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Quality of Life and Factors that Influence It among Cancer Patients in China
WANG Jianping et al, Instiute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing

Objective: To evaluate the qualiy of 1fe and factors influencing it by using QLQ- C30 in a sample of cancer
patients, and to assess the impact of diseases and treament methods on patients’ life. Methods: 289 adult

cancer patients completed the QLQ- C30 questionnaire before, during, and after treament, respectively. Re

sults: The scores o all the subscales of QLQ - C30 were lowest when patients were receiving treament in the

course of therapy. The first three factors of influence were disease and therapy, emotion, and economic and

cost. Condusion: The worst satus of quality of life in cancer patients occurred when patients were receiveing

treatmert. Economic status and cost played an important role in the qualiy of life of cancer patients.
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