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Logistic Regression Analysis of Stigma and Its Influencing Factors Among Burn
Patients in A Hospital from 2015 to 2018
SUN Xiaoming, ZHENG Dongfeng, ZHOU Shaojing
( Famous Expert Outpatient Clinic, Drum Tower Hospital, Nanjing University School of Medicine, Nanjing 210008,
Jiangsu, China’)

Abstract: Objective To explores the influencing factors-of shame among burn patients in the author's hospital from 2015 to
2018 through logistic regression analysis, aiming to provide a basis for clinical intervention and prevention. Methods A total
of 310 burn patients treated in the author's hospital from March 2015 to December 2018 were selected as the research objects.
The baseline data of patients were collected. The stigma of patients was evaluated by the social impact scale. Results Among
310 burn patients in this study, the total score of stigma was (58.23+£9.23). Taking the median of 48 points as the boundary, 266
patients had stigma, with a proportion as high as 85.81%. The patients were divided into stigma group (n=266, =48 points) and
normal group (n=44, <48 points) according to their stigma score. There were statistically significant differences between the
two groups in gender, age, education background, marital status, annual family income, payment method of medical expenses,
working status, burn area, post injury time, burn depth, face and neck burn, burn sequelae, pruritus, and pain (P<<0.05). The
results of Logistic regression analysis showed that female, age, education, annual household income, burn sequelae, burn
depth, and burn area were the independent influencing factors of stigma in burn patients (P<<0.05). Conclusion Gender, age,
educational background, annual family income, burn sequelae, burn depth and burn area are the independent influencing factors
of stigma in burn patients. Clinical intervention measures should be made according to the above factors to reduce the level of
shame of burn patients and improve the physical and mental health of patients.
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