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Application effect of group nursing system in nursing of Gastroenterology
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[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the application and effect of group nursing system in nursing work of
gastroenterology. Methods: From the patients admitted to our department of Gastroenterology, 90 cases were
selected as the main research object, and the selection period was from December 2018 to December 2019. All
patients were randomly divided into the control group and the observation group, with 45 patients in each group.
The control group was given conventional nursing methods, and the observation group was given a group nursing
system based on conventional nursing. After the two groups of patients received different methods of nursing, the
patients' clinical conditions were observed and analyzed in detail, and the relevant data were recorded. At the same
time, the nursing satisfaction and the overall nursing quality of the two groups of patients were compared. Results:
After the nursing of the two groups of patients, the analysis showed that the nursing satisfaction of the observation
group was significantly higher than that of the control group. There was a significant difference between the two
groups, which was statistically significant (P <0.05); The quality is better than that of the control group, and there
are also obvious differences in comparison, and the difference is statistically significant (P <0.05). Conclusion:
This study shows that the implementation of the group nursing system in the nursing work of gastroenterology can
effectively improve the overall nursing effect of gastroenterology, and has a positive effect on the improvement of
the work efficiency and quality of nursing staff, it also has high clinical application and promotion value.

[ Keywords] Gastroenterology; Nursing work; Group nursing system; Application effect
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