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Abstract
With the development and application of emerging medical technologies, the survival rate of cancer
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patients has been improved, and consequently, the treatment cost is high, which seriously affects
the physical and mental health of cancer patients. The concept, current situation, assessment tools,
influencing factors and coping strategies of economic toxicity in gastrointestinal cancer patients are
reviewed in order to enhance the ability of clinical workers to assess the risk of economic toxicity
in cancer patients, and to provide reference for the establishment of an early warning model of eco-
nomic toxicity in patients with gastrointestinal cancer and the implementation of nursing interven-
tions.
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1. 5|

2020 FA BRI SnrHR S Al T HEIE T AW 1502 2000 Ji, B R ek i 96.8 il
BB R 512 86.5 Jifl, AT 100 FIHIE AT, AR T AN S B 45 B T R
Mt 190 Jifl, RIEFHES 340, FETIRALHIEE 2 Ai[1]. B s RERERE, Z2EEE -SRI
R W HEE, MM BTN AL, SEEIRERE . WS 2 SRS S  HEriar FEON
FARUIBREERE . 75, BEEFPOSHHEARTIRRE, $ERRTT D Rt , B piEms S
WIETFEIRESE, (PGS, (HFEREA R T S BUIGEIT AR [2]. Zhang Z8HF 7135 BRI BT 1211
B A — A E 9SO 5368 30, FEN 79.2%I1 5K BE AR SZ A ME AR SZ A A AR [3] . FRIE I R 1)
P S AT 53,220 T8, R BRI SCH A 91.3% [4]. fE 2004 £EZE 2015 4R 10 SEME, 45 E
i PR BT SCH N4 B 66291 L AN RMI[5]. Btk n WL B Mgl B ik 45 g &, kA
SUFEEPEM TR S B IR T SO B 1 A B UL [ A Sk T BRI G ERIE Y, AT
AT YT XM, B RIREAERIT AR g BE KN R TE FAE AR (6], B ATIR
B i Sy A&, SRAETHtLERI Z R, HATEE RO . T80y i)
T o AR B Wi e B S PRI . PR PPl T Soma R 2R DL R Rt 5 I 25 7 TH HEA T
Rk, AR N AT B W iE s B A R T It 5% .

2. BIERBELFFEHEXES
2.1. BREERR
H Wi % (Gastrointestinal cancer) /& & £ 7E WAL TE A AL R G BME RDRAS , (45 S5l AR
W B TR NG N b AR IE T .
2.2. EFEMEHS

Bullock %5[7]7F 2012 fF# 42 Je “2BraEtk” —wl, JF@BCHRAEVR T HH K o ML & A & 5 25
k. Zafar SE[8] 1 OMEE 7 APF 8 tEOME S, 4R B RETR T A sy, B T A AT R R T 9
KA RGBSR, TTE R — RV RGN, XSS [F 25 SR I & i tk, = F8E
B A R B AR DA SRS MR T B o HL O 4 RS T 70 A 478 2 UL 1 2 5 S AE R R 5 I B . 1
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HIR A R, PR sk B Em I 2 5, BAE IR AT T P AR R[], T BT
ML Rt ey B ST RS A, E H AT SRR k2 SO R Gt —, {H Zafar “2 3 i th B &40 2 4%
25N
3. BAERRELFEEIR

Han <5 A\ S [ 963 44 e 3 BEAT BT 20 A7, B AR S ol A6 3 v R AR 22 DR Pk (R O 54.2%),
EAERAE B AR 38.4% [10]. —TUARGEVFANT AN 1 598,751 4 fiehE B 4B AR LS ML 7T, I
 49% ) B AE R TR B0 B2 B SR [11]. 1 [ Py T bE B ERT ST [ AT B D, AL TR B
Bo RUTHAE N0 B A 8 838 2 DR BV A A R BT 0T, RWIIRIEA 67 4%l (8 AR 22 T 35
PE[12]. Shao S5 NFFRE T —IIMIMTTHIAR 78, SWANT 213 ARG B &%, 4R DREFFHEERG
45 B e 8 Th AR AE[13] 0 VLSO R W A pRom il f 3 b A AR A DR R HAE T rh ko, kR
BOM ST PTBURAR B AT, SeE AR . AT i ¢ R 2 A fE e [14] . FLIR
JE[15] 55 AE OB R W, ) B BT i 2 Br B PR 7T M4k T2 AR
4. BIERBEZFBENEGTR
41 BFFMSTRER

5% [ M MR A BHEE 4 Khera [16]T 2014 SE3R e BF s 1SR ubnite,  DME T HURZ B R th A R 944
i MPPAG R RE (B RIT AUt Rilh . 2R R T B LB E R a st U A, K “LutE
PE” N4 R 1% EiETT AR, FEEEEE. 0. RSO ET . 2 % FEmEn
Holl, TR RS BV SRS SO, RS AT R E . SRR B BRI 3 4 PBRUBJER A
Kol B B3 7 BTG ERST 3, BT 655 KT HIEION, b A id i /i fh T 52 4 9 e ARk
B S BRIT M, BT, R THHIIHAYT, BRI . 1% SR ESE R T JERT T, T
i P PR DA o R e R T B R T, T AR S BRI
42. BT REREGERNEFBLGSTITER

25 BRI 7T AR PR T T T BN A R EE M 4B V4> B % (Comprehensive Scores for Financial
Toxicity based on the Patient-Reported Outcome Measures, COST-PROM), % & % H De Souza #1455 A[17]
FR, FATHREEEEMENAFSEEMREE, e SREEEEAFEHEEEN TR, 28
T 3 AMEE 1L ANKHEHTARS, B3 LAETFITKE. 2 AMETFREXEM 8 Mha oM &H,
K5y 0~44 5, <26 4y SONBHTE . RA Likert 5 RiFrk, MAMBIKRAHSF MR RE, ZEX
Cronbach’sa R¥h 0.92, WE—BME RiF. T EHSE[18]K &R 45 & 3 EH bz E g MO S T
1k, TR T 3 AT 3R R f E  h SCHi COST-PROM. H: Cronbach’s o Z2%04 0.889, 154U Rif. i%
BRAME R, FHIEW, EHT&mERE.

43. BESEHSHEHIEIR

FEdE o 4 £ 3 P-4k T B (Social Toxicity Assessment Tool for Patients with Cancer, STATC) il 4
H%%% Jazieh ZE[191 3L AW A, F CAVPAGREIE B 3 (04 5r B RL S R A8 WK, SR 738 R 4R 5 e i
BEMKRR. BRILEOT BIKH, Wi 7 =M 8 MEAZ KRG H . 2 MEAZiEZ) % H
N 3AGF MR H . KA Likert 5 HIFE, K5r-26~24 4y, ZE RS K RUURT Cronbach’s
o ZBUEN 0.78, +LoVEBNAURCH 0.81, LU 0.77, &4 [RIAH R IEE S, AR 0.87.
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H AT Z 8RR R A BTHH R TSRS, ARK AR DU I AN R (6 AT 15 A 5, DASR IR LA
.

4.4. THHEEEE/MSRRAER

ok 4% PR 352/ Tt 45 1Rt #: 32 (InCharge Financial Distress/Financial Well-Being Scale, IFDFW), ILZEFRANAS
NI 4% 5245 % & 3% (Personal Financial Wellness Scale, PFW), T 2006 4= Prawitz Z£[20]%%# 3% [H gl -
TR T I 55 R SRR R DR R 2 DR A RIS, B 3 ANERE 8 MR HE, 5l 5 ANK
T4k S U BRI PR ) 5L 2 A T 45 SRR AR ) REURT 1A 5 AR U7 A SR X SR Y I H . FL Cronbach’s
o ZH0CN 0.956, WEE—EME 0.966. K Likert 10 ZhiForid, 1570602 BV 55 IR OBk /N, T 451
R, I SR R R R . 2RI, AT T S S R, LA, BRI, 45
THEPUE, (AR

4.5. BERREEE

£V 2 F 1) 35 1 % (The Patient Satisfaction Questionnaire, PSQ-18) 1 Marshall £5[21]%%& %, T
PEA 80 R IT IR S5 IO R . PSQ-18 s 7 NERE 18 Nk H, il BRI EIE . BORBTE. A
PRAcqt 7 . VI8 W07 SR AAR AR B [A] DL mT e AE R . o 2 NS E T DU LR
FMME TN ZER K Likert 5 &P/, 190 BmR AN AAHE . ZERE T i1 AN A i
JEFEUN, MEDLTE RPN AT o A G AR, A RUEATE, FRi— P Rr L ST A

5. BfEREEEFHMENRmER
5.1 HEAOFEAX

IS [22]0F U R B 45~59 B B A Gr R fes, W RER R R AL T P SR A AE R E X E TR, &2
DRI 1R [10]. T B E[23155 HEAT 1 e B AT, 8RR A BRI BUR AR A 83574
U RE R R T E, Filk. Pk, TRRRERERAMA R A0S TR . CAMRE, ¥
BACFRARMAME S & TERE . B B, BEMORE w . . RIS . W 5 e A R E e i
WS w241 H AT EHURZ5Y) & 5tn A Bia T, RE RS REE VIR B A B —Mr BT . 12
I S [25] K5 45 Bl S8 AR W O RAEAT WA A, RBLRM HYANAR S« IR B s A2 S 7 AR T i
TR g Bk B E AT B R LR TAE 32BN D, N St — PR
WAGIRIGYT , AT SOBAEIRI . SRR IR RIS N 53N EEALRS i i (o, RIS I Al B e Br s
Ul KBRS 730, 3 AL S UIR B N 8 R R R iR B E B OB SR, AR e

5.2. HRMATTER

PN FS S5 [260F A T B 9T I S0 I ST e AR A7 38 O JR I 7E 45 TR S 7 REUT9 I R v e T e
AE B KR A DRI RORE F M B UF RV R R SR AEAE TS AT 1O 22 DR 3R 0 B T AL R G iR
WALy 7 A 2R3, IR S IR B i e G B AOR DU AR a7 A K iRyT SR
HIR TARXMERE KA K WL IV 45 8 2GRtk fem, FLR PR AT BN 0] & a7 77 sUE R
%, AR 2T RGBT 27]. A E NN B AR e G 1 8 2 SRR TS e R &,
RS IE 1B TR SE i [25] 0 AR EBRAS, fEF RZ st Rkl ™ 5, B0 i TER I g n 7
HAETT R, IF B R R RYIEF RS OV R S U E BT R B P IR T 9]
M Ei[28] BrXiayT T AOT LR BE R 250036 7 BT, A8 — e R P E PRI (8 3 LT, (IRt
BRI I T U v6 97 B RUA . Ramaswamy 5] 403 91 I 45 B e F8 8 EAT I A 70 R AN 13.4%
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G RE DAL R T R, TR 2 HUR 3 (53.3%) i W I VAT 7 N — AT 45, X T RN
FRYLEF AL R BRI 2B 2y TR T, 75 U2 X 5 R 3l BE D™ L (K 22 5 IR 352 [29] . R Wi
PEB ) BB U R VR AR FDBREE, W RE SR T P BT SC DA S R BL R TT A O, FROREES N SRR
PE s it R SEPRTE DL, SRBUE HRNRIT T R, FFa &P E W 2 5 IRR R 25100, AN A & 1
BRITITSC, B EATRROL. BANE R WA v 1 26T, B0 HiaRE sy, Ul
ERRTIIR DR, INE 2T .

53 LB LEE

E A AP H AT T AESE 1 2 OB AR AR U R BB, 8 SRR R EUR AN LG
PE e — SRR [30] 0 JEi8 2 AR I B A Do B RAR, 32 PR e IR T 9 A3 P A BE AR AH, IR il 2 fi i
HEWASAAINE, EH TR ORI B B A B R KT B RALRE RN, 7T DU G R B
MR T2, B BB BERE ST W LS ROHA ST R R AR5 BB BB, V69T T R B
A R, RRESCRMAT . Kircher 88 A[3218EAT 1AM —SERIHTIEVEASIBE 7T, KIS, B e
2ot B VE BRI [ HERS T FRAR, (BT B AR MR Y (3 Bk F A BF P e R E AT . RO
PR 2% S Mo R 0 X 7 3, e P B3R AR 3 SR A e R 7 3 T B 3K B AT ) SR
FEA S RHUH RS FE e BT, BRAP N AT R T BRI B0E 5507 AU v O
HAH, RS EWAsraiE, et BT i e,

6. BiEmEELFEMENR IR
6.1. EEERBER

JEIE R AR FEFE AT ORI R AR M 22 B B R AR SE IR, R B SR ST T 2 2 IR BT ORI A
FOomt RS LE AT o0 R ASE A, 35 B BB E B 22 B . H TR ST 2 REREGE, BT
DRISHE 25 1A oK, (B i 3 X 0 RO AR 2 B S AR, K ARl B R A & R B DRtk
PR b o 55 A RN BRI a3 X A A 328 i (X 58 R R S R T RSO IR B HERE PR I 4R R
Tigg. BAREZGLJUEMANIRAETE RIS 25 A g in, £ R Ll 7 BEN25dE, Eif
THRRE U 5308 LU A AR, X0 e B R & AT = AT S, e Hi R
(FETI30)o PRI 75 BEAE [ X MUK AT IR, ShA BB IR i H 3%, R B8 28 U 25 AW N R R
WA TG 2 N, SR DR ORI AT, SEEP BB IE WL, HEAT 23R LA R E 1 TS 25 M A% s
T e AR 6 F) R B U S0 T L S AR 4 B ORI M 55 7 4 [ 8 Mt AT U, R B84
XK e B P B US A B R, A — RS G AR T REE DRR T BUR R T 4 [33] . JE SRR AT X HTT R
PRI IR 55 54T 2 Te i G 2 IR R 58 AR BUR, T S BB BENLE] . X T SRR (RIS JEmE, ARkl
SEHAL S DT ORI BE , A4 AT DGBSR3 W = DR i YL Pl s SR IR 7 IR 55 3 0 e R R B
PRIE I, MR ERT AR R R

6.2. MINFSIHF

TR i 55 = T7 B ARBE MU 9 FE A ST ORGSR 78, SR B3 5T AR A b DR B LS I A g i
B vE A DR R A HEORIG 7 h» 51 5 2 2t 28 AL AR R TR R 3 B2 TSR B [34] o i $ e Ak 2 SRR AT LA
oA AR R R DR R . 0 TR B, AR ROZAR R U R RO, O EE SR L)
JITRE KA AL,  ARFEREIR A H A AL I RE AT, AR AE R A WO RUER,  DASE A8 RS I X i £
AR BRI R MR 5E 40 . B4k, Knight 5 [35] 28 533 M A LU R (8 it 1 — N4zt i 55t
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X, B 55 PN POLERA S Pkt IGARZ I Ak TAEE MW S B G A W 55 3 s 2
S 2 IR, R TR T T TR B R ) 2 SRR R IV 55 S L[36] . FRIEN T B A PR R R T I R
R, HERRTHEEREAR, REHIEZS R, 652N EEHE G A EH W55 SHUT RERE L,
FE5 Ja AT 45 B E R AT A2 OE , Ml AT B (KM 55 S 07 ST AR A

6.3. R AIIE

5 [ 1 PR e g 2 2= 4 HH I BB 2 TRV RO AR AT I AR VA3 2 1 TR R 297 (R 2EL R840 [37] - Shiih [38] %54 78 &
U VR T AR VAE 55 N JRIT IR MR VRT3 A ¢, (HRE AR 13 s NS5 40A11
BEABHE I IGIT A . 0 23 A2 0E 3 31T CostCOM 7, BN E A2 Vil .. Al 55 SR AN & i,
TG B RN AU B A B0 O, 75%IH) A D R A AT (0o B A B 7 A T R RE L, 83.3% 1152
VIE W NSRS NUA 25[39]. AVERFIELD %5 [40]3 47 1 i WA B A VAl N e e sg e, JF e B
FRAVIE, FEFRISIT AT TR el W, RO 8 BT DR AN B BT RS, S Bk
BREELTEN. EBEHANRANBNESS S BE IR AT IS S e, 5EE LRI
BT PRI, AHE B T B A BN AR T T AR KFEE EnT LAk SR A A

6.4. NERHTHE

WS B RGP R R A T AR TR “ =5 Fibi. B R RO, KRE
BEIADURIT B & Bt AT RCRIBANEAR, 5 B AR AE B R AN e 5 Sl B (@ R rh 47 30(2023-
2030 4F)) ER, FFXPAREE. HE T BAMERTT A A B RE . 45 BB E U, A
e B I AN P2 B8 RIVBORIE R, IR N, BE— PR THEAE AL R KT [33]. 4 Ja MiZ
SY KB, RIS EERAT IR IR & 5 A Sk, A AR ST R LR

SRS, R A A TE SRR R E R, AW A RSO RN, e TR AN KK HE
PR YRR B, EIAIRSEDT, T CLSCE MR A vk R e SRR e M A A
7. &5

H TR E A R 0 TR TP R R B, A 3 50 JUBYE 8 BT 1R e 22 Dr ik
PAEER, EIRKBHI A S AT T PPl 15 I e (3 2 D2 R R e P B R D ELPPAS B v 1 R 4
—o JESER S A B IERE BT R AL RRE VRS TR AR E R 2 R 5 TR R B
ISR ZR I, X SE B R it T FU7 i AR T 07T, AROR AT &5 & 3 5 B s g 2+
W7 WAMERTIT 2 O KFEAR RN RIBT IT,  AWIA B il e o e BF S O IOL AR, e he i
B PR B T T

E&UWH
2023 FE AR ZAEITE (Jdy23077).
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