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Exploring the impact of predictive nursing interventions on nursing outcomes and satisfaction of intensive

care patients with cerebral hemorrhage

Ce Yang
Hebei PetroChina Central Hospital, Langfang, Hebei

[ Abstract] Objective To explore and analyze the impact of predictive nursing interventions on the nursing outcomes
and satisfaction of critically ill patients with cerebral hemorrhage. Method 80 critically ill patients with cerebral
hemorrhage who underwent treatment in our hospital from January 2022 to December 2023 were selected as the study
subjects. They were randomly divided into an experimental group and a reference group, with 40 cases in each group. The
control group was given routine nursing intervention, while the experimental group was given predictive nursing
intervention. Compare nursing effects. Result After nursing, the experimental group showed significantly better scores in
terms of nerve defect severity, nursing outcome, and nursing satisfaction rate at different time periods compared to the
control group. Conclusion Providing predictive nursing interventions to critically ill patients with cerebral hemorrhage can
significantly improve their neurological function and further optimize and enhance their nursing outcomes and satisfaction,
which is worth promoting.
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