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Mediating Effect of Coping Styles between Burn Outcomes and Acceptance of Disability among
Patients with Burnt Hands
YIN Xi' ,CHANG Fei' , XU Huan',SHAO Lijia',LI Jia' , LI Jin' , CAO Jie' ,ZHOU Ping® (1.Department of
Burns and Plastic Surgery,Zhangjiagang First People’s Hospital/Zhangjiagang Hospital Affiliated to Soo-
chow University, Suzhou 215600, Jiangsu Province, China; 2. Department of Nursing, Zhangjiagang First
People’s Hospital/Zhangjiagang Hospital Affiliated to Soochow University)
Corresponding author:ZHOU Ping, Tel :0512-56919811
[ Abstract] Objective To explore the mediating effect of coping styles between burn outcomes and accept-
ance of disability among patients with burnt hands.Methods Convenient sampling was used to select 156
patients with burnt hands from a tertiary hospital in Suzhou City from April,2021 to June,2022.The Medi-
cal Coping Modes Questionnaire, Acceptance of Disability Scale,and Chinese Version-Burnt Hand Outcome
Tool were used for scoring.Results Acceptance of disability was positively correlated with confrontation
(r=0.661) ,and negatively correlated with avoidance (r = —0.442) and yielding (+ = —0.621) (all P <
0. 01).Structural equation model showed that confrontation directly and positively predicted acceptance of
disability (8=0.072) ,avoidance and yielding directly and negatively predicted acceptance of disability (8=
—0.081,8=—0.115) (all P<C0.01).The burnt hand outcome exerted an indirect effect on acceptance of
disability through coping styles (total mediating effect=10.046, direct effect=0.160, total effect=0.206,
mediating effect accounting for 22.33% of total effect, P<C0.05).Conclusions The burnt hand outcome can
affect the patients’ acceptance of disability through coping styles,in which confrontation plays a positive
role,and yielding and avoidance play negative roles.It is suggested to adopt various intervention measures
to reduce negative coping styles of yielding and avoidance, so as to improve their acceptance of hand
disability.
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