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Abstract

Objective: To explore the guide nursing effect on maternal labor. Method: Choose 160 cases in
June 2018 to June 2019 in our hospital childbirth puerpera, randomly divided into control group
and observation group, etc. Control group uses conventional care model, observation group uses
guide accompany nursing mode of maternal care, observation compared two groups of maternal
labor time, pregnant women, emotion, pain and nursing satisfaction. Results: The maternal labor
time is significantly shorter than the control group, the nursing satisfaction is significantly higher
than the control group, the differences were statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The en-
tire guide midwifery model can shorten the production time of eutocia puerpera, improve mater-
nal care satisfaction, has high clinical application value.
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Tablel. The comparison of nursing satisfaction, maternal labor between two groups

=1L AR FEEE R

7R (h) L R [0 (%)]
@H B . - - v " - e
g B By E[SE8T P WE AR PR R
LI 80 6.13+3.81 1.00 +0.52 0.12 = 0.04 42 34 4 76/95.00
YR 80 8.82+£3.37 1.59+0.86 0.21+0.13 34 28 18 62/77.50
t 4512 5.250 16.099 4390
P 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.036

Table 2. The comparison of maternal anxiety score and pain scores between two groups (X £s)
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R ZH 80 57.01£9.53 43.78 + 10.64 8.90 +3.17
t i 0.5118 8.9148 2.7881
pfE 0.6095 0.0000 0.0060
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