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Effect of psychological nursing intervention in pediatric fracture patients

Jiao Zhao, Siyi Pu

Department of Pediatric Surgery, Nanchong Central Hospital, Nanchong, Sichuan

[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the effect of psychological nursing intervention on pediatric fracture. Methods A
total of 60 children with fracture who were enrolled in our hospital from January 2022 to January 2023 were randomly
divided into control group and observation group, with 30 cases in each group. The control group received routine
nursing and the observation group received psychological nursing intervention. The nursing satisfaction, negative
psychological state and nursing compliance of the families of the two groups were compared. Results The SAS and SDS
scores of the observation group were lower than those of the control group (p<0.05), and there was no statistical
significance in the comparison of the first two indexes (p>0.05). The satisfaction and compliance of observation group
were higher than that of control group (p<0.05). Conclusion Psychological nursing intervention in children with fracture
can improve their psychological state and improve their treatment compliance. This nursing mode has clinical application
value.
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