SR 2022 3 HH S M
Contemporary Nursing https://cn.oajrc.org

AR I FRAP RS TR SR B 5

LggR, X B4

BEIRUA KL A I8A

[HEIBH RIFTALKXIRER R EZRF PR K. T35 KA MRS LA T £, 4E0T 18 4 2020
1A% 2021 F 1 A, TS AERINPEE LA, K EH 200, FHLF 100 B3 M AT RBL, KA
HRBFAEX, FIA 100 FIANKIEL, RAAXKIREF 7 X, KERLFE S 426006 K1z &FFmlott, st
PP A 6 RERA ARG B H RS AR GA BT S 7 ke IAR R, R AT RAY A RRF
ARG, IRIE LAY & TR AT R T AT BB, *F L PR LA 4p A BbH MR Gt IR AL A B ARG T AT B4
ST LR A AL S, RIS LE AP A AL ARG T AT BB AR TR B LA A AT ik 9 IAR) L, RIRLR P A 49N
FlEE S, MASKEFILEREE, ARITFEL (P<0.05) . G A FHAFEHEFEX, BAALEXR
B e R FHREFR, KA AENE AL BRARGA BIRG, FEHARE T FGIARER S, F %%
R,

[HIA] AXKIR 6 RFPEHT, ETERHAR

Practical research on humanistic care in clinical nursing teaching

Xiaorong Ma, Yuting Liu

Hami Vocational and Technical College Xinjiang Hami

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the practice of humanistic care in clinical nursing teaching. Methods The
research objects were selected by the sampling survey method. The sampling time was from January 2020 to January
2021. The sampling objects were nursing students who were intern practice. The sampling number was 200. Among them,
100 nursing students were included in the control group. Model, the remaining 100 cases were included in the
experimental group, and the humanistic care teaching method was adopted to collect and analyze the clinical information
of the two groups of nursing students. Acceptance. Results Comparing the practical assessment scores of nursing
students between the two groups, the experimental group nursing students' practical assessment scores were better than
the control group; comparing the two groups' theoretical assessment scores, the experimental group nursing students'
theoretical assessment scores were better than the control group; comparing the two groups of nursing students'
outpatient department The scores of nursing students in the experimental group were better than those in the control
group; comparing the degree of recognition of the nursing students in the two groups to the teaching methods, the degree
of recognition of the nursing students in the experimental group was higher, and the difference between the two groups of
data was significant and statistically significant (P< 0.05). Conclusion Compared with the traditional nursing teaching
mode, the clinical teaching effect after the integration of humanistic care is significantly improved, and the theoretical
and practical achievements of the nursing students are significantly improved, and the degree of recognition of the
teaching method is high, and the learning interest is strong.
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