EPEYNHTIKH EPTAZIA
ORIGINAL PAPER

AdlomaTia Kot eykupoTnTa
¢ EAANVIKNG ekSoXN¢ TNC KAipakag
“The Fatigue Assessment Scale”

>KOMOZ H Sigpetivnon tn¢ alomoTiag Kal TNG EYKUpoTNTaC TNG EAANVIKAG
ekdoXNG TG KAipakag “The Fatigue Assessment Scale”. YAIKO-ME©OOAOZ To
Seiypa amotéAecav EAAnveG aoBeveic pe xpovia vooripata mou voonAeutnkav
o€ dnudoLo voookopeio TNG ABrvag. Ot acOeveic emAéxBnkav pe tn péBodo tng
Tuxaiag SetypatoAnwiag kat o€ autol¢ XopnynOnke n kKAipaka“The Fatigue As-
sessment Scale”. ta tn otatioTikn avdAuon Twv Sedopévwv xpnaotponolOnke
T0 Aoylopko mpoypappa IBM, SPSS, Statistics ékdoon 22.0. ATIOTEAEXMATA H
E0WTEPLKI) CUVETTELD TOU EPWTNHATONOYIOU KpiBNnKe 181aitepa IKAVOTIOINTIKN
(ouvteleotng a Tou Cronbach 0,761). H otatiotik} avaluon avédeiée duo
TAPAYOVTEG: TN CWHMATIKA KAl TNV TIVEVUATIKN KOmwon. ZYMIMEPAZMATA H
eMnvikn ekdoxn tng KAipakag “The Fatigue Assessment Scale” amotelei éva
KAAO Kat alomoTo epyaleio yia Tn HETpNon TG avtiAngOeicag KOMwong o€
Xpovioug acBeveic. MpoteiveTal mepaITéPw £PEUVA YIa TN XPNOIHOTIOINGN TOU
gpyaleiov og aoOevei e €161Ka voorjpata.
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Abstract at the end of the article

Ta televtaia xpovia éxel mapatnenOei éviovo gpev-
VNTIKO evOla@EPOV amd EMICTAHOVEG LUYEIAG OXETIKA PE
TNV KOMwon Kat Tig emMSPACELG TTOU PTTOPEL va €XEl auTh
og Slapopec mMaboloyikéG KaTtaoTAoels. [podKeltal yia éva
amd Ta MAE0OV KOVA KAl CUXVA EVOXAIIHATA OTOV YEVIKO
MANBUOUOS, aANG Kal 0 TTOANA Xpdvia voorpata.’= Juxvd

Né&eig eupeTnpiov

Al0oTAOEIG KOTTWONG
Komwon

Cronbach’s a

Fatigue Assessment Scale
Xpovia vooruata

YrmoBAriOnke 25.8.2015
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OUVOOSEVEL UIa OEIPA ATTO CWHATIKEG KAl PUXIKEG TTAONOELG
OANA TAUTOXPOVA PUTTOPEL va ammoTeAEl avermBUUNTN evEpyela
POPHAKEVUTIKWY TIPOTOVTWY Kal BeparmevuTikwy pebddwv.
3 6Aa Ta XpOVIa VOO UATA, N KOTIWON @aiveTal va €Xel
ONUAVTIKEG EMITTWOELG OTNV PUXIKL KATACTAON, OTN AEL-
TOUPYIKOTNTA KAl YEVIKA 0TNV TotdtnTa {wn g Tou acBevoug.?
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H aioBnon tng kOMwong ival UTTOKEIPEVIKN EUTTELPIA KAl
AOYW TNG UTTOKEIPEVIKOTNTAG TNG €ival SUOKOAO va OpPIoTEI.
TNV TTPAYUATIKOTNTA TIPOKEITAL YIA £Va CUUTIAEY A PUXO-
AOYLKWYV, KOIVWVIKWV KAl BIOAOYIKWV SLEPYACIWY KAl UTTOPE(
Va TIEPLYPAPET WG Hla KAaTdoTaon n onoia xapaktnpiletal
amd Peiwon TNG IKAVOTNTAC YIa EpyaAcia Kal TNG ATTOTEAE-
OMATIKOTNTAC TOU ATOPOU, EVW oLuvhBw¢ cuvodeEeTal ATTO
éva aioBnua unvniiag n evgpeBioToéTNTAG® ME TNV MAdpodo
TWV €TWV TTOA\OI EPELVNTEG €XOLV TTPOTEIVEL SIAPOPOLG
OPIOPOUC. ZUUPWVA E TO OEUATIKO EVPETAPIO TNG LATPIKNAG
BBAIOOAKNC, N KOTTWON UITOPEI VA OPLOTEL WE «JIa KATAOTA-
on e€AvTANONG KETA aTtd AOKNON, CWHATIKA R\ StlavonTikn,
n omoia xapaktnpiletal amd HeEwUEVN IKAVOTNTA Yid €PYO
KAl EAATTWHEVN IKAVOTNTA amavTnong o€ epediopata».s”

H kémwon pmopei va ta&ivounOei pe dStdgpopoug tpod-
mouc. Ta cuotripata Ta&ivounong £€Xouv OKOTO va KATAVO-
riooULV TO €V AOyw TTOAUCUVOEeTO PO BANua. ETol, avaloya
UE TNV artiohoyia NG, N KOTwon propei va SlakplBei o
(PUOLOAOYIKN, TTABOAOYIKN, TIEPIOTACIAKN 1] YUXOAOYIKN.
B£Bata, To mAéov eupéwg dtadedopévo ovoTnUa gival autd
mou TN Staxwpilel og oeia kat xpovia.? H ofeia komwon
€ival pla mpoowplivh Katdotaon mou akoAouBei évtovo
®OPTO YUXIKAG KAl CWHATIKAG SpaotnpldtnTag Kat e§umn-
PETEI MPOOTATEVTIKO PNXAVIOUO. TA CUPTTITWHATA TNG gival
KUPIWG CWHATIKA, Ta omoia epgavifovtal Taxutata Kat Sev
StapkoLV oAU, H ofeia kOTTwoN PImopei va avakou@loTei
M€ ToV UTTVO, TNV avAamauorn, aA\d Kal Pe SpaoTtnploTnNTES
mou BeAtiwvouy Tn §tdBeon. Ao TV AAN MAgupd, N XPovia
KOTIWON UITOPE( va gival CUUMTWHA KATTolaG aoBévelag )
emmAokn NG Bepareiog Tng. H xpodvia kémwon givat abBpot-
OTIKN Kal N S1apKeLd TG umepPaivel To Xpovikd Stdotnua
TOU €VOG pARva.’?’ Yuxvd oxetiCetal pe voorjpata, 6Twg o
KApPKivog, N Xpdévia amo@pakTIKr TIveupovomddela, To AIDS,
n XPOVIa VEQPIKN VOOOC Kal N OapKoeidwon." 213

TAPEPQ, N KOTwon aloloyeital pe Tn BonBsta Stapdpwv
YUXOUETPIKWV EPYOAAEIWV OTNV KAIVIKI TIPAKTIKH. TA OXETIKA
gpyaleia ouvriBw g gival AUTOCUUTTANPOUUEVA, KAl ANNOTE
givat e1d1kd (dnNAadr} peAeTOUV TNV KOTIWON), EVW AAOTE N
KOTIWON ATTOTEAEL €Va UTTOCUVOAO UILAG YEVIKOTEPNG KAIMO-
KAG. XETIKA UE TA EpYaleia Ta omoia gival oxeSlaopéva yla
va a&lohoyouv eI8IKA TNV KOTIwoN, autd pumopei va Slakpi-
vovtal o€ povodidotata rj moAudidotata (avaloya HE TIG
Slaotdoelg NG KOTwonG mou a§loAoyouv) i Ta§ivopouvTal
avaloya pe tov mAnBuoud mou ameuBuvovTtal (m.x. acOeveig
pe HIV Aoiuwén, véoo Parkinson, kapkivo).22

S KOTIOG TNG MapoVoaG HEAETNG ATAV N EKTiUNON TNG
alomoTiag Kal TNG yKUPOTNTAG TNG ENNVIKAG EKSOXNG TNG
KAinakac “The Fatigue Assessment Scale (FAS)” og aoBeveic
HE Xpovia vooruata.

B. ANIKAPH kat ouv

YAIKO KAl MEOOAOX

Agiypa tng mapovoag HENETNG amotéleocav 332 aoBeveic mou
voonAeutnkav oto levikdo Noookopegio ABnvwv «I. Fevvnuatdgy.
Mpokertal yia acBeveic pe xpovia voorjpata (xpovia VEQPIKN
VOO0 TEAIKOU 0Tadiou UTO TeEXVNTO VEQPPO 1 TTEPITOVAIKN KABap-
on, KapSlaKn avemdpKela, cakxapwdn Siafrtn, cuoTNUATIKO
£puBNUATWON AUKo, apBpitideg, uméptaon). H peAétn Sie€nxon
TO XPOVIKO Stdotnpa petagv Nogpufpiov 2014 kat louviou 2015.

YuMoyn dedopévwv

3Toug aoBeveig 66ONkav SV0 £pWTNUATOASYIA: TO TTPWTO
£PWTNUATOAOYIO APOPOUCE OTA SNUOYPAPIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA
Tou SeiypaTog (pUAO, NAIKia, £Tn ekMaidgLUONG, OIKOYEVEIAKN KA-
TdoTaon). TN OUVEXELD, Ol AOOEVEIG CUMTTARPWOAV TNV KAipMaKa
“The Fatigue Assessment Scale (FAS)” To cuykekplpévo epwin-
patoloyto gival éva gpyalegio aglohoynong Tng avtiAngBeioag
KOTwonG. Amoteleital amo 10 epwWTACELG MEVTARBABUNG KAIMAKAG
Tumovu Likert (1=moté éwg 5=mavta), ye tn fabuoloyia va Kupai-
veTal HeTagV 10-50. MévTe EPWTHOEIG APOPOUV OTN CWHATIKI Kal
5 epwTNOELG 0TNV YUXIKN KOTIWoN. MNMapdAAnAa, N CUYKEKPLUEVN
KAipoka Bswpeital wg epyaleio, To omoio a§loloyei TNV KOTTWoN
w¢ povodidotatn eumelpia.’s H kAipaka auth Bewpeital a&lomoto
£pyaAEio HETPNONG TNG KOTIWONG TOOO Yid LYIN ATopa 600 Kal yla
dtopa mou avtipetwriCouv mabroelg.*17

O¢uata nBikN¢ kat deovtoloyiag

‘Emerta amd mpo@opIikn EVNUEPWON OXETIKA PE TN HEAETN, Ol
OUUMETEXOVTEG €Swoav Tn Ypamtr cuykatdbeon Toug. Emiong,
gvnuepwONKav yla Ta akdlouba: (a) Toug oKoTToUG TNG £PELUVag
Kal TOV TPOTIO CUMHETOXAG TOUG o€ auTh, (B) 6Tt N CUMPETOXA
TOUG OTNV €peuva gival EBENOVTIKN Kal EUTTIOTEVTIKN Kat (y) OTl
UTTOPOUV VA ATTOXWPENOOLV artd T UENETN O€ oTrolodrimote oTddid
NG. ZnTribnke ddela yla TNV mapaxwpnon tngG KAipakag amd tn
Ap Mapaokeur Oeogilov, n omoia PETEPPACE KAl TIPOCAPHOOE
TIOMTIOUIKA TNV KAipaKa o€ EANNveG aoBeveic. To TPWTOKOANO TNG
€peuvag eykpiOnke amoé to Emotnuoviko ZupfBouAio Tou lMevikol
Noocokopgiov ABnNvwv «I. levvnuatag».

Avdaluon dedopévwv

Ol TOOOTIKEG HETAPBANTEG TapouaotalovTal wg Héon TIUA (+
TUTTIKR arTOKALON), EVW Ol TIOIOTIKEG METARBANTEC WC ATTOAUTEG Kal
OXETIKEG OUXVOTNTEG. MNa TNV a§loAdynon TNG ECWTEPIKNAG CUVE-
TTELAG TOU £PWTNHATOAOYIOU UTTOAOYIOTNKE O CUVTEAECTIG A TOU
Cronbach, evw yia Tn SopIKr] EYKUPOTNTA TOU EPWTNHATOAOYIOU
E£PAPHOCTNKE N TEXVIKH TNG TTAPAYOVTIKAG AvAAUoNG Pe Tn HéBodo
TEPIOTPOPNG TwV a&ovwv Varimax. H cuoxétion HeTagy Twv To-
COTIKWV HETABANTWY a&lohoynOnkKe péow TOU CUVTENEDTH F TOU
Pearson. lNa tn ouykplon Twv PECWV TIHWV EQAPUOCTNKE KATA
TePIMTWOoN 0 é\eyxoq t yia Suo aveEdptnta Seiypata kat n avaluon
Stacmopdg (ANOVA). Itnv mepintwon mou Sev IKavoTolouvTav
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Nivakag 1. XapaktnploTika Tou Seiypatog.

XapakTnPIoTIKA Tuxvotnta NMocooT6 (%)
®uAo
Avdpag 114 344
luvaika 217 65,6
Katoikia
ACTIKA TEPLOXN 268 81,2
Meppépela 62 18,8
Ekmaibevon
AnUOTIKO 89 27,0
lupvacio 49 14,8
AUKel0 131 39,7
AEI/TEI 53 16,1
Metamtuxlako 8 2,4
Oikoyevelakn katdotaon
Ayapog(n) 32 9,7
‘Eyyapog(n) 254 76,7
Alalevypévocg(n) 19 5,7
XApog(a) 26 79
EmdyyeAua
Avepyog(n) 32 9,7
181wTIKAG(r) UTTAAANAOG 46 13,9
Anpootog(a) umdAAnhog 20 6,0
EAeVBepog(n) emayyeipatiag 26 79
OKIaka 23 6,9
Juvtaglouxog 167 50,5
Qortntrg(TpIa) 1 0,3
ANo 16 4,8
Méon tiun Tumikr amokAlon
HAkia 59,02 11,381

MNivakag 2. H kAipaka FAS.
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ol mpounoBéoelg TNG ANOVA gpapuooTnKe 0 €Neyxog Tou Welch
Kal o éAeyxog Twv Kruskal-Wallis. [a tn otatiotiky avdiuvon twv
Sedopévwy xpnotoTolrOnKe To AOYIoUIKO TTpdypappa IBM, SPSS,
Statistics €kdoon 22.0, ev) wg eMimeS0 OTATIOTIKAG ONUAVTIKOTNTOG
T€0nKe T0 a=5%.

ANOTEAEZMATA

Meptypaen deiypatog

21N HEAETN ENaBav puépog 332 aoBeveic. To 34,4% autwv
nTav avdpeg Kal to 65,6% ntav yuvaikes. H péon nAikia
TWV aTOHWV BpEédnke ion pe 59,02 (£11,381) étn.To 81,2%
TWV ATOUWYV KATOIKOUOE OE AOTIKN TTEPLOXH, EVW To 18,8%
Slépeve otnv TepLpEpela (miv. 1). Ta TTEPIYPAPIKA OTATIOTIKA
mapouactdlovtal oTov TivaKka 2.

EowTtepltkn ouvénela epwtnuatoloyiou

O ouvteleoTtn¢ a Tou Cronbach, petd TNV avtiotpo®n
TwV epwTroewy 4 kal 10, Bpébnke icog pe 0,761, TIMA N
oroia KpiveTal ISlaiTeEPA IKAVOTIOINTIKK.

AOUIKA eyKUPOTNTA EpWTNATONOYIOU

To pétpo twv Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) BpéOnke ico pe
0,797, eV N OTATIOTIKI} CUVAPTNON TOU EAEYXOU OPAIPIKO-
TNTOAG Tou Bartlett icoUTal pe x*(45)=668,817 (p<0,001). H
vPNAA T Tou péTpou KMO kat n amdppiyn tng UNOEVIKAG
untdBeong Tou eAéyxou Tou Bartlett cuvnyopoUv oto 6Ti N
£@appoyn TNG TAPAYOVTIKAG AVAAUONG OTA CUYKEKPIUEVA
Sebopéva Ba Swoel IkavoToINTIKA armoTeAéoATA.

Epapuolovtag TNV TEXVIKA TNG TTAPAYOVTIKAG aAVA-
Avong pe TN néBodo meploTpoPric Twv agovwy Varimax,

Moté Mepikég popéc  Taktika Tuxva Navra

n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
Me evoy\ei n koTwon 18 (5,5 106 (32,2) 89 (27,1) 67 (20,4) 49 (14,9)
Koupalopal oAU evkoha 27 (8,2) 92 (27,8) 81 (24,5 103 (31,1) 28 (8,5)
Aev KAvw TTOAEG SOUAELEC OTN SIAPKELA TNG NUEPAS 38 (11,5) 92 (27,8) 97 (29,3) 69 (20,8) 35 (10,6)
‘Exw apKeTH eVEPYELD Yia TIG KABNUEPIVEG SPAOTNPIOTNTES 49 (14,8) 145 (43,9) 52 (15,8) 51 (15,5) 33 (10,0)
S wpatikg, alobdvopuat e§oubevwpévog(n) 28 (8,5 157 (47,7) 63 (19,1) 59 (17,9) 22 (6,7)
AvokoAevopal V' apxiow va Kavw mpdypata 72 (21,8) 109 (33,0) 58 (17,6) 56 (17,0) 35 (10,6)
Avokolevopal va okepOw kabapd 131 (39,6) 125 (37,8) 37 (11,2) 26 (7,9) 12 (3,6
Agv éxw S1G0eon va kavw omoladimote SpactnplotnTa 53 (16,0) 165 (49,8) 57 (17,2) 39 (11,8) 17 (5,1)
Nontikd, aio8dvouat e§oubevwpévog(n) 122 (37,5) 154 (47,4) 17 (5,2) 27 (8,3) 5 (1,5)
‘Otav eKTEAW KATola §pACTNPIOTNTA, UITOPW VA CUYKEVTPWVOUAL OPKETA 22 (6,8) 52 (16,0) 58 (17,8) 81 (24,90 112 (34,5)

FAS: The Fatigue Assessment Scale
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npoékuPav SUO CTATIOTIKA CNUAVTIKOI TTAPAYOVTEG TTOU
€pMNVELOLV TO 46,96% TNG CUVOAIKNG Slacmopdg. Ot Svo
TIAPAYOVTEG, Ol HETABANTEG TTOU amoTeAoUV Tov Kabéva,
KaOW¢ Kal To TooooTo TNG SIAKUPAVONG TTOU EPUNVEVEL O
KaBévag, mapouaotdlovtal oTov Tivaka 3.

2TOV TTPWTO TTAPAYOVTA, O OTTIOI0G EPUNVEVELTO 27,57%
TNG OUVOALKNAG HETABANTOTNTAC TWV SESOUEVWY, CUUETE-
XOUV ol TIPoTAoEelG «Me gevoxAei n kOTIWoN», «<Koupdlopat
TTONU €UKOAO», «Agv KAVW TTOANEC SoUAEIEC oTn StdpKela
™G NUEPAG», EXWw OPKETH EVEPYELD YiA TIG KAONUEPIVEG
SpacTNPIOTNTESG (AVTECTPAUUEVN), «<ZWHATIKAE, aloBdvopal
e€ouBevwpévog(n)», «AuoKoAevopal va apXiow va Kavw
mpaydata» Kal «Agv éxw S1d0eon va kdvw omoladnmote
SpaotnplotnTar. O TTAPAyovTag AUTOG UMOPEL VO OVOUAOTEI
«OWMATIKA KOTTWOoN».

>tov 8eUTEPO TTAPAYOVTA, O OTTOI0C EPUNVEVELTO 19,94%
TNG OUVOALKNAG HETABANTOTNTAC TWV SESOUEVWY, CUUMETE-
XOUV Ol TTIPOTACELG «AUCKOAgVOMAL VA OKEPOW KaBapd»,
«NonTikd, atcBdavopual e€ouBevwpévog(n)» kat «Otav KAvw

Mivakag 3. Ot pOPTIOEIC TWV HETABANTWY OTOUC TTAPAYOVTEC.

B. ANIKAPH kat ouv

kdmola §pacTnEIOTNTA, PITOPW VA CUYKEVTPWVOUAL OPKE-
Td» (avteoTpaupévn). O ev Adyw mapdyovtag Umopei va
OVOMOOTEL «TIVEUUATIKY KOTIWON».

Acgikteg KOTWONG

3TN ouvéxela Ba xpnotpomoljocoupe TPl Seikteg: To
dbpolopa Twv TIHWV TwV S€Ka avTIKEInévwyY TG FAS, Kal
Toug SUO TTAPAYOVTEC TTOU TIPOEKU YAV ATTO TNV TTAPAYOVTL-
KN avAAuon. Ta TTeEplypa@Ikd OTOIXE TWV TPIWV SEIKTWV
napatiBevtal otov mivaka 4. H cuvoAikr fadpoloyia FAS
UTTOAOYIOTNKE, a®@oU eAjeON um’ OYn N avtioTpoPr Twv
gpwtnRogwyv 4 kat 10.

xéon SEIKTWV HE SNUOYPAPIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA

ATIO TN OTATIOTIKN avAAuon TIPOEKUVYPE OTI SUO aTTO TOUG
Tpelg SeikTeC oLUOKETICOVTAV OTATIOTIKWES ONUAVTIKA UE TNV
NAKKia TwV aTOPWV. ZUYKEKPIPEVQA, N NALIKIO CUCKETIOTNKE
OTATIOTIKWE ONUAVTIKA O€TIKA e Tov mapdayovta 1 (Pear-
son’s r=0,121, p=0,031) kat apvnTIKA Y€ TOV mapdyovta 2
(Pearson’s r=-0,111, p=0,048). H n\ikia dgv cuoxetioTn-
KE OTATIOTIKWG ONUAVTIKA HE TOV OUVOAIKO Segiktn FAS

Napéyovrac (Pearson’s r=0,028, p=0,617).
1 2 To @UNO TwV ATOPWYV SeV ETTNPEACE OTATIOTIKWG ONMa-
Me evoy\ei n kOTwon 0,800 VTIKA Kavévay armté Toug TPEIG SEIKTEC. XUYKEKPIUEVQ, YO TOV
Koupalopal ToAD e0koha 0,848 OUVOAIKO Seiktn mpoékuYe t(155,465)=-1,311, p=0,192, yia
) . ) ) Tov mapdyovta 1 t(148,875)=-1,393, p=0,166 kal yla Tov
Aev KAvw TTOAEG SOUAELEG 0TN SLdpKela 0,561 i i

e NHépac nmapdayovta 2 t(169,343)=-0,378, p=0,192) (miv. 5).

EXw 0pKeTr evépyela yia TIG Kabnpuepvég 0,409 AvtiBeta, and Tov mivaka 6 mapatnpeitat 4Tt o TOnog

SpaompiétTe KOTOIKIOG ETNPENCE OTATIOTIKWG ONUAVTIKA TOOO TOV OUVO-
Zwpatikd, abavopat eGoubevwpevo(n) 0,59 KO Seiktn (t(315)=3,050, p=0,002) 6GO Kal TOV TapdyovTa
Auvokolevopat V' apxiow va kdvw mpdypata 0,575 1 (t(315)=2,699, p=0,007). O tomo¢ Katolkiag Sev emnpéaoce
Auokolebopal va oke@Ow kabapd 0,734 OTATIOTIKWG ONMUAVTIKA Tov Tapdyovta 2 (1(315)=1,615,
Agv éxw S81dBeon va Kavw omoladimote 0,439 p=0,107) (rtiv. 6).

SpacmpiéTta Ao Tov mivaka 7 yivetal avTiANTITo OT1 To eKMalSEUTIKG
Nonikd, awbavopat egoubevwpiévoc(n) 0.641 €MMESO TWV ATOUWYV EMNPEACE CTATIOTIKWG CNUAVTIKA PdVOo
Ortav kdvw Karoa Spaotneiémra, umopd 0,764 Tov mapdyovta 2 (F(3,313)=3,382, p=0,017). SUyKeKPIUEVQ,

Ve onykevTpBvoHal dpretd Stépepav petadl Toug (a) Ta Atopa Tou €iXav TENEIWOEL
IdoTipn 2757 1,939 TO0 ANUOTIKO Kal Ta ATopa Ta oroia €ixav OAOKANPWOEL
% Stakbpaveng 27,566 19,393 To Nupvdoio (p=0,032), (B) Ta ATtopa Mo ixav TEAEIWOEL
MNivakag 4. Meplypa@ikd otoixeia SEIKTWV KOTTWONG.

n Méyiotn Tipn EAaxiotn Tipn Méon tipn Tumkn anékAion
Suvolikr| BaBpoloyia FAS 318 10,00 44,00 26,46 6,399
Mapdyovtag 1 (CwuaTikh KOTIWOoN) 318 -2,30 3,06 0,00 1,000
Mapayovtag 2 (mveuvpatiki kémwon) 318 -1,96 3,04 0,00 1,000

FAS: The Fatigue Assessment Scale
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Nivakag 5. Emidpaon @UAou oToug SeikTeg KOTTWONG. Nivakag 7. Eni§paon ekmaidevong otoug SeIKTEG KOTTWONG.
n Méon Tumkn Twn p n Méon Tumkn Twn p
TN amokAion TR amokAion
2uvoAikrj BaBuoloyia FAS 2uvoAikrj BaBuoloyia FAS
Avdpag 103 25,70 7,741 AnUOTIKO 85 26,39 6,809
0,192
[uvaika 215 26,82 5,629 [upvdolo 46 26,96 6,033
0,101**
Mapdyovtag 1 (owuatiki K6rmwon) NUkelo 127 27,17 5,722
Avépag 103 -0,013 1,250 AEI/TEl/petamtuxiako 59 24,53 7171
0,166
Tuvaika 215 0,06 0,851 Mapdyovtag 1 (owuatikr kKérmwon)
lMapdyovtag 2 (mvevuatikn KOTwon) AnUOoTIKO 85 0,09 1,086
Avépag 103 -0,03 1,138 lupvdolo 46 -0,10 0,993
0,706 0,347*
Tuvaika 215 0,02 0,929 NUOKelo 127 0,05 0,855
FAS: The Fatigue Assessment Scale AEI/TEl/petamtuxiako 59 -0,18 1,159
Mapdyovtag 2 (Mveupatiki KOmwaon)
AnNUOTIKO 85 -0,12 0,955
MNivakag 6. EMidpaon Tomou Katolkiag 0Toug SIKTEG KOTIWONG.
lupvdolo 46 0,26 1,197
= - - 0,017*
n Meon - Tomkn - Twip 0 127 010 0,927
{110 amokAion
AEI/TEIl/petamtuxiako 59 -0,27 0,981
JuvoAikrj BaBuoloyia FAS
"ANOVA, “Welch test
AoTIkn TepLoXn 261 26,97 6,416 AEl: Avitato EkmaudeuTikd 16pupa, TEL: Texvoloyiko EkmaideuTiké 16pupa
0,002
MNepipépela 56 24,13 5,875
lapdyovtac 1 (owpariki kémwon) Nivakag 8. EMi&paon olkoyeVelOKAE KATAOTAONG 0TOUG SeiKTeC KOTWONG.
AoTIKN TEpLoXn 261 0,07 1,017
0,007 n Méon Tumkn T p
Mepipépeia 56  -0,33 0,863 R anékAion
lNapdyovtag 2 (mveuuatikn kK6mwon)
pay Harn g JuvoAikrj BaBuoloyia FAS
AOTIKN TTEPIOXN 261 0,04 1,026
0,107 Ayapog(n) 32 23,44 8,032
Mepipépela 56 -0,19 0,854
‘Eyyauog(n) 243 27,05 6,017
FAS: The Fatigue Assessment Scale , 0,029
Awaevypévog(n) 17 24,59 8,047
XApog(a) 26 25,85 5424
T0 rUlJVdGlO Kal Ta dTOuQ TO omoia 8iXQV 0)\0K)\np(b0€l napdyovrac 1 (o‘wuanKﬁ Kéﬂwo’n)
N @oitnon toug og AEI/TEl/petantuxiakd (p=0,006), ka- Ayapoc(n) 32 051 1073
Ow¢ kat (y) Ta dtopa mou gixav TeAelwWoel To AUKELO Kal Eyyapod(n) 243 0,08 0,987
Ta dtopa Ta omoia gixav teelwoel AEI/TEl/petantuxiakd . 0,019
i ) i Alalevypévog(n) 17 -0,25 1,000
(p=0,017). AvtiBeta, 10 ekmaISeuTIkO eminmedo Sev emn-
, , . . , Xnpog(a) 26 0,03 0,858
PEA0E OTATIOTIKWG ONUAVTIKA TN oUVOALKH Babuoloyia
(Welch F(3;132,048)=2,118, p=0,101) kat Tov mapdyovta 1  [llapdyovtag 2 (Mveuuatikn k6nwon)
(F(3;313)=1,106, p=0,347) (r1iv. 7). Ayapoc(n) 32 0,10 1,342
H OIKOYEVEIOK KATAOTAON TWV ATOHWY EMNPEace oTa-  EYYarodn) 243 0,05 0,956 0.229
TIOTIKWE ONMAVTIKA TN GUVOAIKH Badpoloyia (Kruskal-Wallis  Ataleuypévog(n) 7 017 1,106
x2(3)=9,048, p=0,029) kai Tov mapdyovta 1 (Kruskal-Wallis  Xrpog(a) 26 -0,26 0,827

x2(3)=9,908, p=0,019). Kai oti¢ SU0 mepImtwoelg, SiEpepav
HETA&L TOUG Ot Ayauol Pe Toug éyyapoug (p=0,042 yia tn
ouvoAIKN BaBuoloyia kat p=0,014 yia Tov mapdyovta 1). Aev
TIPOEKUYPE OTATIOTIKA ONUavTIKN Stagopormoinon (Kruskal-
Wallis x3(3)=4,322, p=0,229) otov mapdayovta 2 (miv. 8).

AT ToV TTivaka 9 TIPOKUTITEL OTL UTTH PEE OTATIOTIKA ON-

Kruskal-Wallis test

pavtikn dlagpopormoinon otn cuvoAikr Babpoloyia avaloya
UE To emAyyeApa Twv atopwy (Kruskal-Wallis x2(6)=13,710,
p=0,033). ZUuYKeKPIPEVA, SIEPEPAV OTATIOTIKWES CNUAVTI-
KA ot ouvtaglouxol He Ta AToPA TTOU AoXOAOUVTAV UE TA
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Nivakag 9. Enidpaon emayyéApatog otoug deikteg KOMwong.

n Méon Itabepy T p
TR amokAion

Juvohikri BaBuoloyia FAS
Avepyog(n) 30 26,90 8,699
161wTIkOG(r) UTTAAANAOG 45 27,20 6,497
Anpootog(a) urmdAnAog 19 26,42 5,689
EAevBepog(n) emayyerpatiac 26 24,96 6,797 0,033
Owkiaka 23 30,26 6,607
Juvta&louxog 159 26,02 5,538
ANo 16 24,88 7,710
Mapdyovtag 1 (owpatiki K6mwon)
Avepyog(n) 30 -0,03 1,307
161wWTIKOG(r) UTTAAANAOG 45 -0,05 0,923
Anpootog(a) urtdAnAog 19 -0,09 0,684
EAevBepog(n) emayyerpatiac 26 -0,23 1,092 0,264
Okiaka 23 0,39 0,927
Juvtaglouxog 159 0,04 0,950
AMo 16 -0,25 1,257
Mapdyovtag 2 (mveupatikn KGmwaon)
Avepyog(n) 30 0,15 1,416
161WTIkOG(1) UTTAAANAOG 45 0,24 1,081
Anpoéotog(a) urtdAnAog 19 0,16 0,975
EAevBepog(n) emayyeApatiac 26 -0,10 0,960 0,132
Okiaka 23 0,48 1,097
Juvtadlouyog 159 -0,16 0,865
AMo 16 -0,04 0,783

Kruskal-Wallis test

OlKIaKA (p=0,026). AvtiOeTq, TO emdyyelpa Sev emnpéace
OTATIOTIKWG ONMAvVTIKA Tov mmapdyovta 1 (Kruskal-Wallis
x%(6)=7,657, p=0,264) kat Tov mapdyovta 2 (Kruskal-Wallis
x%(6)=9,828, p=0,132) (miv. 9).

ZYZHTHZH

>Tnv mapovoa PEAETN, N KAipaka FAS otabuiotnke
o€ éva Seiypa eANAnVIKoU MANBUoHOUL gupl GOOV AYopPd
OTO PACHA TWV NALKIWV KAl TOU LOP@PWTIKOU mimmédou, To
omoio anoteleito amd acOeveig mou avtipetwmdlav xpoévia
VOOHATA, OTIWG XPOVIA VEPPIKN VOoO TeAIKoOU otadiou
(UTTO TEXVNTO VEPPO 1| TTEPITOVAIKN KABapoN), Kapdlakn
avemdpkKela, cakxapwdn Siapnitn, apbpitideg, unéptaon.

H ecwTtepik ouvénela tng FAS kpivetal IKavoTioinNTikn
(Cronbach’s alpha 0,761). To ebpnua autd £pYETAL OE CUU-

B. ANIKAPH kat ouv

pwvia pe mpodtepeg peNéteg o Sidpopoug MANBucpoUG,
KATA TIG OTTOIEG N EOWTEPIKN A&LOTOTIO ATAV IKAVOTTOINTIKA
OE QVTITIPOOWTTEVUTIKO Seiyua Mepuavwv epyalopévwy,
lepuavwy acBevwv pe ocapkoeidwon Kal oTnV KpoaTikn
oT1Adbuion Tou epwtnpatoloyiov.’s %19

‘Eva Baotko epwTnUa TTou €XEL ATTACOXOANOEL TTOANOUG
E£PELVVNTEC €ival Ol S1A0TACEIG TNG KOTTWOoNG. H KAipaka FAS,
TTap’ OAO TTOU TIEPLEXEL EPWTHOELG Ol OTTOIEG UTTOPOUV EUKOAA
va ta&ivounBouv og SU0 UMTOKAILAKEC, TN CWHATIKA KAl TNV
WUXIKN, TpoTeiveTal wg povodidotatn KAipaka.”>” ¥ ¥tnv
mapovoa HENETN, N Sokipaoia Varimax avéSel§e tnv emAoyn
EpMNVeiag Twv amoteAeopdTwy Bdoel SUo Slactdoewy, TNG
OWMATIKAG KAl TNG TTVEUMATIKAG.

31N cuvoAikn BaBuoloyia Tng FAS @davnke 6T 1o EANN-
VIKO Seiypa onueiwoe mo uPpnAd emimeda KOGTWONG ATt TO
YEPHaVIKO Seiypa epyalopévwy,’® aAld Kal o€ oxéon e
dtopa ta omoia avTIHeETWITI(OUV XPOVIa VOO aTa, OTTWG
N capkoeidwon og HEANETEG TTOU €XOULV ekTTovNBei oTnNV
Kpoartia.'s?° AvtiBeta, Ta eminmeda KOTWoNG Twv Mepuavwv
Kal Twv ApEPIKAVWY aoBevwy gival upnAdtepa.?'-?

‘Ocov a@opd GTn OXEON TTOU €XEL N KOTIWOoN e Ta Snpuo-
YPA®PIKA XapaKTNPIOTIKA Tou Sgiypatog, mapatnpridnke ott
oTNV Mapovoa PHeAETN N NAKia Sev @AvnKe va oxeTi(etal
ONUAVTIKA HE TNV KOTTwon. To eV AOyw eUpnUa €PXETAL OE
OUMPWVIA KAl PE TA EVPHHUATA AANWV UEAETWYV, OTTIOU €XEL
xpnotpomnoinBei n kAipaka FAS yia tnv a§loAdynon tng ko-
TTWoNG, TOOO O€ YEVIKO TANBUCOUO 000 Kal o€ aoBeveic. /69223
To @UAO TWV ATOUWV SeV EMNPEACE OTATIOTIKWG OCNUAVTIKA
Kavévav amo Toug TPl Seikteg, o€ avtiBeon e mapodpol-
€G pHeNETeG TTOU €xouv Sie€ayBOei kal ol omoieg £6eiav oTL
Ol YUVAIKEG gival TTEPIOCOTEPO KKOUPACHEVEG» ATTIO TOUG
Avdpec.2*TENOG, OTNV MAPOVOA UENETN TO EKTTAISEUTIKO
emnimedo Sev eMNPENCE OTATIOTIKWE ONUAVTIKA TN CUVOALKN
BaBuoloyia Tng KOTTWONC, o€ AVTIOEON e TTIOANEG ENETEG
mou €6e1€av Ot dtopa e XapnAo eminedo ekmaidevong
€xouv uPnAoTEPN Babuoloyia otnv KOTTWON. 42425

JUPTTEPACHATIKA, N KAlpaka FAS sival éva epyaleio
HETPNONG TNG KOTIWONC, TO ormoio Bpébnke va sival a&lo-
TMOTO KAl Yl ToV EAANVIKS TANBuopod. H kAipaka FAS éxel
MoA\A poteprpata: (a) Eival éva cuvtouo gpyaleio, To
omoio urmopei va cupnmAnpwBei péoa oe Aiya Aemtd, evw (B)
BaBpoloyeital kat afloloyeital EVKOAQ, EMTPETOVTAG £TOL
OTO lATPOVOCNAEVUTIKO TIPOCWTTIKO VA UITOPEI VA LETPA Kal
va a&lohoyei TNV KOTIWON €UKOAA Kal VA EVOWIATWVEL TIG
KOTAANNAEG TTAPEUPBACELS VIO TNV AVTIMETWITION TNG OTNV
mapeXoOUevn @povTtida.

[Mpoteivetal TEPAITEPW £PELVA YIA TNV EPAPHOYH TOU
gepyaAeiov o aoBeveiq pe e1d1kd vooruata.
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ABSTRACT

Reliability and validity of the Greek version of “The Fatigue Assessment Scale”

V. ALIKARI,' E. FRADELOS," A. SACHLAS,' G. PANOUTSOPOULOS,' M. LAVDANITI,?
P. PALLA T. LAPPA,* S. GIATRAKOU," J. STATHOULIS," F. BABATSIKOU,” S. ZYGA"

'Department of Nursing, Faculty of Human Movement and Quality of Life Sciences, University of the Peloponnese,

Sparti, ?’Alexander Technological Educational Institute of Thessaloniki, Thessaloniki, *Unit of Hemodialysis,

“G. Gennimatas” General Hospital of Athens, Athens, “ENT and Gynecological Clinic, “G. Gennimatas” General

Hospital of Athens, Athens, >Department of Nursing, Technological Educational Institute of Athens, Athens, Greece

Archives of Hellenic Medicine 2016, 33(2):231-238

OBJECTIVE Evaluation of the reliability and validity of the Greek version of “The Fatigue Assessment Scale”. METHOD The sample con-
sisted of Greek patients with chronic diseases who were hospitalized in a public hospital in Athens, selected by the method of ran-

dom sampling. The patients were given “The Fatigue Assessment Scale’, translated into Greek. For statistical analysis of the data, the

IBM, SPSS, Statistics version 22.0 was used. RESULTS The internal consistency of the questionnaire was highly satisfactory (Cronbach’s

0 0.761). Statistical analysis of the patients’ responses revealed two factors: Physical and mental fatigue. CONCLUSIONS The Greek

version of “The Fatigue Assessment Scale”is a good and reliable tool for measuring the perceived fatigue among patients with chron-

ic diseases. Further research is recommended for the use of the tool in patients with specific diseases.

0000000000000 000000000000000000080000000000000000000000008000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000scssossssssssnss

Key words: Chronic diseases, Cronbach’s a, Fatigue, Fatigue Assessment Scale, Fatigue dimensions
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