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An Investigation of the Defense Style and Family— related Factors of Patients with Schizophrenia

ZENG Zhao- xiang, JIANG Wen—- lian, FANG Mao—- sheng, et al
Jining Hospital for Prevention and Treament of Psychiatric Diseases, Jining 272051, China
[ Abstractl Objedtive: T o investigate the defense style, parental rearing pattern and family adaptability and cohesion of
patients wit h schizophrenia. Methods: Eighty patients wih schimphrenia( the study group) and 80 normal controls(the control
group) were assessed with the Defense Style Questbnnaire( DSQ), Egna Minnenav Barndoms Uppfostran( EMBU) and Family
Adaptabiiy and Cohesbn Scalel FACESII- CV). Results: @The scores of DSQ neurotic defense factor and immature mechansm
factor were higher in the study group than i the contwl group ( P< 0. 01). The scores of mature mechanism factor in the study
group were significantly bwer than those in the control group ( P< 0. 05) . @Compared with normal controk, the scores of factors of
being punished and refused of the study group were higher, at thesame time, their scores of the over intervention of father and over
partialness of mother were higher. However, the scores of factors of being cared was lower. @The fact and ideal scores of the family
adaptability and cohesibn in study group were lower than those of the conirol group ( P< 0.01). Conclusion: T here was significant
difference between the schizophrenia and the normal group in the defense style, parental rearing pattern and famiy adaptability and
cohesion.
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