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Application of pain nursing intervention in postoperative nursing of patients with limb fracture

Yinjuan Wan
Department of Orthopedics, Shaanxi Provincial People's Hospital, Xi'an, Shaanxi

[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the application value of pain nursing intervention in postoperative
nursing care of patients with limb fractures. Methods: The subjects of this experiment were patients with limb
fractures, a total of 70 cases. The experiment started in early August 2019 and officially ended in April 2021. The
parity of the random number results is the basis for grouping in this experiment. The control group received general
nursing intervention and the experimental group provided pain nursing intervention. Pain scores (VAS pain score
standards), analgesic use, and nursing care were given to the two groups of patients. Comparative analysis of
recognition. Results: Systematic analysis of this experiment, (7.2+1.4) and (5.1£1.1) points are the pain scores of
the control group and the experimental group, respectively. The data between the groups are compared. The control
group is higher, and the difference is more prominent, (p< 0.05); In a comprehensive analysis of this experiment,
25.71% and 11.43% are the probability of analgesic use in the control group and the experimental group,
respectively. Comparing the data between the groups, the control group is higher, the difference is more prominent,
(p<0.05); Analyzing this experiment, 82.86% and 94.29% are the care recognition of patients in the control group
and the experimental group, respectively. The data between the groups is compared, the control group is lower, and
the difference is more prominent (p<0.05). Conclusion: Pain nursing intervention has high application value in the
postoperative nursing of patients with limb fractures. It has excellent performance in reducing the pain score of
patients, reducing the use of analgesics, and improving the acceptance of patient care.
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