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Abstract  Objective: To explore the risk factors of complications caused by stress ulcer in patients with
stroke. Method : The clinical data of 125 cases of patients with stroke in our department was analyzed. The results
showed that age (y*=5.77) ,stroke type (y*=18.90) ,stroke severity (y*=11.39),the degree of neural function
defect (y*=19. 45) and enteral nutrition condition (y* =8. 75) had statistical significance on stress ulcer (P <<
0. 05). Logistic regression analysis showed that age.(=0. 36) ,stroke type (=0. 45) ,stroke severity (=0.61)
and the degree of neural function defect (3=0. 70) were the independent risk factors of complications of stress ul-

cer in stroke patients. Result: The age, severe stroke, cerebral hemorrhage and GCS score of 3 points~ 8 points
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should be pay attention,because of the serious complication of stress ulcer.
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