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The Influence of Dyadic Coping of Hemodialysis Patients and Their Spouses on Negative Emo-
tions: An Analysis Based on Actor-partner Interdependence Model
YAO Mengzhen', LI Xueying', SUN Zheng® (1.School of Nursing, Shandong First Medical University&-
Shandong Academy of Medical Sciences,Ji’nan 250117,Shandong Province, China;2 .School of Clinical and
Basic Medical Sciences,Shandong First Medical University&. Shandong Academy of Medical Sciences)
[ Abstract] Objective To explore the influence of the coping styles of hemodialysis patients and their spouses on their
negative emotions based on the Actor-partner Interdependence Model (APIM) ,and to provide reference for the development of
effective intervention measures .Methods From December 2021 to June 2022,the convenience sampling method was used to
select 240 pairs of hemodialysis patients and their spouses from 2 tertiary A hospitals in Ji nan ,and a survey was conducted
with General information questionnaire,Dyadic Coping Scale, Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale. The effects of dyadic cop-
ing on negative emotions in hemodialysis patients and their spouses was analyzed with APIMResults The total score of dyad-
ic coping of hemodialysis patients was (113.83%11.91) ,which was lower than that of their spouses.The incidence of depression
in the patients was higher than that in their spouses,and the differences were statistically significant (P <C0.05).The total
scores of dyadic coping of hemodialysis patients and their spouses were negatively correlated with their own negative emotions
and their spouses’ negative emotions (all P<Z0.01).The positive and negative coping styles of the spouses of hemodialysis pa-
tients could predict their own negative emotions (3=—0.29,0.14) , that is,the subject effect was significant. The positive coping
of hemodialysis patients and their spouses could predict the negative emotions of the other party (3=-—0.37,—0.65),that is,
the object effect was significant.Conclusion The coping style of hemodialysis patients and their spouses is closely related to
the negative emotions of individuals and objects.Medical staff should find and identify the negative emotions of patients and
their spouses in time,and treat hemodialysis patients and their spouses as a whole to intervene.
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