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Influence of comprehensive nursing measures on gastrointestinal reactions in patients with acute leukemia

during chemotherapy

Feifei Tian
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Shihezi, Xinjiang, China

[ Abstract] Objective: The effect of comprehensive nursing measures on gastrointestinal reactions in patients with
acute leukemia during chemotherapy. Methods: During the experiment from March 2021 to March 22, 120 patients were
selected to be treated in our department due to acute leukemia. The patients received routine treatment and nursing after
admission. According to the nursing plan, 60 cases were included in each group. Named according to nursing measures,
conventional group and research group. The nursing program adopted in the routine group was traditional routine nursing,
while the study group adopted comprehensive nursing. Summarize and explore the implementation effects of the two
nursing programs. Results: The nursing satisfaction score of the routine group was compared with the nursing
satisfaction score of the research group. The former was lower than the latter, and the difference between the two groups
was significant (P<0.05). The nursing cooperation score of the routine group was lower than that of the research group.
The difference between the two groups was obvious (P<0.05); the gastrointestinal reaction time of the routine group was
longer than that of the research group, and the difference between the two groups was significant (P<0.05). Conclusion:
Comprehensive nursing measures combined with comprehensive nursing intervention program during chemotherapy of
acute leukemia patients can improve the quality of nursing and the occurrence of gastrointestinal reactions in patients.
This program is worthy of clinical application and promotion.
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