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The effect of comfortable nursing in operating room on patients with aseptic surgery in orthopaedics
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[ Abstract] Objective in view of the current operating room the effect of comfortable nursing to patients
with orthopedic aseptic operation to carry out in-depth analysis. Methods researchers combined discharge standard,
chose our March 2019 - patients with orthopedic aseptic operation in March 2020 as the research object, according
to the surgical treatment of time have been numbered, random number method to 1632 cases of the research object
is divided into two groups. Research group (n = 816) to the operating room comfortable nursing; Control group (n
= 816) given routine care. Results the operation time control group is higher than group, control group, incision
infection rate higher than that of group, control group level of pain than group, control group of nursing satisfaction
is lower than group, control group hospitalization time higher than that of group, difference between groups with
statistical significance (P<0.05). Conclusion the operating room comfortable nursing for patients in clinical can
improve the operation time, reduce the patients postoperative incision infection rate, control the level of pain after
the operation, ensure that after treatment in patients with nursing satisfaction, achieve a shorter hospital stay,
patients with orthopedic aseptic operation nursing goals are met.

[ Keywords] Operating room comfort care; Operating time; Incision infection rate; Pain level; Nursing
satisfaction; Length of hospital stay; Routine care; Orthopaedic aseptic surgery
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