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Abstract

Objective: To explore the clinical effort of nursing intervention in patients with senile cataract and
glaucoma and the influence on complications and nursing satisfaction. Methods: The study objects
were 100 cases of senile cataract and glaucoma patients who were treated in our hospital from June
2014 to June 2016. According to nursing mode, we divided patients into two groups. The control
group (n = 50) was taken routine nursing care, observation group (n = 50) was used targeted nurs-
ing intervention. We compared the clinical results, complications and nursing satisfaction between
two groups. Results: The visual acuity increased from 0.3 to 0.8 of the observing group was 24.0%.
The visual acuity higher than 0.8 was 68.0%. The results of the control group were 46.0% and 44.0%
respectively. The complication rate of the observing group was 36.0%, which was obviously lower
than the control group which was 66.0%. Nursing satisfaction of the observing group was 96.0%,
which was obviously higher than the control group which was 78.0%. The compared differences
were significantly (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The application effect of targeted nursing intervention in
patients with senile cataract and glaucoma is good, which can obviously reduce the complications
and improve nursing satisfaction, and is worth promoting.
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HE: TP EAZEANEEE LRSS FRANKBREERFRESPEBEENYH. 5
B AR AR KIETHE2014F6 H~20165E6 A PG HIZFE L WRIFF R EE 1006, KEFH
BRH, P XA = 50) KT, WEH M = 50) R4 FHET W, HEmHERRER .
FREREBREFEHRE. £R: WEHAM KT ZE0.3~0.854 524.0%, >0.8% 568.0%, XA
43 HH46.0% 44.0%; MBHITRIEREENFN36.0%, HEATHEHA66.0%; MEHPHHEEEAN
96.0%, HlEETXIHE78.0%, SHLERYHE(P <0.05). Zib: TP EAZEDNBEHE
KREBEEFMNAZRMR R, W ERDHREBRAPEFHRE, EG5H .
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TGRS BN B G RIR RN W, B N m KR, 2SN 57708 ) 3 25
R, U AR IR AT [F I R ST 112 BN BR G IFE LR R AR 12.6%, HEEEREA
FIE RS R INR, A R A R A &I H i T, HRIR G IR AW S IR K EZ R F ARG, X4
AT 2R HE S AR SO AL B BRI BR AR . N TR AR ZNREVIBRAR =B F AR, i@l —
TR A AR VIBRE GHR N AN N RS, B IR 005 SN 00 0 B 1 7 LA
[2], WO Z GRS BEH . AELREIFANEFARAEERNFREERE, RPREHFRIERR
WZ, ARTEETGEEE, Nb—EEHAT I, DRI RE, MomPARE, BRIy EL
R, RABHYEHBHEE, FTEERRNERESR, RFERTRESEKIE3]. MR T T 2
TEZE AN S IFEEIR B E RN AR, D0k B 100 BIZWAATFL, 28T F.

2. RS
2.1. — %

AU T BARIETFBE 2014 4 6 H~2016 4 6 HUIRHIZHE AW ERIEE BIR B 100 6, R7ri
J1H4 30 em~0.3. ARIET IR AL, HAp IR L (n = 50)R A H MY EL, WELLL(n = 50) R xHET
TP EE . XREZE A 29 R TPE, 21 B, FEE N 60~84 %, “F3(70.4 £ 5.3)%; Mg 28 5
B, 22 Gl RN 61~85 %, FIY(T71.6 £ 59)% . WHBEEE KGR EXT L ZER LS =
(P> 0.05), HA¥HEN.
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100 Bl B B2 =B TR, R AL A ABERERA . N TERAEAR LN RYIRAR, %
LT MR WA B 2, (U R AT % F 1R R RETEE 2, ARSI R A5 RE T,
MEALR BRI B, BRI

2.2.1. Rersx 4P

O ARurked: ABiELRBER EREAEREH R R 2R, 5158 BRI &, Wik
JE BT EREE . BOESSG. A TR E . BRRIE DL A R 4 . 5 B Semvaass i, R
Fr i 1 77 2Okt B A R0 5 7 DA T AR, WS TG A B B MR IR v v oL A R i L 0
&, F AR IR ISRER TR AR AR ) LR L RS, G R B K I R S B0 M, ST DS
UL RJFERG A LRSS, @ OHES: ANMEIFEGIREF ZRPN . BESCRERRT W, R
AT VEARGRIG I, anflURe. BB AR PURISE, o EE ERPuaEy e, FRSFARR SRk, 50
PR EE A RS NGE, REASWTFRYCR AN, HSBORE I AEMRED &%, Aty
N5 B FH ARGV E, ARV ESE SN ZBFARRA TUNE, RN EBFAREO. EEF
IEH R NAERNR, (FRFIANFEIFEZ TR, P07 Eih B 2 IR O s B S, A L EISIE
MRS H IS UL, D ERS SRR, R0, TREGORETEZFRET. @ REH%:
ARHT 3 d 7 2%#h B RIS KM IRV SR AR R, BRI 1T, R 2 Ik, EEGRRGY,  [RIIN R 2 R
VB, RS . RET 1 d 46 8 E SRS ER Y TS ERA, S A TE,
TGS A AR A H ST R R Bk R RIS, #7 B IR A T RF SR R A I 2 B B
IE259n, FEHIREE EFEERE, 0 20%0H EEE 125 ml Bk A DUERIRE, %5 T 20~30 min N, #F
AFAERE R A5 538 D) S P H v

2.2.2. Rep3piE

AREP L ROEEEE 2T, BIOR R MEHES, BEHARKIEFIENTCE 5, AR = FH DT LA
AR, B B R B R R AR M O S, FOR AP TR, RENGIRER S, HEAM
HEE, BRFARFEM. RAT 0.5 h il EF- TR, ARIRG T REMEGERRG, 3 &, AT, 555
P SHIE b A EE, HIRFEEET X, BAARPEEBENEEN PRI AN, FRAEE LN SE
RO, AFEIETFREW, HEEEF AR ERIIT FEE T OB, B R0 76 5 75 B .

2.2.3. RIgIPE

© FHHE: REHEEEERG, WHREEHIIE 22°C~25C, FHARGHLFHFERE.
FRERFPE, FIE, RRRECRHE TS TR, ArTHFRERE . KBRS, SAmTHER
PREORLIZ T bR, B AR IRBER R, B R IR Y R BR R YR S AR N IR A2 R BN E . R AL
AR, SWIEE AN, N T IS 5, A AR R AR TR R AR AL, MR R 1
PEXR. @ BEEH: BIVKBREATEARBE RS LEFEF, @ALEE AR EBARZE
FVEAVHA R T N2, B R KL F BRI O AR, RN T IR, A EHRIA
w, FEREHEINED, IR ORI AR TE, SR B IRAMERE S, BRI TFARYIE. @ ARy
AT HHZ, B2 T B i S KSR T UEE . KI5 3~7 d §7 /8 BT B o IR ER
PERTVE, AHIREVEY KRR IEEE, Bk IS . VTR R AR R AR, AN A K
AFAR SRS FEBORIRE 30, iEEE TR G EE . WiH. IR, AR Rk sk
NIEWIS, 2 AT EABERIRS, BEESHEMAYA, BAEREM, AHENAPAER, Bk,
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B TR S 4 PR LB, BikEgsh, SR Oofery, BIRE T E RS KR E A . 3
TR Al R RO TV, WU LY. PRI E IS, K KTk AT SR, IR EEE .. @ IR
TP LR G R LR S T LR ARG, 105 S IR0 R, B e AR 4 S A R
A EHRENE Y. DRV G B EH KM S T4, HHER V)2 3 BB R, ks B 25 AR/ b
WiEs s, AT RFEERE, HURIRHED. @ B TEEERE 7 d AARMRKEEL, 1
H WA, B IR AR N IR S80S, i ORI A TE IR, b B A i, bR
AT EER G BN IR 2K, WRAFIRAA 2, ER IR A, ST R T e, eSS
TR NZ, AT B M b, M OAZ SRRk AL, HAHJEIEIRER, Dl
FEZE L. 5205 HIRRFEN EXHERX T ORI, FF2E S min, B4 GWIoRd . ZE TR IRRERK. W0
ERENIA NN WAL VS ESEAH PR AN

2.3. WEIEFR4]

O MAEEEN: TFAREE 30d WESIEHHAEENIIKE; @ PHEEE: BHARAH
PHEWHEERARR, OF TN SEUERERSAR. BIRIR, PHEBCR RS EESE, 100 586857,
T E ANV AAET 85 4, R ANIESDTE 60~84 3N, AR AR AL 60 43, @ FHENE:
1 S G A JG H RRE B
2.4. BT

M SPSS20.0 Fith 2 AbHE FIR AR, n(%) Rt Bk, AR R ITRLSS:, XTEEEL P < 0.05
REFEZRFH G 2E L
3. R
3.1. UHBEER

PRAAR GRS E G AT, WL 1.

32. HERERER
PRI RORE R AE X EE, R 2,
33. FEFHERE
PR B AT b, R 3.
4. Vg
HOGIRS A B3OV ER RN W, IR 3 BAHR, O S R R R . B FE[S] (6] I P B

Table 1. The comparison of postoperative visual acuity improvement between two groups [n(%)]

%= 1. BERBEM IR EBERITEE[n(%)]

A <03 0.3~0.8 >0.8
X R ZH (n = 50) 5(10.0) 23 (46.0) 22 (44.0)
ML (n = 50) 4 (8.0) 12 (24.0) 34 (68.0)
X2 0.37 8.264 8.761
P >0.05 <0.05 <0.05
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Table 2. The comparison of the incidence of complications between two groups [1n(%)]

< 2. MEHERERE R [n(%)]

A5 PN RN T K AR BT 55 T s AL MRHE
Xt HE 4 (n = 50) 1 14 8 5 5 33 (66.0)
W4 (n = 50) 0 10 3 3 2 18 (36.0)
X 9.462
P <0.05

Table 3. The comparison of nursing satisfaction between two groups [n(%)]

5% 3. FWRIPIEHBEE ST [n(%)]

¢ e Wi U= NMIHEE
X R ZH (n = 50) 19 20 11 78.0
M (n = 50) 36 12 2 96.0
X2 7.408
P <0.05

T MR e B IR 3% 32 B0 HEAS A I8 3% A £ PR BUR TR TR 5, TR X S8 RS e, i e
ASEYEDE IR, AR IRTEIRTT A N B & S IR B I — E 2 B A R RS SCE B0,
I8 EBRIFATIE G 775, 8 G O B LSO T AR M J 8 R = R R

AR R A8 ALV T 8 I T3k B0 BRYA T 5 TR O Ag, B 78[ 7] [S1FREEE 90% NFFHEAS R A% 2 w2,
MA RG22 S BWUR A BPATHIR, OB IR T 8OR P AR BRI s . W T2 N & 5
HREEN S, ARIGEETHP—MERER, AREFRIGITN —EEG 8T ARl
TAE, THEFRIPRE: HEEOME S, fEE TR OSSP LEM; 256 0E %
HFARGIT AR F NG YL, EFRBOMER TSR EEIRITE O, HSGEAN REERSE: RirwEm
25, MiFARIRAERS, 26 & s o e F AR H s S ik, BTt siRE, 2mFRMER.
AL HSEIGEVIR S, BRTFRIR 8. REIFREREEH, FEE THARGRELM. 2
GV WILG, R T IR R R, TR AR, T AR E TR =R ERe /1, HIEE
BAER BN S Y, X fERFE R T UA SO0 . RIRAEAZ, ihEE S mos 77k, CUPRLOEE
IERIRZARE, HBE A ARTERET, TR M IR A, A AEERE T R RS, AR WS AHAM
JIRE 2 0.3~0.8 ¥ 15 24.0%, >0.8 &5 68.0%, XM 0N 46.0%. 44.0%; MEH I KIEKERE N
36.0%, B AT 5T HEZH 66.0%; M52 2H 47 B 725 N 96.0%, B = T X HEZH 78.0%, X bk 22 55 B B.(P < 0.05),
HHREAHIE[9] [10].
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