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Effect analysis of clinical pathway model in nursing management of breast surgery

Xiangmeng Wei
Department of Breast Surgery, The First Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou, Henan

[ Abstract] Objective: To study the application effect of clinical pathway model in nursing management of
breast surgery, in order to provide some reference for the nursing staff of breast surgery. Methods: A total of 96
breast surgery patients who were treated in our hospital from January 2019 to December 2019 were selected in this
experiment. The selected patients were divided into group A and group B by lottery. The number of patients in both
groups was the same, both were 48 people. In the course of the experiment, the nursing staff performed routine
nursing care for patients in group A and clinical path mode nursing for patients in group B, and statistics and
recorded the satisfaction of the two groups of patients, the costs required and the discharge time. Results: The
results of the study showed that compared with patients in group A, the satisfaction of patients in group B was
higher. The satisfaction of patients in group A was 85.42%, and the satisfaction of patients in group B was 97.92%.
There was statistical significance (p <0.05); compared with patients in group A, the cost of patients in group B was
lower. The cost of patients in group A was (9767.61 £ 1134.81) yuan, and the cost of patients in group B was
(7617.28 £ 1037.26) yuan. The difference between the two groups of patients is more prominent, there is statistical
significance (p <0.05); compared with patients in group A, the discharge time of patients in group B is shorter, the
discharge time of patients in group A is (9.9 = 1.1) days, and the discharge time of the patients in the group B was
(6.4 £ 1.9) days, and the difference between the two groups of patients was more prominent with statistical
significance (p <0.05). Conclusion: The clinical pathway model in breast surgery nursing management has a good
effect. It can promote the improvement of patient care satisfaction to a certain extent, reduce the family financial
burden of patients, and shorten the discharge time of patients. It has certain practical significance.
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