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Table 1. Demographics of oncologists (N = 60)

N %
Age (years)
range 28-65
Median 36
SD 6.7
Sex
male 50 83%
female 10 17%
Specialty
surgery 34 56. 7%
internal
25 41. 7%
medicine
radiology 1 1. 7%
Consultation time (seconds)
range 216-3470
Average 951
Median 933
SD 505
Physicians’ experience (years)
range 4-31
Median 10
SD 6.4
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Table 2. Empathy score of oncologists during bad news consultations (¥ = 60)

correlation to the

Empathy score item® Median SD
total

Encouraging patients to ask questions 4 1. 58 0. 657
Asking about your worries and concerns 0 1.40 0.748
Saying words to prepare you mentally 3 1. 87 0.634
Remaining silent to consider your feelings 1 1. 69 0. 689
Accepting your expression of emotion 3 1. 67 0.702
Saying words that soothed your feelings 3 1.65 0. 755
Telling the news in a hopeful way 4 0.99 0. 265
Telling what you can hope for 4 1. 05 0.373
Assuming responsibility for your care until the

2 1.55 0. 536
end
9 items total® 20.5 7.83 -

4 Responses were based on a 5—point scale (0 = not at all, 4 = extreamely).
Correlations greater than 0.7 are in bold.

> Sum of 9 items of empathy score (range; 0-36)
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Table 3. Univariate analysis of factors associated with empathy score (N = 60)

empathy score

N range Median SD r z
Age?®
-0. 331*
Sex® -1. 569
male 50 6-35 19 7.7
female 10 12-35 26.5 7.2
-2.210
Specialty® |
internal
25 10-35 26 6.9
medicine
other 35 6-35 18.5 7.8
Consultation time®
0. 327"

* 1 p<O. 05

. correlation analysis

b: Mann-Whitney U test
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Table 4. Multiple regression analysis of factors associated with empathy score (¥

= 60)
Standardized
factor Coefficient 4 t p value
Yot

Age -0. 353 -0. 304 -2. 277 0.027
Sex 2. 547 0.122 0. 951 0. 346
Specialty 1. 680 0.108 0.761 0. 450
Consultation

0. 002 0. 142 1. 138 0. 260
time

Multiple #=0.431, multiple A*=0.185, adjusted multiple A*=0.126
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Table 1. CGA TE H Bl E %K

mAEEE |BHEEREEHY) | REEEREEER L)
ADLs 10 (7%) 134(93%)

TADLs 10 (7%) 134(93%)

CIRS-G 140 (97%) 4(3%)

SGA 9 (6%) 135 (94%)

MMSE-J 24 (17%) 120 (83%)

PHQ-9 5(3%) 139 (97%)
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Table 2.  CGA BGP:TE B #5 NE oA

CGA BHtEI B | A%k CGA BhtEI & N
0H 320 CGA B&E 109 (76%)
1 IEH 106 (74%)

2 HH 23 (16%)

3IHH 6 (4%)

4 I H 3(2%) CGA 35 (24%)
5 HH 2 (1%)

6 HH 1(1%)
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Table 3. VES-13 ASERI455A ANE

VES-13 /53K NEL
0 /5 38 (26%)
67 (47%)
20 (14%)
9 (6%)
3(2%)
0 (0%)
1(1%)
2(1%)
2(1%)
1(1%)
1(1%)
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Figure 1. VES-13 @ ROC fhif
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