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Abstract

Infertility and its treatment bring
infertile women with quite alot psychosocial
distress and disturbances, which are ever
considered as alife crisis event. Those
bothers could be changed according to the
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, waiting for
result of treatment, and 1 week and 2 months
after the ending of treatment course. Using
quasi-experimental study design, sample was
collected from ainfertility center in the
middle Taiwan, who attended the assisted
reproductive technique program. Subjects
were randomly divided into experimental
group with nursing intervention and control
group. Statistical analysis shows that there
were no significance in demographic data
and psychosocial distress of initiate survey
between these two groups. /n performing
embryo transfer stage the change of mean
scores on psychosocial distress include
physical discomforts, body image/self
esteem, guilty/blame, sexual problem,
interpersonal relationship, state anxiety, trait
anxiety, depression, Jalowiec coping scale
(confronted, emotional, isolated/palliative,
anxious/ seek for support coping styles) had
no significant difference between
experimental and control group n=68 . /n
the stage of waiting for result of treatment,
the change of mean scoresin interpersonal

relationship for experimental group n=64
is significantly lower than that of control
group n=68 p<0.05 . During one week
after knowing the result of treatment, in
experimental group who failed to be
pregnancy n=30 had asignificantly lower
of mean scoresin physical discomforts and
interpersonal relationship n=41  p<0.05 .
In experimental group n=34 who
succeeded to be pregnancy had a
significantly higher mean scoresin using
isolative/paliative coping style than that of
control group n=26  p<0.05 . During two
months after knowing the result of
treatment, in experimental group who failed
to bepregnancy n=25 had asignificantly
lower change of mean scoresin

interpersonal relationship than that of control
group n=38 . In experimental group n=39
who succeeded to be pregnancy had a
significantly lower change of mean scoresin
trait anxiety and had a significantly higher
change of mean scoresin using
isolative/palliative coping style than those of
control group nNn=30 p<0.05 . Theresults
of this study indicate that crisis intervention
nursing model could be of help for health
professionalsinvolving in infertility care
through understanding of subjects

continuing changes in psychosocial

responses and through providing adequate
nursing intervention to adjust related crisis.
Keywords:. infertility, in vitro fertilization,
psychosocial, response, nursing
intervention
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Table 1

N=64 N=68 P* value
M+ SD M+ SD
() 31.8+ 4.2 323+ 4.1 0.45
() 35.0+ 4.1 35.6+ 4.7 0.40
34.3+ 265 316+ 27.1 0.56
() 6.5+ 4.2 5.6+ 3.9 0.23
() 43+ 25 44+ 3.6 0.87
14.7+ 2.7 14.1+ 3.3 0.31
n % n %
0.82
1 1.56 1 1.47
3 4.69 4 5.88
() 37 57.81 36 52.94
22 34.38 27 39.71
1 1.56 0 0.00
0.24
10 15.63 4 5.88
() 23 35.94 33 48.53
28 43.75 28 41.18
3 4.69 3 441
0.4
40000 10 15.63 5 7.35
40001-60000 22 34.38 22 32.35
60001-80000 14.06 17 25.00
10.94 7 10.29
80001-100000
100000 16 25.00 17 25.00
0.53
17 26.56 25 36.76
34 53.13 29 42.65
8 12.50 10.29
5 7.81 7 10.29
*ttest or x>  **p<0.05
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Table 2

n=64 n=68 p

59+ 4.1 6.3+ 4.2 0.55

67.4+ 17.5 62.8+ 18.0 0.14

20.6+ 6.0 18.9+ 6.8 0.13

11.6+ 4.8 10.6+ 4.1 0.21

21.6+ 6.1 20.7+ 4.8 0.35

13.6+ 5.9 12.6+ 5.8 0.33

46.8+ 10.4 48.3+ 11.7 0.43

47.2+ 8.0 46.3+ 7.9 0.50

55.5+ 7.2 57.7+ 6.6 0.06

JCS 109.7+ 16.3 112.7+ 13.6 0.25

58.8+ 12.7 60.2+ 8.8 0.45

25.2+ 57 25.9+ 5.8 0.43

16.1+ 3.5 16.6+ 3.2 0.36

/ 9.6+ 2.3 9.9+ 2.7 0.58
Table 3 2"

n=64 n=68 p

-0.19+ 3.82 1.49+ 12.71 0.30

-1.80+ 12.35 -0.17+ 10.18 0.41

-0.14+ 4.54 0.32+ 4.47 0.56

-0.61+ 3.95 -0.26+ 3.05 0.58

-0.23+ 4.03 0.34+ 3.76 0.40

-0.81+ 5.94 -0.57+ 3.43 0.78

0.50+ 9.38 0.03+ 7.77 0.75

0.17+ 7.37 0.07+ 4.57 0.93

0.29+ 7.34 -1.38+ 6.11 0.16

JCS -1.73+ 13.86 -1.38+ 10.66 0.87

-2.28+ 10.21 -1.28+ 6.33 0.50

-0.31+ 4.42 -0.37+ 4.66 0.94

0.66+ 3.57 0.32+ 2.78 0.55

/ 0.20+ 2.72 -0.06x 2.16 0.54

*p<0.05
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Table 4 3
n=64 n=68 p
0.20+ 3.74 1.13+ 4.07 0.18
-3.97+ 15.86 0.24+ 12.06 0.09
-1.23+ 5.47 -0.13+ 4.74 0.22
-0.89+ 4.36 0.21+ 4.09 0.14
0.30+ 4.14 0.38+ 3.92 0.90
-2.14+ 6.55 -0.22+ 4.05 0.04*
0.88+ 9.16 2.60+ 10.19 0.31
-0.19+ 7.26 0.69+ 7.02 0.48
-0.27+ 7.30 -0.85+ 6.09 0.62
JCS -2.17+ 12.50 -3.51+ 13.39 0.55
-2.22+ 9.46 -2.97+ 8.27 0.63
-0.52+ 4.76 -0.12+ 5.24 0.65
0.00+ 3.45 -0.71+ 3.36 0.24
/ 0.56+ 2.38 0.28+ 2.74 0.53
*p<0.05
Table 5 4h
n=30 n=41 p
-1.30+ 3.20 0.24+ 3.46 0.05*
-7.07+ 14.93 0.00+ 13.89 0.04*
-0.70+ 4.32 -0.20+ 4.93 0.66
-1.03+ 4.02 -0.32+ 3.94 0.46
-1.17+ 3.64 0.56+ 4.52 0.09
417+ 6.44 -0.05+ 4.93 0.00*
-0.67+ 10.04 3.29+ 11.57 0.14
-0.23+ 6.65 2.02+ 7.83 0.21
-0.50+ 7.38 -1.40+ 8.26 0.64
JCS -4.37+ 13.92 -3.20+ 16.14 0.75
-2.03+ 11.65 -3.00+ 10.81 0.72
-1.20+ 3.60 -0.29+ 4.96 0.40
-0.77+ 358 -0.12+ 3.35 0.44
/ -0.37+ 2.27 0.22+ 1.90 0.24

*p<0.05



Table 6 4h
=34 n=26 p

1.06+ 4.18 -0.08+ 4.04 0.29
-5.59+ 10.90 -5.38+ 11.57 0.94
-3.06+ 6.57 -1.96+ 4.69 0.47
0.70+ 6.72 -0.82+ 6.41 0.38

JCS -2.65+ 12.72 -6.00+ 9.31 0.26
-2.56+ 10.45 -3.96+ 6.38 0.52
-1.50+ 5.72 -1.00+ 391 0.70
1.21+ 3.45 -0.85+ 2.24 0.01*

/ 0.21+ 2.46 -0.19+ 2.43 0.53
*p<0.05
Table 7 5
n=25 n=38 p

-1.84+ 4.77 -0.21+ 2.55 0.08
-7.28+ 14.96 0.13+ 13.85 0.04*
-1.72+ 5.07 -0.24+ 5.83 0.30
-1.24+ 459 -0.16+ 3.58 0.30
-0.68+ 3.35 0.53+ 4.56 0.26
-3.64+ 6.20 0.00+ 4.39 0.01*
-2.20+ 11.31 0.84+ 11.22 0.30
-2.04+ 6.55 1.26+ 9.36 0.13
-0.95+ 7.71 -1.78+ 8.30 0.69

JCS -6.80+ 13.15 453+ 17.56 0.58
-4.68+ 11.95 -3.58+ 12.36 0.73
-0.24+ 491 -0.68+ 5.44 0.74
-1.48+ 4.06 -0.16+ 3.61 0.18

/ -0.40+ 2.06 -0.11+ 2.06 0.58

*p<0.05
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Table 8 5
n=39 n=30 P
0.97+ 3.71 0.40+ 4.33 0.56
-5.31+ 11.60 -5.90+ 12.38 0.84
-4.54+ 7.20 -0.80+ 7.88 0.04*
-1.12+ 7.34 -0.63+ 7.26 0.78
JCS -1.18+ 10.59 -4.90+ 9.32 0.13
-0.54+ 8.69 -3.00+ 6.89 0.21
-1.82+ 5.00 -0.83+ 5.02 0.42
1.31+ 3.36 -0.73+ 2.36 0.01*
/ -0.13+ 2.39 -0.33+ 2.97 0.75

*p<0.05

15



	page1
	page2
	page3
	page4
	page5
	page6
	page7
	page8
	page9
	page10
	page11
	page12
	page13
	page14
	page15

