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Application effect of humanized nursing intervention in nursing management of general surgery

Yunxia Wang

Aksu District First People's Hospital, Aksu, Xinjiang

[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the clinical effect of humanized nursing intervention in general surgery nursing
management. Methods 40 patients who received treatment in the Department of general Surgery in our hospital during
2022.1 ~2022.12 were analyzed according to random number table method, and the number of cases was evenly divided
(n=20 cases). The control group received routine nursing intervention, while the observation group received humanized
nursing intervention. The effects of the two intervention methods were compared and analyzed. Results The scores of self-
rating Anxiety Scale (SAS) after nursing were lower than those before nursing, and the observation group was significantly
lower than the control group (P < 0.05). The incidence of nursing disputes, nursing errors and risk events was compared
with the control group, and the control group was 30.00%, 30.00% and 20.00%, and the observation group was 5.00%,
5.00% and 0.00%, respectively, which were lower in the observation group than in the control group (P < 0.05). Comparing
the nursing satisfaction between the two groups, the observation group reached 95.00%, which was significantly higher
than the control group (P <0.05). Conclusion The application of humanized nursing intervention in general surgery nursing
management is helpful to improve anxiety, reduce the incidence of nursing disputes, nursing errors, risk events, and
improve nursing satisfaction.
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