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Application of nurse patient communication in obstetric nursing
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[Objective] To explore the advantages of the joint application of nurse patient communication in obstetrics
and gynecology nursing, and to further explore the implementation value of this joint scheme. Methods A total of
60 patients were admitted from the obstetrics and Gynecology department of Hengfeng County Hospital of
Traditional Chinese Medicine. The study period was from February 2020 to February 2021. In February 2021,60
obstetrics and gynecology patients were grouped for comparative analysis, and the group was named as control
group and observation group.One half of the patients were given routine care, set as the control group, and half of
the patients gave routine care +nurse-patient communication, which was set as the observation group. In view of
the accuracy and scientific nature of the study, the case data of children in the two groups were complete and
different.After the implementation of differential care measures,the SAS score, SDS score and nursing satisfaction
of the two groups were compared, and the relevant data were integrated and elaborated in detail. Results In the
observation group, in the SAS score and SDS score,both data indicators were lower than the control group, and the
degree of care satisfaction was significantly higher than the control group. It is shown that there was an obvious
difference between the two groups. The P-value after statistical analysis was lower than 0.05, that is, the
significance of comparison. The nursing quality of observation group was better than control group, the differences
were statistically significant (P < 0.05).Conclusion in obstetric nursing intermediary, nurse patient communication

can continuously improve the quality of nursing,provide patients with professional and humanized nursing clothes,
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strengthen communication with patients, effectively eliminate patients' bad emotions, have strong plasticity and

development potential, and make patients highly satisfied. It is not often worth popularizing and applying in clinical

practice.
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