E vt 2022 55 3 B 9
Contemporary Nursing https://cn.oajrc.org

S B A B B AR AR IR N A DR PR T AR AR Y R

x| #, T 9, PEE, XEME, FHE
FAKREER THREHT

[BE] B x5 EAG &8 £ B KRR IEFRGHEI. F55E PR 2020.6-2021.6 £ 4
26 77 R REAT I 6 & 80 4. B T ike) 257, SRR 40 4, FHL 40 B, FHAEEFNFE, B
T FHSTEPIE T, AT 2B H IR, PEBSE. AF R T, ER A B AP IEE 6 SAS
W45, SDS #45, AFRLAAKT FHL, (P<0.05),ZFEA%itFEL; ARMLEZNIIZHEELAD 97.50%, FH
WEHGYP BTN 85.00%, ARAEX QP EBZTEGTFAL, P<0.05),2FAAELTFEL, T2
L EHA TR EIRSATIL P>0.05; AR EREPREAERELSTIESAR G T FHL (P<0.05) , EFHFEL
HFEENL. g TG EERRCEYPETR, MUTOMEERH { @ SEFERE, RIBHGETFAER,
w LT w2 6 47 B & BAT BRI, e R LAEAF ) 23k AR L

[88iF]) FRERtig &k, FHPE, SHPE;, PEBETE

Effect of psychological nursing intervention model in perioperative nursing of renal tumor patients
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[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the effect of perioperative psychological nursing intervention on patients with
renal tumor. Methods: 80 patients with renal tumors treated in our hospital from June 2020 to June 2021 were selected.
Due to the difference of nursing methods, 40 cases were divided into study group and routine group. The routine group
received routine nursing, and the study group received psychological nursing intervention. The psychological status,
nursing satisfaction and quality of life of the patients in the two groups were compared. Results: the SAS score and SDS
score before nursing were compared between the two groups (P > 0.05); The SAS score and SDS score of the two groups
were compared. The study group was lower than the routine group (P < 0.05); The nursing satisfaction of patients in the
study group was 97.50%, and that of patients in the routine group was 85.00%. The nursing satisfaction of patients in the
study group was higher than that in the routine group (P < 0.05). The quality of life scores of the two groups before
nursing were compared P>0.05; the quality of life scores of the patients in the study group after nursing were
significantly higher than those in the routine group (P<0.05), and the difference was statistically significant. Conclusion:
psychological nursing intervention for renal tumor patients can not only improve the negative psychology of patients and
improve the treatment effect, but also improve the nursing satisfaction of patients. It is worthy of wide promotion and
application in clinic.
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