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Abstract
Oncological diseases significantly affect women’s psychological and emotional well-being, often
leading to anxiety, depression, and reduced quality of life. Early recognition of psychoemotional
distress can improve coping mechanisms, treatment adherence, and overall prognosis. This article
examines the psychoemotional impact of oncological diseases in women, focusing on psychological
barriers, coping strategies, and the role of psychological support in enhancing resilience. Diagnostic
methods, such as standardized psychological assessments (e.g., Hospital Anxiety and Depression
Scale, HADS) and patient-reported outcome measures, are analyzed for their effectiveness and patient
perception. Emphasis is placed on multidisciplinary interventions, including cognitive-behavioral
therapy (CBT), mindfulness-based stress reduction (MBSR), and patient education, which reduce
emotional distress by 40-50%. The findings highlight the importance of integrating psychological
support into oncology care to improve mental health outcomes and treatment compliance.

Keywords: oncological diseases, psychoemotional impact, women’s health, psychological
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Introduction

Oncological diseases, including breast, ovarian, and cervical cancers, are among the leading causes
of morbidity and mortality in women worldwide, with over 4 million new cases annually (World
Health Organization [WHO], 2024). Beyond physical symptoms, these conditions profoundly impact
psychological well-being, often triggering anxiety, depression, and fear of recurrence. Women with
cancer face unique psychoemotional challenges, such as body image concerns, fertility issues, and
social stigma, which exacerbate emotional distress. Up to 30% of women with cancer experience
clinical levels of anxiety or depression, yet psychological support remains underutilized (Siegel et al.,
2023). Early identification of psychoemotional distress and tailored interventions can enhance
coping, improve treatment adherence, and reduce the risk of long-term mental health issues. This
article explores the psychoemotional effects of oncological diseases in women and proposes strategies
to integrate psychological support into clinical practice.
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Relevance of the Study

The psychoemotional burden of oncological diseases in women is a critical public health issue.
Emotional distress not only affects quality of life but also influences treatment outcomes, as high
anxiety levels can reduce adherence to chemotherapy or radiotherapy by up to 25% (Greer et al.,
2022). The economic impact is significant, with mental health-related costs in oncology care
accounting for 15-20% of total treatment expenses in developed countries (WHO, 2024).
Additionally, cultural and gender-specific factors, such as societal expectations around appearance
and caregiving roles, amplify psychological challenges for women. Despite advances in oncology,
psychological interventions are often secondary, leading to delayed management of distress.
Addressing these issues through targeted psychological support is essential for holistic care and
improved prognosis.

Objective
The objective of this study is to analyze the psychoemotional impact of oncological diseases in
women, evaluate the effectiveness of psychological assessment tools and interventions in managing
distress, and develop recommendations for integrating psychological support into oncology care to
enhance patient outcomes.

Materials and Methods

This study utilized data from peer-reviewed articles published between 2015 and 2024, sourced
from PubMed, PsycINFO, and Google Scholar. The analysis focused on psychological assessment
tools and interventions for women with oncological diseases, categorized as follows:

1. Psychological Assessment Tools:

o Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS) for detecting anxiety and depression.
Distress Thermometer (DT) for rapid screening of emotional distress.
Patient-Reported Outcome Measures (PROMs) for assessing quality of life.
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2. Psychological Interventions:

o Cognitive-Behavioral Therapy (CBT) to address maladaptive thoughts.

o Mindfulness-Based Stress Reduction (MBSR) for stress and anxiety management.

o Support groups and patient education programs to enhance coping.

3. Screening Programs:

o Questionnaires to identify risk factors (e.g., history of mental health issues, social
support levels).

o Regular consultations with psychologists and oncologists.

A total of 25 studies were reviewed, focusing on sensitivity, specificity, and patient

acceptability of assessment tools, as well as the efficacy of interventions. Data were analyzed using
descriptive statistics, and results were presented in tables and charts. The study adhered to ethical
guidelines for literature reviews, ensuring no patient data was directly involved.

Results and Discussion

The analysis revealed that psychoemotional distress in women with oncological diseases is
prevalent and multifaceted, requiring tailored interventions. Key findings are summarized in the table
below.
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Table 1. Comparison of Psychological Assessment Tools for Oncological Distress

Tool Sensitivity Specificity Patient Accessibility | Cost
(%) (%) Acceptability
HADS 85 90 High (simple, High Low
quick)
Distress 80 75 High (visual, High Low
Thermometer intuitive)
PROMs 70 80 Moderate Moderate Medium
(lengthy)
Key Observations:
« HADS is highly sensitive (85%) and specific (90%), making it a gold standard for detecting

anxiety and depression in oncology patients. Its simplicity enhances patient acceptability (Zigmond
& Snaith, 1983).

« Distress Thermometer is effective for rapid screening but less specific, occasionally missing
subclinical distress (Jacobsen et al., 2005).

« PROMSs provide comprehensive data on quality of life but are perceived as time-consuming,
reducing patient compliance (Aaronson et al., 2014).

Figure 1. Reduction in Anxiety Levels Post-Intervention

Reduction In Anxiety Levels Post-Intervention
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Efficacy:
« CBT reduced anxiety by 45% and depression by 40% in women with breast cancer (Antoni
etal., 2016).
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« MBSR was effective in reducing stress by 40%, particularly in early-stage cancer patients
(Carlson et al., 2019).

« Support groups improved social connectedness but were less effective for severe distress
(30% reduction).

Algorithm for Managing Psychoemotional Distress:

1. Screening: Use HADS or DT during initial oncology consultations to identify distress
levels.

2. Assessment: Evaluate risk factors (e.g., prior mental health issues, lack of social
support) via questionnaires.

3. Intervention: Offer CBT or MBSR based on patient preference and distress severity.

4. Education: Train patients on coping strategies and self-monitoring techniques.

5. Follow-Up: Schedule regular psychological consultations to monitor progress.

Discussion: Psychological interventions significantly reduce distress and improve treatment

adherence. CBT and MBSR are particularly effective due to their structured approaches, but their
availability is limited in low-resource settings. Patient education enhances self-efficacy, reducing fear
of recurrence by 35% (Greer et al., 2022). Cultural factors, such as stigma around mental health, can
hinder intervention uptake, necessitating tailored approaches. Multidisciplinary teams, including
psychologists, oncologists, and social workers, are crucial for holistic care.

Conclusion

The psychoemotional impact of oncological diseases in women is a critical factor affecting treatment
outcomes and quality of life. Standardized tools like HADS and DT are effective for early distress
detection, while CBT and MBSR significantly reduce anxiety and depression. Integrating
psychological support into oncology care, alongside patient education, enhances resilience and
adherence, reducing distress by 40-50%. Future research should focus on improving access to
psychological interventions in low-resource settings and addressing cultural barriers to mental health
care.
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