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Analysis of the application value of risk management nursing in postoperative care of glioma

Jinhuan Ren

Ningxia University of Medical Sciences General Hospital Cardiovascular and cerebrovascular Disease Hospital,
Yinchuan, Ningxia

[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the value of risk management nursing in postoperative glioma patients. Methods
A total of 62 patients with glioma who were admitted to our hospital from March 2023 to February 2025 were randomly
divided into two groups. The experimental group received risk management nursing, while the control group received routine
nursing. Risk events and other indicators were compared. Results Regarding risk events: 6.45% in the experimental group
and 25.81% in the control group, P<0.05. Nursing quality: The experimental group scored as high as (98.72+0.64), while
the control group scored only (92.79%1.01), with significant differences (P<0.05). Self-Rating Depression Scale and Self-
Rating Anxiety Scale (SDS, SAS) scores: After intervention, the experimental group scored as low as (33.09£3.75) and
(32.78 +4.02), while the control group scored as high as (47.1314.74) and (46.23 £4.05), with significant differences
(P<0.05). Conclusion Postoperative risk management nursing for glioma patients is highly effective, with a lower incidence
of risk events and better psychological improvement.
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