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Combined application of predictive nursing and evidence-based nursing in operating room nursing
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[ Abstract] Objective: To explore the application effect of the combination of predictive nursing and
evidence-based nursing in operating room nursing, and to provide reference for clinical nursing. Methods: A total
of 74 patients who were surgically treated in our hospital from July 2020 to March 2021 were selected as the
subjects, and they were divided into the reference group and the study group according to the random number table
method, with 37 patients in each group. The patients in the reference group were given routine nursing intervention,
while the patients in the research group were given predictive nursing and evidence-based nursing intervention. The
clinical nursing effects of the two groups were observed and compared. Results: After research analysis, it was
found that: (O the nursing satisfaction of the patients in the study group was 97.30% (36/37) higher than that in the
reference group, 78.38% (29/37), and the difference between the groups was significant (X2=4.554, P=0.033); @
The eye-opening time, fist-clenching time and spontaneous breathing time of the patients in the study group were
shorter than those in the reference group, and the difference between the groups was very significant (P<0.05). 37
(2.70%) were lower than 8/37 (21.62%) in the reference group, and the difference between groups was significant
(X2=4.554, P=0.033). Conclusion: The effect of predictive nursing and evidence-based nursing intervention on
patients treated in the operating room is obvious, which can not only promote the rapid recovery of patients and
reduce the incidence of complications, but also improve the safety of surgery, which is worthy of popularization in
clinical nursing.
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