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Abstract

Objective: To explore the nursing effect of ear point seeding in emergency vertigo patients. Me-
thods: 136 cases of vertigo patients treated in the emergency department of our hospital from Jan-

SCEF|I M ZANVK QUSHLR R RN A R AT 0] $P B, 2021, 10(6): 795-799.
DOI: 10.12677/ns.2021.106127


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ns
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2021.106127
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2021.106127
http://www.hanspub.org

RVA

VAN

uary 2020 to June 2021 were selected as the research object, the control group used routine clini-
cal treatment and comprehensive nursing program. The control group adopted routine clinical
treatment and comprehensive nursing program, and the research group added ear point burying
method of nursing on the basic measures of the control group. To study the nursing effect of two
groups of patients with emergency vertigo, including treatment effect, nursing compliance, nurs-
ing satisfaction. Results: The therapeutic effect of the study group was significantly higher than
that of the control group (X2 = 5.31, P < 0.05). The nursing compliance of study group was higher
than that of control group (X2 = 10.26, P < 0.05). The nursing satisfaction of study group was high-
er than that of control group (X% = 9.69, P < 0.05). Conclusion: Ear acupoint seeding method is very
effective for emergency vertigo patients significant, significant improvement in efficacy, compliance,
and satisfaction. In clinical emergency vertigo patient nursing application has very important
meaning.
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AVERI R, ST, BEIORAGE R LRGS0 BT AR B, R B B B AR R R
BEREA s, B ATRL A T AR E A E AN A RETURR, SinRi TR et TRE AT R T
R, B, WRERSCREE TG A DL, 7RG RAE B F K BUR A, H AT SR 2 L,
M EAE N S IR R AR A, ERARREERE PR EEN AT B MZE
BT SR R, BARREME NS, ERIGUFAL, AREA L E SR ZCH N B UE HT
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2. BINE A
2.1. —RR&EN

W ER S EE T R B AR EAE R, P B AE FE TS, EE 2020 4F 2 H & 2021
M6 H P UL B R NI G R IR RN SR AR, ARSI 136 B EAE A
W R, 43 NWFFC LRI B2, 4540 68 5, xFHedirh, 3 32491, 436 %, 4EiL 48~78 %, IR
(65 +4.69)%; K5 53~69 kg, “T-14(58.39 + 3.57) kg; =M ARG RIES A 5~15 4, “FH4(8 £ 2.5) %
SRS, 55 38 M, 4 30 f], RIS 45~79 &, “FI4AFEHS(66 + 6.95) % ; 14T & 51~63 kg, “F-#5(56.39 * 3.57)
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kg; SMERAIERIGRYES N 4~15 4y, THI(7 + 3.3)5. StHRAISATH P B AT 98, ARG
ThrEE, 259 E D OB S W ST ALAE N IR AL 28 A 30 B A SE R L 30 B R R P B v . 4R
T HHRRE R BT VEE B IR 8OR . IITIRAIE . Rl I 2 S, PR — MR Ry T %
FRAE G E (P > 0.05), HiAhZE R BA AT,

NARHE: © WIHSWONRLRE; @ LHA™E A IE; @ LHARERIR, nIE A A KSR
XFSEIG A B RIE e, S EE2].

HeERRbrdE: @O Hy™E s ML, Wi/t > 180 mmHg, #79K/E > 110 mmHg: @ & 4k & 1w s
SEHZER: @ WA EBEEHKRE: @ AEAARRERK: © PRBHWHTE; © &HFHMEE
BURGL™ EPIR 3]
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2.2.1. ¥EREFIESE

ITHMEEETE, BFO AHMMEAMNERZAYE ST E; @ REMETE, NEFREFR. D4
Wi @ EHAFEMA, SFEFEENEEFI; @ LR, RIEEEOHEABERE, WK
JES BN, WL T R, 7 BT IR OHER .

2.2.2. MREAFEBES A

FEX B2 At 2 B RS B A R LR BRA] BRRVA . BRI T . =
K BAETTE: XWEHEATHEAE, MG, XNHEHBTRE. REAREATH, REKMETE, R
A 5% FE IR 24 h, TR REHBREEAEIR 0.5 cm x 0.5 cm, FEG EEABEATH, b
THTE b, e R R H AR UL 3~5 Ik, BRIR, 30~60s, iFEILEEAREHE, NHBHE A TEIEIE
Al A, IR, MR IR H BRI . M —ANEER, 2~3 REEW S —H, WHEHZE, 15 kA
197 HE[4].

2.3. MEIBHR

23.1. BERITHRENR

DENE. B BREAEY, EhEM: SURERESE; A% FHEHNE, HERKAT
AR TR BERITIELERT. WITAE = (B + AR NE x 100% [5].
2.3.2. BTN

O AL R AN 2 H e AR A IS 0, BB AR IS . — RN 2 3 ANYETE .
2.3.3. HERIER

PR R T R AATIRY, WEE ON R, B R AN R S, R = (R + B
RIS NEL x 100%.

24. GtEAE
W HE R 13 ] SPSS24.0 R G AT HHAT Y. MIREL 2R, wF T Ak 42 70 A B 4 ) () 22 A 36 o
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Kl P<0.05 RRMAELIFER, P<00l KRFELELR.
3. R
3.1. RESHRAERATHR

MRAE 2 1 a5, WFCAL RS IR T A 2R 98.53%, X IR ZH H s (96T A AR Jy 82.35%, WA 4LIT
R T 2 (p < 0.00).

Table 1. Comparison of therapeutic effects between the study group and the control group [n (%)]
= 1. MRE S ERARRATEEREER N (%)]

kil 1%k B AR T HITE R
W7 4e 68 54 (79.41) 13 (19.12) 1 (1.47) 67 (98.53%)
it HE 2 68 32 (47.06) 24 (35.29) 12 (17.65) 56 (82.35%)
Guit& / 5.31

p i / 0.00001

3.2. MRASMRABTIRANYE ., HEELLE

R4 2 A, WA B F M 97.06%, X R B F AR MNESN 73.53%, HifF 7 2 A M 14 v X6 HER
ZH(p < 0.05); I EH R EN 97.06%, XIHEZH B F R E N 76.47%, B F0 4L 4 B8 (43 s 2 v 0t
fE4H(p < 0.05).

Table 2. Comparison of treatment compliance and satisfaction between the two groups [n (%)]

=2 MEREBTRMGE HEREEEN (%)]

E{=gan itk of B2 Gt & p
M
NS 52 (76.47) 36 (52.94)
10.26 0.0012
RN — % 14 (20.59) 14 (20.59)
M ZE 2(2.9) 18 (26.47)
R
T 54 (79.41) 40 (58.82)
9.69 0.0001
thi = 12 (17.65) 12 (17.65)
NTF=3 2(2.9) 16 (23.53)
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AL AT 2 2 PR I — ML [F I RFHE R I . R AL R 2 LA OL, — RIS 3hE IR iR =,
EFEE LM TRFPERR . MR PR B R ARG IR B, B WA —Fr, ST LA o B Bl i 14 B
Ffth 2 B e i VERZ 5 o AR U0 R AR FH B R AR I R 2R G 4 3, LS 4R P ) R 2H il b 3 R FH HE X
APV B o 0T LU 52 3 A7 PR ZELIGG R 280 B8 3 AR A DL S R FE VT e A R S R T
RN 98.53%, XfHAZH B T RN 82.35%, W T AUF T X R (p < 0.05). W T4 BE MK AN
97.06%, X HE 2H i (A4l 73.53%, B 7t 4L A A i T BB 4H (p < 0.05) 5 Hiff 91 2H A8 253 =0 B Dl 97.06%,
X IEZH R R FE N 76.47%, B S04 B B (1 3 e B v T % R4 (p < 0.05) 0 BT 7045 SIE BH R FH B /T
B RR S A AR IR R R, (R HERE . B IR T RE R R ANCE B BT AL, I B 3
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