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[Abstract JObjective To explore the psychological impact of interventional chemotherapy in advanced lung cancer patients.
Methods From January 2010 to January 2012 102 in — patients diagnosed as late stage lung cancer were enrolled in this study. Ac—
cording to whether accepted interventional chemotherapy the patients were divided into Group A (51 cases accepted interventional
chemotherapy) and Group B (51 cases received no intervention chemotherapy) . The patients” anxiety ~depression and social support
levels were evaluated by Anxiety Rating Scale Self — Rating Depression Scale and the Social Support Scale forms respectively. Results

The SAS (28.1 £9.5) and SDS scores (27.3 £10.2) of Group A control group were significantly lower as compared to the Group B
(P <0.05) . The incidence of anxiety and depression of Group A were also significantly lower than that of Group B ( P <0.05) . Pati—
nets of Group A showed significantly higher scores of social support( 28.43 +3.15) the difference was statistically significant when
comparing with Group B ( P <0.05) especially the subjective support subprojects ( P <0.05) . Conclusion Receiving chemotherapy
intervention in advanced lung cancer patients will improve the psychological state.
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