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Abstract

Objective: To analyze the effect of perioperative nursing on respiratory function recovery and
pulmonary complications in patients with lung cancer treated by surgery. Methods: A total of 100
patients with lung cancer were divided into two groups: control group (n = 50) and observation
group (n = 50). The patients in the control group were treated with routine nursing. The patients
in the observation group were treated with perioperative nursing on the basis of routine nursing.
The recovery of respiratory function, pulmonary complications and pulmonary function were
compared and analyzed between the two groups. Result: Compared with the control group, forced
vital capacity, forced expiratory volume in the first second and maximal ventilation in the obser-
vation group were significantly higher than those in the control group (P < 0.05). Compared with
the control group, the respiratory function indexes such as cough degree, difficulty of expectora-
tion, consistency of sputum and pulmonary rales in the observation group were significantly bet-
ter than those in the control group, and there was significant difference between the two groups (P
< 0.05). Compared with the control group, the total incidence of pulmonary dysfunction, pneumo-
nia and atelectasis in the observation group was significantly higher than that in the control group.
The incidence of complications in the control group was 34.0%, and the complications in the ob-
servation group were complicated. The incidence of the disease was 8.00%; the difference was
statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The application of perioperative nursing in lung
cancer patients undergoing surgical treatment has a significant effect, that is to say, it can improve
the lung function and respiratory function of the patients, and reduce the incidence of pulmonary
complications, which has a good clinical value and significance.
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Table 1. Comparison and analysis of the pulmonary function indexes between the control group and the observation group
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Table 3. Comparative analysis of pulmonary complications in the control group and the observation group (n, %)
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