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Abstract

Objective: To observe the efficacy of child-oriented nursing during anesthesia induction in children
undergoing general anesthesia. Methods: A total of 70 children receiving anesthesia induction for
general anesthesia surgery from October 2020 to September 2021 were enrolled and randomly
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divided into observation group and control group, with 35 cases in each group. Routine nursing was
performed in the control group, whereas child-oriented nursing was implemented in the observa-
tion group. The intervention outcomes were compared between the two groups. Results: The ad-
verse emotion score and mean arterial pressure (MAP) level in the observation group were lower
than those in the control group (P < 0.05). The heart rate (HR), family satisfaction score and anes-
thesia induction compliance of children in the observation group were higher than those in the con-
trol group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Child-oriented nursing applied during anesthesia induction for
pediatric general anesthesia surgery can effectively alleviate children’s negative emotions and im-
prove their compliance with anesthesia induction, which possesses high clinical value.

Keywords

Pediatric General Anesthesia Surgery, Negative Emotion, Child-Oriented Nursing, Family
Satisfaction, Anesthesia Induction

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

FERRIETT 3Crb A B BRI RORAR R RRIREIR HLAE A AR E , IF ARG AR T AR AT, RIS &
AN EE R A1 FREEEMLE, AU EFAMERKR BB AR5 HIRE
FRIESE UG 2, X T IUM] St PR T AR 2 A AR [2]. 3T LRGE, WM fIzh, 5
BRI AR TR, W5 (8 ) LSRR EE I N3] [4]. B HRAL b7 BR R T MR 4 52 /& LT R
ke B, H KRR R R L BC & 5T, MR R R A AT K3 B 5]
FTEL, ARWFFEHR TN LA R TR RIS /8 L 70 181 St 28 R0 §P B I, JRASHH e T IRCR IR .

2. FERFGFE
2.1. IIGRER

L 70 14 R F- AR BRI S 3 B LA FL, FEARZGINRSE]: 2020 4F 10 % 2021 £ 9 A, Bl
LB 35 ], 16, 2 19 B, FHIFERN .06+ 1.13)%; KB4 3561, B 17461, Lo 18 %1, FH
Fl(4.15+1.09)%, MAZRATELP > 0.05).

22. &

XA FAE, GRS BULSORESTEAR AT SEME W AR, (R I SR L I, % L
BEATARR ST, IR LS EC S RIS 2 16T, SIUREBJLAEE, EARHT 0.5h LBk, 5%
FREsEiti A, I BB EEIL, EHAT USRS N BRI G, BN SO EL S (B S 0 R AR UL
IR IIBERE T B -

ML B R, B 1) XEJLE TR PEN SO T2 500 A (K8 LN %5
AT SZ I, FEAZIRUIRIRIE AT B LEAT AL « B 0F s PEAR S MAZE SRR, RN AT HERG 1L 3
FERE ) LA A o 12 R AT BEART £ L35 i St B A v, o S LGS 2 — SRR i xi e sl i £
A I B, $P BN B AT DAAE A LA i 0 1 BLA i AT 500 2, [ AT DL A8 L — 224l A,
PO R R, MR RIFRAR, MEBJLEEP BN RMREEERTE, T BN 55 GRSt 37 2 AR .

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693170 1338 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693170
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

FENV F

TELCHA], $3 N AT DRI SR @ AT B AC i, HETO SR LPEASRE . RSB R AT T, JF HE
AN @ VEE T AR 2 R UE S, A EX S LRI A TR, R EA R R LBURRR YT
X3, ik 25 LE Rk e i R R M, 75 e A8 ) LSt i 7 T TR o e . 2) T
AESE: ATHIARE . BLEATASI, MM T s B LE R R R, B — AR IR RIS
TP EEE B LITIE, FFHEREM. BN G, P EA RS9 B LSRR IE S A, i
JU WE. AR, TR LA AT DA L s s K AME A, R B R . PR R R 2 75
AR HIE T, BRI EC& B A BT, AT DAERE IR TR R . R R R A B IME S T RO
TGS IREAT TEEINIR -, 20 T, B AR N IATANE AT, R 3HTA RIRTT
BILARFE, o DLBETHFAE — & 22 S W SoBat, 3N D3 5 AR AN () A5 ) L ) e e T 1) A BE (1 175
s 3) BEEREE . KA B ANIR . RERE AR 45 KB AN RN LA KR AT R
xR ES TR BT SERAREENE, FIHEBL 085S, T TR iaIT,
[F 5 KB A SDahe, XIT “W . AakD” M ORKERBREC S . 4) EEAKES ST . £
Wit e ME I BB E B G, KBRS PP B B T B IE ST A F AR AT 0.5 h [ LR RS Ui,
S R R v T G B R A i N, BN LS R, A H S T AR N R A TER L
JRRI 1F 2SIt 5 R LA 22 SR B0 2 L S5 WA el B FA R, {8745 FL DG JRR I i R ) R 2 Y 3 A1
I EBRIEN G, 4P BN ST DLIE I v A € o) S LB ily, b i 47 ek 3 BRI T T DA s 28 ) LAR R
BEATRLA, RN AN LS R M, R BUR SR AR a0 i SRS A S R &
J1¥ERe s W B LURIRS T AR A AZEPUE . S SR et ), 7R BN B LR S A
&, I HA I Z A S 5 i A o Hd AT B, nTRIA “R3E, SR i IR POee B T L “—
DR RWEMERE 7, B EORARIERIRE T B R LE, LB S . 5) REO0ET
. fEBILERFARATELG, PEEN G N %A — i A A P st LTS, SR “245
WL T, FRREEE , FREEE) LR OERE, XHEILKERATHES, B
BJLIHER BT, B b TR SRR = AN RAESE, Efiat s R 80" A .
2.3. MEiEHR

1) 1EZIRA[6]: HLE R ER(STAIC)M ) LE AL R (CDRS)IFOY, 4tk = AR L2 1 AR A
AL 45l

2) CFEM A LTI S I HR (0F) M2 MAP CFBIE0 Ik E ) KT

3) BILK R EEE 7). PAENEE. WIBRE . RSEE. WS EME, R RS B
MFE .

4) FREFE S AES]: A R REeE—%&. BaZE.
2.4. GiitFALTE

AR FUTAEEERA SPSS 18.0 il AT AT /0. THEFERYZ RIS, & IESSmM
TR RILIE £ bR ZE(x £ s)FoR, AN TR0 G5 LR ECOFEA ¢ 45056, 2R IR0 H R AT AE A ¢
K THECEORE DABIEL(H 2 L) [n (%))38R, LIRS x2 s S PERER AR RIRS S . LA P<0.05
NZER BB
3. R
3.1. AAE)LTHAETRIEERSII

TFIHT, ZHEX (P > 0.05); FHiE, HEXHEP <0.05). W& 1.

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693170 1339 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693170

W
<
¥

A
§ &

Table 1. Comparison of emotional state between two groups of children before and after intervention (X £ s)

5 CDRS STAIC
e, Gk - -
T FHiE FTiHG FHiE
&2 2 35 22.15+4.28 7.52+1.68 52.13 +4.38 35.26 +3.58
X HaZH 35 21.59+4.14 15.48 £2.19 52.84 £4.10 38.60 + 2.60
t1H 0.352 5.201 0.224 4.802
P{H >0.05 <0.05 >0.05 <0.05
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Table 2. Comparison of HR and MAP between the two groups before and after intervention (X +s )
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Table 3. Comparison of nursing satisfaction scores between two groups of children’s families [( X £ s ), score]
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Table 4. Comparison of cooperation degree of anesthesia induction between two groups [( X + s ), score]

F 4. ARSI AELR (T s), 7]

Lol 1% il R AT fic & — i Wi & 72 fic 5
MG 35 20 (57.14) 13 (37.14) 2(5.71) 94.29% (33/35)
it B2 35 13 (37.14) 12 (34.29) 10 (28.57) 71.43% (25/35)
Pkl 14.502
P A <0.05

FARBLG N FERT LA G B R R DL 2 B K 3R, A RAE BRI S e, LI T
SR TG EAT N I F AR, AME 2R BRI T LI 0, 1 B2 S2ma LA e i) F17
X R AFAE A FIRE R [12] . ARES JLF RGBT, RN SN arE. B 1845 By,
FTEL, ARGE AN LB R ] 72 5 A SO LR TR BRI, 6 T B8O LRI S IC & B2 5 T+ A R,
A FLRE ARG AT RO 2 P vy, AEAR G FFBORE B AL R PAR T AT AE B AR I [13]. BT BL, ASHIE U0 BIHS
St 4 R P ARG T RIS 3 1) S8 LRI BB AL I B I, 2 10 20 A i g BT Rt T 280 Lot U35
] BRI RZ I

AT T 25 5 B B R A B A BRI T TR . P SRR EAT b BN B B
WG — RV, WA T EEE . W BT Bt BLEESE, HBJL
2 BT ARG A S HARRL TP, A5 T PRI AR B B T 3R AR, 2 T S 2 4R T A8 LA
FIBWRIE[14]; 5l BB B ORI B LRF R, AVER I B0 EXOHT EMAE, e
GRS PPEEN G BRIEN G380 B SCOE LR ) SR shmAF . AL i S b oA €, RS =) Lxt R
e SARRHC £, e ) LI UV R 28 3R, b S 2 3R T B LR s i e 150

BTS2, FEA BT IS AR/ LRREE T AR BRI 5 AR R (N I RCR, Al 8 LA S
TR A R, RIS AT DR B LRI G & R 3T, 0D T RILROKT,  [RIERE LA e
RS, TR B SS R A RER TR e AR, A R

B Bf

B LK G, BES5AMR, HEERmE R,
EEWH

T R 2 SR W R B(TTY XZDXK-3-022C).
SE ik

[11 3%, WEEkiF. BERSCE R BRBES SIS 3L I BEAE T s 5/ ) LIE B s AL 45 3L A B S R [I]. i A
M EEANRE L B (HL TR, 2021, 15(3): 307-311.

(2] xlid, A4, HERAL, AF. SAKKERITE/N JLRRIRE S S0 B v B I FH AR B A 25 S R LRI SE )], FR7E

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693170 1341 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693170

it
o
o
48

(3]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

{REEFE T, 2021(28): 147.

B, EHE, 2R, HETge AW R i G BRI BT N ) LAMRFEFRE AR I E]. EARE
5 EEZY, 2022, 29(23): 127-129.

AR, MRERAR, BIRNR, SE MR T RIS A B FRIKE B SO0 N LIRS S s [J]. WL AR
2021, 26(6): 1200-1201.

TR, CUNE, 25, & QBEREAE T 2 0SS FECAIE T BT BV R0 ) LSRR & B L R R
FRAIRZIA[T]. [ PR o7 22 2% &, 2022, 49(1): 168-171.

SO, REENE, SN, . 192 BUHLES NGBS B T /N L FRAMEFFE AR R B2 00 8 25101, RO PR AR}
£, 2019, 8(1): 12-16.

FEE, 255 SCRERG A 2UMREE 35 S & Bl 3 /N LI B B AL S FUR R IR A D], IR EE 5 178, 2021,
28(12): 1677-1678.

Vi g, EHEs0, BRAT, %5 ERAS P H0 I s B 0 FEUIBR A B 4 B RIS 5 301 SOBUR N R SR [T]. W PR
B=2£, 2021, 23(7): 1039-1040.

Exis. WERREE S S w06 AL Y B R ) Lk A7 O B T TR RO AN XS 2B dr AR TR (R 2 [T, T 5 e 2
15 B OCH (SR T T 1)), 2020, 20(85): 302-303.

S, B, SRR, ARG SRR H TN LRI ML) 75 K 75 BE B 2 AR S5 S sz (0], R
s B2, 2019, 46(14): 69-72.

T, TG, 0. D TIOE RO 88 1) L3 AR AT A BRI 7 B A B 5l 1) T TR AT 2 (9], I S 4 3 4
%, 2022, 38(24): 1854-1859.

WRes, skIRIR, ¥fE, 5. UBRE4IAb AR 3 BRTE /N ) LRG s B RE AR il T3 A v 1 I PR RS R [3]. il R AR B A7
B4 E (B THR), 2022, 16(4): 451-454.

ZEEMS, ATl . DASREE O B P AR Ot/ LIS I T RHE A B R VA R IR (7], T R R 2415 B X
$i, 2021, 21(76): 10-12.

FrAl, WEE, BEhea, % AR SCEFR B LB SACE B B EIEE S 45 0]. ey HidaE, 2022,
57(12): 1523-1530.

RN, AN, ARBEIE, & HEATEECS E R T IS H T AR T B LRI S NI AR ORI
M), E PRz E, 2021, 40(4): 748-751.

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693170 1342 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693170

	童趣化护理在小儿全麻手术麻醉诱导中的应用
	摘  要
	关键词
	Effect of Child-Friendly Nursing Intervention on Anesthesia Induction in Pediatric Patients Undergoing General Anesthesia
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 资料和方法
	2.1. 临床资料
	2.2. 方法
	2.3. 观察指标
	2.4. 统计学处理

	3. 结果
	3.1. 两组患儿干预前后情绪状态对比
	3.2. 两组患儿干预前后HR和MAP对比
	3.3. 两组患儿家属护理满意度评分对比
	3.4. 两组患儿麻醉诱导配合度对比

	4. 讨论
	声  明
	基金项目
	参考文献

