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[ Abstract] Objective To systematically evaluate the methodological quality and measurement properties of dyadic
coping assessment tools,so as to provide scientific evidence for selecting high-quality dyadic coping assessment tools.
Methods Relevant studies on dyadic coping assessment tools were retrieved from PubMed, Embase, CINAHL, Web of
Science , CNKI, Wanfang, VIP,and CBM databases from inception to January 2025.The Consensus-based Standards for
the Selection of Health Measurement Instruments (COSMIN) were used to appraise the included studies and formu-
late recommendations.Results A total of 25 articles were included,none of which evaluated measurement error and re-
sponsiveness of the scales. The 25 articles involved 18 dyadic coping assessment tools,including 4 tools rated Grade A,
12 tools rated Grade B,and 2 tools rated Grade C.Conclusions The couple resilience scale(CRD ,dyadic efficacy scale
for rheumatoid arthritis management(DES-RA) ,couples’ communication quality scale for gynecologic cancer patients
(CCQSGCP) ,and couples’ dyadic communication scale for cancer patients(CDCSCP) are tentatively recommended.

[ Key words] dyadic coping;assessment tools;measurement properties;consensus-based standards for the selection of health

measurement Iinstruments;systematic review
[Mil Nurs,2026,43(06) :86-90]

TOCNIXE R KR RO M E SR IR IE RN R e | IR O e AR R AR 58 b A
XRS5 AL e R BAT A3 O AR I AR N S 2 I Y R X — AL BT A T
XF AETE— 7 BRI X SR 2 X e i Bl RS B B0 AR R 2 BATAG O A B 25 ORI
FERA NG BTt - AR R, AT, O Tons RIS = IR ST IR a8 B A T R e R AR

#E (consensus-based standards for the selection of

[Fm BH] 2026-02-06 [1&[E HH#] 2026-05-05 health measurement instruments, COSMIN) & —%&
&1 BB B e A B 1 2 B B T 4 T AU s e X
il VA8 T L 2 B B 4 9 A9 1
[EEEA] B H BB 31 5 . 0523-80260062 Z 0 A i A RURS T PR | R G R R U AT R BB

VBAEARED T 0350511 87078542 B L e i R D VA



ZEgi g
June 2026,43(6)
Mil Nurs

.« 87 o

(R o i B e ol W = N < T N N 1
FET COSMIN, £ G 3T 4y BUAT — 70 b X 37 Al T H,
i 126 5 2 HR B TEHETE L i PR N T 4 (AR 22 AR A

1 #REFE

L1 L#kdk R RAFEEYS A hiEHALSE
B 5 X, 7 PubMed, Embase, CINAHL, Web of
Science ., WV E R 7 05 B8 PR L 4 B A Kb [
A B A SCRR B PE EAT AR R . R R I FR Ry & B e
PEREFE 2 2025 4F 1 A 15 H, s 0 i . “ o0/
BCAE /AR /227 W X/ S 7 i 3R/ IB) 4/ TR
CEBE /RO /I /I A R /B SO, S
¥ 2 14] ;. “spouse/ couple/ dyad * ” “coping/ support”
“scale/ questionnaire * / tool * / instrument * "“reproduc-
ibility of results/ reliab % / valid * / psychometr * ”, DA
PubMed Jy f51], FL 46 R 2 R . (“spouses” [ MeSH Terms |
OR “spouse” [ Title/ Abstract ]| OR “couple” [ Title/ Ab-
stract] OR “dyad * ”[ Title/ Abstract |) AND (“coping”
[ Title/ Abstract ] OR “support” [ Title/ Abstract ]) AND
(“scale” Title/ Abstract ] OR “questionnaire * ”[ Title/ Ab-
stract ] OR “tool * ”[ Title/ Abstract ]| OR “instrument * ”
[ Title/ Abstract ) AND (“ reproducibility of results”
[ MeSH Terms | OR “reliab * [ Title/ Abstract ] OR “valid
% [ Title/ Abstract ] OR “psychometrics” MeSH Terms |
OR “psychometr * ”[ Title/ Abstract ), [6 i, T 3h K&
TSR LA M A SCHR I 275 SCHE. PROSPERO
FEMS o CRD42025635755,

1.2 UANLHBRIRE PAFRE: (DRI R
R FE e SRR AEAR s (2O BIF5E 2R 95 BO6F 50 I X
R I B2 R M P s (3D WF Y 28 T R PR AL T BT
Kk B SO TR ISR . HEBR AR E (D) HE 3 S0
Hik s (2) 5 A & 36 10 SCHik s (3) To IR AR 4 305 () &l
WIS SE T %8 5 () AUH i 3R H T 45 Jm 6 b I &=
1.3 SUakiF it 55 JTARSR IR SCHRIH it 5 50Ok B
Hi 2 A 6 UE 5 I A B 58 5 M Sr PAT . e g,
55 3 T vhie e . B B IO S AR VP AG TR A
PR R RNy FEASR IR A I 4R R S H B
L4 Rz

L4l FEFREFMN R COSMIN [ f far KUK
TR PEAY T IT & 9 T 2 R M Y R 2R TR
It ALEE SRR CREOGE L4 TV R B A M) L 25 4 2
JE S —BOME ARUE R L ROhR AR RGBT L 5 S Ak
RRRE D R 22 R SO O AR B AR o3 S

L4z M FFHEFM KA COSMIN 1y K4
TERFPEARES S I 9 ANk 2 AR L BN A RUE (2
PR N —BOPE e P ROPR R | R A 0 L
SCARIURE ) 158 2 R0 R BE S DA TR] — R T 25—

LR NS, AT B BRI E S D E T 0
PR R HAEAE (D AT HITYL

1.4.3 AEFHEF RN LA 7R B E PR R
PRV AR L ds HIC R NUE i &R GV IR 2 2
#: (grading of recommendations assessment, develop-
ment and evaluation, GRADE)"! JE i iF 4% 55 9%, 4
St JE A 2 WA I B SR PR AR s 28— B
450, RHE GRADE J5iIl , 5 3% (9 0 4“7 5 Pk Tk 4f 25
P el R B AR AR D AR XU LA —
Pk AR SRS B OR 38 T AR08 7 DARE
Gy R AR G, RN A RE
TR SRR B A — B ()7 (R Ry
RO HE AR o i 3R AT AR (A 20 s 5 A = BT
UEHEE B AT — D 5 Pk C—)7, TS g 3 ]
(C 0 HA R A I (BJO .

2 #R

2.1 Xakfmks R LRGSO 2009 L H R SC
727 J - HE3C 1282 Fi - MR EE A2 SCHR 291 R 0 B
H AR Z IR 1617 5 o I8 52 42 SCHEBR AN 755 99 A b 1fE
R N ZEAAHAFE I SCHR 76 F e Gl 25 Gt

2.2 AN RE RS AR ISP K18 B 0 X
PEAR T, % 58 M T A 0 A i 3R (dyadic
coping inventory, DCD) | @ {1 X} & 3 (marital coping
inventory, MCD 2k 3 H.3fj 5 =X & 3 (couple interaction
pattern scale, CIPS) , % 2% & Jii Jj & 3% (couple resilience
inventory, CRD) . J¢2£ 3 £F (1) # (spouse support invento-
ry»SSD 17 N 32 #e 8 3 (behavior exchange inventory,
BED6 Fift; ¢ 5 P VA T B A 35 - AR A BE S35 F) 45
(partner parental support questionnaire, PPSQ) . 3% —-
JEWXT (bereavement dyadic coping, BDC) | ¥ 2& 74 18 &=
%% (deployment communication inventory, DCI-D) | 22 %
JE 7 70 X1 B (dyadic coping inventory for financial
strain, DCIFS) , —. 7T 14 1 3P4 & 3 (dyadic communica-
tive resilience scale,DCRS) /N & K {7 1 X it 3% (coping
scale for infertile couples,CSIC) . FLIf 9 R 1T FH [6] — o0
I X} 5 2 (common dyadic coping scale in couples facing
breast cancer,CDC-BC) . & E I % A 22 A & 1] 45 (col-
laborative coping with infertility questionnaire, CCIQ) ,2%
K2y R4 B — Ju R RE 1 3R (dyadic efficacy scale
for rheumatoid arthritis management, DES-RA) .75 40 —
JCRLAE H %% (dyadic efficacy for smoking cessation, DES-
SO) IARHEAE 5 FS 74 18 i 5 7 3R (couples” commu-
nication quality scale for gynecologic cancer patients.,
CCQSGCP) JEIE H 3 e ZE k)il 5 2 (couples’ dyadic
communication scale for cancer patients, CDCSCP)

12 F, GyATEAS T H A IEARRRE W 1,



¢ 88

ZEFAPH 2026 4F 6 1 ,43(6)

F1 WHANXBMAERIFE (n=25)
24 Sk WS T H B A Sk MR % B A

ARy (GRS

FiEE  Randall ZL10] DCI 2016 H1.35H AbFHFEE 2 4E K L EFASE R R Ak 938 il 5+2 31
4 2. %+ AbFREEE 2 4E R DA E AR R AR 736 4] 542 31

Xu %gL11] DCI 2016 4 1. E FFF 474 %t 542 33

H 2.5+ K 330 Xf 542 33

41 3. % H b F AR O & A R 969 {4 542 33

Falconier 2[12] DCI 2013 F LT # R 2 113 %t 5+2 31
Levesque 450131 DCI 2014 JIESPN b FAEAR 56 F i R A 709 5] 542 30
Ledermann Z[11] DCI 2010 415+ b FREAR O R P A1 216 {4 4+1 37

41 2. KA Jib T REAE 56 R R A 1 378 4 4+1 35

41 3.3 b F PR 5 b A 198 il 141 35

Vedes 45 [15] DCI 2013 4 S TFHEEEFIAE KL B AR R R A 605 4 542 37

Rusu 45:[16] DCI 2016 A1.BHRE  KF#E 510 Xf 5+2 31

4 2. Hi+ PN 368 %f 5+2 31

Bowman %[17] MCI 1990 JIE-SN B8/ VN 368 1] 5 64

Cohan (18] MCI 1994 EKHE wrig g FE 60 X 5 64

Fang Z[19] CIPS 2024 ] [BE RN 1869 4 5 28

Sanford % [20] CRI 2016 | PEAE AR (97 % g S 551 4 2 18

[ 7S E AR SSI 2008 o 2 B TS R 246 4] 2 18
Forman[22] BEI 1988 EgE| e IS IR S A B R D BRI 112 8% 64 {5l 16 96

Stk Gillis 28] PPSQ 2019 Lo s CIFC & Ak 442 5] 3 15
Jiao 4 (24] BDC 2024 i RO IR A 241 {4 4 25
Balderrama-Durbin [25] DCI-D 2020 FE Bk HAE R 391 Xt 6 34
Falconier %£[26] DCIFS 2019 | FFE 132 %t 5 23
Chernichky-Karcher %[27] DCRS 2019 e JEIE SR A M LA 584 {4 9 47

Lee % [28] CSIC 2000 o ARBERE R 138 %t ! 15

Liu %(29] CDC-BC 2024 | LR g8 L M R LT 338 %f 4 12

Reisi &¢L30] CCIQ 2024 ] [ 42 27 il By A e R oy R 3 200 Xf 3 20

Sterba %0517 DES-RA 2007 S| IR G 48 A R SR A R B 190 %f 3 16

Sterba %£[32] DES-SC 2011 | AT O PR 0 A AR Y W A 634 1] 1 8

A 0k A L33 CCQSGCP 2023 i AR 360 4 5 34

[ k317 CDCSCP 2024 G| P B S HL A 362 Xf 4 38

W5 +2" M AR+ R ERR A+ 17 R R R+ — R R,
2.3 BIROGTEFREFNAFA LGN ETFH 312 AHLEFERERRE  BERUE B &%

P25 TRUATE 9 B oK R B A 0 AR R 2% | OB BE EAT
VM s HL A O 2 0 DA B~ R 1k L2 2,
2.4 EBFAFMAIEAZTNL  KHE GRADE Ji
M|, CRI, DES-RA, CCQSGCP, CDCSCP N % &% 1
“FRAYT (R EEYS) o HL P9 — B0 T 4 R IR
WO AEREFHII N A YL,

SSI.DCIFS H A & i & i 9% ik B H 0 & & %
USRI C o, A2 MERARRT
A BT CHLMEFEEHII R B Y., WATEAE T H A IE
GG R FH IR 3,

3 it
3. —ARMNIEFE LA T EFREARS

3.1.1 AZKERERE&T  HNEME RO
SRR EAL 16 WA SE 0 R N B RUE T TR
VINSERUE St S DR P ol 1k i (2
BIPEHr . Hodr, 4 TR FE 000 PR P R TE DR
X G GERHE IR R 45 11 A G AL PPA i R 4% 1
TR, AR A0k e R 1 WA 5T R B R DR A
B BeAh 9 WA ST AR I R KAWL, R A
A HbR ABER 5 B T ORI 1 Y A ik

Xof B b AL A A 0 S M, S BR bR o A B A Tk
VLA A5 B . AR COSMIN', 30 bR 1A 137 LA 24
N B ARIE” R 2 B 5 4 Ry i 3R AR W5 5 OX L
JRER RS 25 R TR AT AR, SR, 7 I
PG00 B AT T OB RORE TR AR 3 LA
e Al (1 Ho Al L 2 B H 2 BT H A I
SN PV PR E e N [ P

3.3 EalEEM R A AE ARG
TR R R ORI M LT 2% A DA B 20 9 AH DG R 8 (in-
traclass correlation coefficient, ICO 1 4, {X 9 T
pgghe et e sSSP T B SR AR M, B R IR AR
FR AR E M I B AR R IR B 5 IR g
Xof B I AR B B, Ty A B AT Hoh 3 T AE
FEHICC= 0.70, ) i 2 R 47, 2 L R
ICC<C0.70, M 2F 4 P — 7, 4 TRUAFF S22 e F
FIF [1] ) o 4 3 4F 7 1) B o L A ik R D AL, 7 9 o o i
“D7 Horp 2 WifgE 0 s ICC = 0.70, I 2F FR P
“rL 2 TGS s ICC << 0,70, W B R
S RGN R A R S AL S B
DI ] T A e T T s PRAIE I o BT R AT AE



o g
s June 2026,43(6)

Mil Nurs e 89
2 FHIEMAEZRERMNEBZFFF(n=25)
) [EE:i4 S 4k P38 bR iz 3tk
PEAG TR e v
PS¢ LT A B — 5 W 6 46 W
Wik DCIo] 1 NR NR NR V/+ v/— NR NR V/+ V/+
DCICI] I NR NR NR V/+ V/— NR NR D/? /7
DCIC12] 1 NR NR NR V/+ V/— NR 1/7 D/? NR
DCIC13] 1 NR NR NR V/+ V/— NR NR V/+ NR
DCIC14] I NR NR NR v/ — v/ NR NR NR NR
DCIC15] 1 NR NR NR V/+ V/— NR 1/7 D/? NR
DCIC16] 1 NR NR NR V/+ V/— NR NR v/+ V/—
MCIL17] I NR NR NR D/? v/ NR NR NR NR
MCIL18] 1 NR NR NR NR v/ D/? NR NR NR
CIPSL19] D D/? D/? D/? v/+ V/+ A/— NR NR NR
CRIL20] D A/+ A/+ A/+ V/+ V/+ NR 1/7 NR NR
Ssicz2t] 1 D/? D/? D/? V/— v/7 D/? 1/7 NR NR
BEIL22] D D/? D/? D/? NR v/7 NR NR V/+ NR
S PPSQL2s] 1 D/? D/? D/? V/+ V/+ NR NR NR NR
BDC[24] D D/? D/? D/? A/+ v/+ A/+ NR V/+ NR
DCI-DL25] D D/? D/? D/? V/+ V/+ NR NR V/+ NR
DCIFS[26] 1 D/? D/? D/? V/+ V/— NR NR D/? v/ +
DCRS[27] 1 D/? D/? D/? V/+ v/+ NR NR 1/7 NR
Csiclzs] 1 D/? D/? D/? D/? v/? A/+ 1/? NR NR
CDC-BCL29] 1 D/? D/? D/? V/+ V/+ NR NR NR NR
CCIQrsol D D/? D/7? D/? A/+ v/+ D/? 1/7 NR NR
DES-RAL31] D A/+ A/+ A/+ A/+ v/ + D/? NR 1/7 NR
DES-SC[32] D D/? D/? D/? A/+ V/+ NR NR V/+ NR
CCQSGCPLs3] D A/+ A/+ A/+ V/+ v/+ A/+ 1/7 NR NR
CDCScPLst] D A/+ A/+ A/+ V/+ V/+ A/+ NR NR NR
VI RIRARAE AT RN R AP D RN TP RN AN R TR AT TR R T AR RN AN A s “NRY R R K R
3 FHIENEFHERETNREFESER(n=18)
N 25 R S5k AR — B FasE BUbR R BB A 45 A [ -
WFoE T H SR EE SR ESE AR ESE SR UESE SR S SR ESE AR ESE sy
NESET RS RESE T LS e RS RESET
HiEHE  DCILo-16] NR  NR ? h - NR  NR ? % : i — B
MCIL17-18] NR NR ? ik ? & ? ik NR NR NR NR NR NR B
CIPSL19] ? Eil + I + =] 1% NR NR NR NR NR NR B
CRIL20] th } h | th NR NR 7 AR NR NR NR NR A
Ss1kz1] ? h — [ ? [ 7 RAK 7 WK NR  NR NR NR C
BEI[22] ? th NR NR ? & NR NR NR NR + - NR NR B
S PPSQLzs] ? h } = | = NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR B
BDCL24] ? th + th + = + (IS NR NR + =1 NR NR B
DCI-DL25] ? i + = + = NR NR NR NR + 1 NR NR B
DCIFSL26] ? th } = — = NR NR NR NR ? fi& | [ C
DCRS[27] 7 h + & + = NR NR NR NR 7 AR NR NR B
CSICl28] ? i ? ik + = + h 7 AR NR NR NR NR B
CDC-BCL29] ? h } 1 | i NR NR NR NR NR NR NR NR B
(@ (a]ELN ? Hh + h =+ =1 7 WK 7 WK NR NR NR NR B
DES-RA[31] + th + h + & 7 1% NR NR 7 AR NR NR A
DES-SCL32] ? h } h | i NR  NR NR NR } =3 NR NR B
CCQSGCPL33] + h + = + = + h 7 AR NR NR NR NR A
CDCSCPL34] + il + [ + = + h NR NR NR NR NR NR A

VI RIRARAF AT RN RAF DR IR BN T RN AN R TR R T4
3.2 CRI.DES-RA.CCQSGCP.CDCSCP T #k 4 &t
#H. 245 A & B HGE CRIL DES-RA, CCQSGCP,
CDCSCP (RSN R A 9, T e ], DA |
e AE R F AT o B A R R B L R+, H Y
A 15 Jo i SRR P 9 — etk + 7. CRI 538 1
FOHAYONRERERER, (DCRL8 & H . &R
FUEMAT Ry 2 A2 B 35 PP A 9 22 0 i ) 2k
T BT 7K 5 (20 DES-RA : R FEXAS (4% 16 4~
ZRED B T R [R) i ke 55 1 4 TS REIR A B R AR

=V RIRARTE VRN AR NRYE R AR A,
Bl 3 AR TP 28 R T R Lo v R B L A
R S [ 45 B A 0 5 (3) CCQSGCP: 34 N4 H . & H
FEFEE BN A R S X A RS R AT S
5 AN B, R A% B AR 38 T iR 5 (4) CDCSCP: 38 4~
S H I 53R BT SR AT S PR 3 N A
AN EHE 29 10 min) , 054 38 F Sc A 35 5, & 1
T IR g E AR R FE VA AR B PEAG

2 PR ARBFFE 3T COSMIN RSP — ot
DX PEAG T B 4 7 3 A M i R CRI, FF € fat 5 )



e 90 .

ZEFAPH 2026 4F 6 1 ,43(6)

BA] % H DES-RA .CCQSGCP K& CDCSCP., Ja Bt 1

AL TR 7 T o e A B — AN A P SO

HEIUR K A A COSMIN 45 75 IF & B0 i 31 T -,

il R 5T 42 At 5 R 5 B PEAG T A

[ &% 3t k)

[1] BODENMANN G.Dyadic coping: a systematic-transactional view
of stress and coping among couples:theory and empirical findings
[J].Eur Rev Appl Psychol,1997,47(2) :137-140.

[2] YURKIW J,JOHNSON M D.Perceived stress,supportive dyadic
coping,and sexual communication in couples[ ]J].]J Soc Pers Re-
lat,2021,38(5):1729-1737.

[3] LYONS K S, LEE C S.The Theory of Dyadic Illness Manage-
ment[ J].] Fam Nurs,2018,24(1) :8-28.

[4] LYONS R F,MICKELSON K D,SULLIVAN M J,et al.Coping as
a communal process[ J].] Soc Pers Relat,1998,15(5) :579-605.

[5] BODENMANN G,RANDALL A K,FALCONIER M K. Coping
in couples: the systemic transactional model (STM) [ M]. New
York:Routledge,2016:5-22.

[6] MOKKINK L B, ELSMANI E B M, TERWEE C B.COSMIN
guideline for systematic reviews of patient-reported outcome
measures version 2.0[J].Qual Life Res,2024,33(11):2929-2939.

[7] MOKKINK L B.DE VET H C W,PRINSEN C A C,et al. COSMIN
risk of bias checklist for systematic reviews of patient-reported out-
come measures[ J].Qual Life Res,2018,27(5):1171-1179.

[8] TERWEE C B,PRINSEN C A C,CHIAROTTO A,et al.COS-
MIN methodology for evaluating the content validity of patient-
reported outcome measures: a Delphi study[ J]. Qual Life Res,
2018,27(5) :1159-1170.

[9] ALHAZZANI W,GUYATT G.An overview of the GRADE approach
and a peek at the future[J].Med J Aust,2018,209(7) :291-292.

[10JRANDALL A K, HILPERT P,JIMENEZ-ARISTA L E,et al.
Dyadic coping in the US:psychometric properties and validity for
use of the English version of the dyadic coping inventory[ J].Curr
Psychol,2015,35(4) :570-582.

[11]XU F,HILPERT P,RANDALL A K,et al.Validation of the dy-
adic coping inventory with Chinese couples: factorial structure,
measurement invariance, and construct validity[ ] ]. Psychol As-
sess,2016,28(8) :el27-e140.

[12]JFALCONIER M K,NUSSBECK F,BODENMANN G.Dyadic coping
in latino couples: validity of the spanish version of the dyadic coping
inventory[ ] ]. Anxiety Stress Copin,2013,26(4) ;:447-466.

[13]JLEVESQUE C, LAFONTAINE M F, CARON A, et al. Valida-
tion of the English version of the dyadic coping inventory[ ] ].
Meas Eval Couns Dev,2014,47(3) :215-225.

[14]JLEDERMANN T,BODENMANN G,GAGLIARDI S, et al.Psy-
chometrics of the dyadic coping inventory in three language
groups[J].Swiss J Psychol,2010,69(4) :201-212.

[15]JVEDES A,NUSSBECK F,BODENMANN G,et al.Psychometric
properties and validity of the dyadic coping inventory in portu-
guesel ] ].Swiss ] Psychol,2013,72(3) :149-157.

[16]JRUSU P P,HILPERT P, TURLIUC M N,et al.Dyadic coping in
an eastern European context[ ] ].Meas Eval Couns Dev, 2016, 49

(4):274-285.

[17JBOWMAN M L.Coping efforts and marital satisfaction: measur-
ing marital coping and its correlates[ J].] Marriage Fam,1990,52
(2):463-474.

[18JCOHAN C L,BRADBURY T N. Assessing responses to recur-
ring problems in marriage: evaluation of the marital coping inven-
tory[J].Psychol Assess,1994,6(3):191-200.

[19JFANG X, CHEN Z, TONG W, et al. Development and psycho-
metric properties of the couple interaction pattern scale[ J].J] Ma-
rital Fam Ther,2024,50(1) :175-201.

[20JSANFORD K,BACKER-FULGHUM L M, CARSON C.Couple
resilience inventory: two dimensions of naturally occurring rela-
tionship behavior during stressful life events[ J].Psychol Assess,
2016,28(10) :1243-1254.

L2103k R BT, £ 55, VF#E, 55 R 22 SCHE ) 4 04 o 1) B A 280 39 3iE
(I v [0 B P A= 4 7k 5 2008, 22(12) :899-902, 912,

[22] FORMAN B D. Assessing perceived patterns of behavior ex-
change in relationships[J].J Clin Psychol,1988,44(6):972-981.

[23]GILLS A,ROSKAM I.Development and validation of the partner
parental support questionnaire[ J]. Couple Fam Psychol, 2019, 8
(3):152-164.

[24]JTAO K, CHOW A Y M. Bereavement dyadic coping question-
naire;development and validation[ J]. Death Stud, 2024,49(9):
1278-1286.

[25]BALDERRAMA-DURBIN C,ERBES C R,POLUSNY M A, et al.
Psychometric evaluation of a measure of intimate partner communica-
tion during deployment[J].J Fam Psychol,2018,32(1):31-41.

[26JFALCONIER M K,RUSU P P,BODENMANN G.Initial valida-
tion of the dyadic coping inventory for financial stress[J].Stress
Health,2019,35(4) :367-381.

[27JCHERNICHKY-KARCHER S, VENETIS M K.LILLIE H.The
dyadic communicative resilience scale (DCRS): scale develop-
ment, reliability, and validity[ ] ]. Support Care Cancer, 2019, 27
(12) :4555-4564.

[28]JLEE T Y.SUN G H,CHAO S C,et al.Development of the coping
scale for infertile couples[J]. Arch Androl,2000,45(3) ;149-154,
[297LIU W,LEWIS F M, LI M, et al. Development of a common dyadic
coping scale in couples facing breast cancer: the importance of open

communication[ ] ].J Psychosoc Oncol.2024,42(5) ;:604-621.

[30JREISI M,KAZEMI A.Design and psychometric evaluation of the
collaborative coping with infertility questionnaire in candidate of
assisted reproductive techniques[ J/OLJ].[2026-01-10]. https://
www. nature. com/articles/s41598-024-61607-0. DOI: 10. 1038/
s41598-024-61607-0.

[31]JSTERBA K R,DEVELLIS R F,LEWIS M A, et al. Developing
and testing a measure of dyadic efficacy for married women with
rheumatoid arthritis and their spouses [ ] ]. Arthritis Rheum,
2007,57(2):294-302.

[32]STERBA K R,RABIUS V,CARPENTER M J.et al.Dyadic effi-
cacy for smoking cessation: preliminary assessment of a new in-
strument[ ] ].Nicotine Tob Res,2011,13(3):194-201.

[33BRAR , 258045 - IMERE L 25 A Fh o E £ 2 R 22 1 3 T i 1 3R 1Y
WE A B 5 28R R B (). o e S P B A 3 2023, 39(2) 1 132-137.

[ 34 JBR P98 A 4% R 2E 50 10 38 4 3% g 1) M R U R e [ D] 2 -
KAT K2, 2024,

AR 305 8 AR IE )



