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[ Abstract] Objective

ized preterm infants,and analyse its influence factors. Methods

To investigate the level of illness uncertainty associated to mothers of hospital-
The investigation was carried out on mothers
of hospitalized preterm infants by the demographic information questionnaire and the Chinese version of
parents’ perception of uncertainty scale. The level of illness uncertainty associated to mothers of hospitalized
preterm infants was evaluated,and its influence factors were analysed via non-conditional Logistic regression
analysis. Results A total of 180 valid questionnaires were retrieved. The total score of illness uncertainty of
mothers of hospitalized preterm infants was (83. 92+11. 65) points,of which 11. 7% was at a low level and
88.3% was at a high level. The non-conditional Logistic regression analysis showed that abnormal pregnancy
history (OR=6. 357,95%CI:2. 890 —13. 983, P=0. 000) , premature infants’ weight (OR=13. 609,95%CI.
1.331—9.787,P=0.012) ,years of marriage (OR=2. 456,95% CI:1. 226 —4.921,P=0. 011) were risk fac-
tors for illness uncertainty, while educational level (OR=0. 453,95%CI:0. 283—0. 723, P=0. 001) was pro-
tective factor. Conclusion Most of the mothers of hospitalized preterm infants have a relatively high level of
illness uncertainty about their infants, which might be influenced by abnormal pregnancy history, premature
infants’ weight,years of marriage and educational level.

[Key words | infant,premature;mothers;uncertainty in illness;influence factor

LR AR R /N T 37 JE R AE L. 3
L= L AE 30 8. 100, IF B4R BT, HOF &k
S A B ] R R 7 LA A A T RO R TE
Mg R PRI A B R L RE R B 7 A R
A E IR o AL BRSSO R AL AL B DA gk
Z RS FN TG W 2 5 LB A O 3 I B
A FA RS o AR AN i IR R L (g
R0 52 I AR 5C 58U AY B PAOIR B0 22 . A BE Y A

PEE R IR (1978 —) BB AL . 2 el BRI BEAT 52

S K B 5 ] I A RE A B R KT B 0 IR
A SRR L ™ AT S R £ 1 I R R AR
BRI % T B EE IR BRI R 2 EOR
FH L 2 B PR 5 TAEE AL ok, B,
FEAE BE 57 LB B AN i 5 S 2 A LR TR
A BE B LB S AN B A R Y T AR AR A 4K
F %) BF B AT T B S AR R B L
BRI A € AT A B A T AR BE LB

A B 1E# E-mail: xh447363169@163. com,



FTRES 2018 4 6 A% 47 A% 18 19

FRPEIR AN R SEACE- IF o R

1 BME5RHE

1.1 P4 $EEL 2014 4F 9 H % 2015 4F 3 AT
W1 AT =SB BE 1 Ir R P AE BB L1 T IO G R (g
B A B T LB SR AR IR G X 42 AT I S TR . 4N
AFRHE : (DA B 7= JLBE G () 2 J7 Ol 28 ~36"° & 5
(DBEEE HCINIIE R s (D B ES 5A5R. Hib
bR (DFFAEBEIT Sy s (O BB 5,

1.2 7k

1.2.1 FEARBMWHE ZHECEE NN NS R
AR S EENALEA HEXR AR AR RM
5~10 f511 L AR I B F 5% AR R — BN 11 2 R
18 351, v SC RS AN S A B 3R (PPUS) 4 30, i3
Gy MR R T 22 T, A A 3 B L 110~ 220 1],
2 PR REAR [T A7 78 TERL ) 36 At 2% 0] 3 Pl RE A
YK 10% FEA R IR A S Dy 121~ 242 ), A A
LB, AR AR 7190 4],

1.2.2 T H (D — B o0 A 2 . /AR B e
JLAE 3 B A G AL 77 L AR W RE B 40 9 25 4H A .
(2)PPUS: Jy A #Fa & 2, I F I & 1F B 7 7= L& 5%
PR AN 2 K. R B MISHEL™ 45 il , 2% 72
FREET BT P SRR B B9 Cronbach's o REUN
0.844, H3CR PPUS 3L 28 MR H . W &R EA
AR IR S B 2 M L 5 M O M B B2
TG AT B E 4 AR, R R OR A Likert 5 400
O3 Ry 28~140 4y A5 0 R , R A e LB
SEPIR AR B MoE . Ei e R L Y R s
PR AN 2 SRS BOR T 843 B e 4 50 0B AN R B A
Shr LA A R A AN o SRR AR R B = 454 Ol 140
45 s B =70 43K Ry 952 9 AS ) SR K P B i, << 70
A3 N I A B 5 K AR

1.2.3 S0l B A Ui A SR RS I T O A 9k
PR R = R, e R LR Bk L E I
(NICU) J5 2 d 14 . B3 F 58 35 1) 1 25 6 2 it Bk 1 A5 B
1 B 7 )G s R A () 4 . IR A 0] 45 i R A X S A
IS K A ROl [al 8 2 4 B S AT I s 1
AR A 2k & k) 2 190 By, [ 190 4y, B 4k T &k
[ 10 £y, 3K A% A 20 B 180 £y, A & [l il % H
94, 74% .

1.3 Zifs#abs %R A Epidata3. 1 #fF 5%
A B S BT R A SPSS17. 0 8. X — M N H 24 %
RS AR RATE A T R R L T £ s FoR T4
FERE A BB o R R 5 B AN B B R 2R
MR FEE 21 Logistic B2 #7 s L P<<0. 05 24 5%
BHEIFRE L,

2 4 £

2.1 JEARVER

2.1.1 fEBER=ILEE RS AR TR A R 3
180 oy » YA X S A 8 /N F 8058 F 30 % % 114 f], 5
63. 300 s KT 30 &34 66 fil, (5 36. 700, Hopth—
MR LR 1.

2.1.2 fEBERFEILMIATER AREA . 52 108

2471

Bl 5 42, 2% s B 72 fi]. 5 57, 8% . HoAh— R

W 2,
*1 FEREFILEFEEREZER (2—180)

i H n F I EE (V)
L ED)

<30 114 63.3

=30 66 36.7
AT B

W L LT 89 49. 4

EHEhE 48 26.7

K&K 43 23.9
Wi ()

<5 4 104 57.8

=5 4 76 42.2
1 5L

1k 49 27.2

AT 131 72.8
TSR R B

o iE 166 92.2

e b 1 7.8
FEETFH A WA T

<3 000 95 52.8

>3 000 85 47.2
AT

i 172 95.6

B 8 4.4
Nl

J 108 60.0

A 72 40.0
TR R 2

i 74 41.1

B 106 58.9
Bz N TN

75 159 88.3

i 21 11.7
2 3 i e IR it

& 92 51.1

B 88 48.9
YEUR A A

Jc 145 80. 6

A 35 19.4
"ILER

J 76 42.2

A 104 57.8
I3 05

I = 88 48.9

AN 92 51.1

" BRI A ) A 534 U5 X

2.2 fEBER 7 LEE RS AN B 1 RO
®2  ERBFEILVEREH(n=180)

i H n B EE (20D
B L
% 108 42.2
4 72 57.8
R LA o ()
=1 500 149 82.8
<1 500 31 17.2
L= LB [ 43
iEE 166 92.2




2472 FTHREF 20186 A% 47 %% 18 i
gZxR2 EREBEFILEARER (n=180) gZxRS EREFIBENEFRAAERSEE
SgE| n R L (%) Logistic [E 1343 #7
S 14 7.8 A E B SE ‘Wald XZ P OR 95%CI
B LA E SCALFRRE —0.793 0.239  10.989  0.001 0.453  0.283~0.723
x 146 81.1 i —3.754 0,902 17.307  0.000 0.023
H 34 18.9
3 #
2.2.0 AEBE R ILBE RSN AT E B AR 301 e R LB SR 5 R A B S R B K KO 4

g AEBER LBE SR B S i BB 4 R (83,92
11.65) 43, HiAh 1550 W3 3.
2.2.2  fEBER T ILEE R A K 180 4
TR BE 5 7= JLBE 28 95 90 A 1 12 B A5 0 Ab FAIR K- & 21
Bl b7 11,7 % 5 kb F A K 159 #1515 88.3%.
%3 (GREFIBEEARIABEBERESEE
BAER (n—180,%)

i H 7430 74433t ¥4y (T s)
YIRS AN B i 11~55 15~51 32.394+6.23
PRIIRAS B 24 1k 8~40 11~39 22.7043. 87
L3t PSE-Y 53 5~25 §~25 15.524:2.73
PRI TFE AN W] T P 4~20 7~20 13.32+2.61
PRI W Sy 28~140 47~127 83.92+11.65

2.2.3  AEBE R LRE R B S AN 0 8 G e R S
B ARG AN 1 12 ST 25 43 83. 92 73 S 43 F sl AT
B 7 L BESE 20 g o AR AL . LU A W 7 J%
R R AR 2. 1.1 5 201, 2 PERE R
JUBEEANEL P JLHEAEORL S 3 A8 5, 70 Sl AT B R
JE 4 Logistic BIH A1, 45 3R BoR R R4 77 5 (B
LN -2 Yl W NS o N S YT
i SO FE 4 2 AT B i 7 LB S 1 5 0 AN 1 Jk
S R 2R (P<<0. 05) , L3 4. T LA AN iff o Jd e
IR 5320 Ry R A8 i, DL R R 3R 25 Logistic [l 3 #r
A G e SCRY S  3EAT 2 R AR & Logistic
WLE 34 45 2R B i Ja AR T B 28 B A A R 42
[ N VDI 7 NG i N N T 0 N L N E R
SR LR BT R WS O fE K R OR {5 73 51 R
6.357.3.609.2. 456 CALFR B A LR 47 R L OR fH R
0.453, W, 5,
4 FEREBEFILBENERIABERREER
Logistic B 13 4 #7

Ak B SE Wady P OR 95%CI
ENEE-a 1,626 0.341  22.802  0.000 5.084 2.608~9.910
Bz N TH2HE 1,434 0.578 6.160  0.013 4.197 1.352~13.027
R LR 1272 0.460  7.659  0.006 3.569 1.450~8.789
i 1145 0.319  12.885  0.000 3.142 1.682~5.872
AR 0.731 0.319 5.244 0,022 2,077 1.111~3.884

2SIk 0.685 0.304 5.087  0.024 1.984 1.094~3.599
SCARRRE —0.412 0.186 4,912 0.027 0.662 0.460~0. 953

x5 EREFILBFHNERTIHERSEER
Logistic [E |3 43 #f

oy B SE  Wady P OR 95%6CI

AR 1.850 0.402  21.146  0.000 6.357 2.890~13.983
B LR 1,283 0.509 6.357  0.012 3.609 1.331~9.787
5 0.899 0.355 6.422  0.011 2.456  1.226~4.921

Br ASHFIY LS9 B R . 88. 3% WA B i = L BE 3 5
AN 2 AL T8 v KO, 11, 7 % b TR K O 48R 4
Bt 4 7™ LA S 5 A E B AN E R, B R 28k
B KT o 5 K R S AT R A 2 AR AL . 2R
JUR AR 74 M A, B 2 6 L 7R L AR 56 R Y % A R
AR LA S AR R e = AN EIN Y
NICU 338 52 17 35F P45 PR , 1 2 J0 5 B 2% 7 RO 15 00
Ll = i 38 R TE T MR R LB R R E
UL U, AR LR E B2 R LA A B
R ILI TS &R Gk € A AR AT Lk
T o foft L 7 A A R U FLAG T R K

3.2 fEBER P LEE R M5 AN B E B 2 43 A
321 RREZf=8 AR ER A RF=H 1) OR
B R 6.357, AEK N &R R /RA A RLZ2 7= 8 104 B R
P LB 2R B A KT 1 B AN 1 B, RO R
e Rl U A a1 i 2 o NI T O A e
MISHEL™ {A Hy , DA HITBE 1 52 i A 1A X5 5 9 AN i o Ja
L OAE B R DA o T T B R S R R R . R
R 287 o 22 B 0B S 0 B gL T 0 A K
S, 5 O I A i R S ) HE BN TR L B
P AN 2 R A

3.2.2 RpEJLRBE AW BN, B LR R
OR {H} 3. 609, MG 2, 4878 57 7= LA i 2 i
A B 7= L RE 5 95 95 AN 0 JEOK O B . S TR AR
T BB AR AR AR B R LA FE R TS AR ] A =
MR A AR T A AR T SRR Y L R T R A
LA LU T R BOR B R ) 51 R A& R OF & ORE
FG BRE » 6 2 0] e s Ho A 7 . L B Y
L ORE 2R 0, T O B L LR 25 7 AR A KO
PRI I, 28 b R LR R e L LB
S AN 2 SRR 1 S T PR 2R

3.2.3 RIS AR PRI OR fHl 2. 456, G
B R 2L B 5 0 B )R G A e R LBE SR R R R
W MUK . PR RS WA ER KT 25 %
L R AE Y KT 35 BB =R K E . 4§
Jo KB ) R A L B T HH O AN ZE ] B R R AT R
ghJmAh IR e 32 Bk B R HESFANE W R S5 HE
BN R A, 1] 5| R R A R A . AL B
14 A R R 5 05 A i A R R IR AR ST T LA S
AR o A BE R LR 25 5 9 AS B 2 SRR P B
3.2.4  CARRRIE AR AE R LW, SO E N E
B e = JLBE SR B AN I AR I N R L 5 U S
FesK A B o 4 SR AR ) . AR 9 SCAR RE B Y
OR {H> 0. 453, A9 R 2, 378 SCAL R B2 45 s 114 4



THRES 20184 6 A% 47 5% 18

Bt 7 LB 2% B SRR T B 0 S B . R
AN A2 TR I R SCAR TR B2 2 9 0 A iff o JE 1) i B
22— MR A S = A SOt B A
IR A A 6 ™ L BE R MR & b, E 32 2T g 1
% SO L LAH & HTR R IA N A FHE DL S 3R

ﬁ*ﬁ&&fi*ﬁ%{mu,.Jﬂ:fﬁfﬁﬁﬂz@ﬂi¥$ﬁ
XPHE TR o T SCAR R B A v A BE 5L L BE % L BB 7845
I AR EE A T Hfﬁ—%ﬁr%ﬁgftﬁlﬁfﬂwﬁ%%ﬂ #LH
A B A5 BN FI RN AL BEEE 7, B B X L LAH (5
A AT Y R S0 A TR B AN 2 8% OK T A X
BAK .

g5 L iR R 2800 e 5 LBk 28 BB A i 2
AL TR K. ANRA R LR TSI
SCARAR BE R A B 5™ L BE SR 5 R i 8% 5 TR
K%

&%k

(1] #hERYE. W™ )L EE I R AR AR B 78 (D . M
M K2, 2014,

(2] SkWI5, FRRL0, BME, 5. NICU Ry L BE 35 95 9% N i
AR AL S SRR A G S L], 4P 3R 2 44 7K, 2015, 30
(1):23-25.

[3] MISHEL M H. Uncertainty in illness[ J]. Image J Nurs
Sch,1988,20(4) :225-232.

[4] MISHEL M H. Parents’ perception of uncertainty con-
cerning their hospitalized child[J]. Nurs Res, 1983, 32
(6):324-330.

[5] LINL,YEH C H,MISHEL M H. Evaluation of a con-
ceptual model based on Mishel's theories of uncertainty in
illness in a sample of Taiwanese parents of children with
cancer; a cross-sectional questionnaire survey[J]. Int J
Nurs Stud,2010,47(12) :1510-1524.

[6] LIUY M,YEH C H. Pediatric oncology: the use of clus-
ter analysis to examine maternal concerns[ ] ]. Oncol Nurs
Forum,2010,37(4) :e304-311.

(7] FigHe, T EGE. [ B LA 5% A 2 RS IR
HSRPEWFSELT ). P 5. 2013,27(2) : 117-118.

[8] FEDELE D A,RAMSEY R R,RYAN ] L,et al. The as-

2473

sociation of illness uncertainty to parent and youth adjust-
ment in juvenile rheumatic diseases: effect of youth age
[J].J Dev Behav Pediatr,2011,32(5) :361-367.

[9] FRANCK L S,WRAY J,GAY C,et al. Predictors of par-
ent post-traumatic stress symptoms after child hospitali-
zation on general pediatric wards: a prospective cohort
study[J]. Int J Nurs Stud,2015,52(1):10-21.

[10] Pemids . 20, Bl ¥ 2= LM Ao - Wi L 208 At
1993:326-329.

C11] ohiiRBk. B2 e it A LML 3 b bt AR T AR i Wit
2010:487-576.

[12] S, 454 07 BB . AMOS fg #4550 FM . 5Pk
TR AR 2009 73-115.

[13] MISHEL M H. Parents' perception of uncertainty con-
cerning their hospitalized child[J]. Nurs Res, 1983, 32
(6):324-330.

[14] L5557 W WiAE S AE 55, T SO s A i e Ja 52 B
w201, o E ST 9 e AR, 2018, 29(28)
46-50.

C15] B8 E 0L, FHESE il , 55, ™ JL R & 5 37 3 1R
SR 5 B0 IR A AT ). B A4, 2007, 14(8) 1 11-13.

L16] B =8 ARMEE R F. R L @ R BH 7 K %
o AR 43 LT ], o 18 4 PR {a, 2013, 28 (35) : 5779~
5781.

C17] 5K b & 7 RUIG s A R T s o LR AR [D]. 24 22
MK 27,2013,

(18] T 208, B, 55, AL BAL B A R LI BiLS B &R
ArprlId. o E AR ILER . 2014,16(6) :601-605.

[19] LEE S,YOO J S, YOO I Y. Parenting stress in mothers
of children with congenital heart disease[ J]. Asian Nurs
Res (Korean Soc Nurs Sci),2007,1(2) :116-124.

[20] JU H O, MCELMURRY B J,PARK C G,et al. Anxiety
and uncertainty in Korean mothers of children with fe-
brile convulsion: cross-sectional survey[J]. ] Clin Nurs,
2011,20(9/10) :1490-1497.

[21] st Msme & JL AC B9 0 AN B a8 J% S 3% il (X R g 0F 5%
[D]. K# . HAK2¥,2013:15-30.

IS # H 1:2018-01-02 & [8] H 1. 2018-03-12)

(3255 2466 7O
UL'TANIN M I, et al. Use of fluorescent in situ hybrid-
ization in the cytogenetic diagnosis of urinary bladder
urothelial carcinomal J]. Vopr Onkol, 2011,57 (4) ; 462-
469.

[13] XU C,ZENG Q,HOU ]J,et al. Utility of a modality com-
bining FISH and cytology in upper tract urothelial carci-
noma detection in voided urine samples of Chinese pa-
tients[ J]. Urology,2011,77(3) :636-641.

[14] JIA X, YU Q,ZHANG Z H. et al. Targeting bladder
tumor cells in voided urine of Chinese patients with
FITC-CSNRDARRC peptide ligand[J]. Onco Targets T-
her,2012(5) :85-90.

[15] MILICIC V,PRVULOVIC I,PANDA N,et al. Diagnostic

value of cytology of voided urine[ J]. Coil Antropol,2014,
38(2):617-620.

[16] RAGHAVAN D,SHIPLEY W U,GARNICK M B,et al.
Biology and management of bladder cancer[J]. N Engl J
Med,1990,322(16):1129-1138.

[17] PROCTOR I,STOEBER K, WILLIAMS G H. Biomark-
ers in bladder cancer[ ] ]. Histopathology,2010,57(1):1-
13.

[18] URQUIDI V,ROSSER C J,GOODISON S. Multiplex u-
rinary tests for bladder cancer diagnosis[]]. Eur Med J
Urol,2013(1):70-73.

OfRS B :2017-08-13 & 18] F 197 2018-03-10)



