%& %t Tedeschi £1 Calhoun 1995 4%
il (Tedeschi & Calhoun, 1996), fL#& 21 MMELH , FLANEEE: Hh A\ 5% &R (Relating to Other). 81 #7] B P4 (New
Possibilities). 1~ A /7 & (Personal Strength). ¥ #1745 {t.(Spiritual Change)Fl%H Ak ¥ ik 7 (Appreciation of
Life). K FH Likert 6 2T, M “Aif7 5 56 2% H & J1X A2 (1 did not experience this change as a result
of my crisis)” | “ 8115 J5 X Fh 28 IR % £ (1 experienced this change to a very great degree as a result of my
crisis)” KXt 0~5 7, K43 0~105 43, JMEBEE R 5 I Z . JE46 135115 Cronbach’s a 2%k
490.90, #4EE a Z% 0.67~0.85.

2.3. itk

FEP | IR 0] 45 FF 5B R AT RS . {#H SPSS16.0 48 it 8- B #k A7 A Al b ¥ . 1E
RS tAREG . =DM M. RIS HT 25 7 136 A8 B 8] 5 RBEATHIF 7T o

3. &R
3.1 BMIEREN BN

AT R B 48 N (59.3%). i 33 A(40.7%); 31~50 % 8 A (9.9%).51~60 % 25 A (30.9%).61~70
% 31 N(38.2%). 71~90 % 17 A\ (21%); K2~ 28 A(34.6%). #]. i 34 AN (42%). /I 10 A(12.3%)-
H 9 AN(11.1%); Ik 69 A(85.2%). A4 12 A\ (14.8%); EEfR 75 AN (92.6%). H % 6 A(7.4%).
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2, HEE

32 BMEREEAOFTEINER

M IR AN TT Z o TR, TR R AL A AR ARV AR RSO BE 0 R 35 2 5+ (p > 0.05);
EF 58 LAAEREESR, RNEFHAZEEAT & TIWEEE, ERARE LAEREER, BREH
MRS TR, Wk 1.

It RIS TR, R A SRR R RS AR A £ LR EE R >
0.05); TEAF®S FERE M SCRRYEE Z RA R ESS, TEFMSCRE X SCRFI0R FH B 4 Ad L2 SRR oy BAT
ERFEES, @FERBATA, FEW SR 31~50 KT 51~60 % (p = 0.026 < 0.05). 51~60 %
T 71~90 % (p = 0.012 < 0.05), 7EXF CHFHIFIAH EE4ESE: 31~50 S 1{K T 51~60 % (p = 0.000 < 0.001). 31~50
LT 61~70 ¥ (p = 0.000 < 0.001). 31~50 £k T 71~90 % (p = 0.001 < 0.01), #E£ 3 HF447) 31~50 LK
F 51~60 % (p = 0.005 < 0.01). 51~60 % & T 71~90 % (p = 0.026 < 0.05); SCALFEFEAE T A0 S FF ANt S 45 1
PSR FEREES, ERUSCFRFREEA SR A PAEREESR, 2FERRTH, EEU
SRR KT, i (p=0.043<0.05). K& T/MN¥(p =0.034 < 0.05). K%& T XE (p=0.019
<0.05), &S K¥EFT /%P =0.012<0.05); HFHRIFEREN S F4EE LR EZR4, 0
SCRE ASCREIR e E A SR A E R R R, ARREE S THRES, k2.

WLt R FI T ZE T R, TR R 6 5 R g3 B A A A M R B R R T 3
F(p > 0.05); TEFREASCUFRE FERTEXT RIS IR H YRS FAPAE R E Z 740, 1O 5 Bt oy S HoAh
HERE IR E Z R (p > 0.05), Lt EAI T A, HHAEVE R IRE 4ERE : 31~50 % T 71~90 ¥ (p = 0.005 <
0.01). 51~60 % =T 71~90 %/ (p = 0.001 < 0.01). 61~70 ¥ T 71~90 ¥ (p = 0.003 < 0.01); K24 T/
(p=0.002 <0.05); K% T X H (p=0.002<0.05); 7E/7§& b BRx A% 1) IR L 4EFE MG J5 i B A7
BEERI, EHAMGERE TR E 2R (p > 0.05), XFATEIRE4E R T RA, G055 K B
BT ARN, WK 3.

33. MIEREHSIR. HAZEEMOGERKHMEXS R

F SPSS16.0 %t 23 SO HE S HAEFE . #EAC R B ANQN J5 B S 4R FEMR DG b, 25 R L% 4.
34, BEREHSTR. HZEERMAGERKHEYTS R

AT AT LR L, A2 kE . MRS E RGN JE K = 2 AP MOE, 1R ORR A []
VA3 BT R =38 R 6 R s — P 9, S5 SR LA 5.
4. g
41 EAOZRTE LRI

P AS B AR OB BN . BB T 9 AR A 2R B I 70 LA KT A B O U k5 AT 3 B 2 AR
SE M AAE AR AW S NBRAAE PR EANME, N EAL 25248, i AR Rk B N A i
JREER R, AN BRI R AR, I B AR . AR AL RS AP R =,
IR AP T e A, SBR[ R AN BE 152 32 21 R R (R 45 S LB A AT T Wi PR 2 5 1368 21 ) 1) /&t
A REHR AN AR o AR TR g A R I A R SMARURE B AR 2 0l L W 2 R BP0 AR A5 2, T LABE &7
00T, BEMIBARFREE, AR BE AR R UL, BEAF SR AFAE (R, AR 3 A 2 R 8K
P TIREEE . AR AR R, WY BRI 2 3 A A st R R e A R Ty, K
JEE S AE I RIS N ARG B T B, R L R 2 E U BRI, B 2 B A SRR B T

EEfREE .
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Table 1. The difference comparison of social anxiety in demography variable

1 BEEREHTEEEAOFTELNES
A M SD t/F p

) 40.33 9.632

AR -0.631 0.530
s 41.61 7.738

e 40.04 8.734 X

A HEE -2.001 0.049

RS 45.50 8.618
=R 40.00 8.210 N

AT EEE -3.227 0.002
EE 51.50 10.821
31~50 % 47.75 9.677
51~60 % 38.76 7.828

A HEE 2.692 0.052
61~70 % 39.68 9.809
71~90 % 42.82 6.598
K 40.14 9.431
¥lv 40.00 8.890

A HEE 0.800 0.498
N 42.30 8.206
XHE 44.67 7.921

TE: "R p<0.05, %R p<0.01, "ER p<0.00L,

Table 2. The difference comparison of social support in demography variable
2 BEEBEHSIBEAOFTELNESR

e P ERe ki SCALFRRE B P RYE
t p F p t p F p t p
WS Fr 1.373 0.174 1.004 0.396  1.905  0.060 2.971" 0.037 1.950 0.055
ERYEER; 0.904 0369  2991°  0.036 0.338 0.736 2.220 0.093 2.195" 0.031
X SRR A B -0.225 0.823 60707 0001 1352  0.180 0.650 0.585 3.839™" 0.000
SRR RS 1.008 0.316 3.489" 0.020 1.258  0.212 2.873" 0.042 3.120" 0.003
TE: "FRp<0.05, "FRp<001, "HERp<0.001,
Table 3. The difference comparison of PTG in demography variable
23 BEBZVIGERKEAOFTELNES
B el RS JEE AR 2 FH SRR
t p F p t p F p t p
L1V S -0.842 0.402 0.483 0.695 1.395 0.167 1.286 0.285 0.843 0.402
Bl Rert -0.121  0.904 0.816 0.489 1.416 0.161 0.991 0.402 1.215 0.228
NS 4 0.993 0.324 1.732 0.167 1.532 0.129 2.316 0.082  -0311  0.757
KA -0.438  0.663 0.728 0.538 0.303 0.763 1.396 0.251 0.205 0.838
Xt AR T R -1206 0232 51977 0003 28257 0006 5546  0.002 0.840 0.403
B3 5 A ) -0.404  0.687 1.886 0.139 2.066" 0.042 2.672 0.053 0.847 0.400

¥ RoRp<0.05, TERp<0.01, THKRp<0.001.
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Table 4. Correlation analysis between social support, social anxiety and PTG
4. BESEMSTR. ARERMUGERKNEXST

AKX FR B RerE PNVAES FEHAEAL Xof A TR A JERCBY B4 J5 B 4y
BILRF 0.173 0.225" 0.288" 0.028 0.171 0.259"
FEMSHF 0.338" 0.404™ 0.258" 0.212 0.198 0.410™
Xof SRR A R 0.228" 0.388™" 0.019 0.281" 0.058 0.280"
SRRy 0.333" 0.435™" 0.272" 0.215 0.201 0.423™
AT AR -0.401™" -0.382"" -0.341" -0.138 -0.144 -0.424™"

TE: "#R p<0.05, “#Rp<0.01, "ER p<0.00L,

Table 5. The multiple linear regression analysis of PTG

5. BRI KE % L& EYAS AT

R AR & TR A Beta t R? WEE R? F
5 JE ESSE 0.410 3.990™ 0.168 0.157 15.924™
s JE AT E -0.424 —-4.158™" 0.180 0.169 17.288™

TE: "R p<0.05, "R p<0.01, "ER p<0.00L,

A2 SRR TR AE R RE P i R A B R A SO, e (et (g A R R R LR, JU
TR FREEMSCRE, AT ARG I A ) B A5 R L3 o 2RI (KT, (R i f ik el A ARA A K
Wlexo BT ImaERARN TG KA RRIE A R LA PR, REE AR LAY L4 7
SCHRHAAR T BER S RAER, PrETERA P $E IR E 2R . e S0fr 7 51~60 % 1B i,
YEHTIZANE R B 3 T IR AE R B ZBE I SRR R B AL 2 B SRR TR A AR G O JE A, I 3RAS 0 S FF
L2 B0 SRR IR FH A RE A AR B O A T o

FEXJEAE R R B3 J5 RS R oh s AR O B4 J B KT b T vh 5 K, Wl g T
BERFE DRI R, K2 ECRE IS A —ERE, B 2 R X X —FH ST
B NIMBAREIEZ K. WSHERRIKE, ABRRRNP T RETES 8w, w1528 T b
F Q0T EIR, SETH I ARSI B, HEn B B BARR:: AP QI Nt SR 5 S At 5L
SRERAIF BB N, NIMARLS B 2 I NP R R fEER TN ZER, FREENLS
SRS ESN IEARAE T RS, UK KA TR R . AT AT AR A AE X 4R
REE AT R, P DA S AT RERE SR 22 OO E dr URAE LA IR 2 o SCARE P vt 1 26 2 X8 (14
AR L .

4.2. X4

M2 SR B AR BT JE B, AR SCRAE QIR LB RN AR T B E I RIER], B RE
U (At 2 SCHRF IR BTG B D B B o ARSEAR OG0 AT 15 IS5 SR IRATAT DL 2, il i 1At & 32
PSR B SO0 K R IESG . RS ANV 2 WIS R — 8. EENTFih I, 4
SRR BERIR SO G5 AE B2, SO ECAR AN SN I SRR N K 538 IR N SRS A AR
BRIk, B4 B R AL 2 HUSCRE, R i B 0 ek 2 SRR AR IR, BT {8 A5 2 AR R TR T 9275 o

FHR W 285 R g A R A S AR RS S & SCRF 2 A FRE I G OG UL ,  2 NTES Is i, il
SRR SR, AU BRI S HSCRE, RN IE 7 S AT S E . SR A SR
FRE O PR R KT S FEAIG, TTSBOSm N E 852 % . Rapee WFFLIA A AZ SR G AT i (A A o0]

)
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FAAATIE AR R BIRES T, 23R 2 5+ A0 8 A5 A ¢ (Rapee & Lim, 1992). LaGreca %5 1)
LS EE R KB R AR Ak 2 SRR A AR IS S A, MRS B R e A SRR, AN E
CHEAMRZEFRE, MMaSEMERTENEC: RMERAKF T E, I Rl (La Greca &
Lopez, 1998). Ham A1 Hayes &I\ AR 2o EAt 2 SORr U0 R R AR, PO HAS B 20 SO AV T BE
(Ham, Hayes, & Hope, 2005).

4.3. B354

DAt 2SR AR A TN AS &, G5 J5 K N IR AR AT 80 Z e R AT, Goit 4R R
F WS HE AT CAEN B ERE RS, G005 5 K ] U9 R B0 L 3 (F = 15,9247, Sig < 0.001), EAHK R
¥y 0,410, HIE ZFR? A 0.168, XIE R*ME N 0.157, ik /& i 0 S 3 ] DL A4 J5 R 15.79% 1
AR, BSLEIEGREAN: GG KK = 1.120" EM S RE + 28.863.

DAALAC AR RN TN A &, A )5 K A R AT 0T, SRR EoR: AR R AT DUk e
VAR, ELHOI45 5 B 0] 9 R B HL B 35 (F = 17.288™, Sig < 0.001), EAHRHUN 0.424, H)E ZH
R® Ay 0.180, XG4 )5 KA 7 i TRk R, AT AR5 5 B 18% A8 5 o L [EIE 7 AR .
JERK =-0578" 4 HEfE +79.992,

5. &

1) i R B4 5 B S AR ST RSN 2 SRR BRI G, DRLERATT AT DA 1 g2 A 52 i FE AN
FE AL 2 STRPR B e B I A7 5 Bl
2) AhA AR RS AL 2 SR AITRT LA 2 L FII 147 5 B

ELWMB
TR HE RS 50 % B1(JGZXQDA013) .
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