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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the clinical effect of individualized nursing intervention in patients under-
going vascularized fibular grafting for reconstruction of mandibular defects after resection of ame-
loblastoma. Methods: A total of 25 patients admitted from January 2018 to January 2025 were se-
lected and randomly divided into a control group (n = 13, receiving routine perioperative nursing)
and an observation group (n = 12, receiving individualized nursing on the basis of routine care) using
arandom number table. The incidence of postoperative complications, SF-36 quality of life scores be-
fore and after intervention, and nursing satisfaction were compared between the two groups. Results:
The observation group had a significantly lower incidence of postoperative complications and higher
nursing satisfaction than the control group. After intervention, overall health scores and all dimen-
sions of the SF-36 scale in the observation group were significantly better than those in the control
group, with statistically significant differences (p < 0.05). Conclusion: Perioperative individualized
nursing can effectively reduce the risk of postoperative complications, improve quality of life, and
enhance nursing satisfaction in patients undergoing vascularized fibular grafting for mandibular re-
construction after ameloblastoma resection.
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Table 1. Comparison of postoperative complication rates between the two groups [n (%)]

= 1. FEHFLZELZERITE N (%)]

2053 &G BHLARTT AT iR TR BRI MR
WERH 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
o HEZH 1 (7.69%) 2 (15.38%) 1 (7.69%) 0 (0%) 1 (7.69%) 0 (0%) 5 (38.46%)

p 0.039
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Table 2. Comparison of pre-intervention SF-36 each dimension scores between the two groups (x s , score)

= 2. AT TAT SF-36 REFITFAIE(X £5, 97)

2H 5 P RP BP GH VT SF RE MH
s 56.583 + 60.416 + 55.667+  57.083+ 54.416 + 54667+ 58333+ 51.083+
s 7.304 5.807 5.989 5.230 5.696 4.677 7.202 5.712
P 57.615 + 63.077 + 53385+ 58153+ 56.538 + 54385+ 57.615+ 52.692+
4.610 4291 4.699 5.273 6.332 4.699 6.577 6.033
t -0.426 -1.31 1.064 -0.509 0.878 0.150 0.261 -0.683
p 0.674 0.203 0.298 0.616 0.389 0.882 0.797 0.501
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Table 3. Comparison of post-intervention SF-36 each dimension scores between the two groups (x s , Score)
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e 6.332 5.847 4.499 1.750 4.371 4.772 4.989 2.900
t 2.750 4.426 2315 10.240 2.910 5.565 5.483 7.987
p 0.011 0.000 0.03 0.000 0.008 0.000 0.000 0.000

Table 4. Comparison of SF-36 scores before and after intervention between the two groups (x £ s , score)

52 4. FLETFTRIG SF-36 IEDXTH (X +s, 4)

5 #1%(n) T F AT S A g BV 4 T 5 S A g BV o
MG 12 54.417 +4.851 76.083 £ 6.006
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Table 5. Comparison of nursing satisfaction between the two groups
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