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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the effect of high quality nursing on nursing quality and satisfaction of
patients with multiple rib fracture complicated with hemopneumothorax. Methods: 104 patients
with multiple rib fracture complicated with hemopneumothorax were selected from June 2014 to
July 2018 in our hospital. The patients were randomly divided into two groups: control group (n =
52) and study group (n = 52). Routine nursing was performed in the reference group (n = 52) and
the control group (n = 52). The quality and satisfaction of nursing were observed and compared
between the two groups. Results: The time of fracture healing, chest pain, cough, time of disap-
pearance of dyspnea, length of hospitalization and incidence of complications in the study group
were lower than those in the reference group. The score of nursing satisfaction was higher than
that of the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: High quality nursing can shorten the healing time
of multiple rib fracture with hemopneumothorax, improve the clinical symptoms of hemopneu-
mothorax, reduce the incidence of complications and improve nursing satisfaction, which is wor-
thy of clinical application.
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Table 1. Comparison of nursing quality index between the two groups (X £s ; n = 52)
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Table 2. Comparison of the incidence of complications between the two groups [#(%); n = 52]
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Table 3. Comparison of nursing satisfaction scores between the two groups (x £ s ; n =52)
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