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Abstract Results: The level of perceived stigma was
3.93, self-esteem was 26.2, quality of life was
Purpose: The purpose of this study was to 2.78. Self-esteem was positively associated with

identify levels of perceived stigma, self-esteem,
quality of life and factors influencing on
quality of life in people with Hansens' disease.
Methods: The subjects 128 people in
Sorokdo National Hospital, two nursing homes,
and three settlements. The stigma scale,
self-esteem scale, and World Health
Organization's quality of life instrument were
used. Data were collected through self-reported

were

quality of life. Through the multiple regression,
it was found that self-esteem and job were
factors influencing of quality of life with 43%
of predictability. Conclusion: It was found that
self-esteem and job were important for people
with Hansen's disease. To improve the quality
of life in people with Hansen's disease, it is
necessary to develop nursing interventions
fostering self-esteem and decreasing perceived

questionnaires from July to August, 2010 and stigma.

analyzed by t-test, ANOVA, Ducan's multiple

range test, Pearson's correlation coefficients, Key words : Hansen's disease, Stigmatization,
and stepwise multiple regression by SAS. Self esteem, Quality of life
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Table 1. General Characteristics of Participants
(N=128)

Mean £=SD
(range) or n(%)

Characteristics Category

Age(years) 66.0+11.1(22-98)
Age at onset 22.4£9.71( 7-62)
(years)
Gender Male 90(70.3)
Female 38(29.7)
Education None 23(18.0)
level Elementary school 41(32.0)
Middle school 41(32.0)
>High school 23(18.0)
Spouse Yes 70(45.3)
No 58(54.7)
Job Yes 22(17.2)
No 106(82.8)
Medical Health insurance 52(40.6)
security Medical aid 69(53.9)
Other 7( 5.5)
Type of Limbs 86(67.2)
impairment Visual/auditory 10( 7.8)
Multiple 16(12.5)
Other 16(12.5)
Grade of Grade 1 7( 5.5)
impairment Grade 2 66(51.6)
Grade 3 25(19.5)
Grade 4 15(11.7)
Grade 5 15(11.7)
Visibility of Visible 62(48.4)
impairment A little visible 39(30.5)
Invisible 27(20.1)
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Table 2. Stigma, Self-esteem, and Quality of Life according to Characteristics of Participants ~ (N=128)
Characteristics Stigma Self—esteem Quality of life
Mean * SD t/F Mean *+ SD t/F Mean *+ SD t/F
Gender
Male 4.03 £ 1.09 1.62 2.58 +£ 0.51 1.59 2.76 + 0.49 0.64
Female 3.69 £ 1.03 (.107) 273 + 0.48 (.115) 2.82 + 0.57 (.522)
Education level
None 4.66 £ 1.14" 7.39 2.72 £ 0.52 2.17 2.84 + 047 1.78
Primary 410 = 1.07° (.001) 246 + 0.53 (.095) 2.66 = 0.46 (.155)
Middle school 3.56 = 0.82° a>b>c 2.67 + 0.36 2.77 + 045
>High school 3.55 £ 1.06° 2.73 £ 0.61 2.95 £ 0.69
Spouse
Yes 3.90 + 1.10 0.36 2.66 £ 0.54 0.84 2.80 + 0.54 0.56
No 3.96 + 1.05 (.721) 2.58 £ 0.46 (.405) 275 + 0.47 (.576)
Job
Yes 3.63 £ 1.05 1.41 2.87 £ 0.60 2.61 3.10 £ 0.52 3.35
No 3.99 + 1.08 (.163) 2.57 = 0.47 (.010) 271 + 0.49 (.001)
Medical security
Health insurance 3.87 + 1.24 0.91 2.60 = 0.60 0.14 2.70 + 0.58 1.51
Medical aid 401 + 0.97 (:407) 2.64 + 0.42 (.873) 2.84 £ 045 (214)
Other 347 £ 0.81 2.62 £ 0.55 2.80 = 0.54
Type of impairment
Limbs 3.87 £ 1.05 5.07 2.61 + 0.47a 4.16 2.77 £ 0.50 1.41
Visual/auditory 439 + 0.96 (.001) 237 + 0.35a (.008) 2.54 £ 027 (243)
Multiple 4.64 + 1.04° a>b 2.50 + 0.58a a<b 278 £ 042
Other 323 + 0.85° 2.99 + 0.56b 2.96 + 0.71
Grade of impairment
Grade 1 4.74 + 0.88" 2.50 251 £ 0.23 1.40 2.60 + 0.36 0.78
Grade 2 4.03 + 1.05 (.046) 2.57 + 0.46 (237) 277 + 047 (.540)
Grade 3 3.96 + 1.08 a>b 2.57 + 0.58 2.73 + 0.49
Grade 4 3.54 + 1.18° 2.76 £ 0.45 2.76 + 0.65
Grade 5 3.44 £ 098" 2.86 £ 0.62 297 + 0.64
Visibility of impairment
Visible 408 + 1.06" 4.11 2.56 £ 0.48 1.58 2.71 £ 0.49 243
A little visible 405 + 1.07° (.019) 2.62 + 0.45 (210) 275 £ 037 (.092)
Invisible 341 £ 1.01° a>b>c 277 + 0.61 297 + 0.69
Total 393 £ 1.08 2.60 = 0.56 2.78 £ 0.51

a, b, ¢: Duncan's multiple range test(means
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Table 3. Correlation among Stigma, Self-esteem,

and Quality of Life (N=128)

Variables Stigma Self—esteem Ouellil;tg/ @i
Stigma -24* - 18*
Devaluation -.16
Avoidance -23%
Discrimination -.19*
Self-esteem .65%

Values are r

* p<.05
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Table 4. Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis for Quality of Life

Predictors Standardized f t Adjusted R F
Self-esteem 0.62 8.88%* 43 48.37*
Job(yes) 0.14 2.09*

p<.05
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