Nursing Science #'¥%#, 2019, 8(3), 199-204 Hans X
Published Online June 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ns
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2019.83038

The Curative Effect and Clinical Significance
of the Application of Family Care in
Perioperative Nursing of Benign BPH
Patients

Ting Yu

Sichuan Dazhou Central Hospital, Dazhou Sichuan
Email: 2994038454@qqg.com

Received: May Sth, 2019; accepted: May 18th, 2019; published: May 27th, 2019

Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect and clinical significance of parentage nursing service in
perioperative nursing care of patients with benign BPH. Methods: 196 patients with benign BPH
from August 2017 to August 2018 were divided into two groups: the control group was treated
with routine nursing and the study group was treated with parental nursing. Results: The satisfac-
tion of the study group was better than that of the control group (P < 0.05), the comfort degree of
the study group was better than that of the control group (P < 0.05), the probability of complica-
tions in the study group was lower than that in the control group (P < 0.05). The quality of life in
the study group was better than that in the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The application of
parentage nursing service to patients with benign BPH during perioperative period is helpful not
only to improve patients’ satisfaction, but also to improve patients’ psychology, which is worthy of
being widely used in clinical practice.
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R YERT 21 B3 A (BPH)E IR IR b8 T EUBCH WL — PP, 2 55 HERe G I — R e, K2 HUORAAE
BRI, INREREERIWNEESHIURS RS JRAREEIR[1]. AU B 1 G g
R R T — 2 AN R, [RI X 8 OB Bk T — e i SO B, B RN S, R
BT SRS R, SRS R AR B R R B O AT A R A B R . SRR B R
DRG0 — R B, AMUAEVRIT IR Bk B B E K B —FF, AR ALk 8 Bz 33
NAPIFRG[2]. FFEss T R BPH & 78 BUR BB G B SRS B U BOR AR, RGN,

2. RS
2.1. —fR#ER

HEHL 2017 = 8 H~2018 F 8 HE WA R BPH 3% 196 1], KA EFRENIED NP, XTI
IR 98 19, S 52~61 %, “FIMFERS(56.5 £ 5.7 WHITALEE 98 ], i 49~58 &, ~“PIMFHE(53.5
+ 54)% . PINARdE: B2 AR BPH &3 A AR FARIBAE. FEBRbriE: BAEO .

JiBE 8 . PR ZE R R AR T AL, JF BRI N B s, EEABORLA AT EEIE(P > 0.05). 2018
F10 H, RERHEZEZSLEIRINTTARRIITL, 2R,
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SRR N . RS IR AR AR AE R IR PR R, VRGN 0 B M K8 &R
HHI[3].
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FEXT B AT BRI R, B AZE st £ IR, 7] I 7 8 3 IR Sk B R S5 5000 A ORI S A% T
JiE B FH R B HAT I, AR ARAA R R E T FARRT 1 d, PE TR BOZIR TR U B
H, HVFEEARRTF AR EAERFO, [FR R E AT AR O S, G2 BT E R U S
A, SRR STEE4]. @ EEFTFALES, ROz EE G AR AL b 1w g2,
Wl B AL AN UR U, R IC & VA BRI 58 e TR IERAE, 7EBZH T AT AR TR, LAy
IR B OB . QiR R AR IR IR R, AT A S E OURLZ S B, AT AR AR EE . B 1
BEFRE, BARFRERBAEZMILFE, RS MEFARENZEZ N WS, WEEEH
I RS, G0 RH LA, JEEME A2, NAZ RS RV ERIE, AR TR T,
ARTUMEA IR 2. Ak, 7EE8F HPiar, PO IEREERAE, RELEARE, Nl ERH
[5].
2.3. MBIHR

MG B H RIS B SCRERIE O, Kb E i, B, RS, SPIE R briE
L M. Kolcabal #ill5€ AL AT ER I ERIAT I E, RELEBF PO, AR, RSy X 3T v
My S E B AR I ETIE Rk 6] WHRE 2 S FRIGE B bl ) TR 2 0] P 4L R AT VA, TR =
(T EBIE + TR EBE) BB < 100%. HE3EFEVEbRE: N {58 R (SF-36) T WA, F2
BFEDYAN T, A DhRe. SKARThREE . W ENThRE XA B ThEe, 100 i, 7 H08 B s A T I 2K Bk s .
[7]
2.4. GHER®

A B SPSS18.0 HEAT /M, HrP it $udt AT X% %, iHEHHT K I(X £5)K5, P <0.05 #&R
AREESR.
3. R

5t 2H 98 9] e b 55 BINHPER =, MEE N 56.1%, 38 Bl =, MEE N 38.7%, 5 HIAHE,
MERN 5.1%, BIHEE N 94.8%; XTHRZL 98 1 &3 54 BIXTH B =, MERN 55.1%, 29 FIFEAT =,
MERN 29.5%, 15 BIAHE, MEEN 153%. WA= T3 R4 P < 0.05), HAALE 1.

Table 1. Comparisons of satisfaction between two groups (sample, %)

= 1. FEFHEEXEE®, %)

¢ % = AR AN W
R 98 54 (55.1) 29 (29.5) 15(15.3) 84.6%
oIk 98 55(56.1) 38(38.7) 5(5.1) 94.8%

X / 4215 5213 6.325 7215
P / <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

WHFULE 98 9 B fE OB L AR B DL R IR SEET & FE B IVE 2205008 (96.8 + 1.5)7F, (94.7 +1.9)5), (93.8+
2.5)%: WHHBAL 98 i g EIRIE 435 (83.2 £ 1.3)78, (88.5+1.2)7, (81.7+1.6)%, WFFtLHETEE
TP < 0.05), BARWE 2.
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Table 2. Comparisons of comfort between the two groups (x s )

2. WAFFEE(x+5)

25 k0 L A B2
IR 98 832+13 88.5+1.2 81.7+1.6
WAl 98 96.8+1.5 947+19 93.8+2.5
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P / <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
WAL 98 4l /38 KA TR R R IIMER DY 96.8%, 738 2 BIPRREE LA 1 it ; o HEAL 98 491 /3

KA RAEMIMER A 84.7%, 403N 5 BIIRREE, 4 B UL K 6 B8 Hy, B 5020 I AORE MRS AK T X B2
(P <0.05), HAkWZE 3,

Table 3. Complication probability comparison between two groups (sample, %)
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W EE B AE T, BT R R L B B E SR (P < 0.05), FEHIRTT R R A TS R
FHHBLH(P < 0.05), BEARNE 4.

Table 4. Comparison of quality of life between two groups (score, x +s )

F 4. MBAEFREXMLE(Y, x+5)

251 P} ] texThfe WARTRE fthThBE NI
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L7iakdh VRITHD 67.2+4.5 63.5+4.5 64.5+4.1 66.3+4.1
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4. 1ig
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TR, FEUEE NIRRT B E T, I HSMREE AW, S FEUEE ML OB, i
JETH RGO, PR —E A BRI, P EIE AT RE S BURH IR INE[9].
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b DLE R B A A s, B S e RR SRR . BT B AR, PBE AR %
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P, BN RGBS, AR T T A Sy, RN A A R, R T
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FE, BRAR 7RI R R T R KA R I AOREE S o AR T 45 IR o, AT AT IE FEAR T X IRAH(P <
0.05).
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RS RN, BEFC A TE R 2 T IR AL(P < 0.05).
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