I -5 9 Bl A 35
J Clin Pathol Res

2019,39(8) http://Icblamegroups.com 1737

doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2095-6959.2019.08.020
View this article at: http://dx.doi.org/10.3978/}.issn.2095-6959.2019.08.020

GRERTINTEREFEINEERNERBERERNFE

[ =]

(X 1A

SR, H M, MR
(ERATER 1. A%, 2. BRBFL, 1 570203)

BB TR R T 0 L IR 0B AT AR R R R SRR, A EHOR R A PR
Be B FF2016451 5 12 H WA 19 60l Lo M 1B 303 4 R B X IR, SR AP B 20174F1 %
12 7 WIA 601 2 Pk B 3501 97 TR BB 3 0 UL 4L, 76 F FLP B A R Al LR 25 A U T 1
LA MM ARGEFRIE . BN, HEWANBERP W EE ., &R WEHA RG24,
48, 72 WM VEr MR TR, ZRA 5 1H7E L (P<0.05) . WEHAARE72 hYSASITF/ET
IR, LA RN T X R, 2R A5 L (P<0.05), WEAELWH AR . HEX
R AREXRA DM EE S XA, 2R A FE L (P<0.05), &it: LA HEM THREY
R 2 e S TR POR SN, R AR R A, 4R B R

CEOHR T otk eE s, REKE; R

Effect of comprehensive analgesic intervention on pain and
anxiety of femoral neck fracture patients after operation

FENG quyanl, XIAO Pengz, SUN_]ingmingl

(1. Operating Room; 2. Department of Anesthesiology, Hainan Traditional Chinese Medicine Hospital, Haikou 570203, China)

Abstract

Objective: To investigate the effect of comprehensive analgesic intervention on pain and anxiety of femoral neck
fracture patients after operation. Methods: Sixty cases of femoral neck fracture patients in our department from
January to December 2016 were selected as the control group, given routine nursing; while 60 cases of femoral
neck fracture patients in our department from January to December 2017 were selected as the observation group,
given comprehensive analgesic intervention based on the routine nursing. The pain and anxiety after the operation
were compared between the two groups, and the satisfaction degree of analgesic nursing between the two groups
was investigated. Results: The pain scores of the observation group at 24 h, 48 h and 72 h after the operation were
lower than those of the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). The SAS score of
the observation group at 72 h after the operation was lower than that of the control group, and the incidence of

anxiety was lower than that of the control group (P<0.05). The satisfaction of the observation group was higher
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than that of the control group in terms of professional and technical ability, educational relationship and trust

relationship, and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: Comprehensive analgesic

intervention can significantly alleviate the postoperative pain and anxiety of femoral neck fracture patients, and

improve the satisfaction of analgesia.
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