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Background

Family caregivers of people with cancer face distress
that can impact the patient and their own well-being.
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Results

Performance of 47 CSS-CG items
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Summary of Scale Refinement

Exploratory factor analysis and thematic review suggested that
caregiver distress items are distributed across four factors: 1)
Emotional Well-Being, 2) Caregiving Tasks, 3) Patient Well-
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