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Application of emergency nursing in patients with open fracture of limb shaft

Mingge Hua

Shaanxi Provincial People's Hospital, Xi‘an, Shaanxi

[ Abstract] Obijective To study the effect of emergency nursing in patients with open fracture of limb shaft.
Methods: the study period was from January 2021 to January 2022. The subjects were 60 patients with open
fracture of limb shaft treated in our hospital during this period. According to different nursing methods, the above
patients were divided into study group and control group. The study group was given emergency nursing and the
control group was given routine nursing. The nursing satisfaction, rehabilitation effect, quality of life and self-care
ability of the two groups were compared after nursing intervention. Results: in the comparison of nursing
satisfaction, the score of nursing satisfaction in the study group was 96.67% and that in the control group was
73.33%, which was significantly higher than that in the control group (P < 0.05); The scores of the study group
were significantly higher than those of the control group (P < 0.05); In the comparison of self-care ability, after the
intervention, the abilities of the study group were better than those of the control group (P < 0.05); In terms of
rehabilitation effect, the rehabilitation rate of the study group was higher than that of the control group (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: for patients with open fracture of limb shaft, the effect of emergency nursing is better than routine
nursing. It will not only improve the quality of life and self-care ability of patients, but also make patients satisfied
with the work of nurses, which is worthy of application.
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