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Abstract

Background: This research studied the prevalence of professional and personal distress of
Nepali doctors, and examined the impact of their professional quality of life (ProQOL) on
their distress.

Aim: To examine the situation of personal and professional distress and explore
interrelationships between measures of ProQOL (burnout - BO, secondary traumatic stress
- STS, and compassion satisfaction - CS) with personal distress (anxiety, depression and
somatic burden) of Nepali doctors.

Methods: A survey design was used to examine the personal and professional distress of
doctors using an online and a paper-and-pencil survey with the use of Somatic Symptoms
Scale (SSS-8), Hopkins Symptoms Checklist (HSCL-25) and Professional Quality of life
Scale in Nepali (ProQOL5-N) tools. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) and structural
equation modeling (SEM) techniques were used to measure the influence of professional
distress on personal distress.

Results: The prevalence of anxiety, depression, psychosomatic distress and suicide risks of
Nepali doctors (N= 557) were 30.89 %, 25.41 %, 20.50% and 5.70% respectively. BO and
STS scores showed moderate risks (BO = 95.25% and STS = 76.23 %), with just over 1%
doctors at high risk for BO and STS (1.28% and 1.65% respectively). Nepali doctors were
highly satisfied with their service (CS = 93.42%). The data on SEM showed a reasonably
good fit between the STS and CS measures and levels of personal distress of the studied
population, but BO could not be tested. A moderate but statistically significant positive
effect of STS on personal distress, except psychosomatic distress, was found. The effect of
CS on personal distress could not be determined.

Conclusions: One-fifth of Nepali doctors had a high level of personal distress. The risk for
BO and STS was moderate. It was found that Nepali doctors found highly satisfied with
their service. The impact of professional distress on personal distress could not be fully
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Introduction

Background

Medical doctors are trained to be ‘passionate about medicine and
compassionate about people. Being competent in practice and showing
empathy to clients is not always an easy job. Doctors face constant
emotional challenges too. The potential to derive self-satisfaction
from the obligation to provide great can easily be jeopardized due
to the inability to cope with the distress associated with providing
care. Scientific studies conducted over the last two decades have
reported high, even epidemic levels of career dissatisfaction, burnout
(BO), secondary traumatization, depression, and suicide.' ‘Burnout
in physicians is common, and studies show a prevalence of 30% to
78% of compassion fatigue.”? Depression and suicide among medical
doctors are increasing, and statistics often show that they exhibit
such manifestations of distress in greater proportions than the general
population.

BO and STS are often related to the professional environment,
whereas psychological distress such as depression, anxiety,
and suicidal intent can be caused by broader ecological factors.
The interrelationships of these variables differ depending upon
organizational values, socio-cultural and economic contexts which
cannot be generalized.®” Prolonged stress, secondary trauma, and BO
aggravate the feelings of isolation, helplessness, and hopelessness
medical doctors’ experience.

Untreated depression is the major cause of suicide.® Male doctors
have 1.41 times the suicide rate of the general population and female
doctors, 2.27.° Often, the natural mortality rate of doctors is lower
than that of the general population, making the high deliberate self-
harm rates particularly alarming. The negative effects of providing
care among physicians have forced early retirements, resulted in non-
clinical careers, and increased the practice of concierge medicine to
limit the workload.>'® A review of 72 published articles found that
medical doctors often reported experiencing work-related stress, BO,
and CF due to lack of job satisfaction, challenges in managing clinical
cases, managerial issues, and poor working conditions.!' The news of
medical doctors’ suicides, the stigma associated with seeking mental
health support, and the fear of losing one’s license to practice have
cast a pall over the medical profession.'

In developed countries, studies have shown that doctors report
a higher level of distress than does the general population.*!'* The
prevalence of depression, for example, is 15% to 30% higher among
medical doctors than the general population.' A systematic review of
the literature on the depression and depressive symptoms of medical
doctors, covering over 50 studies (n=17,560) since 1963, found that
the average prevalence rate of depression was 28.8% and that this
rate had increased every year."® In the United States alone, 300-400
medical doctors commit suicide every year.® In Australia, 1 out of
10 medical doctors and medical students with depression commit
suicide.'® Studies from the United Kingdom, Denmark, and Canada
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also show that medical doctors are among the professional groups
with the highest rates of depression.'”"”

In Asia, a few studies have shown that nearly two-thirds of
Chinese doctors are depressed.’*?! In Pakistan, one-third (34%, n
= 203) of doctors were diagnosed with mild to moderate levels of
anxiety and depression, and 1% were severely depressed.” Nepal has
a few studies on the mental health of medical students. The prevalence
of anxiety was 41.1% (n = 538) and that of depression, 29.9%. In
another study, 29.78% (n = 50) of medical undergraduate degree
students were diagnosed with moderate and severe depression.?*

A growing body of literature is presenting associations and
interlinkages between professional and personal distress among
medical professionals.?? Brenninkmeyer, Van Yperen, and Buunk?’
reviewed the literature and concluded ‘depression and burnout seem
closely related, but they are certainly not identical twins’ (p. 879).
Pompili et al.?® claimed BO is associated with depression and suicide.
BO has also been found to correlate with perceived stress.”” McManus,
Winder, & Gordon*® outlined the causal link between BO and stress.

The interrelationships among the factors of ProQOL (BO,
STS, and CS) with personalized distress (anxiety, depression, and
psychosomatic burden) are understudied or unpublished due to non-
findings. Despite the growing interest in the professional and personal
quality of life of medical doctors in Nepal,’' no nationwide study on
the prevalence of distress and the state of the ProQOL of medical
doctors in Nepal exists. This study also provides interrelationships
between the measures of professional distress factors (ProQOL) and
measures of personal distress (anxiety, depression, and psychosomatic
burden).

Design, sampling and aim of the study

As previous data and research on the prevalence of anxiety,
depression, psychosomatic burden, BO, STS, and CS in the population
of Nepali doctors was not available, a cross-sectional survey design
was applied. The Nepal Medical Council (NMC) of registered doctors
was considered as the universe and each doctor as a unit of the study.
The Nepal Medical Council (NMC) had registered 15,479 medical
doctors and 1,786 dental doctors by December 2015.3> Many medical
doctors migrate; in fact, nearly 50% of new graduates and young
doctors are either in the process of migrating to other countries or
have already left. Out of the approximately, 10,000 doctors who
are available in the country, over 40% are centralized in the capital
city.*® Most medical doctors work in the private sector, and those
associated with the government system also have private practices.
Teaching hospitals, both government and private, are another sector
where doctors are engaged. To a more limited extent, doctors are also
involved in the non-profit sector.

To calculate sample size, Aday and Cornelius* recommend
applying n = Z?1-a/2 X P (1-P)/d?, where the sample size is chosen
based on the estimated population (P) and level of desired precision
(d). A total sample size of 384 was calculated, using 95% as the
confidence interval, 50% of the true population and a 5% marginal
error. Hulley, Cummings, Browner, Grady, & Newman® outline
the use of n = [(Za+ZB)/C]* + 3 to calculate the sample size in a
correlational study. A total sample size of 194 was calculated, in
which o = 0.05, power (1-f) = 0.8, and the expected correlation
coefficient r = 0.20.%° Therefore, a sample size of 384 was determined
to be sufficient to measure the correlation between the ProQOL and
psychological distress among Nepali doctors. The sample size was
calculated through using http://www.sample-size.net/correlation-
sample-size/.%
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All medical doctors, both male and female, who were registered
with the NMC and over the age of 18, irrespective of the nature of their
work or location of their job, were included in the study. Respondents
below the age of 18 who declared themselves as well as those who
were absent from medical practice due to mental illness or retirement
were excluded. Students pursuing an undergraduate degree in medical
science without having passed the NMC'’s registration were also
excluded. The data was collected from July 2018 to November 2018.
This study concluded in April 2020.

The overall aim of this study was to measure ProQOL factors
and psychological distress (anxiety, depression and psychosomatic
problems) of Nepali medical doctors. Furthermore, the study also
examined the level of influence ProQOL measures (BO, STS, and
CS) have on anxiety, depression and psychosomatic problems in that
same population.

Data Collection Procedures and Tools

Procedures

The data collection process primarily relied on the direct responses
of respondents through an online process created with Google Docs.
As some of the potential participants asked the researcher to approach
them personally and collect data using a paper-and-pencil format, the
researcher trained two research assistants, each with a master’s degree
in social work and deployed them to collect the information. Research
announcement emails were also sent to over fifty medical institutions
to notify the medical doctors. The researcher shared the announcement
of this research in various self-help platforms of Nepali doctors
such as the Non-Governmental Doctors’ Association, Governmental
Doctors’ Association, Doctors and Medical Society of Nepal, Doctors’
Society of Nepal, Doctor Story Nepal, Mental Health Concerns of
Nepali Doctors, and Nepal Doctors” Medical Society Consultants. The
researcher also received a roster of the emails of cardiac, orthopedic
and dental doctors, whom he then approached through a group email.
In addition, 250 paper-and-pencil questionnaires together with the
research announcement form, participant’s information sheet, and
consent form were handed over to doctors with the support of the two
research assistants.

For online responders, the research announcement, consent
form, and questionnaire were consolidated in one document so
that respondents would get the package at once. The questionnaire
package, which included Nepali Version of Professional Quality
of Life 5(N-ProQOL-5), Nepali version of Hopkins Symptoms
Checklist (HSCL-25), Somatic Symptom Scale (SSS — 8), and socio-
demographic information was prepared in both paper and online
forms. Providing data would have taken a respondent approximately
30-35 minutes. At any point of time in the process, the respondent
had the right to withdraw without providing an explanation. It was
very difficult to track the response rate to the online announcement.
The researcher received 400 online responses. Out of the 250 paper
questionnaires distributed, 147 questionnaires were returned, making
the response rate 59%. In the process of data collection, all the
respondents were provided with a debriefing letter, which included
a thank you note, information on services available for therapeutic
and counseling support and the contact details of the researcher if the
respondent wished to contact for any advice or for a summary of the
findings of the research.

Demographic data

Consent and demographic data were gathered in English, but
responses to ProQOL and personal distress were asked in Nepali. At the
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end of the survey, respondents were asked to fill in some demographic
and work-related responses. The demographic information collected
includes gender, age, qualification, and type of institution at which
the respondent works. They were also requested to indicate years of
experience, place of work, any self-care training and availability of
clinical supervision.

Nepali Version of Professional Quality of Life 5

ProQOL-5 consists of 30 items in all, 10 each for CS, BO, and STS.
Each item is scored on a scale of five, the Likert scale, where 1=Never,
2= Rarely, 3=Sometimes, 4=Often, and 5=Very Often. Stamm?®’ stated
that the cut-off scores for each sub-scale fall below the 25th or above
the 75th percentiles. Sodeke-Gregson et al.* found that each sub-scale
of ProQOL-5 has a good internal consistency reliability (CS a=0.88
[n=1,130]; BO 0=0.75 [n=976]; CF 0=0.81 [n=1,135]). According to
Stamm,*” the ProQOL-5 has been translated, contextualised, used and
validated in more than a dozen languages. The researcher translated,
used and contextualised a Nepali version of ProQOLS, namely
N-ProQOL-5.* The Pearson correlation in N-ProQOL-5 (n =112)
was explored and found that STS and CS as well as BO and CS are
significantly but negatively correlated with r =-.197, p = .05 and r
= -.689, p <0.001 respectively. A positive correlation was observed
between BO and STS with r = 0.614, p <.001. The overall reliability
was modest with a reliability coefficient of 0.651.%° (Adhikari, 2020).
N-ProQOL-5 was reviewed and accepted by the ProQOL governing
institution, the Center for Victims of Torture (CVT), after the creator
of ProQOL, Dr. Beth HudnallStamm, had retired.

Nepali version of Hopkins Symptoms Checklist
(HSCL-25)

HSCL-25 covers the symptoms of anxiety and depression and
comprises 25 items. The first 10 items of the scale measure symptoms
of anxiety and the next 15 items measure the symptoms of depression
including 1 item measuring suicidal ideation. Respondents had to
choose one out of four categories, “Not at all,” “A little,” “A lot,”
and “Extremely,” which are rated 1 to 4 respectively. The internal
consistency of these measures is high, and the reliability coefficient
Cronbach o was measured to be from 0.84 to 0.87.4%4! Thapa and
Hauff*! applied HSCL-25 to the Nepali population. The reliability
coefficient (Cronbach a) they found for anxiety and depression was
0.89, and both the anxiety and depression scales had a cut-off score
of 1.75.

Nepali version of Somatic Symptom Scale (N-SSS - 8)

SS-8 covers an individual’s somatic symptoms burden. It has eight
self-reported items ranked on a 5-point Likert scale (0 =Not atall, 1 =
A little bit, 2 = Somewhat, 3 = Quite a bit, and 4 = Very much). SSS-
8 has good reliability as measured with Cronbach a (a0 = 0.81) good
internal consistency.*” The construct validity of the SSS-8 showed a
positive correlation between SSS, and the symptoms of both anxiety
and depression. Tests of the confirmatory factorial analysis (CFA)
confirmed that somatic symptoms lie in four clusters: gastrointestinal,
pain, cardiopulmonary and fatigue related factors.* The content
validity of SSS-8 is good. It includes, as recommended by Zijlema
et al.* cardiopulmonary-related symptoms while measuring somatic
symptoms. SSS-8 was adapted culturally and translated into Nepali,
both forward-backward translations, with appropriate pilot testing
before it was used in the final data collection process.

Data Analysis Process

The data analysis process included data entry, coding, and cleaning.
The online data were downloaded from the data repository where the
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responses from the participants were automatically restored. As SSS-
8 was translated into Nepali and tested in the Nepali population for
the first time, a pilot study to verify the reliability and validity of the
tool was conducted. For this purpose, the first 55 responses were used
as pilot sample data. The data was checked for missing values. None
were found. Appropriate coding, tabulation, and analysis were carried
out. The psychometrics and model fit on the CFA of the tool together
with the scores on validity and reliability were satisfactory, so the full
study was launched. The results are presented in the results section.

The online data collection portal provided automated responses
from 400 respondents. The data received in physical form (n =
157) were individually typed into a similar format and merged with
the online data. The refined data of 557 respondents was copied in
SPSS-25 student version, and appropriate variables were coded. No
missing data were found in the online repository. SPSS worksheet
data were verified for anomalies and cleaned. The few missing data
on the physical forms were explored and treated by putting in the
mean value of the items. Normality, homogeneity of the variances,
linearity and multicollinearity, and co-variances were tested before a
detailed analysis was performed. Apart from the correlations among
the variables, Levene’s test for the homogeneity of variances was also
conducted.

Descriptive statistical analysis was applied to measure the means
and standard deviations of continuous variables. The significant
testing for normality followed the distribution checks via scatterplots,
box plots, kurtosis, and skewness. A Pearson’s product-moment
correlation was analysed after testing the relevant assumptions for
the correlation. Field* analyzed and suggested that Kolmogorov
Smirnov and Shapiro-Wilk test results are only accurate for the
smaller sample size studies. In large samples, the researcher has to
analyze the normality based on the visual inspection of histograms,
Q-Q plots, box plots, and interpretation of skewness and kurtosis
scores. Histograms, normal Q-Q plots, box plots, scatter plots,
Mahalanobis’ distances for the DVs and residuals were reviewed.
The skewness and kurtosis were tested for all the items of both the
anxiety and depression measures. The kurtosis values of depression
were found slightly positively deviated. The quadratic Mahalanobis’
distance (MD?) was used to outline possible outliers. Some outliers
were identified, but there were no major differences even after they
were deleted. Therefore, the normality of the data was ensured.

The cumulative scores on the subscales of ProQOL (BO, STS and
CS) of the participants were used as independent variables (one at a
time) while scores for anxiety, depression and somatic problems were
considered as dependent variables. The prevalence of BO, STS, CS,
anxiety, depression and somatic problems were outlined.

Then, a path analysis diagram was drawn into the AMOS by using
individual items of the measures. The interlinkages among the variables
were prepared. SPSS AMOS- 25 version was used for data analysis.
To investigate the factor loadings and structures of each measure
of ProQOL (psychosomatic, anxiety and depression measures) in
the new data set of 547 respondents, a path analysis diagram for
each measure was drawn into AMOS using individual items of the
measures. CFAs of SSS-8, ProQOL-5, and HSCL-25 were carried out.
Several model fit indices and fit criteria such as chi-square, goodness-
of-fit index (GFI), adjusted goodness-of-fit index (AGFI), normed fit
index (NFT), Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI), comparative fit index (CFI),
and root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) to examine
the goodness of fit of the CFA model of SSS-8, ProQOL-5 and HSCL-
25 measures were applied. After the model fit examination, construct
reliability (CR) for convergent validity and average variance extracted
(AVE) for discriminant validity were analysed for further use of the
tools.
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In the SEM, there is no consensus about which fit indices are
to be analysed and presented to define whether or not the tested
model is absolutely fit. Instead, there are various fitness indexes to
determine if the model is the best fit with the given data.*# It is
recommended that three commonly agree upon standardised fitness
indices (absolute fit indices, incremental fit indices, and parsimonious
fit indices) be reported on.**¥ After analysing various peer-reviewed
resources, Ahmad, Zulkurnain, and Khairushalimi** consolidated
standardised fitness indices. These were applied to consider the best
fit of the model.

Last, the items with the best model fit for each measure were
taken for further analysis. A structural model comprising measures
of SSS-8, ProQOL-5 and HSCL-25 was drawn. The interlinkages
among the variables were prepared. A SEM was applied to understand
associations and relationships among the factors of ProQOL and
distress. Explicitly, a positive association between the depression,
anxiety and psychosomatic scores of Nepali medical doctors and
their scores of BO and STS was checked. Inversely, the measures of
CS should have a negative correlation with anxiety, depression and
psychosomatic symptoms, a hypothesis which was tested. The final
model fit indices and diagram with necessary details were tested with
the aim and objective of this study.

Ethical procedures

The researcher followed the ethical approval process of the
research ethics committee of the Austrian Academy of Psychology
(AAP), which was that assigned and accepted by the university of
Nicosia. In addition, the researcher received a local ethics approval
from the National Health Research Council (NHRC), Kathmandu.
Both ethical clearances were granted before the start of the data
collection process in July 2018. The researcher provided the research
announcement letter and participants’ information sheet to prospective
participants through an online and anonymous data collection process.
All participants were requested to read the participant information
sheet, which explained that participation was voluntary and that they
could withdraw from participation at any time without providing a
justification. Prospective respondents who received a sealed envelope
were not forced to return it and were never asked why they had not
done so. As a result, only 147 out of 250 envelopes were returned.

Respondents were not asked for personal information such as their
names, emails or phone numbers, an omission which respected their
privacy. The contact details of the researcher and two providers of
mental health and counseling support services were provided in a
debriefing later if the respondents wanted a consultation. Before the
data collection process started, approval for the referral to services
was granted from Transcultural Psychosocial Organisation Nepal
and Rhythm Neuropsychiatry Hospital and Research Center private
limited. The physical data and the consent form for the pencil-and-
paper responses were separated from the data entry process. Since,
no personal data which may identify the responses of any respondent
were entered or processed, the anonymity, privacy, and confidentiality
of the respondents were well respected in all the steps of this research.

Results

Socio-demographic information of the respondents

Out of the 557 responses, male and female responses were 415
(75.90 %) and 129 (23.60 %) respectively. Three respondents (0.5%)
recorded no gender option. The socio-demographic data reveals
that over half of the respondents (55.39 %) had a home-based job
and 44.61% were working in out-of-home locations. One out of
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two doctors (52.83 %) were from Kathmandu Valley, 6.22% of the
doctors participated from abroad, and 40.95 % were serving out of the
capital. The participation of doctors working in government hospitals
was encouraging: 242 doctors (44.24%) reported that they do so.
Altogether 175 doctors (31.99 %) doctors were associated with private
hospitals and 97 doctors (17.73 %) worked at teaching hospitals. Small
numbers worked in private practices or non-governmental (public)
hospitals, just 3.66% and 2.38% respectively. The dominant age
group, with 451 respondents (82.45%), was 2645 years of age, but
12.25% of doctors were below 25 years of age and 4.75% (26 doctors)
were over 46. Just three were older than 60. Of the participants, 52.3%
were medical doctors and 28% general practitioners or consultant
doctors. Senior consultants and directors constituted 7.1 % and 1.6
% of the respondents respectively. In addition, there were 55 resident
doctors (10.10 %). Interestingly, only one out of three doctors (30.90
%) received clinical supervision, 11.3% of participants had never
heard of it, and 57.77 % of doctors were working without clinical
supervision. Only 5.48 % of doctors had participated in self-care or
care-for-care-providers workshops and training in the last one-year
period. About 36.5 % of the respondents had a master’s degree and
11% had a doctorate degree in medicine. The socio-demographic
details are given in Table 1 below.

Table | Socio-Demographic Details of the Respondents

Characteristics Sub-Heading N Percentage
Gender Male 415 75.9
Female 129 23.6
Unknown 3 0.5
Position dG:(::,TI physician / Dental 291 532
Consultant 153 28
Senior Consultant 39 7.1
Director 9 1.6
Resident Doctor 55 10.1
Qualification Sachelor of Medicine! 288 527
g:ittzll“‘s in Medicine/ 199 36.3
Doctorate in Medicine 60 11
Experience 0-2 Years 188 344
> 2-5Years 183 33.46
> 5-10 Years 109 19.93
> [0+ Years 67 11.88
Type of Institution Government Hospital 242 4424
Private Hospital 175 31.99
Teaching Hospital 97 17.73
Private Practice 20 3.66
Non-Governmental/Public 13 2.38
Type of Service Emergency Service 97 17.73
Out-Patient 36 6.58
Surgery or Post-Operative 225  41.13
Clients at Private Clinic 89 16.27
iﬂ\fer) (not mentioned 74 13.53
All of the Above 26 4.8
Caseload per Week  Below 25 124 22.67
26-49 153 2797
50-75 120 21.94
76 or above 150 27.42
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Prevalence of distress among nepali medical doctors

The Cronbach alpha for anxiety, depression and psychosomatic
disorders were .890, .926, and .802 respectively. The mean scores
of the population for anxiety, depression and psychosomatic distress
were 16.15 (SD = 5.16), 13.16 (SD = 7.93), and 6.92 (SD = 5.18).
The HSCL-25 cut-off scores were 1.75 for each item of anxiety and
depression.*! After applying the cut-off criteria of 17.50 for anxiety
and 26.25 for depression, it was found that the prevalence of anxiety
and depression among medical doctors were 30.89 % and 25.41 %
respectively (see details in Table 7). 19.56% had scores above the

Table 2 Distribution of Distress Measures across Socio-Demographic Variables
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cut-offs for both anxiety and depression 5.7% of participants obtained
scores that are within the range of risk of suicide on this measure.
Of the latter, 3.7% claimed to have suicidal thoughts ‘a lot’ and
2%, ‘extremely high’ in the last two weeks before responding. The
somatic symptoms were calculated based on five severity categories:
no to minimal (0-3), low (4-7), medium (8-11), high (12-15), and
very high (16-32). The prevalence of psychosomatic measures among
respondents was as follows: medium = 20.80%, high = 13.70%
and very high = 6.80%. In a cumulative way, almost 40% of the
respondents’ experienced high psychosomatic distress (Table 2).

Anxiety Depression Somatic
Characteristic Sub-Heading N % M SD M SD M SD
Overall Medical/Dental Doctors 547 100 16.15 5.16 2316 793 1.9 6.42
Gender Male 415 759 16.01 514 2264 762 11.92 6.35
Female 129 236 16.68 5.2 2495  8.69 11.91 6.73
Unknown 3 0.5 12.67 231 1833 289 9.67 I.15
Position General Physician/ Dental Doctor 291 532 16.59 5.18 238 8.04 11.37 6.8
Consultant 153 28 15.27 488 2216 772 12.03 6.26
Senior Consultant 39 7.1 14.49 517 2069 792 I1.64 4.79
Director 9 1.6 16.56 543 2422 683 13.78 6.08
Resident Doctor 55 10.1 17.4 53 24.13  7.67 14.29 5.35
Qualification MBBS 288 527 16.79 522 2388 8.04 1.9 6.6
Master’s in Medicine 199 363 15.73 527 2275 792 12.95 6.12
Doctorate in Medicine 60 I 14.5 393 211 7.06 8.47 5.33
Experience 0-2 Years 188 344 16.13 497 2336 784 12.54 7.09
2-5Years 183 3346 16.65 537 2355 822 11.23 5.75
5-10Years 109 1993 1632 5.14 2288 768 11.62 7.08
10+ Years 67 11.88  14.57 492 2201 784 12.4 4.78
Type of Institution Government Hospital 242 4424  16.02 499 23.09 747 11.71 6.03
Private Hospital 175 3199 lé6.l 548 2288 835 10.29 6.96
Teaching Hospital 97 17.73 1654 504 2366 78 14.44 5.58
Private Practice 20 3.66 15.45 405 2205 6.59 13.95 4.94
NGO/Public 13 238 17.38 6.54 2623 1258 153l 6.92
Location of Job Home-Based 303 5539 165 55 2348 83 11.95 6.35
Out of Home 244 4461 1572 468 2277 744 11.85 6.52
Rural/Urban/ Out of Kathmandu Valley 224 4095 17.03 544 2406 8 13.71 6.02
Aboard Kathmandu Valley 289 5283 1548 486 2252 793 10.56 6.48
Working Abroad 34 6.22 16.06 5.04 2265 7.12 I1.44 5.78
Age Group 18-25 Years 67 1225  18.69 582 2664 955 12.87 7.88
26-45 Years 451 8245 1593 5.02 2286 767 11.82 6.21
46-60 Years 26 4.75 13.81 368 1996 514 11.31 5.97
60+ Years 3 0.55 13.67 351 19 4 8.67 7.02
Type of Service Emergency Service 97 1773 17.61 573 2448 827 13.31 6.6
Out-Patient 36 6.58 14.83 411 2047 5.5 5.25 4.56
Surgery/Post-Op. 225 41.13  15.65 506 2281 804 12.74 5.78
Private Clinic 89 16.27  15.66 49 2246 738 8.7 6.5
Other 74 1353 16.82 533 247 8.7 13.74 5.87
All of the Above 26 48 16.65 444 23 5.69 14.42 5.0l
Caseload per Week Below 25 124 2267 I5.1 458 2203 765 8.44 5.98
26-49 153 2797 16.26 501 2292 777 10.48 6.89
50-75 120 2194 1638 542 233 7.79 14.68 54
76 or above 150 2742 1673 547 2423 835 14 5.23
Clinical Supervision Not Heard of 62 1133 165 505 245 7.88 15.08 6.41
Yes 169 309 15.9 497 2262 774 13.25 5.75
No 316 5777 1622 529 2319 803 10.56 6.42
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Anxiety Depression Somatic
Characteristic Sub-Heading N % M SD M SD M SD
Self-Care Training Not Heard of 50 9.14 16.08 488 24.14 792 13.86 6.07
Yes 30 5.48 15.27 519 2133 697 9.37 6.39
No 467 8537 1622 5.19 2317 798 11.86 6.41

There was a significant difference in depression scores according
to the gender, qualifications, and age group of the respondent and the
location of the services he or she provided. The one-way analysis of
variances (ANOVA) showed that the depression scores for gender
were significantly different from [F (2, 544) = 4.818, p = 0.008]. The
post hoc Tukey test verified significant differences, with small effects,
between the depression scores of males and females with (p =0.01, d
= 0.28). Depression scores also varied significantly according to the
qualifications and age groups of the respondents.

One-way ANOVA results showed that, age-group-wise, group
differences were [F (3,543) = 6.396, p = 0.001]. The post hoc Tukey
test showed that the mean score of depression of doctors group
with the age of 18-25 years, 26-45 years, and 46-60 years differed
significantly (p = 0.001), but the depression score of the age group
(60 + years) did not show any significant difference with other age
groups. The differences on the depression scores between 18-25 years
and 26-45 years of age group was significant with a medium effect (p
=0.001, d = 0.44), however, the differences on the depression scores
between 18-25 years and 46-60 years of age groups were significant
with very large effect (p =0.001, d = 0.87). Similarly, the variation on
the mean score of depression between 26-45 years and 46-60 years
of age groups of doctors were significant with (p = 0.001, d = 0.44).
Qualification-wise, one-way ANOVA showed that the differences
on depression scores were [F (2, 544) = 3.49, p = 0.031]. Post hoc
Tukey test outlined a significant difference in the depression scores
between MBBS and Doctor of Medicine groups with a median effect
(p =0.036, d = 0.37), but the rest of the qualification wise group had
no significant differences in their depression mean scores.

Applying one-way ANOVA revealed that the prevalence of anxiety
was significantly different in terms of qualification, age group, and
location of service: [F (2,544) = 6.045, p=0.003], [F (3,543) =7.993,
p < 0.001], [F =2,544) = 5.800, p = 0.003]. The post hoc Tukey test
for qualification outlined, the anxiety scores of MBBS and Doctor
of Medicine groups were significantly different with a median effect
(p =0.005, d = 0.50), but the rest of the qualification wise group had
no significant differences in their anxiety mean scores. Similarly, a
post hoc Tukey test analyzed the anxiety scores of age groups and
found, a significant and high effect difference on the anxiety scores
of 18-25 years group with 26-45 years (p <0.001, d = 0.51). Whereas,
the difference between 46-60 years of age group was significant with
a medium effect (p < 0.001, d = 0.48). There were no significant
differences in the anxiety mean scores of other age groups. A post hoc
Tukey test for location of service and anxiety scores were tested, the
anxiety scores of doctors working outside of Kathmandu Valley were
significantly different, with a median effect, with the doctors working
inside the Kathmandu valley (p = 0.003, d = 0.37).

The participants’ scores for somatic symptoms were significantly
different across position, qualification, type of institution, type
of service provided, weekly caseload, availability of clinical
supervision, and self-care training. The one-way ANOVA results
for position, qualification, and type of institution were [F (4,542) =
2.660, p = 0.032], [F (2, 544) = 11.698, p < 0.001] and [F (4,542) =
8.487, p=10.003] respectively. Position wise a post hoc Tukey test was
conducted, in which, the mean score of the psychosomatic burden of
general physician and resident were only found significantly different

with a medium effect (p = 0.017, d = 0.48). The rest of the groups
were found with no significant differences in psychosomatic scores.
Qualification wise, the psychosomatic scores of MBBS with Doctor
of Medicine group were significantly different with a median effect
(p <0.001, d =0.57), and the group of doctors with a master’s Degree
in Medicine were significantly different with a median effect ((p
<0.001, d = 0.78), with the group of Doctor of Medicine. There was
no significant difference in the psychosomatic mean scores between
MBBS and master’s Degree in Medicine groups.

A post hoc Tukey test results for Type of Institutions group-wise
differences on psychosomatic burden was tested. The mean score of
psychosomatic burden between the doctors working in the teaching
hospital was significantly different with a median effect than doctors
working in government hospitals (p = 003, d = 0.47). Similarly,
the group of doctors working in teaching hospitals had higher
psychosomatic mean scores with significant and medium effect on the
psychosomatic burden than the doctors working in private hospitals (p
<0.001, d = 0.65). The psychosomatic burden of the doctors working
in the NGO/public sector was significantly higher, with a median
effect than the doctors working in private hospitals (p = 0.043, d
= 0.72). The mean scores on the psychosomatic burden with other
groups were found non-significant.

The significant differences with among somatic symptom scores
for type of service, weekly caseload, clinical supervision, and self-
care training were [F (5,541) = 18.397, p < 0.001], [F (3, 543) =
31.987,p<0.001], [F (2, 544) = 19.472, p < 0.001], and [F (2, 544) =
4.736, p = 0.009] respectively.

A post hoc Tukey test for type of service group was carried out.
The doctors working in emergency service had significantly higher
psychosomatic burden as compared to the doctors working in Out-
Patient (p <0.001, d = 1.42), and private practice (p <0.001, d =0.70).
Similarly, the doctors working in Surgery or Post-Operative cases
reported significantly higher psychosomatic burden with a large effect
as compared to the doctors working in Out-Patient (p < 0.001, d =
1.44), and a moderate effect with the doctors from private practice (p
<0.001, d = 0.66). Other groups of the doctors had also significantly
higher with a larger effect on psychosomatic burden as compared to
the doctors working in outpatient wards ((p < 0.001, d = 1.91) and
practice (p < 0.001, d =0.98).

Post hoc Tukey test for the psychosomatic burden of doctors
with various numbers of clients per week was tested. The mean
psychosomatic scores of doctors serving more than 75 clients per
week were statistically significant with higher scores than their
counterparts: below 25 clients per week (p <0.001, d = 0.99), 26-
50 clients (p <0.001, d = 0.56), whereas, there were no significant
differences with the group of doctors serving 50-75 clients per week.
Nevertheless, doctors serving 50-75 clients per week had significantly
higher psychosomatic mean scores than the doctors serving below 25
clients per week (p <0.001, d =1.08) and 26-50 clients (p <0.001, d =
0.67). Similarly, a significant difference on psychosomatic mean score
was measured between the groups serving below 25 clients per week
and 26-50 clients (p <0.001, d = 0.32).

The availability of clinical supervision should have a direct impact
on the psychosomatic burden as compared to those without having
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such facilities. Interestingly, a reverse outcome was measured. A
post hoc Tukey test outlined that doctors without clinical supervision
expressed statistically significant and higher mean scores on
psychosomatic than the doctors with clinical supervision (p <0.001,
d = 0.44). The group with no clinical supervision and never heard
about clinical supervision had significantly different with a moderate
effect of differences in the psychosomatic burden (p <0.001, d =
0.30). There were no significant differences in the mean scores of
the psychosomatic between the group with the availability of clinical
supervision and never heard about the clinical supervision. However,
the post hoc Tukey test confirmed that doctors received a self-care
training had significantly lower mean scores for psychosomatic than
the group of doctors who never heard of a self-care training (p =0.007,
d =0.70). Nevertheless, there was no significant difference measured
between the group of doctors having self-care training or not.

In summary, the prevalence and impact of depression were higher
on female doctors, doctors below the age of 25 and undergraduate
doctors than on other groups, and doctors below 25 years of age,
undergraduate doctors and doctors working outside of Kathmandu
valley were highly affected with anxiety. The psychosomatic burden

Table 3 Prevalence of Professional Quality of Life Factors of Nepali Doctors (N
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was highest on resident doctors, directors, post-graduate medical
doctors, and doctors working in teaching and private hospitals.
Doctors working in surgery or post-operative departments, working
with diverse categories of clients, and delivering support to over
50 clients per week had a greater somatic burden than their fellow
doctors. Doctors without clinical supervision or self-care training also
faced higher psychosomatic burdens than others.

Prevalence of professional quality of life measures in
nepali medical doctors

The reliability coefficients of the subscales of Nepali version
of ProQOL-5(BO, STS, and CS) were 0.693, 0.766, and 0.861
respectively. The overall means and standard deviations were BO (M
=31.52,SD =4.55), STS (M =27.92, SD = 6.50) and CS (M = 54.03,
SD = 8.38). The ProQOL manual (Stamm, 2010) recommends using
these cut-off criteria: for BO and STS, an overall score of 22 or less
represents low risk, while an overall score of 42 or above is high risk.
Scores from 22 to 42 are classified as medium risk for both BO and
STS (Table 3).

= 547)

Sub-Scale Group N % Interpretation Criteria
BO Low Risk 19 3.47 Overall score 22 or less
Medium Risk 521 95.25 Overall score 22 to 42

High Risk 7 1.28 Overall score 42 or more

Overall 547 100 Medium Risk (M = 31.52,SD = 4.55)
STS Low Risk 121 22.12 Overall score 22 or less
Medium Risk 417 76.23 Overall score 22 to 42

High Risk 9 1.65 Overall score 42 or more

Overall 547 100 Medium Risk (M = 27.92,SD = 6.50)
Ccs Low Satisfaction | 0.18 Overall score 22 or less
Medium Satisfaction 35 6.4 Overall score 22 to 42

High Satisfaction 511 93.42 Overall score 42 or more

Overall 547 100 High Satisfaction (M = 54.03, SD = 8.38)

The mean scores of BO and STS indicate that the majority of
Nepali doctors suffer from a moderate risk of both BO and STS
with BO (M = 31.52, SD = 4.55) and STS (M = 27.92, SD = 6.50).
Similarly, an overall score of 22 or less on the CS measure is classified
as a low level of satisfaction and an overall score of 42 or above is
considered as highly satisfied.

The study found that Nepali doctors are highly satisfied by
providing compassionate care to their patients and caregivers: CS (M
=54.03, SD = 8.38). However, 1.28% of doctors are at high risk of BO
and 1.65% face a high risk of STS. Only 0.18% doctor said that they
were dissatisfied in the provision of compassionate care through the
professional service (see Table 4 for details).

Table 4 Distribution of PROQOL Measures across Socio-Demographic Variables

BO STS CS
Characteristic Sub-Heading N % M SD M SD M SD
Overall Medical/Dental Doctors 547 100 31.52 4.55 27.92 6.5 54 8.38
Gender Male 415 759 31.62 4.74 27.77 6.57 54.1 8.28
Female 129 236 31.29 39 28.46 6.27 54.1 8.72
Unknown 3 0.5 27.33 3.05 25.67 6.11 48.7 833
Position MBBS 291 532 31.46 43 29.01 6.33 532 8.37
Consultant 153 28 32.01 4.78 27.52 6.53 54.4 8.8
Senior Consultant 39 7.1 29.72 4.39 23.77 6.39 54.7 6.92
Director 9 1.6 30.78 3.6 26.56 4.75 56.9 431
Resident Doctor 55 10.1 31.91 5.2 26.45 6.12 56.5 8.23
Qualification MBBS/BS in Dental 288 527 31.43 4.73 28.85 6.29 535 8.6l
Master’s in Medicine 199 363 31.49 4.54 26.27 6.53 55.7 79
Doctorate in Medicine 60 Il 32.05 3.68 28.93 6.39 51.3 7.85
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BO STS Ccs
Characteristic Sub-Heading N % M SD M SD M SD
Experience 0-2 Years 188 344 3161 452 2864 6.18 532 859
2-5 Years 183  33.46 316 436 2815 626 545 806
5-10Years 109 1993 32 482 2863 6.71 54 9.17
10+ Years 67 11.88 30.31 464 241 649 552 7.5
Type of Institution Govt. Hospital 242 4424 31.14 43 27.48 6.32 53.6 8.03
Private Hospital 175 31.99 3131 4.31 29.56 6.14 521 8.68
Teaching Hospital 97 17.73 33 523 2694 695 576 68
Private Practice 20 3.66 30.15 4.96 23.55 557 56 9.48
NGO/Public 13 2.38 32.69 444  28.08 726 582 10.2
Location of Job Home Based 303 5539 31.55 4.84 27.8 6.79 54.4 8.77
Out of Home 244 4461 31.49 417 2807 6.12 536 787
Rural/Urban/Aboard Out of Kathmandu 224 4095 31.57 484 2695 6.33 554 783
Kathmandu Valley 289  52.83 31.45 4.43 28.76 6.56 527  8.65
Working Abroad 34 6.22 31.82 3.66 2721 6.18 563  7.69
Age Group 18-25 Years 67 12.25 30.85 4.45 30.28 6.18 54 8.57
26-45 Years 451 8245 31.65 4.6l 27.73 646 54 8.42
46-60 Years 26 4.75 30.73 3.68  24.69 6.18 545 78
60+ Years 3 0.55 35 2 31.67 6.51 523 68l
Type of Service Emergency Service 97 17.73 32.57 44 29.25 6.14 55.5 7.76
Out-Patient 36 6.58 30.64 374 31 432 476 533
Surgery or Post-Op. 225 41.13 31.07 453 26.3 6.55 54.8 7.89
Clients at Clinic 89 16.27 31.36 424 3074 6.21 502  9.24
Other 74 13.53 31.64 543 2697 6.55 56 8.47
All of Above 26 48 33 402 2577 497 582 6.7
Caseload per Week Below 25 124 22.67 30.45 4.56 29.76 591 49.7  7.68
26-49 153 2797 31.91 433 299 6.55 53 8.23
50-75 120 21.94 31.58 447  26.08 6.19 565 73l
76 or above 150 27.42 31.97 473 2586 6.12 567 83
Clinical Supervision Not Heard of 62 11.33 32.85 485  26.19 6.2 559 794
Yes 169 309 31.25 477 2633 6.63 557 80l
No 316 57.77 31.41 434 2911 624 528 846
Self-care training Not Heard of 50 9.14 332 497 2668 6.12 569 856
Yes 30 5.48 30.27 5.74 2877 629 502 946
No 467 8537 31.42 439 28 6.54 54 8.19

The variance of BO, STS, and CS by socio-demographic variables
was tested using ANOVA. The mean values of BO, STS, and Cs for
each subtype of socio-demographic variable are presented in Table 4.
The BO scores were found significantly different depending on the
type of institutions respondents worked for, the number of clients they
served per week, and clinical supervision: the ANOVA results were
[F (4,542) = 3.832, p = 0.004], [F (3,543) = 3.174, p = 0.024], [F
(2,544) = 3.083, p = 0.047] respectively. No significant differences
were measured for BO scores with other variables.

A post hoc Tukey test was applied. The doctors working in
teaching hospitals were found statistically significantly higher BO
mean scores as compared with their government hospital counterparts
(p = 0.006, d = 0.38). Equally, doctors working in teaching hospitals
have shown a significantly higher BO mean scores than the doctors
working in private hospitals (p = 0.026, d = 0.35). No other groups
had statistically significant differences in their BO mean scores. Post
hoc Tukey test for the BO of doctors serving with various numbers of
clients per week was tested. The BO mean scores of Doctors serving
more than 75 clients per week were statistically significant with higher
scores than their counterparts: below 25 clients per week (p = 0.04, d
=0.33), and 26-50 clients (p =0.031, d = 0.33), whereas, there were no
significant differences with the group of doctors serving 50-75 clients

per week. No other groups had statistically significantly different in
the mean score of BO. Post hoc Tukey test on availability of clinical
supervision outlined that the group without knowing any clinical
supervision had significantly higher BO mean scores as compared to
the group who regularly receive clinical supervision (p = 0.046, d =
0.55). However, there were no significant differences measured in the
groups receiving clinical supervision regularly versus not receiving
any clinical supervision.

Differences in socio-demographic variables and STS scores were
also tested. The mean scores of STS were found significantly different
according to the respondents’ qualifications, the number of years of
experience, type of institution they serve, age group, type of services
they provide, numbers of clients they service per week and availability
of clinical supervision. The differences in STS mean scores for
qualification were [F (2,544) = 10.508, p < 0.001], while those for
experience, type of institution, age group, and were [F (3,543)=9.413,
p <0.001], [F (4,542) = 6.099, p < 0.001], and [F (3,543) = 5.698, p
= 0.001] respectively. In terms of numbers of service type and client
served per week the differences were [F (3,543) = 17.861, p <0.001],
and [F (2,544) = 13.179, p < 0.001]. No significant differences were
measured for STS mean scores when other variables were considered.
Post hoc Tukey test on qualification wise groups were carried out. The
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STS scores of MBBS with a master’s Degree in Medicine group were
significantly different from a median effect (p <0.001, d = 0.40). There
was no significant difference in the STS mean scores of Doctorate
in Medicine groups with MBBS and master’s Degree in Medicine
groups.

Through a post hoc Tukey test on the years of experiences, doctors
having over 10 years of experience had significantly higher STS mean
scores as compared to other groups: less than 2 years group (p <0.001,
d=0.72), 2-5 years (p <0.001, d = 0.07), and 5-10 years (p <0.001, d
= 0.69). There was no statistical difference in the STS scores among
other groups. A post hoc Tukey test results for Type of Institutions
group-wise differences on STS was tested, the mean score of STS
between the doctors working in the private hospital was significantly
different with a median effect than their government counterparts (p
=010, d = 0.33), doctors in teaching hospital (p =011, d = 0.40), and
doctors working in private practice (p = 001, d = 1.03). The mean
scores on the STS with other groups were found non-significant.
Age group wise, the post hoc Tukey test outlined that 18-25 years
age group had statistically higher and significant STS mean scores in
comparison with the STS scores of 26-45 years age group (p = 0.013,
d = 0.40), and 46-60 years age group (p = 0.001, d = 0.90). The mean
scores on the STS with other age groups were found non-significant.

As per the post hoc Tukey test, doctors working in surgery or
post-operative clients had significantly different STS mean scores.
The differences of mean score of doctors working in surgery or
post-operative clients with emergency service group was (p = 0.002,
d = -0.46), Out-patient working group (p < 0.001, d = - 0.85), and
doctors working with clients at private clinic (p < 0.001, d = - 0.70)
respectively. Similarly, doctors working with clients at private practice
had significantly different STS mean scores than doctors working
with other clients (p = 0.002, d = 0.59). No other groups were found
statistically different.

Post hoc Tukey test for the STS of doctors with various numbers
of clients per week was tested. The mean scores of Doctors serving
less than 25 clients per week were statistically significant with higher
scores than their counterparts: 50-75 clients per week (p <0.001, d =
0.60), and 76 or above clients (p <0.001, d = 0.56), whereas, there
were no significant differences with the group of doctors serving 50-
75 clients per week. Nevertheless, doctors serving 50-75 clients per
week had significantly higher mean scores than the doctors serving
below 25 clients per week (p <0.001, d = 1.08) and 26-50 clients (p
<0.001, d = 0.65). Similarly, a significant difference was measured
between the groups serving 26-50 clients with doctors serving 50-
75 clients per week (p <0.001, d = 0.60), and 76 or above clients (p
<0.001, d = 0.64). No other groups were found significantly different
in terms of mean scores of STS.

The tests between the subject effects of CS mean scores with
different socio-demographic variables revealed that the CS of doctors
varies significantly by qualification, type of institution served, type of
service provided, weekly caseload and level of clinical supervision.
All the results were significantly different. The analysis of variance
between the subject results were [F (2,544) = 7.784, p < 0.001] for
qualifications, [F (4,542) =8.585, p <0.001] for type of institution, and
F (5,541) =12.403, p < 0.001] for type of service provided. Similarly,
the variances with significant differences for weekly caseload and
level of clinical supervision were [F (3,543) =22.053, p <0.001] and
[F (2,544) = 8.629, p < 0.001] respectively. No significant differences
were measured for CS mean scores with respect to other variables.

Post hoc Tukey test of ANOVA on CS score across the various
socio-demographic groups was measured. CS mean scores of doctors

Copyright:
©2022 Adhikari 49

with master’s Degree in Medicine group was significantly higher with
small effect as compared to the MBBS group of doctors (p = 0.012,
d = 0. 26), whereas a medium effect with significant differences was
measured between the master’s Degree in Medicine group and Doctor
in Medicine group (p = 0.001, d = 0. 55). There was no significant
difference in the mean scores of CS between the MBBS group of
doctors and Doctor in Medicine group. Post hoc Tukey test outlined
that the doctors working with teaching hospitals had significantly
higher CS, with a medium effect, as compared to their fellows working
in private (p <0.001, d = 0.71) and government hospitals (p<0.001, d
= 0.54). No other groups were found significantly different in the CS
mean scores.

As per the post hoc Tukey test report, doctors working in other
sectors were found significantly higher CS scores, with large effects,
than the doctors working with out patients (p < 0.001, d = 1.85) and
clients at private practice (p < 0.001, d = 1.02). The doctors working
with surgery departments had significantly higher CS than the doctors
working with out patients (p < 0.001, d = 1.07) and clients at private
practice (p <0.001, d=0.54). Similarly, doctors working in emergency
department had significantly higher CS than their counterparts
working for out-patients (p < 0.001, d = 1.19) and private clinics (p <
0.001, d = 0.62). There were no statistically significant variations on
the mean scores of CS among the groups of doctors serving various
categories of clients.

Post hoc Tukey test for the CS of doctors with various numbers
of clients per week was tested. The mean scores of Doctors serving
more than 76 or above clients per week were statistically significant
with higher scores than their counterparts: below 25 clients per week
(p <0.001, d = 0.86), and 26-50 clients (p <0.001, d = 0.44), whereas,
there were no significant differences with the group of doctors serving
50-75 clients per week. Nevertheless, doctors serving 50-75 clients
per week had significantly higher mean CS scores than the doctors
serving below 25 clients per week (p <0.001, d = 0.89) and 26-50
clients (p <0.001, d = 0.44). Similarly, the group serving below 26-
50 clients had a significantly higher CS mean scores as compared to
doctors working below than 25 clients per week (p =0.004, d = 0.41).

In the post hoc Tukey test, doctors receiving clinical supervision
had a significantly higher CS mean scores as compared to the doctors
without receiving any clinical supervision (p = 0.001, d = 0.35).
Surprisingly, the doctors never heard of clinical supervision had
significantly higher CS mean scores as compared to the doctors not
receiving clinical supervision (p = 0.017, d = 0.39). However, no
statistically significant difference was measured between the doctors
receiving clinical supervision and doctors never heard about clinical
supervision.

In summary, the ANOVA and post-hoc test results on the BO,
STS and CS have outlined; doctors working in teaching hospitals
had a higher level of BO than other doctors, as did doctors working
in emergency wards, providing care to over 50 clients per week and
working with all categories of clients. The lack of self-care training
was also associated with a higher than average level of BO. STS
scores were higher among young doctors and doctors over the age of
60 than other doctors. Doctors working in a private hospital, looking
after clients in out-patient wards and working with all categories of
clients also experienced a higher level of STS, as did doctors with no
clinical supervision and working with less than 50 clients per week.
Doctors who completed a post-graduate degree had higher levels of
CS than other doctors, as did those working in private and teaching
hospitals or the emergency department, looking after over 50 clients
per week and serving diverse categories of clients. Interestingly,
clinical supervision and self-care training were not associated with a
higher level of CS.
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Structural Equation Model of Personal and Professional
Distress

A SEM of personal and professional distress was created. The
latent factors were ProQOL to represent professional distress and
a combination of anxiety, depression and psychosomatic burden to
represent personal distress. The BO measures of ProQOL could not
be justified through CFA and were removed from the SEM. STS and
CS were taken as exogenous variables, and anxiety, depression and
psychosomatic burden were taken as endogenous variables. Each
measure contains a residual error.

Using AMOS, a path analysis was drawn for multivariate analysis.
The measurement model of psychosomatic burden contains three
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factors (pain, cardiopulmonary, fatigue) and was adjusted accordingly
in the structural model. STS and CS were assumed to have an effect
on personal distress (anxiety, depression and psychosomatic burden).
The relationships among the measures of professional and personal
distress were tested through the SEM. The SEM drawn as per the CFA
outcomes of SSS-8, HSCL-25, and ProQOL-5 is presented in

The model outlined a total of 86 endogenous variables, 36 of which
were observed and 50 of which were not, as well as 44 exogenous. The
outcome of the test in AMOS outlined 666 distinct sample moments
and 77 estimated parameters. The degree of freedom was 589. The
overall fit indices of the initial model are presented in Table 5.

Table 5 Fit indices of Initial Model of ProQOL and Personal Distress (N = 547, p <.001)

Model CMIN/df  NFI TLI GFI CFI

RMR

HolterKriterium

SMRs RMSEA P-Close

Initial Model 3.104 0.809 0.852 0.849 0.862

0.096

277

0.1545 .062 .840

Note.NFI = Normed-Fit Index, TLI = Tucker-Lewis Index, GFl = Goodness-of-Fit Index, CFI = Comparative-Fit Index, RMSR = Root mean square residuals, SMRs
= Standardised root mean square residuals, RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation, HolterKriterium for number of required samples with p = 0.01

The initial model had a poor fit. The fit indices values for the
default model were, > 1828.274, y*/df = 3.104, TLI = .852, GFI =
.849, CFI = .862, and RMSEA = 0.062. The chi- square value and a
few other indices were within the parameters of the recommended
values. However, the fit indices for TLI, GFI, and CFI were lower
than the recommended cut-off values.® Therefore, the model was
modified using a maximum likelihood method for diffeent indices.
These modificaiton were carried out in the next phase. The results are
presented in the section below on the final model.

Final structural model

The final structural model of personal and professional distress
was a modification of the model in Figure 1. It had a total of 139
parameters, out of which 55 were fixed and 84 were unlabeled. Eight
co-variances and 44 variances were measured, and 84 variables, 44
exogenous and 42 endogenous, were outlined. A total of 666 distinct
sample moments with 84 distinct parameters to estimate and 582
degrees of freedom were examined.
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Figure | Initial Model of SEM for Measures of ProQOL and Personal Distress.

CS = compassion satisfaction, STS = secondary traumatic stress, DEP =
depression, ANX = anxiety, SOM = psychosomatic.

The goodness-of-fit statistics for the final model (Figure 2)
revealed that the error variance between and among some of the items
and variables had a significant impact on the model for the best fit.
Therefore, the error variances between DEP 6 and DEP 13, and
DEP 7 and DEP_14 were covaried. Similarly, ANX-3 and ANX 4,
ANX 4 and ANX 5, and ANX 9 and ANX 10 were covaried and
adjusted. The chi-square value of the model was 1191.007, and its
degree of freedom measured 582. After necessary adjustments in the
modified indices, the goodness-of-fit indices in the final structural
model were analysed (Table 6).
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Figure 2 Final Model of SEM for Measures of ProQOL and Personal Distress.

CS = compassion satisfaction, STS = secondary traumatic stress, DEP =
depression, ANX = anxiety, SOM = psychosomatic burden

The indices presented above and obtained from the analysis of
the final structural model of the study have the following values:
x2 = 1191.007, x2/df = 2.046, TLI = .926, GFI = .888, CFI = .932
and RMSEA = 0.440. Lomax and Schumacker (2004) demonstrated
that chi-square values are inflated in studies with a large sample size
and therefore create statistically significant chi-square results. As
postulated, the test results of the final SEM show significant values
of chi-square scores (p <001). The values of GFI and NFI were below
the cut-off scores of .90. This model is the most optimal model for
representing the professional and personal distress of Nepali doctors
with the given data.
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Table 6 Final ModelFit Indices for Professional and Personal Distress (N = 547,p <.001)

Model CMIN/df NFI TLI GFI CFI

RMR

SMRs RMSEA P-Close HolterKriterium

2.046 0.876 0.926 0.888 0.932

0.052

0.057 .044 0.998 305

Note.NFI = Normed Fit Index, TLI = Tucker-Lewis-Index, GFl = Goodness-of-Fit-Index, CFl = Comparative Fit Index, RMSR = Root mean square residuals, SMRs
= Standardized Root mean Square Residuals, RMSEA = Root mean square error of approximation, HolterKriterium for number of required sample with p = 0.01

Influence of Professional Distress on Personal Distress

The influence of professional distress measures on personal
distress measures was tested through path analysis. The direct effect
of STS and CS on psychosomatic, depression, and anxiety are
presented below. As expected, STS has a positive significant effect
on depression and anxiety. The influence of STS on depression was
measured at r=0.20, R>=0.027, p <0.001, while the influence of STS
on anxiety was measured as r = 0.34, R?=0.079, p < 0.001. However,
the influence of STS on psychosomatic burden was measured as
negative but significant: r=-0.15, R?=0.079, p = 0.028. The indirect
effects on psychosomatic burden and other factors that can account
for the negative effect of STS on psychosomatic burden are unknown,
but the outcome did not support the theoretical concepts of correlation
between STS and psychosomatic burden. The total variance (R?) for
psychosomatic burden was only 8%.

Psychosomatic burden and anxiety were directly and significantly
affected by CS but the impact of CS on depression, while positive,
was insignificant. CS has been perceived and measured as a
moderator of distress, so the significant and positive effects of CS
on anxiety and psychosomatic were unexpected. The positive effect
of CS on depression was also unexpected. Therefore, the hypothesis
of a negative and significant effect of CS on personal distress could
not be justified. The estimation of regression weights and significant
estimates of various measures of personal and professional distress
are presented in Table 7.

Table 7 Estimation of regression weights and significant estimates for different
measures

Constructs* Estimate S.E. C.R. P

Psychosomatic <--- CS 0.117 .049 2.3%4 0.017
Psychosomatic <--- STS -0.072 .033 -2.196 0.028
Depression <--- CS 0.074 .051 1.445 0.148
Depression <--- STS 0.115 .035 3.281 0.001
Anxiety <--- CS 0.163 .047  3.501 <.001
Anxiety <--- STS 0.164 .032 5.176 <.001

Note.*Constructs are represented by: CS = compassion satisfaction, STS =
secondary traumatic stress, psychosomatic burden, depression, and anxiety

Discussion

The negative emotional state of any medical doctor has an impact
on the care and services he or she provides to patients and affects
his or her ProQOL.**' The CF and CS model of understanding the
negative and positive impacts on medical doctors was chosen as the
best theoretical model to assess such impacts.! The personal distress
of doctors was evaluated using the widely used measures of anxiety,
depression and psychosomatic burden.*>%33

The high level of participation, 547 doctors out of an estimated
15,000, is one strength of this study. The high rates of anxiety,
depression, suicidal ideation, and psychosomatic burden found, as are
presented in the results section, are corroborated by similar studies

in China, Pakistan, and India.?*>>** One out of four Nepali doctors
faces the comorbidity of anxiety and depression. Suicidal ideation
is high in one out of twenty doctors and one in three doctors has a
high level of depression. Young doctors, female doctors, and doctors
working outside of Kathmandu Valley are at risk of a high level of
depression and suicide. The literature reviewed in this study also
demonstrated the high rate of depression and suicide among female
doctors. Suvedi et al.*® outlined, the depression and suicide burden
among childbearing-aged women in Nepal is extremely high, 6% of
the below 30 years. The fact that Nepali female doctors have even
higher rates of depression, suggest that they undergo a great deal
of social and familial distress. The prevalence of depression in the
Nepali population ranges from 30.9% to 40.6%.°7" Despite the fact
that some studies in the literature review conclude that the depression
and anxiety of doctors is higher than that of the general population,*!
however this study findings shown, the prevalence of depression and
anxiety of Nepali doctors are slightly lower than the range experienced
by the general Nepali population.

The proportions of Nepali doctors at high risk of BO and STS
found by this study were lower than those found in other populations
of doctors in other, similar studies in developing countries.®% The
CS of Nepali doctors is slightly higher than that found in other
studies,® a fact suggesting that Nepali doctors are more resilient
than doctors elsewhere. However, over 50% of Nepali doctors are
found at moderate risk of BO and STS. Doctors working with over
50 clients per week or without clinical supervision and young doctors
working in private and teaching hospitals were found to be at risk of
CF. Over 90% of Nepali doctors were found to have a high level of
CS, a finding suggesting that the profession of medical doctor is a
dignified one that provides satisfaction to those who provide support
to patients. These findings have clearly outline huge differences on
the lower job satisfaction and higher level of burnout in other studies
conducted in developed countries.*”-®

It is possible that family, peer and community support in
developing countries like Nepal is stronger, even in clinical settings,
than it is in developed countries.®”! Only 18 doctors out of 1,000 were
found to be dissatisfied with their service and profession. However,
the outcomes show that Nepali doctors are at risk of CF and that
preventive measures need to be put in place. As was found elsewhere,
the prevalence of both professional and personal distress was higher
among medical doctors with no clinical supervision, female doctors,
young doctors working in private and teaching hospitals, doctors
dealing with very high numbers of clients each week, and doctors
who have not participated in self-care training.®’

The influence of ProQOL measures (STS and CS) on distress
(anxiety, depression and psychosomatic) measures was tested through
using a SEM technique. The items for all measures except BO that
were retained during the CFA process were kept as variables to fit
the model. Model indices were tested. The prescribed model fit
outcomes suggested a strong positive correlation between depression
and anxiety scales (alpha = 0.87), a finding which supports previous
findings.?? The findings suggested that the symptomatic coverage of
both depression and anxiety measures were similar to the coverage
of STS. STS had a linear correlation with depression and anxiety.
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The correlation of STS was moderately, but significantly, correlated
with depression (r = 0.20, p < 0.001) and anxiety (r = 0.34, p <
0.001). Despite the theoretical understanding of positive correlations
between psychosomatic and STS measures, the results showed that
psychosomatic measures were poorly and negatively correlated with
STS (r=-0.15, p = 0.028). These outcomes need critical qualitative
and quantitative evaluations in the future.

Surprisingly, anxiety, depression and psychosomatic measures
were positively correlated with CS (Figure 3). These results, which
are explored above, are the opposite of the general theoretical
understanding®'*® and therefore need monitoring in future research.’’-”
Studies on the professional and personal distress of Nepali doctors are
very rare, so this study has many limitations to concretely explain
such opposite findings. Any theoretical, cultural or social factors
interlinking to such findings needs further studies. The few studies
on the conceptual similarities between BO and depression symptoms
in medical doctors in other contexts.” could not be tested due to the
omission of BO from the CFA due to poor model fit.

Professional Distress Personal Distress

R =0.079
r=-015%
Secondary -
Traumatic Stress TR
o= ax?
r=-0.58 re R'=0.027
220,
Compassion r=0.0% Depression

Figure 3 Path Diagram of the Influence of Professional Distress on Personal
Distress.

r = effect or correlation coefficient, R? = variance, ¥ = p <.05,** = p <.001.

The findings of this study in terms of measuring the impact of
professional distress on personal distress have to be referenced with
various limitations, and the replicability of a similar theoretical basis
in another context is very low. As the interrelationships among the
professional and personal distress of Nepali medical doctors were
not strong, a null hypothesis on the strong influence of professional
distress on personal distress could not be justified. The research
findings, therefore, suggest screening both professional and personal
measures at once to understand the reverse causation until other
studies in future suggests differently, while providing medical care
to Nepali doctors who are experiencing personal or professional
distress. This study found that one out of four medical doctors in
Nepal faces the challenges of anxiety and depression, a finding
which indicates that it is urgent to find appropriate measures for
addressing the psychological distress of medical doctors. The burden
of suicide is alarming, with 2% of doctors reporting an ‘extremely
high’ desire to self-harm and female doctors more affected than their
male counterparts. The burdens of BO and STS are relatively low but
concerns about professional distress still need proper attention.

This study has several limitations. The response rate of online
respondents was difficult to trace and the response rate for the paper-
and-pencil form of data collection was just under 60%. The sample
size was diverse: it represented rural and urban doctors, senior and
junior doctors, doctors of different ages, and doctors working at
different types of institutions. The targeted sample size was fulfilled,
but doctors in remote areas without internet facility may have
been left out.” The data collection tools, mainly ProQOL-5, were
translated into Nepali and tested on mental health and psychosocial
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support professionals. The use of non-validated tools, both SSS-8
and ProQOL-5, pose certain limitations on the replicability of the
findings. In any online survey, the respondent generally provides a
socially desirable answer, a tendency which is often difficult to control
but which impacts study outcomes.” A cross-sectional survey design
has many limitations. Such a study cannot provide insight into the
causation of a problem.”””® Because the data was cross-sectional, a
diverse range of socio-demographic variables such as age, gender,
type of institution, and level of support (supervision, training, etc.)
was compared to present the significant differences in the outcomes of
both personal and professional distress. Nevertheless, it was difficult
to measure the causation of such differences. In terms of the ethical
ground of the research, using a cross-sectional design prevented
participants’ form being repeated exposed to distress measures, as is
generally the case with a longitudinal design.

Ultimately, the findings of this research do not provide a causal
link with respect to the significant differences in the outcomes of both
personal and professional distress. The studied population is highly
educated and represents the higher strata of socio-economic groups in
Nepali society. The researcher clearly outlined in the inclusion criteria
that the respondent should be fluent in English and Nepali language.
Since most of the doctors had probably studied in English language
medium institutions since high school, some of the terminology
translated into Nepali on the data collection tools may have been
difficult for them to fully understand. Thus, the results based on the
collected data and its analysis might have some bias in this regard.
The study findings must be analysed with such caveats in mind.

Conclusions

The study concludes a reiteration of the high prevalence of
personal distress, moderate risk of CF, and high compassion
satisfaction among Nepali medical doctors. A strong influence of
professional distress measures on personal distress measures was not
verified. The study concludes that further research on the influence
of and interrelationships among measures of professional and
personal distress in the population of medical doctors is needed. It
also suggests screening both personal and professional distress while
providing treatment and care to medical doctors. Despite having
some methodological, statistical, and practical limitations, this study
provides ample opportunities for understanding the professional and
personal distress among Nepali doctors, the interrelationships among
the measures of distress, and the applicability of the adapted tools.
The study outcomes also suggest that screening for personal distress
(anxiety, depression and psychosomatic burden) is important while
looking at the professional distress of medical doctors in clinical
settings. The study findings also show that there is an immediate need
for action in addressing the distress of doctors to sustain the limited
workforce and provide uninterrupted good-quality care to patients
and exploring the qualitative aspects of distress faced by the Nepali
doctors.”™%

Acknowledgments

This research was carried out as a component of the researcher’s
Ph.D. degree in Psychology at the University of Nicosia. Thanks Dr.
Martin Nechtelberger’s encouragement and guidance at every step. [
am grateful for the support and encouragement of Dr. Nuno Ferreira,
Coordinator of the Ph.D. programme at the Psychology Department.
Gratitude to all the medical doctors who participated in and contributed
to this study. Two institutions, Rhythm Neuro-Psychiatry Hospital and
Research Center and Transcultural Psychosocial Organisation (TPO
Nepal), are thankful for their institutionalised support in providing
mental health and psychological support to respondents in need.

Citation: Adhikari Y, Senft B. Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors. | Psychol Clin Psychiatry. 2022;13(2):41-55.

DOI: 10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.007 13


https://doi.org/10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713

Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors

Deepest gratitude goes to senior Nepali psychologist Mr. Bhava
Poudyal, psychologist Mr. Sujen Man Maharjan, and Nepali language
expert Hemraj Adhikari for their invaluable support for the process
of culturally adapting the research tools. I am thankful to two social
workers, Mr. Raaz Chhetri and Ms. Sumina Machamasi, for their
support in collecting paper-and-pencil responses from respondents.

Conflict of interest

The author declares that the research was conducted in the absence
of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed
as a potential conflict of interest.

Funding

None

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Bright RP, Krahn L. Depression and suicide among physicians. Current
Psychiatry. 2011;10(4):16-17.

Doolittle BR, Windish DM, Seelig CB. Burnout, coping, and spirituality
among internal medicine resident physicians. Journal of Graduate Me-
dical Education. 2013;5(2):257-261.

Dyrbye LN, Thomas MR, Shanafelt TD. Systematic review of depres-
sion, anxiety, and other indicators of psychological distress among US
and Canadian medical students. Academic Medicine. 2006;81(4):354—
373.

Hawton K, Clements A, Sakarovitch C, Simkin S, Deeks JJ. Suicide
in doctors: A study of risk according to gender, seniority and specialty
in medical practitioners in England and Wales, 1979-1995. Journal of
Epidemiology & Community Health. 2001;5(5):296-300.

Shanafelt TD, Mungo M, Schmitgen J, et al. Longitudinal study evalua-
ting the association between physician burnout and changes in profes-
sional work effort. /n Mayo Clinic Proceedings. 2016;91(4):422-431.

Maslach C, Schaufeli WB, Leiter MP. Job burnout. Annual Review of
Psychology. 2001;52(1):397—422.

Stearns S, Benight CC. Organizational factors in burnout and secondary
traumatic stress. In Secondary Trauma and Burnout in Military Behav-
ioral Health Providers. New York, US: Palgrave Macmillan. 2016;85—
113.

Eckleberry-Hunt J, Lick D. Physician depression and suicide: A shared
responsibility. Teaching and Learning in Medicine. 2015;27(3):341—
345.

Schernhammer ES, Colditz GA. Suicide rates among physicians: a
quantitative and gender assessment (meta-analysis). American Journal
of Psychiatry. 2004;161(12):2295-2302.

Rosenstein AH. Physician stress and burnout: what can we do?. Physi-
cian Executive. 2012;38(6):22-30.

Vijendren A, Yung M, Sanchez J. Occupational health issues amongst UK
doctors: A literature review. Occupational Medicine. 2015;65(7):519—
528.

Wurm W, Vogel K, Holl A, Ebner C, et al. Depression-burnout overlap
in physicians. PLoS One. 2016;11(3):e0149913.

Kumar S. Burnout and doctors: Prevalence, prevention and interven-
tion. In Healthcare. Multidisciplinary Digital Publishing Institute.
2016;4(3):37.

Pereira-Lima K, Loureiro SR. Burnout, anxiety, depression, and so-
cial skills in medical residents. Psychology, Health & Medicine.
2015;20(3):353-362.

Mata DA, Ramos MA, Bansal N, et al. Prevalence of depression and
depressive symptoms among resident physicians: A systematic review
and meta-analysis. Jama. 2015;314(22):2373-2383.

Bailey E, Robinson J, McGorry P. Depression and suicide among medical

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.
37.

Copyright:
©2022 Adhikari 33

practitioners in Australia. Internal Medicine Journal. 2018;48(3):254-
258.

Bourne T, Wynants L, Peters M, et al. The impact of complaints proce-
dures on the welfare, health and clinical practice of 7926 doctors in the
UK: A cross-sectional survey. BMJ Open. 2015;5(1):e006687.

Hawton K, Agerbo E, Simkin S, Platt B, Mellanby RJ. Risk of suicide
in medical and related occupational groups: A national study based on
Danish case population-based registers. Journal of Affective Disorders.
2011;134(1-3):320-326.

Gagné P, Moamai J, Bourget D. Psychopathology and suicide among
Quebec physicians: A nested case control study. Depression Research
and Treatment. 2011;1(1):1-6.

Gong Y, Han T, Chen W, et al. Prevalence of anxiety and depressive
symptoms and related risk factors among physicians in China: A cross-
-sectional study. Plos One. 2014;9(7):e103242.

LiY, LiY, Cao J. Factors associated with suicidal behaviors in mainland
China: A meta-analysis. BMC Public Health. 2012;12(1):524.

Atif K, Khan HU, Ullah MZ, et al. Prevalence of anxiety and depression
among doctors: The unscreened and undiagnosed clientele in Lahore,
Pakistan. Pakistan Journal of Medical Sciences. 2016;32(2):294-298.

Kunwar D, Risal A, Koirala S. Study of depression, anxiety and stress
among the medical students in two medical colleges of Nepal. Kathman-
du University Medical Journal. 2016;53(1):22-26.

Basnet B, Jaiswal M, Adhikari B, Shyangwa PM. Depression among un-
dergraduate medical students. Kathmandu University Medical Journal.
2012;10(39):56-59.

Bianchi R, Schonfeld IS, Laurent E. Burnout—depression overlap: A re-
view. Clinical Psychology Review.2015;36(1):28-41.

Schonfeld IS, Bianchi R. Burnout and depression: Two entities or one?
Journal of Clinical Psychology.2016;72(1):22-37.

Brenninkmeyer V, Van Yperen NW, Buunk BP. Burnout and depression
are not identical twins: Is decline of superiority a distinguishing featu-
re?. Personality and Individual Differences. 2001;30(5):873-880.

Pompili M, Innamorati M, Narciso V, et al. Burnout, hopeless-
ness and suicide risk in medical doctors. La Clinica Terapeutica.
2010;161(6):511-514.

Swami MK, Mathur DM, Pushp BK. Emotional intelligence, perceived
stress and burnout among resident doctors: an assessment of the rela-
tionship. The National Medical Journal of India. 2013;26(4):210-213.

McManus IC, Winder BC, Gordon D. The causal links between
stress and burnout in a longitudinal study of UK doctors. The Lancet.
2002;359(9323):2089-2090.

Sreeramareddy CT, Shankar PR, Binu VS, Mukhopadhyay C, Ray B,
Menezes RG. Psychological morbidity, sources of stress and coping
strategies among undergraduate medical students of Nepal. BMC Medi-
cal Education. 2007;7(1):26.

Ministry of Finance (MoF). Economic survey. Singhadarbar: Kathman-
du. Nepal. 2016.

Phuyel BR. Doctor’s Brain Drain in Nepal: Exploring the Patterns,
Causes, Consequences and Solutions (Doctoral dissertation, University
of Tokyo). 2013.

Aday LA, Cornelius LJ. Designing and conducting health surveys: A
comprehensive guide. New Jersey, US: John Wiley & Sons. 2006.

Hulley SB, Cummings SR, Browner WS, Grady DG, Newman TB.
Designing clinical research.Philadelphia, US: Lippincott Williams &
Wilkins. 2013.

National Institutes of Health (NIH). Sample size calculators. 2019.

Stamm BH. The concise progol manual. 2010.

Citation: Adhikari Y, Senft B. Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors. | Psychol Clin Psychiatry. 2022;13(2):41-55.
DOI: 10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713


https://doi.org/10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713
https://cdn.mdedge.com/files/s3fs-public/Document/September-2017/1004CP_Article1.pdf
https://cdn.mdedge.com/files/s3fs-public/Document/September-2017/1004CP_Article1.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3693690/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3693690/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3693690/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16565188/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16565188/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16565188/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16565188/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11297646/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11297646/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11297646/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11297646/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27046522/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27046522/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27046522/
https://www.mayoclinic.org/healthy-lifestyle/adult-health/in-depth/burnout/art-20046642
https://www.mayoclinic.org/healthy-lifestyle/adult-health/in-depth/burnout/art-20046642
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26158336/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26158336/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26158336/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15569903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15569903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15569903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23888648/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23888648/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26175495/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26175495/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26175495/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26930395/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26930395/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27417625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27417625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27417625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25030412/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25030412/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25030412/
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2474424
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2474424
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jama/fullarticle/2474424
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29512324/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29512324/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29512324/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25592686/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25592686/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25592686/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21676470/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21676470/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21676470/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21676470/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21822488/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21822488/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21822488/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22800121/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22800121/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4859009/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4859009/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4859009/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27892436/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27892436/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27892436/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25638755/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25638755/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26451877/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26451877/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0191886900000799
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0191886900000799
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0191886900000799
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24758443/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24758443/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24758443/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12086767/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12086767/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12086767/
https://bmcmededuc.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6920-7-26
https://bmcmededuc.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6920-7-26
https://bmcmededuc.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6920-7-26
https://bmcmededuc.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/1472-6920-7-26
http://www.mof.gov.np
http://www.mof.gov.np
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.476.5561&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.476.5561&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://www.sample-size.net/
http://www.proqol.org/uploads/ProQOL_Concise_2ndEd_12-2010.pdf

Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

S1.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

Sodeke-Gregson EA, Holttum S, Billings J. Compassion satisfaction,
burnout, and secondary traumatic stress in UK therapists who work
with adult trauma clients. European Journal of Psychotraumatology.
2013;4(1):1-10.

Adhikari B, Mishra SR. Urgent need for reform in Nepal’s medical edu-
cation. The Lancet. 2016;388(10061):2739-2740.

Derogatis LR, Lipman RS, Rickels K, Uhlenhuth EH, Covi L. The Ho-
pkins Symptom Checklist (HSCL): A self-report symptom inventory.
Systems Research and Behavioral Science. 1974;19(1):1-15.

Thapa SB, Hauff E. Psychological distress among displaced persons
during an armed conflict in Nepal. Social Psychiatry and Psychiatric
Epidemiology. 2005;40(8):672—679.

Gierk B, Kohlmann S, Kroenke K, et al. The somatic symptom scale—8
(SSS-8): A brief measure of somatic symptom burden. JAMA Internal
Medicine. 2014;174(3):399—407.

Zijlema WL, Stolk RP, Lowe B, et al. How to assess common somatic
symptoms in large-scale studies: A systematic review of questionnaires.
Journal of Psychosomatic Research. 2013;74(6):459-468.

Field A. Discovering statistics using SPSS (4th ed.). Thousand Oaks,
California: SAGE Publications. 2016;1-21.

Hooper D, Coughlan J, Mullen MR. Structural equation modelling:
Guidelines for determining model fit. Electronic Journal of Business
Research Methods. 2008;6(1):53-60.

McDonald RP, Ho MHR. Principles and practice in reporting structural
equation analyses. Psychological Methods. 2002;7(1):64-82.

Holmes-Smith P, Coote L, Cunningham E. Structural equation mode-
ling: From the fundamentals to advanced topics. Melbourne, Australia:
Streams. 2006.

Awang Z. A handbook on structural equation modeling. Shah Alam:
Universiti Teknologi MARA Publication. 2012.

Ahmad S, Zulkurnain NNA, Khairushalimi FI. Assessing the validity
and reliability of a measurement model in structural equation modeling
(SEM). Journal of Advances in Mathematics and Computer Science.
2016;1-8.

Hu LT, Bentler PM. Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure
analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Structural Equa-
tion Modeling: A Multidisciplinary Journal. 1999;6(1):1-55.

Huggard P, Stamm BH, Pearlman LA. Physician stress: Compassion
satisfaction, compassion fatigue and vicarious traumatization. In: C Fi-
gley, P Huggard, Rees, Editors. First do no self~harm: Understanding
and promoting physician stress resilience. New York, NY, US: Oxford
University Press. 2013;127-145.

Baird MB, LeMaster JW, Harding A. Translation and cultural adaptation
of the Hopkins Symptom Checklist-25 (HSCL-25) into Nepalese for use
with Bhutanese refugees. Online Journal of Cultural Competence in
Nursing and Healthcare. 2016;6(1):14-30.

Kleijn WC, Hovens JE, Rodenburg JJ. Posttraumatic stress symptoms in
refugees: assessments with the Harvard Trauma Questionnaire and the
Hopkins Symptom Checklist-25 in different languages. Psychological
Reports. 2001;88(2):527-532.

Dave S, Parikh M, Vankar G, Valipay SK. Depression, anxiety, and
stress among resident doctors of a teaching hospital. Indian Journal of
Social Psychiatry. 2018;34(2):163—-171.

Nisar K, Khan KH, Shah M. Anxiety and depression in doctors under-
going postgraduate training courses at armed forces postgraduate medi-
cal institute Rawalpindi. Journal of Ayub Medical College Abbottabad.
2012;24(3-4):171-173.

Suvedi BK, Pradhan A, Barnett S, et al. Nepal maternal mortality and
morbidity study 2008/2009: summary of preliminary findings. Kathman-

57.

S58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

Copyright:
©2022 Adhikari 4

du, Nepal: Family Health division, Department of Health Services, Min-
istry of Health, Government of Nepal. 2009.

Cousins S. Nepal’s silent epidemic of suicide. Lancet.

2016;387(10013):16-17.

Luitel NP, Jordans MJ, Sapkota RP, et al. Conflict and mental health: a
cross-sectional epidemiological study in Nepal. Social Psychiatry and
Psychiatric Epidemiology. 2013;48(2):183—193.

Kane JC, Luitel NP, Jordans MJD, et al. Mental health and psychoso-
cial problems in the aftermath of the Nepal earthquakes: findings from
a representative cluster sample survey. Epidemiology and Psychiatric
Sciences. 2018;27(3):301-310.

Risal A, Manandhar K, Linde M, Steiner TJ, Holen A. Anxiety and de-
pression in Nepal: prevalence, comorbidity and associations. BMC psy-
chiatry. 2016;16(1):102-110.

Elliot L, Tan J. The mental health of doctors: A systematic literature
review. Hawthorne, Australia: The National Depression Initiative, be-
yond-blue. 2010.

Bhutani J, Bhutani S, Balhara YPS, Kalra S. Compassion fatigue and
burnout amongst clinicians: A medical exploratory study. Indian Journal
of Psychological Medicine. 2012;34(4):332-337.

Chan AO, Chan YH, Chuang KP, Ng JS, Neo PS. Addressing physician
quality of life: Understanding the relationship between burnout, work
engagement, compassion fatigue and satisfaction. Journal of Hospital
Administration. 2015;4(6):46-55.

Khan AA, Khan MA, Malik NJ. Compassion fatigue amongst health care
providers. Pakistan Armed Forces Medical Journal. 2015;65(2):286—
289.

Dasan S, Gohil P, Cornelius V, Taylor C. Prevalence, causes and conse-
quences of compassion satisfaction and compassion fatigue in emergen-
cy care: A mixed-methods study of UK NHS Consultants. Emergency
Medical Journal. 2015;32(8):588-594.

Oo WM, Htun TT. Health hazards, job satisfaction and quality of life of
health professionals working at government hospitals in Mandalay city,
Myanmar. Burma Medical Journal. 2014;56(3):19-25.

Markwell AL, Wainer Z. The health and wellbeing of junior doc-
tors: insights from a national survey. Medical Journal of Australia.
2009;191(8):441-444.

McCain RS, McKinley N, Dempster M, Campbell W J, Kirk SJ. A study
of the relationship between resilience, burnout and coping strategies in
doctors. Postgraduate Medical Journal. 2018;94(1107):43-47.

Galek K, Flannelly KJ, Greene PB, Kudler T. Burnout, secondary trau-
matic stress, and social support. Pastoral Psychology. 2011;60(5):633-
649.

Killian KD. Helping till it hurts? A multimethod study of compassion
fatigue, burnout, and self-care in clinicians working with trauma survi-
vors. Traumatology. 2008;14(2):32-44.

Moos L. Prelude: Tuning the instrument. In Transnational Influences on
Values and Practices in Nordic Educational Leadership. Springer, Dor-
drecht. 2013;1-16

Marzouk M, Ouanes-Besbes L, Ouanes I, et al. Prevalence of anx-
iety and depressive symptoms among medical residents in Tunisia: a
cross-sectional survey. BMJ open. 2018;8(7):¢020655.

Hofmann SG, Asmundson GJ. Acceptance and mindfulness-based thera-
py: New wave or old hat?. Clinical psychology review. 2008;28(1):1-16.

Ahola K, Hakanen J, Perhoniemi R, Mutanen P. Relationship between
burnout and depressive symptoms: A study using the person-centred
approach. Burnout Research. 2014;1(1):29-37.

Citation: Adhikari Y, Senft B. Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors. | Psychol Clin Psychiatry. 2022;13(2):41-55.
DOI: 10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713


https://doi.org/10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877781/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877781/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877781/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3877781/
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)32423-0/fulltext
https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(16)32423-0/fulltext
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16021344/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16021344/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16021344/
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/fullarticle/1783305
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/fullarticle/1783305
https://jamanetwork.com/journals/jamainternalmedicine/fullarticle/1783305
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23731742/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23731742/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23731742/
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/297019805.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/297019805.pdf
https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/297019805.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11928891/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11928891/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/neuroscience/structural-equation-modeling
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/neuroscience/structural-equation-modeling
https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/neuroscience/structural-equation-modeling
https://journaljamcs.com/index.php/JAMCS/article/view/23445
https://journaljamcs.com/index.php/JAMCS/article/view/23445
https://journaljamcs.com/index.php/JAMCS/article/view/23445
https://journaljamcs.com/index.php/JAMCS/article/view/23445
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-31132-007
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-31132-007
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-31132-007
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-31132-007
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2013-31132-007
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351903/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11351903/
https://www.indjsp.org/article.asp?issn=0971-9962;year=2018;volume=34;issue=2;spage=163;epage=171;aulast=Dave
https://www.indjsp.org/article.asp?issn=0971-9962;year=2018;volume=34;issue=2;spage=163;epage=171;aulast=Dave
https://www.indjsp.org/article.asp?issn=0971-9962;year=2018;volume=34;issue=2;spage=163;epage=171;aulast=Dave
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24669645/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24669645/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24669645/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24669645/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26766336/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26766336/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00127-012-0539-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00127-012-0539-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00127-012-0539-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5502203/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5502203/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5502203/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5502203/
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12888-016-0810-0
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12888-016-0810-0
https://bmcpsychiatry.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12888-016-0810-0
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23723540/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23723540/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23723540/
https://www.sciedupress.com/journal/index.php/jha/article/view/7390
https://www.sciedupress.com/journal/index.php/jha/article/view/7390
https://www.sciedupress.com/journal/index.php/jha/article/view/7390
https://www.sciedupress.com/journal/index.php/jha/article/view/7390
https://www.pafmj.org/index.php/PAFMJ/article/view/862
https://www.pafmj.org/index.php/PAFMJ/article/view/862
https://www.pafmj.org/index.php/PAFMJ/article/view/862
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25248545/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25248545/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25248545/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25248545/
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/sea-166021
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/sea-166021
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/pt/sea-166021
https://www.mja.com.au/system/files/issues/191_08_191009/mar11478_fm.pdf
https://www.mja.com.au/system/files/issues/191_08_191009/mar11478_fm.pdf
https://www.mja.com.au/system/files/issues/191_08_191009/mar11478_fm.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28794171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28794171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28794171/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11089-011-0346-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11089-011-0346-7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11089-011-0346-7
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-10421-004
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-10421-004
https://psycnet.apa.org/record/2009-10421-004
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30037867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30037867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30037867/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17904260/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17904260/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213058614000060
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213058614000060
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2213058614000060

Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.
86.

O’Neill B. Collecting research data online: Implications for extension
professionals. Journal of Extension. 2004;42(3):1-2.

Braun HI, Jackson DN, Wiley DE. The role of constructs in psycholog-
ical and educational measurement. New York, USA: Routledge. 2001.

Jepsen P, Johnsen SP, Gillman MW, Serensen HT. Interpretation of ob-
servational studies. Heart. 2004;90(8):956-960.

Mann C. Observational research methods. Research design II: Cohort,
cross sectional, and case-control studies. Emergency Medicine Journal.
2003;20(1):54-60.

Acharya S. Gender, jobs, and education: Prospects and realities in Ne-
pal. Kathmandu, Nepal: UNESCO. 2014.

Adhikari Y. A comparative study of the Professional Quality of Life Fac-
tors in Nepali MHPSS Practitioners. Advanced Research in Psychology.
2020;1(1).

Baines J. What are the factors that shape the careers decisions of LSE
students? (Doctoral dissertation, University of Reading). 2009.

Dahlin B, Regmi MP. Conceptions of learning among Nepalese stu-
dents. Higher Education. 1997;33(4):471-493.

Imo UO. Burnout and psychiatric morbidity among doctors in the UK:
A systematic literature review of prevalence and associated factors. BJ-
Psych bulletin. 2017;41(4):197.

IRIN. Rude health - fear and violence in Nepal’s medical system. 2014.
Jacobs F. The patients per doctor map of the world. 2016.

Kumal AB, Mahato RK, Gupta RP, Ghimire J. Human resource for
health production capacity in Nepal: A glance. Journal of Nepal Health
Research Council. 2013.

87.

88.

89.
90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

Copyright:
©2022 Adhikari 9

Lakhey M, Lakhey S, Niraula SR, et al. Comparative attitude and plans
of the medical students and young Nepalese doctors. Kathmandu Uni-
versity Medical Journal. 2009;7(2):177-182.

Lamichhane N. Professional burnout: How caring for ourselves helps
us care for others. Journal of Psychiatrists’ Association of Nepal.
2015;4(2):1-3.

Lamichhane S. Doctors under threat. 2016.

Lomax RG, Schumacker RE. A beginner’s guide to structural equation
modeling. London: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates. 2004.

Prajapati R, Baral B, Karki KB, Neupane M. Perception of security by
health workforce at workplace in Nepal. Journal of Nepal Health Re-
search Council. 2013;11(24):153-157.

RSS. 2,000 doctors produced annually in Nepal. The Rising Nepal.
2016.

Schwenk TL. Physician Well-being and the Regenerative Power of Car-
ing. Jama. 2018;319(15):1543—1544.

Stamm BH. Measuring compassion satisfaction as well as fatigue: De-
velopmental history of the Compassion Satisfaction and Fatigue Test.
In: CR Figley, Editors. Treating compassion fatigue. New York, USA:
Brunner-Routledge. 2002;107—-119.

Stamm BH. The ProQOL manual. The professional quality of life scale:
Compassion satisfaction, burnout & compassion fatigue/secondary trau-
ma scales. 2005.

Thakur A, Koirala GADS. Medicine as a career choice: motivating
factors in Nepalese medical students. Journal of Institute of Medicine.
2007;21(1).

Citation: Adhikari Y, Senft B. Distressed but Highly Satisfied: Professional and Personal Distress of Nepali Doctors. | Psychol Clin Psychiatry. 2022;13(2):41-55.
DOI: 10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713


https://doi.org/10.15406/jpcpy.2022.13.00713
http://www.joe.org/joe/2004june/tt1.php
http://www.joe.org/joe/2004june/tt1.php

	Title
	Abstract 
	Keywords
	Introduction 
	Background 

	Design, sampling and aim of the study 
	Data Collection Procedures and Tools 
	Procedures 
	Demographic data 
	Nepali Version of Professional Quality of Life 5 
	Nepali version of Hopkins Symptoms Checklist (HSCL-25) 
	Nepali version of Somatic Symptom Scale (N-SSS - 8)
	Data Analysis Process 

	Ethical procedures 
	Results 
	Socio-demographic information of the respondents 
	Prevalence of distress among nepali medical doctors 
	Prevalence of professional quality of life measures in nepali medical doctors 
	Structural Equation Model of Personal and Professional Distress 

	Final structural model 
	Influence of Professional Distress on Personal Distress

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Acknowledgments 
	Conflict of interest 
	Funding 
	References 
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	Table 5
	Table 6
	Table 7

