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Abstract

Objective: To explore the role of bundled care intervention in intravascular interventional surgery
for cerebrovascular disease patients. Methods: From January 2024 to April 2024, 118 cerebrovas-
cular disease patients were randomly divided into two groups the control group (59 cases, routine
care intervention) and the study group (59 cases, bundled care intervention). The success rate of
surgery, pain, postoperative complications, and care satisfaction were compared between the two
groups. Results: The success rate of surgery in the study group was higher than that in the group, P
< 0.05. The NRS scores at immediate post-operation, 24 h, and 48 h were lower in the study than in
the control group, P < 0.05. The incidence of postoperative complications was lower in the study
group than in the control group, P < 0.05. The care satisfaction was higher in the study group than
in the control group, P < 0.05. Conclusion: In the treatment cerebrovascular diseases with intravas-
cular interventional surgery, bundled care intervention can increase patient satisfaction, control
postoperative complications, alleviate pain, and improve the success of surgery.
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