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Observe the application of humanized nursing in the perioperative period of hip and knee replacement

Ye Zhu

Guizhou Provincial Orthopedic Hospital, Guiyang, Guizhou

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the clinical effect of applying humanized nursing model in the
perioperative period of hip replacement surgery. Methods: The analysis objects of this study are all patients
undergoing hip replacement surgery in our hospital. From June 2020 to June 2021, 90 patients who meet the
research criteria were selected for detailed analysis. In order to clarify the theme of this study, a comparative
analysis was applied. Methods The study was completed, and the admitted patients were divided into two groups,
namely the reference group (n=45 cases) using the conventional care model and the study group (n=45 cases) using
the humanized care model. The method is different, so the effect after the nursing is different. The relevant data
obtained after the nursing is calculated in detail, and the nursing quality scores of the two groups after receiving
different nursing are recorded, and whether the patient is satisfied with the nursing is recorded, and whether the
patient has complications Symptoms occurred. Compare the above data after clarification. Results: The statistical
results of the quality of care after receiving nursing care in the two groups are as follows: the study group
(92.15+2.49) points and the reference group (85.21+0.64) points. Compared with the data, the advantage of the
former is higher than that of the latter (P<<0.05), indicating that the difference is statistically significant. Learn
meaning. There were 43 patients in the study group who were satisfied with the nursing care and 33 patients in the
reference group. The latter was obviously insufficient in numerical comparison, and the difference was statistically
significant (P<0.05). There were 11 patients in the reference group and 2 patients in the study group. Compared

with the latter, there were fewer patients, and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: The
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application of humanized nursing model for perioperative nursing of hip replacement surgery can reduce the

incidence of complications, and effectively improve the quality of nursing care and nursing satisfaction. It can be

applied and promoted in future nursing care.
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