E vt 2023 55 4 B 9 )
Contemporary Nursing https://cn.oajrc.org

L RIPIBAEZES PET/CT BRI AR

K EAR
b FHEKFRFEFRMERFER #ILRXR

[{BE] BRY £ EF PET/CT o & P2 AKM PR, F3E NMAGEIRKIZIEDL 1) 360 Fl4E
XM EF PET/CT ¥ BHAEAHFRAA, BRI A 2022 45 1 A% 2023 5 1 A, AMASKF R 69 H5 X9 A 5=
348 (180 4] ) KRR 472, *FR8LE (180 ] ) 6 F K ahdP 38, stk Ribsafost B EA 6 Ry AR, L5R =
WP HERR G, MRASZ K, AAHEEFEALTFEEL (P<0.05) ; #EE, HAEHY
SEARIGFSAT L EF AR, RAITFESL (P>0.05) ; #HEE, FRAEH SAS 1749 A& SDS 14 ¥ KT 2L
4, MEHEFIEEGITFEER (P<0.05) ; FZRMARNER S, sTRAKIK, ANHEFEFIFE (P<
0.05) , #IEFIA LT FEL., Gt MEF PET/CTHEEFZ L ARRIPEARAR, MULBA DR EEL
HARRSIRA, RIS RAPEFHEE, RIEEL 0 RAFHERE, EBUERR AR,

[ 5217 E % PET/CT %% ARRPHE; ERabdpE; AN, PREBHEE

[YF5HHEAY 2023 -8 A 7 8 [ETIEHY 2023 59 A 8 A [DOI] 10.12208/j.cn.20230405

Application effect of high quality nursing in nuclear medicine PET/CT examination

Yupei Zhang
Tongji Hospital, Tongji Medical College, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, Hubei

[ Abstract] Objective To discuss the effect of using quality care in nuclear medicine PET/CT examination.
Methods A total of 360 patients receiving nuclear medicine PET/CT examination in our hospital were randomly selected
as study samples, with the time interval from January 2022 to January 2023. The patients were divided into experimental
group (180 cases) with high quality nursing, and the control group (180 cases) with basic nursing, and the clinical nursing
effect of patients in the experimental group and control group was compared. Results The experimental group nursing
satisfaction rate was higher, the control group was lower, the data difference between groups was statistically significant
(P < 0.05); Before nursing, there was no significant difference in psychological status scores between the two groups (P >
0.05); After nursing, the SAS score and SDS score of the experimental group were lower than those of the control group,
and there was statistical difference between the two groups (P < 0.05). The compliance rate of the experimental group
was higher, while that of the control group was lower. There was a significant difference in the data comparison between
the groups (P < 0.05), indicating statistical significance. Conclusion Nuclear medicine PET/CT examination of patients
with high quality nursing effect is obvious, not only can significantly improve the adverse psychological state of patients,
but also can improve nursing satisfaction, to ensure the good medical experience of patients, it is recommended to
vigorously promote clinical.
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