- 900 - MREYESHE  biomed.cnjournalscom Progress in Modern Biomedicine Vol22 NO.5 MAR.2022

doi: 10.13241/j.cnki.pmb.2022.05.021

W JIBERG S AR W RO BT oo LB S He Rk
HLDEERZ AR *
REED R H K OB ERME LR
(1 Py BRI R BE B SRS BUNFY A2 oo 01003052 Py EEFICERIITAE 1 o4t 010050)

RBE BR: R T HARRE Y FE7 SRR TR EILET R RE RGP h, Fik LK K 2019 £ 6 A F| 2020
F 6 ANEH 80 1) T~18 % 9 A IErTH VAR A B R AT &, B BOUR ALY A WLER 40 5 A B 40, A48 40 ), AT AR LB AA
I HIRHBANRBATEIT , 5T RAFHT BN HABALRAT F T, MREEILAEFAT RS L3 o b7 269 08
T, AT A EILA BT AOR,ET AW, SEKRE, ABCiF45, R WRABILEFTHEAZEN 92.50%, #1828 &)L
I8 B AR A 75.00% , MR Z T AR AL (P<0.05); P20 B LT FRAT 69 5 3578 R L UT 90 B 1 VAR O B dm 3T L A B £ F
(P>0.05), A EILEL LTS FTRXE, TEHBR TN LB EREH BRI, EIERAFES S T8 (P<0.05); 5
2 B ILTF TR 69 AEAT F5 4] e TR R R RS T R R £ F(P>0.05), BAEILB a7 5 TG, b,
FEH RE T BT M B A B 2 AR B AR, B AR K T 2 R AL (P<<0.05) ; P 48 T FRAT 69 26 AL 5 803 R ARAT ) VA
BARESIETEF RS RR AL FEL(P>005), HABILTF G, &F0 T, L PR TR, 27 A% FEL
(P<<0.05), &R : 29 A AT F I FEFHET 5 TIHAR XA S8 T30, s 433271 B )L 3807 2R RAE SR A WAL,
B R R B SHR S A R AR

KB AR F VAT RBAAKR BT RAWE; SHERE

FESES R7644 TEFRIEAE:A XEHE:1673-6273(2022)05-900-05

Effect of Psychological Intervention on Language Ability Recovery and

Mood State of Hearing Impaired Adolescents during Treatment*
ZHAO Fei-fel', ZHAO Jing’, XU Meng’, CUI Yan-ru', HU Wen-liang'"

(1 Department of Otorhinolaryngology, Head and Neck Surgery, Affiliated Hospital of Inner Mongolia Medical University, Hohhot, Inner

Mongolia, 010050, China; 2 Graduate School of Inner Mongolia Medical University, Hohhot, Inner Mongolia, 010050, China)

ABSTRACT Objective: To explore the effect of psychological intervention on language ability recovery and mood state of hearing
impaired adolescents. Methods: 80 cases of hearing impaired adolescents aged 7-18 in our hospital from June 2019 to June 2020 were
randomly divided into observation group and control group, 40 cases in each group. All the children were treated with cochlear implanta-
tion, and the control group was given routine speech training and health education. The observation group was given psychological inter-
vention nursing in the whole treatment process on the basis of routine nursing. The treatment effect, language ability recovery, mood state
and ABC score of the two groups were compared. Results: The total effective rate of the observation group was 92.50%, and that of the
control group was 75.00%, which was higher than that of the control group (P<0.05); there was no significant difference in speech forma-
tion, hearing ability and auditory perception between the two groups before nursing (P>0.05), but the speech formation, hearing ability
and auditory perception of the two groups were significantly improved after nursing the score of the observation group was higher than
that of the control group (P<0.05); there was no significant difference in the spirit, control, ability, tolerance of negative emotions and ac-
ceptance changes between the two groups before nursing (P>0.05); after treatment and nursing, the spirit, control, ability, tolerance of
negative emotions and acceptance changes of the two groups were significantly decreased, and the score of the observation group was
lower than that of the control group (P<0.05). There was no significant difference in the scores of excitement, irritability, stereotyped be-
havior and inappropriate language between the two groups before nursing (P>0.05), but after nursing, the scores of the two groups de-
creased, and the observation group was less than the control group, the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: On
the basis of routine treatment and nursing, psychological nursing intervention can improve the treatment effect of children, improve the
recovery of language ability, reduce negative emotions and improve the mood of children, which is worthy of clinical application and
promotion.
*EEGIUH NG AR X A AR RS ITH (2017MS08108)

VEH A X EIE(1968-) , 4 ARE, FATEEIE, BF5E 7 1 : ELFAIEIG PR, LI - 13848612555, E-mail: zhaofeifeil 10112@163.com

o TR HSCR(1969-) 5 Wit , FARBEIN, BEFE 07 1) « He G ANGSL S MRHIG IR, LI - 13664881598, E-mail: huwenliangnmg@163.com

(ki H 459:2021-06-23 #2237 H111.2021-07-17)




PREYES#HE biomed.cnjournals.com Progressin Modern Biomedicine Vol22 NO.5 MAR.2022 - 901 -

Key words: Hearing impairment; Adolescents; Cochlear implantation; Language ability recovery; Mood state
Chinese Library Classification(CLC): R764.4 Document code: A

Article ID:1673-6273(2022)05-900-05

Rl B

W 53 B e 4 R R 8 PR T A 43 kg o 28 P - A% S P
#, b ph e P H 2 RO B P H 2, RO H T e
P2 B A S 2 B AR SZ B L 3 BT T R S
B TS H AR R AR AN HE B H A B - R
B SR RS IR T Iy BRRS BT B, N T H
RS0 7 64 LB 0T 5 R A 5 BE A AR ORHE B,
AN T HS 25, REG W S THIT Iy Bkt (2 i+ 22 fE
FIZSIRE ST o T APAFEAE Ny — 0 BRI A BT o A 7 30
FRRFER TR AR , TR I O B G A 5355 S , R i) S AT g B i 4 75 20
TR BISIR o7  BREE G A e v ™ A ™ i O B
BEAFEL G, Q0 Rk F PR RS AN RS A A E M, X 4 5 S 30
FRBRLA 4 2 A, 7 EE SN AR ) R AR, 1T EL 20 LT
WRAE A FRIBCR A 5000 o R AMIFSE S 300, T g B A5 1 1
BRGSO S BRI E RSO R8T
LA TSR B, X ) e AR R TR T 5 KA I Rl

Mok ) | PV O U 40 2 D S = s o IR 5 R AN TR
oo A HFTATTE X T35 AR IT 7 At 5 OB 0
WSRO, Sy 1R THIT y R A T AR S RE DD D OB
TEM ARSI R BE 2019 4F 6 A 3 2020 4 6 A 3Liiifng 80
1511 7~18 %2 Wy Iy e 5 /AR, AR WT Bt v DA o e O B
TR LI REI IR A0 BRIRAS A M, BRI I0 R .

1 R 5T %

L1 —fgsEet

PEHCEBE 2019 4F 6 A 3 2020 4F 6 A 3Ll 80 il /)
WA DAF K B LBERL S WU 5 00 IR, B4 40 f31l . 20
ABRE - B A S8 A e T 1 B R 5 (BULARRY R 7~18 %5
A B L B N T HIRAE AARIRYT s A LR K
JE XS A FE RN H-A8 B TR A5 o HERRARIE AT S AR s 50
S RAEBIE s ARERC S DFIH 5 B IR BRI # . P2
BIL— ORI LT B35 22 5+ (P>0.05), 136 1 s

x| WA—MFIRITLE
Table 1 Comparison of two groups of general data

Gender Deafess parts(n)
Groups n Average year( age)
(male/female) Left Right Both sides
Observation group 40 22/20 11.2+ 0.5 13 15 14
Control group 40 19/23 113+ 0.5 10 18 14
X/t - 0.047 0.906 0.576 0.456 0.0
P - 0.852 0.368 0.448 0.499 1.0
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Table 2 Comparison of treatment effect between the two groups(n,% )

Groups n Apparent effect Effect Invalid Total effective rate
Observation group 40 14(35.00) 23(57.50) 3(7.50) 37(92.50)
Control group 40 12(30.00) 18(45.00) 10(25.00) 30(75.00)
x - - 4.501
P - - 0.034
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Table 3 Comparative analysis of the language ability recovery of the two groups of children before and after intervention (x* s, points)

Words are formed Auditory comprehension Auditory perception
Groups n Before After Before After Before After
intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention
Observation
40 1.97+ 0.02 6.09+ 2.54 2.02+ 2.50 17.08+ 3.12 3.90+ 1.29 7.21+ 10.98
group
Control group 40 1.13+ 0.87 4.59+ 1.40 231+ 2.48 15.49+ 3.09 3.03+ 1.30 5.23+ 11.03
t - 0.272 3.72 0.582 5.781 0.058 3.171
P - 0.786 0.000 0.562 0.000 0.954 0.002
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Table 4 Comparison of CD-RISC scores before and after intervention in the two groups(xt s, score)

Spirit Control Ability
Groups n Before After Before After Before After
intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention
Observation group 40 26.82+ 2.50 20.52+ 1.12 16.97+ 3.02 9.84+ 1.54 28.40+ 4.29 17.39+ 1.38
Control group 40 26.81+ 2.48 24.68 1.29 16.93%+ 3.87 13.29%+ 1.40 28.43+ 4.30 2141+ 1.23
t 0.582 2.792 0.272 3.668 0.058 0.247
P 0.562 0.008 0.786 0.001 0.954 0.806
g% 4
Renewal of table 4
Put up with negative emotions Accept change
Groups n
Before intervention After intervention Before intervention After intervention
Observation group 40 19.52+ 3.27 12.06% 1.17 25.35+ 3.14 14.32+ 143
Control group 40 19.53+ 3.41 15.37+ 2.38 25.37+ 3.17 18.54% 2.54
t 1.02 7.331 1.446 9.932
P 0311 0.001 0.152 0.001

xRS WARILBITAIEES RIBEM LS (2t 5,43)

Table 5 The language and emotion of the two groups before and after treatment were compared(xt s, score)

Excited Easy to anger Stereotyped behavior Inappropriate language

Groups n Before After Before After Before After Before After
intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention intervention
Observation group 40 30.19+ 3.02 17.53% 2.54 16.53+ 2.21 4.59+ 1.52 28.16+ 335 1593+ 1.78 5.59+ 1.14  2.51% 0.46
Control group 40  30.21% 2.06 2543+ 3.68 16.58+ 2.15 11.62+ 2.78 28.19+ 3.26 19.84+ 1.67 5.57+ 1.12  4.03+ 0.27

t - 0.035 11.313 0.104 14.207 0.041 10.258 0.080 18.247

P - 0.972 0.001 0917 0.001 0.967 0.001 0.936 0.001
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