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Abstract

Objective: To study the effect of perioperative nursing intervention on parotid tumor resection.
Method: 100 patients with parotid tumor resection in our department of Stomatology from Janu-
ary 2013 to January 2017 were selected as the subjects. According to the results of the patient care
methods, they were divided into study group and control group, the control group received rou-
tine nursing care, the study group underwent clinical nursing pathways, the clinical observation
indexes and satisfaction degree of the two groups were counted. Result: The operation time,
postoperative anal exhaust time, postoperative recovery, ambulation time and hospital stay in the
study group were significantly shorter than those in the control group (P < 0.05). The complication
rate was not different between the two groups (P < 0.05). The satisfaction rate of the patients in
the study group was significantly higher than that of the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The
clinical nursing pathway measures in perioperative period of parotidectomy can improve the
prognosis and improve the satisfaction of patients.
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Table 1. The Clinical observation index statistics

F 1 ImARM RIS
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Table 2. The patients satisfaction statistics [n(%)]
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