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Application of humanized nursing model in nursing of patients with liver disease
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[ Abstract] Objective: To study the application value of humanized nursing model in the nursing of patients
with liver diseases. Methods: A total of 230 patients with liver disease who were treated in our hospital from May
2018 to May 2020 were selected in this experiment. The selected patients were divided into Group A and Group B
by rolling the dice. The number of patients in Group A and B was the same , With 115 patients as a group. During
the experiment, the nurses took care of the patients in Group A through general nursing methods, and took care of
the patients in Group B through the humanized nursing mode. The nursing satisfaction score, quality of life score
and compliance of the two groups were recorded and compared. Results: Compared with the patients in group A,
the patients in group B had a higher nursing satisfaction score, the patients in group A had a nursing satisfaction
score of (76.745.2), the patients in group B had a nursing satisfaction score of (94.4+3.8), and the patients in groups
A and B The nursing satisfaction score showed a certain difference, and the data showed statistical significance
(p<0.05); compared with the patients in group A, the quality of life score in group B was higher, and the quality of
life score in group A was (80.146.1) Points, the quality of life score of the patients in group B was (92.5+5.4) points,
the quality of life scores of the patients in groups A and B showed a certain difference, and the data showed
statistical significance (p<0.05); compared with the patients in group A, group B The compliance of the patients
was higher, the compliance of the patients in group A was 77.39%, and the compliance of the patients in group B
was 96.52%. The compliance of the patients in groups A and B showed a certain difference, and the data showed

statistical significance (p<0.05). Conclusion: The humanized nursing model has a good effect in the care of patients
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with liver diseases. It can improve the patient's nursing satisfaction score to a certain extent, promote the patient's

quality of life score and compliance, and has high clinical value.
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