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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the relationship between loneliness and eHealth literacy in maxillofacial malig-
nant tumor patients. Methods A total of 124 maxillofacial malignant tumor patients in department of oral and maxillofa-
cial surgery of five grade-A tertiary hospitals in Shenyang were enrolled and investigated by Univesity of California at Los
Angels (UCLA) loneliness scale and eHealth literacy scale. The effect factors of loneliness were analyzed by regression a-
nalysis. Results The total score of loneliness and eHealth literacy of maxillofacial malignant tumor patients was (47. 65
+4.55) and (20. 83 £5.89), respectively. Regression analysis showed that the number of channels for obtaining health
information (8= —0. 260, P<<0.01), eHealth literacy (8= —0. 355, P<C0. 01), family monthly income (3= —0.178,P
<C0.01), internet use frequency (8= —0. 191, P<C0. 01) , and discussion with family members about using internet to find
health resources (3= —0. 156, P<C0. 01) were the main influencing factors of loneliness of maxillofacial malignant tumor
patients. Conclusion The loneliness of the maxillofacial malignant tumor patients has certain demographic characteris-
tics. The eHealth literacy can improve the patients loneliness, the advantages of eHealth literacy should be used in psy-
chological intervention.
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Table 3 Regression analysis of effects factors of loneliness in paitents with oral and maxillofacial malignant tumor
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