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Analysis of the factors of oral lichen planus patients

overall well-being and related effects
Gao Qi' Yan Lina® Chen Huizhen' et al
('Dept of Oral Internal Medicine *Psychological Science The Second Hospital of
Hebet Medical University Shijiazhuang 050005)

Abstract Application of general well-being schedule( GWB) simple coping style questionnaire( SCSQ) Eysen—
ck Personality Questionnaire brief version( EPQRSC) of 224 cases of oral lichen planus ( OLP) with surveying a—
nalysis of OLP patients overall sense of happiness and its influencing factors. Results of patients with OLP GWB
scores of men women score were significantly lower than those of the norm ( P <0.05) ; between different occupa—
tions different areas of life of patients with OLP GWB difference was not statistically significant between different
age groups GWB points difference was statistically significant ( P <0. 05) ; positive coping and GWB was positively
correlated (r=0.36 P <0.01) negative coping and GWB points were negatively correlated (r = —0.37 P <
0.01) N and GWB points were negatively correlated (r = —0.51 P <0.01). The positive response to GWB
score had a significant positive prediction ( P <0.01) and N had a significantly negative ( P <0. 05) for the score
of the GWB. Show that oral lichen planus patients overall well-being is low and is influenced by some factors.

Strengthen the coping adjustment can better improve the quality of life improve the overall happiness.
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