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[ Abstract] Objective
patients,and to provide theoretical basis for improving their oral health and quality of life. Methods 147

2097-1826(2024)04-0029-04

To investigate the oral condition and influencing factors of post-operative oral tumor

post-operative oral tumor patients in a tertiary A hospital were selected by convenience sampling from Jan-
uary to July in 2023 and investigated by Oral Health Impact Profile (OHIP-14,Chinese version).Results

The score of oral condition of postoperative oral tumor patients was 22.01+13.52,and multiple stepwise re-
gression analysis showed that the number of surgeries, diagnosis, tracheotomy,and BMI had a significant

Oral health of

oral malignant tumor patients is poor.Nurses should pay attention and make timely assessments and inter-

effect on the oral health of post-operative oral tumor patients (all P<C0.05).Conclusions

vention to those with oral malignant tumors who have undergone more than 2 surgeries and tracheotomies,
with BMI lower than 18.5 kg/m,so as to improve their oral condition.
[ Key words] oral tumor;oral health;influencing factor
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