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Abstract
Objective—We examined the psychological impact of the 2003 outbreak of severe acute
respiratory syndrome (SARS) on hospital employees in Beijing, China.

Methods—In 2006, randomly selected employees (n = 549) of a hospital in Beijing were
surveyed concerning their exposure to the 2003 SARS outbreak, and the ways in which the
outbreak had affected their mental health.

Results—About 10% of the respondents had experienced high levels of posttraumatic stress
(PTS) symptoms since the SARS outbreak. Respondents who had been quarantined, or worked in
high-risk locations such as SARS wards, or had friends or close relatives who contracted SARS,
were 2 to 3 times more likely to have high PTS symptom levels, than those without these
exposures. Respondents’ perceptions of SARS-related risks were significantly positively
associated with PTS symptom levels and partially mediated the effects of exposure. Altruistic
acceptance of work-related risks was negatively related to PTS levels.

Conclusions—The psychological impact of stressful events related to an infectious disease
outbreak may be mediated by peoples’ perceptions of those events; altruism may help to protect
some health care workers against these negative impacts.
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In the 21st century, the world is being challenged not only by new infectious diseases such
as SARS and avian influenza but also by bioterrorism. No country is immune to an outbreak
of a highly infectious disease. There is an urgent need to understand the possible
psychosocial impacts of an outbreak of an easily transmitted, rapidly spreading infectious
disease. The 2003 SARS outbreak has provided us with a unique opportunity to explore
these impacts.1

The SARS epidemic, with its rapid spread and high mortality rate, caused considerable panic
and anxiety around the world,2–5 eventually affecting more than 25 countries. Health care
workers had a higher rate of SARS infection than any other group, representing more than
20% of all the people who contracted SARS. More cases of SARS occurred in China than in
any other country,4 and Beijing was among the most heavily affected cities in the world.

Previous studies have assessed symptoms of SARS-related PTS in groups of health care
workers and other hospital employees in Canada,6–9 Hong Kong,10,11 Taiwan,2,12 and
Singapore.13 To our knowledge, however, no previous study has systematically assessed the
PTS symptoms of health care workers in mainland China, where two-thirds of the world’s
SARS cases occurred.

The literature has documented that perceived risk levels related to an event are affected by
the unfamiliarity and perceived uncontrollability of the hazards involved, and that these
perceptions in turn affect a person’s likelihood for developing PTSD.14–16 The mental health
impact of the Beijing SARS outbreak would, then, be expected to be relatively high, given
its initially very high levels of unfamiliarity and uncontrollability. Given that traumatic
exposures of longer duration have been found to be more strongly related to PTSD than
briefer exposures,17 the months-long period during which hospital employees in Beijing
continued to be exposed to the dangers of the outbreak18 could also have increased its
mental health impact, in comparison to disasters where exposures to danger have been
briefer. However, people do differ in their perceptions of the same situation.

Measures of perception-related reactions to SARS outbreaks, such as levels of fear of SARS
or having a sense of increased social isolation and (or) increased job stress related to
SARS,19,20 have previously been found to be associated with PTS symptom levels.19–21

However, these studies did not control for objective measures of outbreak exposures, and
thus could not assess the impact of differences in a person’s way of perceiving similar
events, on the relation between level of exposure to SARS and severity of PTS symptoms.

Other than exposure to SARS-related events, risk factors that have been found to be
associated with the development of SARS-related PTS symptoms include some
sociodemographic factors, such as female sex,2 and a low income level.2,22 For community
members who were placed under precautionary quarantine in Toronto, duration of
quarantine, and acquaintance with or exposure to someone who was hospitalized with
SARS, predicted PTS symptom levels.22 Little is known about which factors may be
associated with protection against SARS-related PTS symptoms. Some previous studies
have found that an altruistic intent to help is associated with resilience against PTSD.23,24

Several survey studies have indicated that this quality is frequently to be found among
health care workers.25–27
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Given the possibility of a future flu pandemic, more systematic research is needed to
improve understanding of the psychological impacts of infectious disease outbreaks, and
related risk and protective factors. To address these gaps in the literature, this study
examines levels of PTS symptoms among hospital employees relating to different types of
SARS event exposures. We also examine the role of perception of SARS-related risks
relating to exposure and to PTS symptoms. Finally, employees’ current levels of fear of
SARS, 3 years after their exposure to the SARS outbreak, are also assessed, as well as
associated risk and protective factors. It is hoped that our findings will help to improve
understanding of the psychological impact of exposure to an outbreak of a fast-spreading,
life-threatening infectious disease, and strengthen preparations for responding to possible
future outbreaks or pandemics of infectious diseases such as avian flu.

Methods
Sample

In 2006, a sample of 549 hospital employees was drawn from a major hospital in Beijing
that had been affected by the 2003 SARS outbreak. Using hospital employee rosters, a
stratified random sample was selected for recruitment into the study. The sample was
stratified by profession (with 3 profession categories, that is, doctor, nurse, and
administrative and [or] other hospital staff), by age group (34 years and younger, 35 to 55,
and 56 and older), and, for the doctor and nurse categories, by high or low level of work
exposure to SARS. (Doctors and nurses who had worked in units such as SARS wards, fever
clinics, the department of infectious diseases, or the emergency room, where contact with
SARS patients was frequent and intense, were classified as having had high work exposure.)
The oldest age group (aged 56 years and older) was small and treated as a single sampling
stratum. There were 11 resulting strata in the sample.

Doctors and nurses with high work exposure to the SARS outbreak were oversampled.
Hospital employees aged 35 to 55 years were also oversampled, for reasons related to a
second planned study of children whose parents were hospital employees and were exposed
to these events. (However, our study focuses only on the hospital employees themselves.)
The study’s response rate was 83%. Participants completed a self-report questionnaire. To
produce estimates representative of all of the hospital’s staff, the weight for each stratum
was generated as a reciprocal of the stratum-specific probability of being included in the
study, multiplied by the ratio of sample size to population size. These weights were used in
data analyses to obtain unbiased statistics.

This study was carried out in full compliance with the institutional review boards of the New
York State Psychiatric Institute and the Beijing University of Chinese Medicine. Written
informed consent was obtained from all participants prior to participation in the study.

Measures
Exposure to the SARS Outbreak

Hospital employees answered questions about their SARS outbreak event exposures,
including work exposure, any quarantining, and having a friend or close relative who
contracted SARS (relative or friend got SARS).

Work exposure was defined as working in a high-risk location, such as a SARS ward, fever
clinic, infectious disease department, emergency room, pulmonary medicine department, or
X-ray laboratory, between January and June of 2003.
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Any quarantining was defined, based on 6 questionnaire items, as quarantined as a result of
being diagnosed with SARS or suspected of having SARS, or as having had direct contact
with SARS patients either at work, at home, or in other places.

Relative or friend got SARS was defined as having one or more family members or friends
who developed SARS, and either died from or recovered from it.

For media exposure, 3 questions were asked concerning the amounts of exposure to
coverage about the SARS outbreak the hospital employees had received, through 3 types of
media (that is, television, websites, and other [radio, newspapers, or magazines]). A
response reporting a lot of (compared with some or none) exposure, through any of the
media categories, was counted as positive.

Other Exposure to Traumatic Events
Subjects were asked about exposure to potentially traumatic events prior to and following
the SARS outbreak, including severe injury in violent circumstances, witnessing a death or
serious injury of a close friend or family member, and living through a major disaster. This
instrument was modified from a questionnaire used in trauma exposure surveys conducted in
the United States.28,29 Two variables, one for any pre-SARS exposure and one for any post-
SARS exposure, were used in analyses.

During-Outbreak Perceptions of SARS-Related Risks
Ten questionnaire items were used to assess hospital employees’ perceptions, during the
2003 outbreak, of the SARS-related risks they had been facing; the items were adapted from
those used in a previous study assessing the psychological impact of SARS on hospital
employees in Taiwan.2 Nine of these items addressed employees’ during-outbreak
perceptions of a SARS-related threat: “I believed that my job was putting me at great risk”;
“I felt extra stress at work”; “I was afraid of falling ill with SARS”; “I felt I had little control
over whether I would get infected or not”; “I thought I would be unlikely to survive if I were
to get SARS”; “I thought about resigning because of SARS”; “I was afraid I would pass
SARS on to others”; “My family and friends were worried that they might get infected
through me”; and “People avoided my family because of my work.”2 The positive responses
on these items were counted to produce a Perceived SARS-Related Risk Scale score
(ranging from 0 to 9, with an internal consistency of 0.71, by Cronbach’s alpha). We used
the 10th item, “Because I wanted to help the SARS patients, I was willing to accept the risks
involved,” separately, as a measure of altruistic acceptance of risk.

The Psychological Impact of the SARS Outbreak
The IES-R,30 a self-report measure assessing subjective distress resulting from a traumatic
life event, was adapted for use in this study, to assess PTS symptoms experienced by
subjects at any time during the 3-year period following the SARS outbreak. The IES-R has
22 items, each with a Likert rating scale from 0 to 4. The total score has a range of 0 to 88.
The IES-R has been translated into, and validated in, Chinese2,31,32; a score of 20 or more
was interpreted here—as suggested by previous studies of populations affected by traumatic
events22,33—to indicate a high level of PTS symptoms. Hospital employees were also asked
about experiencing these PTS symptoms in the month prior to the interview; this
information was used in examining the persistence of PTS symptoms.

Current Fear of SARS
Three questions were used to assess subjects’ current fear of SARS at the time of the
interview: “Thinking about SARS makes me feel anxious”; “I feel tense when I think about
the threat of SARS”; “I feel quite anxious about the possibility of another outbreak of
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SARS.” These questions were adapted from Snell’s questionnaire regarding fear of AIDS,34

and use a Likert scale ranging from 1 (not at all) to 5 (very). The mean score from these 3
items (range 1 to 5) had an internal consistency (Cronbach’s alpha) of 0.70.

Demographics
Information about subjects’ age, sex, marital status, educational level, and family income
was also obtained in the survey.

Analyses
Descriptive analyses were conducted to examine the characteristics of the sample. Bivariate
analyses were then carried out to identify factors associated with high PTS symptom levels.
Logistic regression analyses were subsequently conducted in 3 steps, with the outcome
variable being a high level of PTS symptoms. In Model 1, 3 variables measuring exposure to
the SARS outbreak (exposure at work, any quarantining, and relative or friend got SARS)
were entered into the equation, along with sociodemographic variables, and prior exposure
to trauma, as control variables. In Model 2, perceived level of SARS risk was added into the
model. In Model 3, altruistic acceptance of risk was added. The 3 steps were intended to
help us to assess the possible mediating effects of perceived risk and of altruistic acceptance.

Finally, a multiple linear regression analysis was conducted to examine the factors affecting
employees’ current fear of another SARS outbreak. Because stratification had been used in
the selection of the sample, appropriate weights were created to be used in all the analyses.

Results
Descriptive and Bivariate Analyses

The first column of Table 1 shows the characteristics of the total sample. About three-
fourths of the sample were women; 47% were aged between 36 and 50 years; 19% were
aged 50 years or older.

Among the 549 hospital employees, about 25% reported having worked in locations where
contact with SARS patients was common; 19% had been quarantined either at work or at
home during the SARS outbreak, and 9% reported that a friend, or close relative had
contracted SARS (and either died or recovered).

About 10% (n = 55) of the employees reported having had high levels of PTS symptoms
(that is, an IES-R score of 20 or more) at some time during the 3-year period following their
exposure to the 2003 SARS outbreak. The IES-R scores in this sample ranged from 0 to 57,
with a mean of 8.7. The results of the bivariate analysis (Table 1) indicate that, among the
sociodemographic factors, high PTS symptom levels since the 2003 SARS outbreak were
associated only with age, with those under 50 years of age more likely to have a high
symptom level. Regarding event exposures, work exposure, any quarantining during the
outbreak, and relative or friend got SARS were all strongly associated with high PTS
symptom levels. Among the group with high PTS symptoms, nearly one-half (46.9%) had
worked in locations where staff had high levels of exposure to SARS patients, while less
than one-quarter of those with low PTS symptoms (22.1%) had worked in those areas. The
other types of exposure examined (that is, exposure to media coverage of the SARS
outbreak, and exposure to other traumatic events either before or after the SARS outbreak),
were not associated with level of PTS symptoms. Hospital employees reporting high levels
of PTS symptoms also reported significantly higher during-outbreak perceived SARS-
related risk levels, as well as higher levels of current fear of SARS. The group with low PTS
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symptom levels were somewhat more likely than those with high symptom levels to report
during-outbreak altruistic acceptance of SARS-related risks.

Factors Related to PTS Symptom Levels
To further elucidate the relation among outbreak event exposures, risk perception, and level
of PTS symptoms, logistic regression analyses were conducted (Table 2). In Model 1, with
age, sex, family income, educational level, and prior exposure to other traumatic events
controlled for, all 3 of the assessed exposure variables retained their significant relations
with high PTS symptom levels; the adjusted odds ratios were 2.1 for work exposure, 2.1 for
any quarantining, and 3.1 for relative or friend got SARS. In Model 2, when perceived risk
during the SARS outbreak was added into the regression equation, the associations between
PTS symptoms and 2 of the exposure variables (work exposure and any quarantining)
diminished, suggesting that risk perception may partially mediate the effects of direct
outbreak exposure on PTS symptom levels. However, the impact of a relative or friend
contracting SARS remained significant in Model 2. Finally, in Model 3 altruistic acceptance
of risk was added in, and found to have an independent protective effect against high PTS
symptom levels.

Persistence of PTS Symptoms
It was found that among people who had had high levels of PTS symptoms during the 3-year
period (n = 55), about 40% (n = 22) still had a high current PTS symptom level at the time
of the interview. Persistently high PTS symptoms were significantly associated with being
single (OR 11.9, 95% CI 2.5 to 56.7), and with low household income (OR 4.2, 95% CI 1.3
to 13.5). Levels of outbreak exposure did not significantly predict persistence of high PTS
symptoms.

Factors Associated With Current Fear of a Future SARS Outbreak
A multiple regression analysis was conducted to examine factors associated with employees’
current fear of a future SARS outbreak (Table 3). This scale has a range of 1 to 5; the mean
score was 2.1, and the standard deviation was 0.86. Having a high educational level was
associated with elevated fear of another SARS outbreak. Compared with employees who
were divorced or separated, married hospital employees reported elevated fear of another
SARS outbreak. Peoples’ during-outbreak perceived levels of SARS risk and their PTS
symptom levels were positively related with their current levels of fear. Conversely,
altruistic acceptance of risk during the outbreak was negatively associated with current fear
of SARS.

Discussion
This study examined the psychological impact of the 2003 SARS outbreak on hospital
employees in Beijing during the 3-year period following the outbreak, taking into account
several types of exposure to SARS, and other risk factors, as well as their perceived risk
levels and attitudes toward their jobs. About 10% of the hospital employees had had high
SARS-related PTS symptoms since the 2003 SARS outbreak.

Previous studies of disaster survivors have found that over three-fourths of those having
PTSD immediately after a disaster still have it about 1 year later.35,36 Our findings suggest a
persistence rate of 40% for high PTS symptom levels among hospital employees 3 years
after the SARS outbreak. These findings contribute to our knowledge of the persistence of
PTS symptoms among first responders to disasters. Studies have shown that when a person’s
PTSD symptoms persist for more than 6 months after an event, they are very likely to
continue to persist over the long term.37,38

Wu et al. Page 6

Can J Psychiatry. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 September 23.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



One of the strengths of this study is the examination of PTS symptom levels relating to
various types of SARS-related event exposures. Our findings indicate that exposure to the
SARS outbreak at work, being quarantined, and the death or illness of a relative or friend
from SARS, each contributed independently to PTS symptom levels. Contrary to the
findings of other studies of PTS following disaster situations, however, media exposure39,40

and exposure to other traumatic events prior to or following the SARS outbreak41,42 were
not related to PTS here.

Another strength of this study is the relatively thorough examination of the relations of
perceived risk and altruistic acceptance of risk, with high PTS symptom levels, as well as
the relation of each of these variables with current fear of another SARS outbreak.
Understanding these relations has implications for the planning of responses to possible
future outbreaks of infectious disease. Our findings on the associations between employees’
perceived levels of SARS-related risk and their PTS symptoms are similar to those of other
studies.19–21 Similar to Maunder et al’s study19 of Canadian health care workers, our study
found that the impact of exposure to the outbreak through work on hospital employees’ PTS
might have been mediated by their perceptions of the related risks. However, for relative or
friend got SARS, our results indicate that its positive relation with PTS symptoms was not
mediated by perceived risk levels. This finding that having had a relative or friend contract
SARS was, compared with other types of exposure to the outbreak, a more robust predictor
of PTS symptom level, suggests a special characteristic of the psychosocial effects of
infectious disease outbreaks, which may differentiate them from those of other disasters.
During the SARS outbreak, people with family members or close friends who contracted
SARS would have been at particularly high risk of contracting it themselves. While it may
be true that, once awareness of the outbreak became widespread, people would have used
face masks during social visits to friends and relatives, and perhaps even at home,
nevertheless the heavy protective clothing and safety procedures routinely used to prevent
virus transmission in hospitals would not have been used at home or on social visits. Thus,
for hospital staff whose friends or relatives fell ill with SARS, the sense of danger—similar
to the actual risk of becoming infected—might have been greater outside the hospital than
inside.

Our study found that reported altruistic acceptance of risk was negatively related to PTS,
even after controlling for levels of exposure and sociodemographic factors. This finding
differs from that of Koh et al’s20 Singapore study, where a similar rate of reported
acceptance of work-related risks was seen among hospital employees, but acceptance was
not found to be related to PTS symptom levels. Our findings indicate a buffering effect of
altruistic acceptance of risk on the development of PTSD.

Our study also explores factors associated with employees’ current feelings about the
possibility of a recurrence of SARS. Although a few years had passed since the outbreak,
thoughts about SARS, and memories of its high level of contagiousness, initial
unfamiliarity, and relatively high mortality rate, were still provoking fear among hospital
employees, a group whose physical and psychological health are of particular importance to
a society, especially when it is facing a disaster situation. Improving our understanding of
employees’ fears and the factors associated with those fears should be helpful to people
involved in response planning for possible future outbreaks of infectious disease.

It was not surprising to find that high PTS symptom levels were positively associated with
current levels of fear of another SARS outbreak. We also found more fear of a recurrence of
SARS among women than men, consistent with the literature showing higher rates of
anxiety in women.43 Married hospital employees reported more current fear of SARS than
those who were unmarried or divorced, perhaps indicating that having greater family
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responsibilities increases a person’s level of fear and worry related to an infectious disease
outbreak. This finding is consistent with that of a study of health care workers in Toronto,
which found concern for the health of oneself or one’s family to be significantly higher
among health care workers who were living with children.44 Our finding that perceived risk
level and altruistic acceptance of risk independently contribute (though in opposite
directions) to hospital employees’ fears of a recurrence of the SARS outbreak, regardless of
sociodemographic background or PTS, is also of interest.

The level of perceived disaster-related risk will be influenced by a person’s level of
awareness and knowledge related to the disaster. Government programs aimed at raising
such knowledge and awareness influence peoples’ perceptions, and may help a society to
become better prepared, and be more in control of a disaster situation; however, such
programs may also have detrimental effects, as a result of raising people’s anxiety levels.
More studies are needed to understand how levels of preparedness at the government or
community level influence peoples’ risk perceptions, and, in turn, their anxiety levels and
general mental health status.

This study is limited by its cross-sectional nature; no causal relation between risk perception
and PTS symptoms can be established. It is also limited by its use of a modified version of
the available Chinese version of the IES-R to measure PTS. The IES-R measures levels of
PTS symptoms, but is not diagnostic of PTSD itself. Also, because data collection for this
study was conducted 3 years after the SARS outbreak, a modified version of the IES-R, with
an altered time frame, was used. The study subjects’ self-reports, regarding symptoms
experienced during the past 3 years, were also subject to recall bias. Caution should be used
in comparing our results with those of other studies that have either used the IES-R, or other
measures of PTS symptoms.

However, the findings do provide valuable information for policy makers and mental health
professionals worldwide regarding the psychological impact of an infectious disease
outbreak, which may assist them in making preparations for possible future outbreaks of
new diseases such as avian flu.

Acknowledgments
Funding and Support

This paper was supported by a grant to Dr Wu from the National Institute on Drug Abuse (R01 DA016894–02S1).

Abbreviations used in this article

IES-R Impact of Event Scale—Revised

PTS posttraumatic stress

PTSD posttraumatic stress disorder

SARS severe acute respiratory syndrome

References
1. World Health Organization. The World Health Report 2006. Geneva (CH): WHO; 2006.

2. Chong MY, Wang WC, Hsieh WC, et al. Psychological impact of severe acute respiratory syndrome
on health workers in a tertiary hospital. Br J Psychiatry. 2004; 185:127–133. [PubMed: 15286063]

3. Sim K, Chua HC. The psychological impact of SARS: a matter of heart and mind. CMAJ. 2004;
170(5):811– 812. [PubMed: 14993176]

Wu et al. Page 8

Can J Psychiatry. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 September 23.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



4. World Health Organization. Summary table of SARS cases by country 1 November 2002—2007
August 2003. Geneva (CH): WHO; 2003.

5. SARS Commission. Spring of fear, volumes 1, 2 and 3. Toronto (ON): SARS Commission
(Canada); 2006.

6. Lancee WJ, Maunder RG, Goldbloom DS, et al. Prevalence of psychiatric disorders among Toronto
hospital workers one to two years after the SARS outbreak. Psychiatr Serv. 2008; 59(1):91–95.
[PubMed: 18182545]

7. Styra R, Hawryluck L, Robinson S, et al. Impact on health care workers employed in high-risk areas
during the Toronto SARS outbreak. J Psychosom Res. 2008; 64(2):177–183. [PubMed: 18222131]

8. Maunder RG, Lancee WJ, Balderson KE, et al. Long-term psychological and occupational effects of
providing hospital healthcare during SARS outbreak. Emerg Infect Dis. 2006; 12(12):1924–1932.
[PubMed: 17326946]

9. Maunder R. The experience of the 2003 SARS outbreak as a traumatic stress among frontline
healthcare workers in Toronto: lessons learned. Philos Trans R Soc Lond B Biol Sci. 2004;
359(1447):1117–1125. [PubMed: 15306398]

10. McAlonan GM, Lee AM, Cheung V, et al. Immediate and sustained psychological impact of an
emerging infectious disease outbreak on health care workers. Can J Psychiatry. 2007; 52(4):241–
247. [PubMed: 17500305]

11. Lee AM, Wong JG, McAlonan GM, et al. Stress and psychological distress among SARS survivors
1 year after the outbreak. Can J Psychiatry. 2007; 52(4):233–240. [PubMed: 17500304]

12. Lin CY, Peng YC, Wu YH, et al. The psychological effect of severe acute respiratory syndrome on
emergency department staff. Emerg Med J. 2007; 24(1):12–17. [PubMed: 17183035]

13. Phua DH, Tang HK, Tham KY. Coping responses of emergency physicians and nurses to the 2003
severe acute respiratory syndrome outbreak. Acad Emerg Med. 2005; 12(4):322–328. [PubMed:
15805323]

14. Marshall RD, Bryant R, Amsel L, et al. The psychology of ongoing threat: relative risk appraisal,
September 11, 2001, attacks and terrorism-related fears. Am Psychol. 2007; 62(4):304–316.
[PubMed: 17516775]

15. Slovic P. Perception of risk. Science. 1987; 236:280–285. [PubMed: 3563507]

16. Marshall RD, Galea S, Kilpatrick D. Psychological reactions to terrorist attacks. Findings from the
National Study of Americans’ reactions to September 11: comment. JAMA. 2002; 288(21):2683–
2684. [PubMed: 12460081]

17. Kaysen D, Resick PA, Wise D. Living in danger: the impact of chronic traumatization and the
traumatic context on posttraumatic stress disorder. Trauma Violence Abuse. 2003; 4(3):247–264.
[PubMed: 14697125]

18. Yang X, Xin L, Zhang L, et al. The mental health status of medical workers in SARS wards and
outpatient departments in Beijing [Chinese]. J Chinese Health Educ. 2004; 1:29–30.

19. Maunder RG, Lancee WJ, Rourke S, et al. Factors associated with the psychological impact of
severe acute respiratory syndrome on nurses and other hospital workers in Toronto. Psychosom
Med. 2004; 66(6):938–942. [PubMed: 15564361]

20. Koh D, Lim MK, Chia SE, et al. Risk perception and impact of severe acute respiratory syndrome
(SARS) on work and personal lives of healthcare workers in Singapore: what can we learn? Med
Care. 2005; 43(7):676–682. [PubMed: 15970782]

21. Ho SM, Kwong-Lo RS, Mak CW, et al. Fear of severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS) among
health care workers. J Consult Clin Psychol. 2005; 73(2):344–349. [PubMed: 15796643]

22. Hawryluck L, Gold WL, Robinson S, et al. SARS control and psychological effects of quarantine,
Toronto, Canada. Emerg Infect Dis. 2004; 10(7):1206–1212. [PubMed: 15324539]

23. Kishon-Barash R, Midlarsky E, Johnson DR. Altruism and the Vietnam War veteran: the
relationship of helping to symptomatology. J Trauma Stress. 1999; 12(4):655–662. [PubMed:
10646183]

24. Agaibi CE, Wilson JP. Trauma, PTSD, and resilience: a review of the literature. Trauma Violence
Abuse. 2005; 6(3):195–216. [PubMed: 16237155]

25. Shaw KA, Chilcott A, Hansen E, et al. The GP’s response to pandemic influenza: a qualitative
study. Fam Pract. 2006; 23(3):267–272. [PubMed: 16608870]

Wu et al. Page 9

Can J Psychiatry. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 September 23.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



26. Rhoades DR, McFarland KF. Caregiver meaning: a study of caregivers of individuals with mental
illness. Health Soc Work. 1999; 24(4):291–298. [PubMed: 10605634]

27. Fagermoen MS. The meaning of nurses’ work: a descriptive study of values fundamental to
professional identity in nursing [dissertation] [Kingston RI)]: University of Rhode Island; 1996.
Available from: Dissertation Abstracts International Section B: The Sciences and Engineering.
1996; 56(9-B):4814.

28. Saltzman WR, Pynoos RS, Layne CM, et al. Trauma- and grief-focused intervention for
adolescents exposed to community violence: results of a school-based screening and group
treatment protocol. Group Dyn. 2001; 5(4):291–303.

29. Hoven CW, Duarte CS, Lucas CP, et al. Psychopathology among New York City public school
children 6 months after September 11. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 2005; 62:545–552. [PubMed:
15867108]

30. Weiss, D.; Marmar, CR. The impact of the Event Scale-Revised, in assessing psychological trauma
and PTSD: a practitioner’s handbook. Wilson, J.; Keane, TM., editors. New York (NY): Guilford
Press; 1997. p. 399-411.

31. Hou, WL. [MSc Thesis]. Kaohsiung (TW): Kaohsiung Medical University; 2001. The correlation
between life threatening situation, post-traumatic responses, and psychophysiological symptoms
among abused women. Available from: Kaohsiung Medical University, Graduate Institute of
Nursing

32. Hsu CC, Chong MY, Yang P, et al. Posttraumatic stress disorder among adolescent earthquake
victims in Taiwan. J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry. 2002; 41(7):875–881. [PubMed:
12108814]

33. Feinstein A, Owen J, Blair N. A hazardous profession: war, journalists, and psychopathology. Am
J Psychiatry. 2002; 159(9):1570–1575. [PubMed: 12202279]

34. Snell, WJ.; Finney, P. Multidimensional AIDS anxiety questionnaire, in handbook of sexuality-
related measures. Davis, C.; Yarber, W.; Bauserman, R., editors. Thousand Oaks (CA): Sage
Publications; 1998. p. 351-353.

35. North CS, Kawasaki A, Spitznagel EL, et al. The course of PTSD, major depression, substance
abuse, and somatization after a natural disaster. J Nerv Ment Dis. 2004; 192(12):823–829.
[PubMed: 15583503]

36. North CS, Pfefferbaum B, Tivis L, et al. The course of posttraumatic stress disorder in a follow-up
study of survivors of the Oklahoma City bombing. Ann Clin Psychiatry. 2004; 16(4):209–215.
[PubMed: 15702569]

37. Kessler RC, Sonnega A, Bromet E, et al. Posttraumatic stress disorder in the National Comorbidity
Survey. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 1995; 52(12):1048–1060. [PubMed: 7492257]

38. Sprang G. Vicarious stress: patterns of disturbance and use of mental health services by those
indirectly affected by the Oklahoma City bombing. Psychol Rep. 2001; 89(2):331–338. [PubMed:
11783558]

39. Pfefferbaum B, Pfefferbaum RL, Gurwitch RH, et al. Teachers’ psychological reactions 7 weeks
after the 1995 Oklahoma City bombing. Am J Orthopsychiatry. 2004; 74(3):263–271. [PubMed:
15291703]

40. Neria, Y.; Suh, EJ.; Marshall, RD. The professional response to the aftermath of September 11,
2001. In: Litz, BT., editor. New York City: lessons learned from treating victims of the World
Trade Center attacks, in early intervention for trauma and traumatic loss. New York (NY):
Guilford Press; 2004.

41. Blanchard EB, Hickling EJ, Taylor AE, et al. Psychological morbidity associated with motor
vehicle accidents. Behav Res Ther. 1994; 32(3):283–290. [PubMed: 8192626]

42. Radnitz CL, Schlein IS, Hsu L. The effect of prior trauma exposure on the development of PTSD
following spinal cord injury. J Anxiety Disord. 2000; 14(3):313–324. [PubMed: 10868987]

43. Kessler RC, McGonagle KA, Zhao S, et al. Lifetime and 12-month prevalence of DSM-III-R
psychiatric disorders in the United States: results from the National Comorbidity Study. Arch Gen
Psychiatry. 1994; 51(1):8–19. [PubMed: 8279933]

44. Nickell LA, Crighton EJ, Tracy CS, et al. Psychosocial effects of SARS on hospital staff: survey of
a large tertiary care institution. CMAJ. 2004; 170(5):793–798. [PubMed: 14993174]

Wu et al. Page 10

Can J Psychiatry. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2013 September 23.

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript

N
IH

-PA Author M
anuscript



Clinical Implications

• During the 3-year period following Beijing’s SARS outbreak, relatively high
levels of PTS symptoms were experienced by hospital employees who had been
at high risk of contracting SARS.

• Altruistic acceptance of job-related risk may have protected some hospital
employees against negative psychological outcomes following the SARS
outbreak.

• A person’s subjective perceptions regarding a situation of actual danger may
affect their chances of developing PTS symptoms related to that situation.

Limitations

• Because the study was cross-sectional, no causal relation could be established
between risk perception and PTS symptom level.

• Respondents’ self-reports were subject to recall bias, particularly regarding
symptoms of PTS experienced during the past 3 years.

• The instrument used to measure PTS in this study was adapted from the
available Chinese version of the Impact of Event Scale—Revised, and was not
diagnostic of PTS disorder.
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Table 2

Logistic regression analysis of factors associated with PTS symptoma

Factor
Model 1

AOR (95% CI)
Model 2

AOR (95% CI)
Model 3

AOR (95% CI)

Event exposure

 Work exposure 2.09 (1.03–4.26)b 1.64 (0.78–3.42) 1.73 (0.82–3.64)

 Any quarantining 2.09 (1.00–4.37)b 1.63 (0.75–3.52) 1.68 (0.77–3.66)

 Relative or friend got SARS 3.08 (1.40–6.81)c 3.30 (1.43–7.66)c 3.44 (1.45–8.19)c

During-outbreak SARS-related perceptions

 Perceived risk level, continuous variable n/a 2.40 (2.05–2.81)d 2.47 (2.10–2.90)c

 Altruistic acceptance n/a n/a 0.47 (0.25–0.89)b

a
In all models, age, sex, family income, education level, marital status, and any prior exposure are controlled for.

b
P < 0.05;

c
P < 0.01;

d
P < 0.001

n/a = not applicable
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Table 3

Multiple regression analysis of factors associated with current level of fear of SARS

Factors Estimated regression coefficient P

Sociodemographic factors

 Female 0.226 0.004

 Age, yearsa

　 ≤35 −0.108 0.28

  36–50 −0.072 0.42

 Low educational level −0.281 <0.001

 Married 0.236 0.01

During outbreak SARS-related perceptions

 Perceived risk level 0.102 <0.001

 Altruistic acceptance −0.167 0.02

High PTS symptom level 0.797 <0.001

a
People aged 51 years and older constitute the age group that is used as a reference group in the regression analyses.
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