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A study on the relationship of family support
and personality with quality of life in the
Patients receiving radiotherapy for cervix cancer

. Young Hee Noh

Department of nursing, Dong shin Junior College

This descriptive correlational study was undertaken in order to investigate the relationship
of family support and personality with quality of life in patients receiving radiotherapy for
cervix cancer and to provide basic data to help them improve a better quality of life.

The subjects for this study Were 80 out-patients undergoing a radiation therapy at C
university hospital in K—city, from April, 1992 to October, 1994.

The data were obtained using a convenience sampling technique.

The tools used for this study were Ro’s quality of life scale, Kang's family support scale
and Wallston & others health locus of control scale,

The collected data were analyzed by the SAS program using percentage, mean, standard
deviation, pearson’s correlation coefficients.

The result were as follows :

1. The total average score of the quality of life of the subjects was 138.95 (minimum score
121-maximum score 164), item mean score(range 1-5) was 2.95.

The total average score of the family support of the subjects was 32.55 (minimum score
16~maximum score 47), item mean score{range 1-5) was 2.95

The total average score of the health locus of control of the subjects was 37.00 (minimum
score 24-maximum score 49), item mean score(range 1-6) was 3.36.

2. The results of the analysis of the relationship between the quality of life scale and the
health locus of control were as follows : the total average score in the quality of life
of internal locus of control scale was 136.97, the total average score in the quality
of life of external locus of control scale was 144.90.

3. There was a significant positive correlation between the health locus of control and the
quality of life(r=0.2927, p<0.01).
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The result of the analysis of the relationship between the each factor in the quality of

life and health locus of control were as follows :

There were significant differences’ between the health locus of control and emotional
state factor (r =0.1514, p<0.01), economic life factor (r=0.2560, p<0.05), self-
esteem factor (r =0.2289, p<0.05), physical state and function factor (r =0.1455, p
<0.05), relationship with neighbors factor (r=0.0754, p<0.05), relationship with

family factor (r=0.3324, p<0.01).

4. There was a significant positive correlation between the family support and the quality

of life(r=0.459, p<0.001).

The result of the analysis of the relationship between the each factor in the quality of

life and family support were as follows :

there were significant differences between family support and emotional state factor (r =
0.3891, p<0.01), self-esteem factor (r =0.2661, p<0.05),. relationship with family

factor (r =0.4353, p<0.001).
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of subjects

Items NO (%)

Age (years) :

30~39 7 (8.8)

40~49 18 (22.5)

50~59 25 (31.2)

60~69 24 (30.0)

Above 70 6 (7.5
Educational level

Below middle school 75 (93.8)

High school 3 3.7

Above college 2 (2.5)
Religion

Yes 46 (57.5)

No 34 (42.5)
Marital status

Married 52 (65.0)

Atd 23 (28.8)

others 5 (6.2)
Duration of marriage (years)

Below 10 7 (8.7)

11~20 28 (35.1)

21~30 13 (16.2)

31~40 20 (25.0)

Avove 41 12 (15.0)
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Items NO (%)

Family living together

Yes 72 (90.0)

No 8 (10.0)
Children

Yes 80 (100.0)

No 0 0
Occupation

Inoccupatiom 21 (26.2)

Housewife 26 (32.5)

Commerce 9 (11.3)

Employee, official 9 (11.3)

Profession 3 3.7)

Agriculture 7 (8.8)

Labour 3 3.7)

Others 2 (2.5
Residental style

Individual house 67 (83.7)

Apartment 13 (16.3)
Monthly income (unit : 10,000 won)

Below 49 53 (66.2)

50~99 21 (26.3)

100~149 2 (2.5)

Above 150 4 (5.0)
Person paying a medical fee

Subject 43 (63.7)
~ Children 37 (46.3)
Medical insurance

Yes 71 (88.7)

No ' 0 (1))

Aid 9 (11.3)
Totla 80 (100.0)
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Table 2. Diagnostic characteristics of subject(N=80)

Items T B N(%)
Stage 1 33(41.2)
il 43(53.8)
I 3(3.7)
v 1(1.3)
Experience of Yes 39(48.8)
admission No 41(51.2)
Experience Yes 31(38.8)
of surgery No 49(61.2)
Radiotherapy time One time 76(95.0)
Two time 4( 5.0)
Experience of Yes 28(35.0)
chemotherapy No 52(65.0)
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Table 3. Mean score of the family support and personality and quality of life

Variable Items Minimum Maximum Mean Sb Item mean
Family support 11 14.00 42.00 32.55 5.01 2.95
Personality i 1 31.00 46.00 37.00 3.01 3.36
Quality of life 47 122.00 164.00 138.95 9.05 2.95

Table 4. Relationship between characteristics of personality and quality of life(N=80)

characteristics of personality

% MeantS.D

Int. Locus of control
Ext. Locus of control

60(75.0%)
20(25.0%)

136.97+ 7.61
144.80+10.52
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Table 5. Relationship between personality & Quality of life

Quality Emotional Economic Self-  Physical state Relationship Relationship

of life state life esteem & function with neighbors  with family

Personality 0.2927* 0.1514™ 0.2560* 0.2289* 0.1455* 0.0754* 0.3324*
* P<0.05 * P<0.01

Table 6. Relationship between family support and quality of life

Quality Emotional Economic Self-  Physical state Relationship Relationship

of life state life esteem & function with neighbors  with family
Personality 0.4590™ 0.3891™ 0.0055 0.2661* 0.4137 0.0390 0.4353™
* P<0.056  x P<0.01 =**x P<0.001
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