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[Abstract] Objective: To analyze the effects of combined intervention in patients with heroin addiction who escaped
from rehabilitative treatment and to find combined intervention modes with powerful direction and significant effects.
Methods: The patients accepting methadone maintenance therapy (MMT) who escaped from treatment were inter-
vened by combined mode. The effects of different modes were analyzed. Results: After combined interventions,
61.4% of the patients who escaped from MMT came back. There was no significant difference in effective rate of in-
tervention among all patients who escaped from rehabilitative treatment. There was significant difference in effective
rate of intervention among all patients who escaped from rehabilitative treatment because of health, residence a-
broad, pregnancy. economic status, thinking of successful detoxification ( P<C0. 05). There was significant differ-
ence in using different ways for patients who escaped from rehabilitative treatment for different reasons ( P<C0. 05).

Conclusion: Combined intervention modes need the co-participation from all sections such as health, police, commu-

nity and family. which had significant effects.
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