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Abstract

Objective: To study the application effect and value of predicting nursing intervention in postoper-
ative gastric cancer patients with radiotherapy. Methods: 120 cases of postoperative gastric cancer
patients with radiotherapy were selected as research objects from January 2016 to February 2017,
and were divided in two groups on the basis of nursing method difference, the control group and
the predicting group, and each group had 60 cases. Control group were taken care with conven-
tional nursing intervention, and predicting group is given to predicting nursing intervention. We
compared radiation therapy compliance, incidence of adverse reactions, the anxiety, depression
mood, health, social function of patients before and after the intervention between two groups. Re-
sults: Radiotherapy compliance of the predicting group is higher than the control group, P < 0.05;
the incidence of adverse reaction of the predicting group is lower than the control group, P < 0.05;
the anxiety , depression mood, health, social function of patients of two groups were equal before
the intervention P > 0.05; the anxiety, depression mood, health, social function of the predicting
group patients were better than the control group after the intervention P < 0.05 Conclusion: The
application effect of predicting nursing intervention in postoperative gastric cancer patients with
radiotherapy is good, and it can improve the patients compliance, reduce the occurrence of adverse
reactions and bad mood, improve patients’ health and social function, and it is worth promoting.
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#2016 = 1 H~2017 4 2 H 120 Bl B ARG BT B2 EAN R, KIS EE R X IRA. B
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2.3. YEIgHR
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FoR, SERLLP<0.05 WA ST FE L.
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Table 1. The comparison of radiotherapy compliance between two groups [case (%)]

= 1 FRLETTT AR EEER [ 51%5(%)]

4151 kA (N RN N RS
xR 4 60 20 28 12 48 (80.00)
TN 2H 60 45 12 3 57 (95.00)

x? 6.171
P 0.013

Table 2. The comparison of the anxiety, depression mood, health, social function before and after the intervention between
two groups (X *5)

=2 THRIEER. MEMEERTS. BERR. SRR (X £5).

A5 1511 % ik 34 SAS V-5 SDS 14> i FEAR L e Thhe
60 TRl 73.10+4.25 72.42 +5.56 56.54 + 1.56 62.73 +2.65
Thi%nga N X X X
FIE 21.24 +0.32" 32.01+0.51* 91.21 + 3.51* 93.25 + 4.61%
PRHAEN 60 FIRHT 73.91+4.21 7218 £5.71 55.60 + 1.71 62.02 + 1.66
FHiE 52.32 + 0.69" 53.42 + 0.25* 82.92 + 2.25% 82.14 +5.62¢

S AMRIBEEER, P <0.05; 4HiFkkE, P <0.05.
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Table 3. The comparison of the incidence of adverse reaction between two groups [case (%)]

= 3. METN RRN &% REE[515(%)]

A5 kN LMK I MM M2 8 AR KA
it R4 60 5 6 4 15 (25.00)
TiknZe 60 1 1 1 3 (5.00)
x? 6.879
P 0.013
4. ¥ig

TN BT PR AR 1T 5 R0 R EH A RO B HUA RS, 50T T Ae MUK IR RAESE, 4@ B X B
TR AR B, ke A S E B = A5 0, LRI, SRMAEZIATT, dEREAE T,
DIFRRE, ORI IR #EAT[5] [6].

AT, AR A AT, PO TR BT R g5 AR, T AL ROT O
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TR AL DIREAHIE, P <0.05; TG FAIA MRS, MR @RRIL. +EDhReit 75
4, P<0.05.
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