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Abstract: Objective To explore the effect of cognitive behavioral nursing on lymphoma patients and its impact on quality of life.
Methods 80 patients with lymphoma in our hospital in recent years were selected as the research object. The nursing satisfaction and quality
of life of patients in the control group using routine nursing and patients in the observation group using cognitive behavioral nursing were
compared. Results the nursing satisfaction and quality of life of patients in the observation group were better than those in the control group

(P < 0.05). Conclusion cognitive behavioral nursing can improve the nursing satisfaction and quality of life of patients with lymphoma.
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