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Clinical intervention effect of radiation nursing in CT angiography screening of hypertensive syringe

Ying Zhao, Juan Li, Qingin Sun

Shanxi Bethune Hospital, Taiyuan, Shanxi

[ Abstract] Objective This paper mainly analyzes the effect of nursing intervention in hypertensive syringe CT
angiography screening and verifies its value. Methods The study period was from January 2021 to January 2022, the
number of participants was 60 patients, all of whom were patients who underwent hypertensive syringe CT angiography
screening in our hospital, and all the participating patients were divided into routine group and research group (30 cases
per group members) according to the order of admission time, 30 of which were selected as the research group, and the
intervention of radiology professional nursing was adopted, and the remaining 30 cases were treated with routine nursing,
called the conventional group, and the final nursing data of the two groups were summarized. Analyze its application
value (including patient satisfaction with care and incidence of adverse reactions). Results After statistics, it was found
that the patients in the study group who applied the intervention of professional radiology nursing were higher in terms of
nursing satisfaction than the conventional group, and the incidence of adverse reactions was lower than that in the control
group, with a P<0.05, indicating the significance. Conclusion The use of professional radiology nursing intervention in
clinical nursing can effectively improve patient satisfaction with nursing, reduce the incidence of adverse reactions, and
improve the success rate of primary contrast reading, and the clinical value is excellent.
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