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Evaluation of the application effect of high-quality nursing services in gastric cancer nursing

Yuqin Wang
Tongling People's Hospital, Tongling Medical Science Research Institute, Tongling, Anhui

[ Abstract] Objective To explore and evaluate the application effect of high-quality nursing services in gastric
cancer nursing, aiming to provide nursing support for improving treatment compliance, promoting physical recovery, and
improving prognosis of gastric cancer patients. Methods 80 gastric cancer patients admitted to our hospital from January
to December 2025 were included as experimental observation subjects. Divided into a control group and an observation
group of 40 cases each according to the random number table method. The control group received routine nursing services;
The observation group provides high-quality nursing services. Compare the quality of life and nursing satisfaction between
two groups of patients. Results The quality of life score and nursing satisfaction score of the observation group were better
than those of the control group, and the data comparison analysis showed significant differences with statistical significance
(P<0.05). Conclusion For gastric cancer patients, high-quality nursing services are more targeted and nursing measures
are more refined and comprehensive. Through comprehensive and high-quality nursing interventions, patients' quality of
life has significantly improved, and nursing satisfaction has also significantly increased.
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