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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application value of detail management in hemodialysis room. Methods:
A total of 90 patients with end-stage diabetic nephropathy and hemodialysis admitted to our hos-
pital from October 2020 to October 2021 were selected as the research objects, and were divided
into control group and observation group according to random number table method, with 45
cases in each group. After 6 months of detailed management nursing intervention, the total inci-
dence of complications, nursing satisfaction, quality of life score and other indicators of the two
groups were observed. Results: The total incidence of complications in the observation group was
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lower than that in the control group; the scores of material function, psychological function, phys-
ical function, social function and other quality of life in the observation group were better than
that in the control group; and the total nursing satisfaction in the observation group was higher
than that in the control group, with statistical significance (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Detail manage-
ment has high application value in hemodialysis room, and has clinical promotion significance.
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TR R SRR SEUOIFRAE, 20 S BB BN AR ok e 2 8038, WabkiaT /7 k% i
BHATTIL. BOREHTATT FTI IR G4 01 005 AR A AT, 45N B 0 6 S ok
IR, TR I dr . (BT MR N , DI A SRR B AR KT | 86
BHR A SWMENT R, BESB R EM2]. Jeb, PR B T K 17 g
IS, ARG BB L FIRR . FEICRAIA, T ieS SBUBH R LT, B
SRR MAOENTAIT[3]. PR T BUE MBI S T RN EETBL, A TR RN DS, WIS
AR T T BT HILOE T 7 MR D0 Lo BRI B RO I R A SR AT R
OIS S8 5P BRI ARG, AV I TIANIS BFBE 9P BT TIU A TS RSB R, RS 1
BN, SERVRTTIE &5, S5 A 0 L 2 SR 0L, 8RR 50 O DA
PETHPIE T AR R AHSCTF IO A0 4 BB BT BRI R MR ALK, 888 A0 P
JAPIRREEL] [5] (6] VLD F A9 B B S B S FIOMEL, RTFA T o B
OB AT A R X 36 TSORRKY R ORI, % T4 U 5 I 8 5 O S FELAF S S
by 3T T A AR 105 5 PSRBT AT, A ORI AL ZL A 4 P 6 A
o MBFLBHI R R PR R VRS, IR
BLRIME, SARERF

2. ERE5 A&
2.1 —fgwEE

SR E S AU S, R EE L FB AR RN A5 2 ST s R R .
EHLIRIE 2020 45 10 H~2021 4F 10 F YA (28 A S PR '8 LBOZ B J8 % 90 B S R, 4« iR bl
WUER Do et B2 S SR, 45 45 . it 4T B H 7 6 N H Ja, WIEEM 4 B I RORE R
AR, PEERE . AR EVE SR br. i, IR B R S 34 N, &k 26 A, FE#N 39~70
%, FFERN(50.22 £ 6.73), FRFEA 3~10 4F, “FHN(7.22 £ 1.26)F . WM EEH B 36 4, it
24 4, TN 38~69 %, “FIYEWLEN(51.31 + 5.73), JEFEN 3~114F, “FHN(6.44 + 1.23)4F . HETGuit
ORI, FHREAM R BRGNS FER . RS R E RS2 (P > 0.05).
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2) Hebrbritt: © BAERRNEE, @ AHMMERRKNEE; © WIKEOVTENEE; @
7 B LR AL SR AL R © AR T RERERS 1 B [7]

2.3. W5AE

XHRRAUT R B, AR SR EIEE . RSN ORI, e i R RGE T R
BALSK, 17T EE AR R Kt T 0 B BN E

MEAATHE B PE[8], WA : 1) BOLWEBNE: AP EREST, RIEBRANTT
o AN B GV TN, RN Gy 3R AT 45 8 B BEER RR S T B g 5L IR R 4t
M3 S AR IR A A B, D BRI RO AR5 B BT R 2kt S AT ST A R I
GUEN, AR AE ATRE SRS AN, UILRTH N AR . 2) B &fd. &
HOIEIT R, 405 A A ML BOE T Ve #6 1 D0 S HA 26 it R HE S 00, DAt DR A8 T 22 2 R 1) 58 A VR
o 3) EMTATAVIMLE SR GV RAFILE=ATER . B B8, €S = 78X <,
TRAFIGE B IR SO, b EE IS IERENAEL. 4) EWrarEE OBE B DMK RE =0
PSR S BEAE 8 B RISR, XS AR SN I GENT ) 8 AT B R WA A, A A IR SR Ve R P
(K1) B A R MLBGE AT TR LA BB HIL  FEH T H AT S5 MGENT B R IRE, &
H BRI B LA B M BGEMNT I BR . 35 BE MBI RG4S, KN EHATHRS. 5) MBCENT+ gy
P LI R AR MROE RS, RN R o 4 A OR AR, BRI A S, IR AIER
A 2 R RN ok 2 R R RS o 7 R ARG DR AR BB LA 1 [ I G R 238 Bl I SN RIS
AT HEARAG . At ATEAG. 6) THBLEE AL R R A [A) PR AL 23 R AR AN I
DRk T 5 B B e A, R T R R B SR e RS B I

2.4. MEIEIR

LA BT T B 6 DN JE, X EL i P2 S IR SO B R A AR RS BUR PP ER R
PA S ENNS Y 8t <% (=7 TS SN 110111 N 01 DS BN =7 WA

B R SRR s AR HEARTEE . W EIERUE: SR GQOLI-74 AR B R R [
JRIIRE HRIRDIRE OPLDIRE. t S DIRESE DA YERE VPO B AR SR . DU 20 M, B
CLIEFITH ), 5008 e o A i Jo Bty
25. YRk

fli ] SPSS24.0 FAFHAT AW AR STt S0 i, M(X£s)Fomit EBURL KA 4l Hn (%)]
TR BRSSP <0.05 N FRRERA G ER L, P<0.01 RAFIEREESR.

3. &R
3.1 FABEHLELERIEL

ST R IR SO R AR AT T Geit 54007, IRBUR L BRI R, SR INFE 1 s, W
SUH R IR M R A %y 3 (5.000%), Xof FRZH 3% I JORE M R AR %A 11 (18.333%), R AN S 4 i 9F
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RIEBRAFMET X RAE L, EFERIERE (P < 0.05). 3% 5 4015 & H N B3 A% T s &
I RE K A2 %P = 0.000 < 0.01)

Table 1. Comparison of complication rates between the two groups [n (%)]

1. MEBEHLELERITEN (%))

51 R e I % I & NS MR
k=2l 45 1 (1.666) 1 (1.666) 1 (1.666) 0 (0.000) 3 (5.000)
xR 45 1 (1.666) 5 (8.333) 3 (5.000) 2(3.333) 11 (18.333)

e — — — — — 8.365
P — — — — — 0.000

3.2. MABEEFEREN LS

PR AR TE R R AT T gk S0, AREEEIECR A t AR, SERUTT R 2 Fon. AREE
2 ATH1, WS EE YT ThEE. OEIYIEE. AXMRThRE. A ThRESE AR TS T EARARTS A I T A,
ZERAGIFFR (P < 0.05), 1137 % 40155 H N 035 3 1 B AR TS R (P = 0.000 < 0.01).

Table 2. Comparative analysis of patients’ quality of life between the two groups (X +s)

%2 FABEEEREXIL (X +s)

5| % Wi L e LELTRE R PR Th e T
WA 45 83.12+3.19 82.48 +2.88 82.39 +2.58 81.72+2.68
X 45 71.79+2.23 70.39 +2.09 72.12+2.19 71.89£2.21

e — 18.771 20.843 19.145 17.796
P — 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

3.3. MEBEIFEHEEXTEL 4T

o W 2L R AP FR B AT T S S0, IABE L EBCR ] o o, SR I TR % 3 fn. AR
F3AH, WEHABEPHAWHEEETARARSE, ZRAFRTERE (P <0.05), MiFE=40 158 Hm
N FH S 2 i ey 1 LI A 4 B S RE (P = 0.000 < 0.01).

Table 3. Comparative analysis of nursing satisfaction between the two groups [n (%)]

3. MABREFIFIEHEEXILE [N (%)]

A5 1144 B NS R Al B
MEEA 45 29 (48.333) 30 (50.000) 1 (1.666) 59 (98.333)
pagicticl 45 32 (53.333) 22 (36.666) 6 (1.000) 54 (90.000)
x* — — — — 6.128
P — — — — 0.009
4. ¥Hig
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T3 G MBGENTT T R SETHE AT, DR i K4 BT SRR T, S vy BB N7 2 b i
HRAERAEZR, JRIHEE LG RERELT . AT AL L g B BT 6 A, WE
PIALEHE P PO S R AR PR . AR RV SR, PRI TG B A I3 = N e
AW FREE RGN WEMAEE I RE LR ERMTHIRAEE, WRABE YRR, LHEIEE. K
RIIRE . AT REEAVE R RS B T A, MR FPRAWEE & TN RARE, 2R
AYEHAE (P <0.05). Ui B4R BAE INLIE = R Em N B, HAIRARHE 2 .
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