EBHRERAXFFHR 2014,35(9):171~ 174

Journal of Kunming Medical University

ERMFIPEXNE IR B E LR REREERINEREERN

WV, Bl ?
(1) AN F 4B ERda =4, B® 40 727000; 2) AT ECEREZF, BE 41 712000)

CN 53 -1221/R

[ #E HM BRI B e e B A0 i S AR ARG 26 s, ik BRI~
5 RO BEBE ) RHRIZ I 87 B2 A7 B S SR R AT A X R (42 ) JOWREREH (45 ), A3 iR E R
PR AR BGRB8 QOL-C30 ¥F43 . SAS Iz SDS #F4). &Mt WUERLLIFIT 0 G 5kt M 20 FR 3 D e ST K
WIige . MEite. INAIEIRE . +ESUIBE . IR YIREA N, ZRAGITFE XL (P<0.05), FEIRRSEEO
MRRE . PR TR, Z2RA%%E L (P<0.05), MER., KE . BEIERTEAFUE, 2RA51%E X
(P<0.05) . WERHBEITHIT G . LIPS d T SAS P43 K SDS PF4r v ILH AT i, ZSA Gt FE X
(P<0.05), HMZEHMITHIIFG . AP RERTIRA S, 2565078 (P<0.05) . &k 2
PE A B RT B B e AT e S AR AR TR I, TR AR A

[ &Rl mavm; AvEma; Mk, W

[ FEHES] R473.73[ X#kRiRAE A[ XEHS] 2095-610X (2014) 09 -0171 - 04

Effects of the Whole Quality Care on Quality of Life and
Anxiety and Depression in Patients with Cervical Cancer

CHI Xiu - ping”, DUAN Xian — meng?
(1) Dept. of Gynecology and Obstetrics, Tongchuan Mining Center Hospital, Tongchuan Shaanxi 727000; 2)
Dept. of Obstetrics and Gynecology, Xianyang Central Hospital, Xianyang Shaanxi 712000, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To study the effects of the whole quality care on the quality of life and anxiety and
depression emotion in patients with cervical cancer. Methods FEighty—seven cases of cervical cancer patients
receiving chemotherapy were divided into control group (42 cases) and observation group (45 cases) . After
accepting the routine nursing and the latest high quality nursing care respectively, QOL-C30 scores, SAS and SDS
scores of the two groups were evaluated. Results Compared with the control group, the physical, role,
cognitive, social and emotional functions of patients in observation group were improved significantly (P <0.05) ,
the incidences of main symptoms including nausea, vomiting and pain were decreased significantly (P < 0.05) ,
and sleep, diet and diarrhea showed significant improvement (P < 0.05) . The SAS scores and SDS scores of the
observation group were better than those of the control group before chemotherapy, after care, and after
chemotherapy (P <0.05) . Before the intervention after chemotherapy, the SAS scores and SDS scores in
observation group were improved significantly ( P <0.05). Conclusion The latest high quality care can
significantly improve the quality of life of cervical cancer patients subjected to chemotherapy and relieve anxiety and
depression.
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