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Abstract

Infertility and its

treatment  bring



infertile women with quite a lot psychosocial
which being
Those
bothers could be changed according to the

distress and disturbance,

considered as a life crisis event.

process of treatment, duration of treatment,
or outcome of treatment. The purpose of this
study is to evaluate the effects of crisis
intervention nursing model used for infertile
women attending assisted reproductive
technique program in the following 5 stages:
being decided to receive treatment,
performing embryo transfer before, waiting
for results of treatment, and 1 week and 2
months after the finish of treatment course.
Using quasi-experimental study design,
sample will be collected from a infertility
center in the middle Taiwan, who attend the
assisted reproductive technique program.
Samples will be randomly divided into
experimental group with nursing intervention
and control group. Statistical analysis shows
there were no significance in demographic
data except income between these two
groups. In performing embryo transfer stage,
the change of mean scores on psychosocial
distress include body image/self esteem,
guilty/blame, sexual problem, interpersonal
relationship, state anxiety, trait anxiety,
depression, Jalowiec coping scale (emotion
problem oriented) in

oriented and

experimental group(n=27) showed no
significantly difference when compared to
control group(n=27). In the stage of waiting
Sfor result of treatment, the change of mean
scores in body
experimental group (n=26) is significantly
lower than that of control group(n=22)
(p<0.05). During one week after knowing

the result of treatment, in experimental

image/self-esteem  for

group who failed to be pregnancy(n=14) had
a significantly lower change of mean scores
in interpersonal relationship and
emotion-oriented adaptation than that of
control group(n=13)(p<0.05). During two
months after knowing the result of
treatment, in experimental group who failed
to be pregnancy(n=8) had a significantly
lower change of mean scores in trait anxiety
and emotion-oriented adaptation than that of
control group(n=9) (p<0.05). There was no
(>0.05) in all

psychosocial responses between while those

significant  difference
who were pregnant in experimental group
and control group. The results of this study
could be of reference for health professionals
infertility through

subjects’  continuing

involving in care
understanding  of
changes in psychosocial responses and
through
intervention to adjust related crisis.
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I #H N=29 BEEEH N=38 P* value
M1SD ( % ) M=SD (%)
A EHH() 32.143.4 33.6 4.0 0.12
FEFBGR) 36.1 4.0 36.6 5.3 0.62
TERERE 2.5 1.7 1.8 1.3 0.09
FEIERFRI(R) 78.5 137.0 7.31 +50.1 0.63
AEFEENH) 52.4 1243 57.5 +50.2 0.61
HREBTEHS 14.612.6 14.613.4 0.96
N % N %
BEHEEE 0.56
/INER 0 0.00 1 2.7
Ealss! 2 6.90 5 13.5
(%) 18 62.1 18 48.7
K EE A 9 31.0 13 35.1
B
EHEEE 0.51
! 0 0.0 1 2.7
Bh 6 21.4 3 8.1
=) 10 35.7 17 46.0
KB E AR 10 35.7 14 37.8
Emagd W 2 7.1 2 5.4
AR S (A4 ) 0.50
level I 1 3.7 0 0.00
levelll 1 3.7 5 152
level 111 15 55.6 16 485
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AN 0.32
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R 18 60.0 15 40.6
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Table2 - FEE AN Atk MHGHEARE (2nd) ZRFZELC LB & BB L B ILER

BHESAH n=27 ¥iEEH n=27 p
( FRBGHE A BRI & ( FRAEHE A RF I &
- FIHHIE) 2B E - FURHIR) S8 (LE

TEERR

=B WY =h= -1.44 +6.8 1.03 7.7 0.21

SR SRR -0.44 7.6 0.15 +4.8 0.73

TEFEIRE -0.63 4.8 1.04 5.4 0.23

NBERR -0.44 8.7 0.44 7.5 0.68
TEHEIER -1.15 +11.6 0.63 *13.0 0.60
FrEERE -1.65 9.3 1.04 8.0 0.27
BE® 2.26 *11.0 -1.16 182 0.21
ICS FAE &S

et otk -0.85 +12.4 -1.26 *11.6 0.90

R RE R -0.89 9.8 233 475 0.55
*p<0.05

Table3 ~ BN AR B2ERT—E (3rd) “MTZG 2 OBt & SUESME B LR
HERHH n=26 $HE5H n=22 p
(BRZeRT—EAIE (BZFRT—HEAIE
- FihHIR) 88 - FiGHE) TBLE

REfERFH
HE i f/Ee -4.19 165 -0.55 6.0 0.05*
SERE R/ 235 16.5 -0.13 154 0.21
PERIRE -0.85 +5.3 0.09 5.6 0.56
ABERE{Z -3.62 19.1 -0.82 7.0 0.24
THRERE -0.72 +10.4 3.55 +10.2 0.16
BFEER -3.60 8.3 -0.09 18.1 0.15
8 0.29 +11.3 -2.10 193 0.43
JCS FAE &R
Tk -3.00 *11.5 -2.45 *10.2 0.86
RAIRE IR -1.58 9.7 -4.68 18.4 0.25
*p<0.05

Table4 - FEHE N A% BZtk—A (4th) “H (ERAHD AFRL LT K ER L BLER

BER4 n=14 IREAH n=13 P
(BB —EHE (Bt — BRI E
- FIAHIR) CBMLE - FIAHIE) JBE

IEFEEF

BRE/EE -3.36 15.3 -0.69 6.3 0.24

TR 229 5.6 -0.92 5.2 0.52

MERSEE 343 135 -0.08 #5.1 0.06

ABERRGR -7.71 18.5 -0.46 5.7 0.02*
EEER -5.30 *10.2 2.76 +10.7 0.06
FEER 242 16.0 1.92 +7.1 0.11
g 1.34 +7.5 0.38 19.2 0.77
ICS FEgk

IEETRRE -5.36 7.6 1.08 18.5 0.05*

R AR 0.14 199 -1.30 +7.9 0.68
*p<0.05



TableS - #EE/ A% BaZeis—E (4th) —H# (HZEEh) TR O g RER{CEILR
HEH n=7 Bg4H n=10 P
(Bt —EHIE (B —ENE
- FIAHIE) SRR - FIAEE) CBTE

THIEER 2.14 +10.4 -3.30 +12.4 0.84
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