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Abstract

Objective: This paper aims to evaluate the application effect of biologics infusion in patients with
inflammatory bowel disease based on the day ward model. Method: 100 hospitalized patients with
inflammatory bowel disease from January to June 2023 were selected as the control group, and con-
ventional nursing management mode was adopted. From July to December 2023, 105 outpatient
patients were selected as the observation group and treated in a day ward mode. The average hos-
pitalization costs, average treatment time, and satisfaction between two groups of patients were
compared. Results: There was no statistically significant difference in age, gender, educational level,
and disease diagnosis between the two groups of patients (P > 0.05). The treatment time of the ob-
servation group patients was shorter than that of the control group, the medical expenses were
lower than those of the control group, and the satisfaction score was higher than that of the control
group, with statistical significance (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Under the daytime ward mode, the estab-
lishment of a biologics infusion management model for outpatient inflammatory bowel disease pa-
tients can shorten the treatment time, reduce the economic burden on patients, improve work effi-
ciency and quality, enhance patient satisfaction, and improve the economic and social benefits of
the hospital.
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2 5EVEZ9 (Inflammatory Bowel Disease, IBD)& —Fh 2 25 & B nE et JERemtk. Skt &
SEMEZOR, BB MESS % (Ulcerative Colitis, UC) A 5e & B (Crohn’s Disease, CD). #iftitt, EEFA
1 IER. AL 2 R RERZHRL [2]. AidAK 20 1, BEELFRBMATE T A
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BT Rz e, SN 1BD . BB E YNNGTT I AR 69T HERIZET N “IRIRGHR” [m) “Rh S
fi” F1 CERERE” “HLFEEE” HAR[5]). E1GYT IBD FI—RANAWH, CEMNIEIT IBD FIE.
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SORE AR ARSI AR E AL AR S SRR E IR AR S WA RN IR S S A B R DL e R A A
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SR FE AT BR3P N 3 RN BB IR, I A A R AR B, NS IE A e A R, DAER
R EEL A RIS TR, AN RIETER
2.4. ¥HfrigHR

1) ¥BITHA: REUEH TR — IR AEWHIFNETT BT A& P2 2% H .
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WL BT 35167 I (8] 270 min, B4 8251 35035 7 I [A] 1255 min. XJREZH A8y 7 I (A B 2 2
TUEMH, Fait#E (P <0.001), W% 1.

Table 1. Comparison of treatment time and treatment cost between the two groups (X £5)
< 1. FEIETTRTE]., AT B (X +s)

Xt B 4H.(n = 100) WER4H (n = 110) t P
AT R 2200 + 450 180 + 30 66.5 P <0.001
VRIT I ] 1255 + 90 270 + 40 54.3 P <0.001
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TEXRPLERH S0 IR s R B R, PR, 2ot EERHAR, AREFRITFZELP>
0.005). TEAERE/K T 0 dayE T2 10 147 (60 B A A4 72 B Bxof B ZE A 2V i P B AR TS AL, 4L
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Table 2. Comparison of satisfaction between the two groups (X £5s)
2. FEBEEMLLER(Xts)

WEH (n = 110) i HE£H.(n = 100) t P
A 2.87 £0.38 2.88+0.41 0.147 0.854
FEREKE 2.91+0.28 21+0.78 -9.635 <0.001
PR 2.63£0.54 2.57 £0.52 -1.031 0.769
SRR R 2.98+0.21 2.91£0.58 -0.854 <0.001
T fE 2.88 £0.39 2.38+0.63 -9.573 <0.001
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