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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application value of case tracing combined with evidence-based nursing
in the nursing of patients with acute multiple trauma. Methods: A total of 106 patients with acute
multiple trauma who were rescued from the emergency department of our hospital from May
2016 to June 2018 were selected for the study. Case tracing combined with evidence-based nurs-
ing was introduced in emergency department of our hospital since June 2017, and 53 cases who
were admitted from May 2016 to May 2017 were randomly selected as control group, and 53 cases
admitted from June 2017 to June 2018 were selected as observation groups. Control group was
given routine nursing, and observation group was given case tracing combined with evi-
dence-based nursing. The rescue success rate, ambulance arrival time, effective rescue time, hos-
pital stay and incidence rate of postoperative complications were compared between the two
groups, and the family satisfaction of the two groups was compared. Results: The rescue success
rate in observation group was higher than that in control group, and the incidence rate of post-
operative complications was lower than that in control group (P < 0.05). The ambulance arrival
time, effective rescue time and hospital stay in observation group were significantly shorter than
those in control group (P < 0.05), and the family satisfaction scores of 6 dimensions of waiting time,
first aid technology, response speed, information communication, health education and humanis-
tic care were higher than those in control group (P < 0.05). Conclusions: Case tracing combined
with evidence-based nursing for patients with acute multiple trauma can effectively improve the
rescue success rate, reduce postoperative complications, shorten the first aid time and hospital
stay, and improve the family satisfaction towards nursing.

Keywords

Case Tracing, Evidence-Based Nursing, Multiple Trauma,
Satisfaction

EF|I M AR A RERERSS SR IED B 2k 2 A 0 A5 B (R AR 2 0], $7 B4, 2019, 8(4): 330-335.
DOI: 10.12677/ns.2019.84062


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ns
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2019.84062
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2019.84062
http://www.hanspub.org

M RIRERG A TEIE
Sl RN S

B %

b3 | =T WA A VS S 27 S i | ATEWS
Email: 361597388@qq.com

Weks H i 20194F7H17H; FFAHEM: 2019/FE8H1H; KA HW: 20194E8H8H

FHEAE S D & AR AT

H E

HE: AN REGESSFEIEPEESES RGRAPEFHMNANE. ik ER20164E5H~2018
F6 ARB BRI 10682 RIGBEH AR RN R RESLFEH2017F6 A 5 HANRBEE S
PEEFEAER, BEVLERE20165E5 A ~20174E5 B WA B & 530 AN R4, 201746 H~2018%F6 IR
BHIBESIFIAMEE. NWRABRETUERIE, WRABERANRBRESAEEFE. WA
BEWRRIIE., B EIAR . AR, ERENE. REFRERERLEERE, HEFHA
FEHEE. G537 URABEHRIRDEFTHERA, REFFERERKTIIBAP<0.05); WNE
H R BR8] A B RO A A B A 18] 2 B 845 T 5 R4 (P < 0.05), KBS, S EAR .
REGERE. 5RWE. BFEHF. ACKRESeNMEEREETI R THEBYAP<0.05). 4it: xt
SHEE RO ARPARBELESBIEPETA RRBERBRIR, BORBHRERE, HEESEE
S MAERER T, B RBRBANPEKFEE.

XKiEia
R, WESE, BREG, WERE

Copyright © 2019 by author and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|15

BB AL ST RIE R R, BITTIZHT O fE M N RA arf BRI EZR A2 —, Tiidls WHO Stit 50%
CLEAMI B 2 Kl 22 kMR Al — 3R S EINLAR 2 B 2 AN DU IESS s s 4 s, HL A &
LA RESE R, BT AR, WAL R RO SR R[] IR R B 2
A TS RE R IR SR 2 RO W, AR I RIS AT RSB, B
SR B ZOR B . BRBE SIS RHE R B G Ja B0 2 . B AR B AR L . Wt
FIERATEAL . 5 ARES & T2 R e A R 2 M S (835 5 BiE T A ROl I (2] IR bR
FIRERI T RIY L 44 BE IRIRBORE, I BB UE B0 SU2 3 B p AR 7R 10 IR AT e A AL 4, A
171 1) 5 A I SO i S [3] . AN TT B AE RIS A SRERERSS A A UL 57 B A 2k 22 B 00 A7 B b (14 52
i, BURIEWT .

DOI: 10.12677/ns.2019.84062 331 ETarL


https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2019.84062
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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1 HL 2016 4E 5 H~2018 4F 6 A Bt S2BH I 106 ] Stk 2 K45 B E AR S . INFRIE: 1)
BUAR, e 18~65 ¥ 2) a2 KOs kibrit4], 2 KO EE 7 (RTS) <8 75, CRAMS
<674r; 3) RAEMMGERRESZCRRIAR < 24 h; 4) SREEEFCER RS, BAN LK EM
TEFE. HEBRbrdE: 1) BEEEE— BRI #E; 2) QIR0 A G )RR S B A M s # 5 3) fRgREk
WA & 4) A ERER R ECBME R 5) SRR, 6) IRKEBRASE . BiiA
ZEE 2017 4F 6 H 51 RIRERSS SRR B, BELEEE 2016 4 5 H~2017 4 5 HYSiA 1) &3 53
BT, 2017 55 6 H~2018 4 6 AR 53 B M 4], M4 EHE T 28 i, %« 25 fl; 4
1#4(40.63 £8.87)%/; A EHSHTH(10.32 £2.91) h; FMGJERK: @ FE AT 26 B, 7S vk 19 41,
J345 5 %, wiifs 3 45 . KR AR S TS 26 9], 42 27 ] % (41.37 £ 8.16) % s ZA) B AkI2 I [H](10.97 + 2.83)
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2.4, BARATE

PG 20 SPSS21.0 HEATHUHE 0. v B8l LA(w)Feor, LI ELBAT 2 ks R IES A
THEBARE A X £5)F, AR EBATHALREA tiS. PP <0.05 f2n A Gilh 23 L.

3. &R
3.1 FABERKBRINELLE
WG AH B E R ROR DD % B s T R ZH (P < 0.05), ILEE 1.

Table 1. Comparison of rescue success rates between the two groups of patients [n (%)]
£ 1 HABERRURDF LN (%)]

250 n B I #% P E(bE e RRIES
MgELH 53 39 (73.58) 11 (20.75) 3 (5.66) 50 (94.34)
poytil 53 31 (58.49) 12 (22.64) 10 (18.87) 43 (81.13)

e 4.296
P 0.038

3.2. MEEERIFERIARE,. BMIEKETE. {EPhTEIELE:
WL H R 22 BNIARS (8] . A SR 8] . A3 Be i 8] ¥ B 2 46 T 6 FR4H.(P < 0.05), W3 2.

Table 2. Comparison of ambulance arrival time, effective rescue time, and hospital stay between the two groups ( X +5)
2. FEBERIPERIARE, BRECRETE . (EREATEIELE(X +5)

415 n e 4= 21k 15 18] (min) A RECHI 8 (min) LA G)]
Pk =3i) 53 14.69 £ 2.25 75.31+12.09 13.24 231
X HR A 53 18.71+3.04 91.47 +15.36 16.36 +3.17

t 7.738 6.019 5.791
P 0.000 0.000 0.000
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Table 3. Comparison of postoperative complications between the two groups [n (%)]
i 3. MABERBFHEZAELEN (%)]

2053 n JEHE it 8 e e PR K i AS: Bt
E=2i] 53 1(1.89) 1(1.89) 0 2(3.77)
by 53 3 (5.66) 4 (7.55) 2(3.77) 9 (16.98)
e 4.970
P 0.026

Table 4. Comparison of family satisfaction between the two groups ( X + s, points)
4 FABERBHEELE(X +s, )
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P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
4. g
22 9507 B AR I e R ELHE RO, AL A ) 2 R R RS 4 B T A i 2 A iy %
b, EGHPEILAL . BN E IS G EA, BT R KIEAIIE S, AN A TIER R,

R SR A 2017 £ 6 H 513 RRERSS SIRIES B, O —E L.

AN RIRER R IR _EARER B BORMN A ROTE, BT IR R PR BB, Al s R B SR G
Ry T P BT AEE R SRR, N IEIE S AT SRR B IR AR AR o 1 PR L S NARIE S BR R0 &) 7 B R
PN B TR, Sa N RIEEREEINE B DA ZFIRKRLR, HFHEEHFNLRTR, &
M E TG BE R IE DT R[6] [7]. X TE kw2 KB AT, KAHAEERT O SRR 2R
—HEK, MR AR R R S A SRR RACEF AT TR R R [8]. AR ik
vk AMERAG A R, R AR AL T Ui A O BERNIRCIRAS, B4R N B G K SRR EAT S R
WHE, FFPABARIIEOR . BUE ARG BN 2 K, A OELGE, AT BE AR
Jr R IR A R RO Ty T, AR RS B B A AT 4R R 0 7 Ok $E R 4
BACHFASERANI G, It PG 7 2R BTN, R T 2 k05 B B R E iR
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TSI EE S R OISR
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