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Abstract

Keywords

Objective: To observe the clinical efficacy of individualized postoperative care for patients undergoing
oral cancer surgery. Methods: A total of 60 patients undergoing oral cancer surgery in our hospital were
selected and divided into a control group and an observation group (50 cases in each group). Patients in the
observation group received individualized postoperative care, while patients in the control group received
routine postoperative care. The incidence of complications, quality of life and changes of indicators were
recorded in the two groups. Results: The score of quality of life, treatment compliance and satisfaction in the
observation group were higher than those in the control group, while the length of hospital stay and incidence
of complications were significantly lower than those in the control group, and the results of the two groups
were statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: Individualized postoperative intervention can improve the
survival quality score, treatment compliance and satisfaction of patients undergoing oral cancer surgery, as well
as shortening the hospitalization stay and reducing the incidence of complications.
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Figure 1 Related data of patients in the 2 groups
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Table 1 Comparison of postoperative quality of life between the 2 groups (n=30)

20 531 UKRTIRE /53 fataThRe/ e INFITIRE /53 FETIRR/ 5
X HRZH 65.62 +22.14 74.04 +17.51 70.01 =20.13 78.59 +20.14 68.89 +21.85
WA 78.45 + 16.78 85.64 +25.43 86.95 + 17.97 58.97 +18.19 78.94 +19.35
t 2.530 2.058 3.438 3.960 1.886
P 0.077 0.044 0.029 0.002 0.064
2051 e/ 43 VIR /4 W= /o {5 /53 JEs /55
Xt R ZH 38.88 £21.43 34.92 +26.83 29.76 + 19.79 25.98 + 19.02 36.65 +19.38
WERA 23.89 + 15.54 23.41 +15.51 21.54 + 18.02 19.13 +21.77 26.97 + 23.64
t 3.102 2.034 1.682 1.298 1.734
P 0.017 0.047 0.098 0.200 0.088
2H 5 RIS W7 W2 PRI/ 2T IRIME/ 4y ST S/ 5y
Xt REZH 12.42 £ 19.87 29.21 + 17.84 31.41 +23.55 32.37 £ 19.66 60.36 + 18.61
pUE=S4E| 4.01 + 5.62 19.53 £ 21.62 37.73 +18.72 11.72 £ 18.59 73.81 + 25.59
t 2.231 1.892 1.151 4.180 2.328
P 0.030 0.064 0.255 0.001 0.023
F2 2B RFIRTT R MBS BB (n=30)
Table 2 Comparison of postoperative treatment compliance between the 2 groups (7=30)
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Table 3 Comparison of complications between the 2 groups (1=30)
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