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[ Abstract] Objective To understand the financial toxicity of postoperative intravesical chemotherapy in patients with
bladder cancer and analyze the reasons,so as to provide a basis for formulating intervention measures.Methods A total of 418
patients with bladder perfusion chemotherapy in the Department of Urology of 3 tertiary A hospitals in Taiyuan ,Shanxi Prov-
ince were the objects of convenience sampling. The general information questionnaire,the comprehensive score for financial tox-
icity for cancer patients,the psychological resilience scale,and the perceived social support scale were used for the investigation.
Multivariate linear regression analysis was used to analyze the influencing factors of financial toxicity.Results The financial
toxicity score of patients with bladder perfusion chemotherapy was 20.00 (18.5,23.5).Multiple linear regression analysis showed
that age,family income,education level ,medical insurance type,psychological resilience and social support were the main influ-
encing factors (all P<<0.01).Conclusions Patients with intravesical chemotherapy generally have financial toxicity,and there
are many factors affecting it.Medical staff should not only identify it early and formulate individualized measures of interven-
tion,but also use the theory of “advantage perspective” to enhance patients’ confidence in dealing with the disease,improve
psychological resilience and make full use of social support resources to reduce the financial toxicity of their patients.
[ Key words] bladder cancer;regional infusion chemotherapy;financial toxicity;psychological resilience;social support;nursing
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