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[ Abstract] Objective To study and analyze the role of nursing risk prevention management in the nursing of
geriatric patients. Methods: This experiment spanned the time period from January 2021 to February 2022. The
researchers studied 10 geriatric patients. The researchers divided the subjects of this experiment into groups according to
the principle of double-blind control. 5 patients in the control group were selected to implement the traditional nursing
management mode, and 5 patients in the experimental group were selected to implement the nursing risk prevention
management mode. The occurrence of risk events in patient care, the occurrence of disputes between nurses and patients,
and the degree of care acceptance of patients' relatives were compared and analyzed. Results: The number of patients
with nursing risk events in the control group and experimental group were 2 and 0, respectively, accounting for 40.00%
and 0.00% of the total number of selected patients in the group, respectively. Nursing risk events between groups were
compared and analyzed. There was a big difference in the data related to the occurrence probability (p<0.05); there were
1 case and 0 cases of nurse-patient disputes in the selected patients in the control group and the experimental group,
accounting for 20.00% and 0.00%, respectively. Comparative analysis of nurse-patient disputes Appearance probability
related data, there is a large gap in the related data (p<0.05); the number of relatives of the selected patients in the control
group and the experimental group who have a very recognized and relatively recognized attitude towards nursing work
are 3 and 5 respectively, accounting for The ratios were 60.00% and 100.00%, respectively. The relative data of the
relatives of patients in the comparison and analysis groups were significantly different (p<0.05). Conclusion: The
application effect of nursing risk prevention management mode in geriatric patient care is far better than that of
traditional nursing management mode.
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