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Hidden danger and preventive measures of nursing safety in ENT surgery

Shengyuan Peng

Yunnan Provincial Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Kunming, Yunnan

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the potential safety hazards in ENT surgery, and to develop targeted nursing and
preventive measures. Methods In this study, a total of 110 patients were selected for comparative experiment, and they were
divided into two groups, control group and observation group, 55 patients in each group, the former took routine nursing
mode, the latter analyzed nursing safety hazards and implemented preventive nursing means, and compared the clinical
application effect of the two groups. Results The results showed that the SAS and SDS scores of the two groups were
relatively balanced before nursing intervention (P > 0.05). However, SAS and SDS scores in observation group were
significantly lower than those in control group and before nursing (P < 0.05). At the same time, the nursing quality scores of
the observation group were significantly higher than those of the control group (P <0.05). Conclusion There are many safety
hazards in patients undergoing ENT surgery. The main factors should be analyzed and corresponding preventive measures
should be taken. Preventive nursing can effectively improve the quality of nursing and improve patients' negative emotions.
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