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Application analysis of quality nursing management model in dermatology nursing

Bingxin Wang
Department of Dermatology, Second Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou, Henan

[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the application effect of using high-quality nursing management mode in
dermatology nursing. Methods: Forty patients admitted to our dermatology department from January 2019 to
January 2020 were selected for routine care and assigned to the control group. Another 40 patients who received
high-quality care management mode + routine care during the same period were selected. Patients were assigned to
the observation group. After receiving care in different ways, the two groups of patients were observed and
analyzed, and the relevant data were recorded in detail. At the same time, the treatment effect and nursing
satisfaction of the two groups of patients were compared. Results: The observation group receiving conventional
nursing + high-quality nursing management mode had a significantly higher treatment effect than the control group
receiving conventional nursing, and the difference between the two groups was statistically significant (P <0.05). In
addition, the satisfaction of patients in the control group was lower than the observation group, there were also
significant differences and statistical significance (P <0.05). Conclusion: The application effect analysis of
high-quality nursing management model shows that applying high-quality nursing management model in
dermatology care can not only improve patient care satisfaction, but also promote the improvement of clinical
treatment effect, which is worthy of clinical application and promotion.

[ Keywords] Dermatology Nursing; Quality Nursing Management Mode; Application Effect
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