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Analysis on the effect of application of detail nursing in digestive medicine nursing

Mengdan Li

Department of Gastroenterology, the First People's Hospital of Yunnan Province, Affiliated Hospital of
Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming, Yunnan

[ Abstract] Objective: To explore the clinical effect and value of this kind of detailed nursing in the
digestive medicine nursing worker. Methods: 86 patients were selected as the main analysis objects in the
treatment of gastroenterology in our hospital. This study was carried out between May 2019 and May 2020. All
patients were randomized to the control group and observed according to the random number table method. Group,
there are 43 patients in each group. Both groups of patients received clinical nursing in gastroenterology during
treatment, but the nursing methods were different. The routine nursing of digestive medicine was used for the care
of patients in the control group, while the observation group was based on patients and departments. Detailed care
of the actual situation. After receiving different nursing methods, the two groups of patients observed and analyzed
the clinical situation of the patients, and recorded the data generated in the nursing work, especially the patient's
effectiveness and patient satisfaction after nursing. At the same time, compare the two sets of recorded data.
Results: When comparing the nursing effect between the two groups of patients, it was found that the effect of the
control group was far inferior to that of the observation group, the difference was statistically significant, expressed
as (P>0.05); in the comparison of nursing satisfaction, it was found that the observation group was relatively High,
the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: Implementing the detailed nursing model in the
nursing staff of digestive medicine can not only improve the clinical status of patients, but also promote the
improvement of nursing effect and satisfaction. It has a positive effect on the improvement of nursing quality and is
worthy of clinical application and promotion.
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