iR

l:.l‘ﬁiiﬂ*m
J Clin Pathol Res

2018,38(1) http://Icblamegroups.com 195

doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2018.01.022
View this article at: http://dx.doi.org/10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2018.01.022

[ =]

(X 1A

HFERTTR T TEM ERANIL R
HAEZREEENHPRNERE

FBEL, RLE, Z4A
RN 7 B Jes g B e, {0 i PR BE e SLAR AL, KB 450008)

B BHPE 223897 WK 58 0 AL 32 (Chemotherapy induced Taste Alteration Scale, CiTAS), Jf-IiiiE
FCAE v [ F R AT A RE P (SR8 . Fo ik 4% MR Brislind 8 85 SCA6 B 126 J5E D) X 3% SC R CITAS Bt
FHATVAL, #0E Th SO CITAS R & 5 B WA I X201 8 LI L5097 B AT &, B
SPSSHRIFA i HAs 2% . 68 UM CITAS R IR 184 H , Wi IR A F o Hr 3t
AR BCSAFRIEE R T A+, Rit 250 E 73.6%; %I?*HEZIEJE’JWJU RHECH
0.377~0.595, #1588 LM RECN0.683~0.759, 2ZFWEA ST L (P<0.01); =
25 HIK RN 2530 (item level content validity index, I-CVI)>40.8~1.0, DE?%7KS|ZE/JW%7§5U§
(scale level content validity index, S-CVI)40.94; i3 w8 Mo REN0.863(0.802~0.883) ;
B R A EII{EE50.903(0.870~0.932) 0 £518: SCRRCITAS I R HAT RAF MR B B, 15
TS A R U I

5B yT s AU RS R AUE

Chinesization of Chemotherapy-induced Taste Alteration
Scale and analysis of its reliability and validity in breast

cancer patients with chemotherapy

SUN Xiaowen, ZHANG Wenying, WANG Jinhang

(Department of Galactophore, Affiliated Cancer Hospital of Zhengzhou University, Henan Tumor Hospital, Zhengzhou 450008, China)

Abstract

Objective: To chinesize Chemotherapy-induced Taste Alteration Scale (CiTAS) and to verify its reliability
and validity among breast cancer patients with chemotherapy in China. Methods: English-version CiTAS was
chinesized according to the intercultural translation principles in Brislin Scale; entries in Chinese-version CiTAS
were confirmed; and 201 breast cancer patients with chemotherapy were investigated. SPSS software was applied
to analyze and confirm its reliability and validity. Results: There were 18 entries on Chinese-version CiTAS. Five
characteristic values with common factor exceeding 1 were extracted depending on exploratory factor analysis and

their accumulated variance contribution rate was 73.6%. The correlation coefficient among the factors varied from
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0.377 to 0.595; the correlation coefficient between the factors and the total scale varied from 0.683 to 0.759; these

were of statistical significance (P<0.01). Item level content validity index (I-CVI) of the scale was between 0.8

and 1.0 and scale level content validity index (S-CVI) of the total scale was 0.94. Cronbacha ronbachaaracteristic

values with 0.863, and the factors varied from 0.802 to 0.883. The test-retest reliability of the total scale was 0.903,

and the factors varied from 0.870 to 0.932. Conclusion: Chinese-version CiTAS is of good reliability and validity

and is applicable to measure the taste alteration of breast cancer patients with chemotherapy.
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