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Research on the Marital Quality of Female Patients with Depression.  Yuan Jie, Xue Wei,Li Lina, et al. The School of Psychology, He-
bei United University, Hebei 063000, China

Abstract Objective To investigate the marital quality of female patients with depression. Methods The questionnaire of demo-
graphic variables, Locke — Wallace marital adjustment and Self — rating Depression Scale (SDS) were used to survey 139 cases of female
patients with depression( study group) and 139 cases of healthy women( control group). Results The scores of the marital quality in the
study group were significantly lower than that in the control group(P =0.000). The scores of marriage quality in major depression group
were significantly lower than that in mild and moderate depression group (P =0.000). The scores of marital quality was negatively corre-
lated with SDS scores( P <0.01). There were significant differences in marital quality among ages, education backgrounds, marriageable
ages, physiological periods( menstrual period, pregnant or puerperal period, menopause) , monthly incomes, first — episode depression /
relapse (P <0.01) . The scores of marital quality were positively correlated with education backgrounds, physiological periods, monthly
incomes, first — episode depression /relapse( P <0.01) , and negatively correlated with marriageable ages( P <0.05). @Hierarchical re-
gression analysis indicated that depression levels can be used to predict the marriage quality of the female patients with depression after
controlling the variables of education backgrounds, marriageable ages, physiological periods, monthly incomes, first — episode depression/
relapse (P <0.01). Conclusion Overall, the marital quality of female patients with depression is poor. Specifically, the marriage quality
of major depression is obviously poorer than that of mild and moderate depression. The higher the depression scores, the poorer their mar-
riage quality becomes; the marriage quality is poor in the female patients with depression who are less educated, low incomes, in physio-
logical period, suffering first — episode depression, or have 21 - 30 years of marriage. After controlling the variables of education back-
grounds, marriageable ages, physiological periods, monthly incomes, first — episode depression/relapse, depression levels can be used to

predict the marriage quality of the female patients with depression.

Key words Depression ; Marital quality ; Female
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Study on the Factors of Rrecurrence of Gastric Cancer after Chemotherapy Again. Liu Caixia, Cao Ranhua, Xing Zhiwei, et al. De-
partment of Tumor, Inner Mongolia Medical University, Inner Mongolia 010059, China

Abstract Objective To research the factors of gastric cancer recurrence in receiving chemotherapy. Methods A retrospective a-
nalysis from 2009 March to 2013 April in our hospital were taken, 65 cases with gastric cancer were received chemotherapy treatment and
survival data were analyzed, and the multi factor Logistic regression analysis were used, the influencing factors of the relapse after chemo-
therapy in gastric cancer were analyzed. Results In the analysis of pathological data and time of recurrence: There were not significant
difference the patient’s sex (t=0.056, P =0.076), age (t=0.320, P =0.063) with recurrent time, there were not directly affect pa-

tients with recurrent time; and there were the difference among the patient’s degree of differentiation (z=2.230, P =0.002), the cutting
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