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Abstract

Objective: This paper aims to study the effect of continuous nursing intervention based on the the-
ory of timing in perioperative nursing process in operating room. Methods: A total of 114 patients
who underwent surgical treatment in hospital from February 2019 to January 2020 were selected.
The patients were divided into test group (57 cases) and control group (57 cases). The control group
was given routine perioperative nursing, while the experimental group was given continuous nurs-
ing intervention based on the theory of timing. The differences of adverse events in operating room,
self-perceived burden scale (SPBS), general self-efficacy scale (GSES), self-management ability scale
(ESCA) and nursing satisfaction between the two groups were analyzed. Results: The overall rate of
adverse events in the operating room was 3.51% (2/57) in the trial group, which was lower than
that of 17.54% (10/57) in the control group (all P < 0.05). After intervention, the SPBS score of the
trial group was (17.48 * 2.01), which was lower than that of the control group (25.23 * 2.79), while
the GSES score was (34.10 * 2.91), which was higher than that of the control group (29.45.2.74) (all
P < 0.05). After intervention, the scores of self-care skill, self-responsibility, self-concept and health
knowledge were (39.47 + 2.18), (20.48 + 2.52), (26.27 + 3.04) and (68.73 + 4.25), respectively, com-
pared with the control group, the scores of (30.50 + 2.41), (16.20 * 2.41), (22.40 * 2.75), (60.59 *
4.03) were higher (P < 0.05). The total satisfaction rate was 94.74% (54/57) in the trial group, which
was higher than 82.46% (47/57) in the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The application of the
continuous nursing intervention based on the theory of time in the perioperative nursing process
in the operating room has a significant effect on reducing the risk of adverse events in the operating
room, improving the burden of self-perception and self-efficacy, and enhancing self-management
ability and nursing satisfaction.
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Table 1. Evaluation of adverse events in operating room [n (%)]

# 1 MBEFARERREFTFMN (%)]

51 1% IR PAAT iR EEyT P itk ok BI7 SRR SR pESan
E | 57 0 (0.00) 1(1.75) 1 (1.75) 2 (3.51)Y
of B2 57 3 (5.26) 3(5.26) 4(7.02) 10 (17.54)
Pak:! - - - - 5.961
P1E - - - - 0.015

e SxTEEAAELE, YP <0.05.
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(34.10 £ 2.91)7%, HIHTXHHELL(29.45 + 2.74) 7 = () P < 0.05), W7 2.

Table 2. Comparison of SPBS and GSES scores before and after intervention (X +s)
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. SPBS ¥4 GSES 114}
21 5 1% — —
TG FHE FTHG FHiE
R 2 57 40.02 +3.71 17.48 +2.019 23.49 +3.10 34.10 +2.919
S IR AH 57 40.08 + 3.66 25.23 +2.79 23.65 +3.14 29.45 +2.74
t{E - 0.087 17.038 0.274 8.783
P1E - 0.931 0.000 0.785 0.000

e SxTREAAELE, YP <0.05.
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57 (26.27 £3.04)5r (68.73+£4.25)%), AHET X HEZHA(30.50 +2.41) 7. (16.20 £2.41)%). (22.40 +2.75)
57~ (60.59 + 4.03)7 ¥4 5 = (34 P < 0.05), W3 3.
Table 3. Comparison of ESCA scores before and after intervention between the two groups (X =)
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2w THE TR THE TR THE T THE
RIG4H 57 19.34 +£2.10 39.47 £2.18Y 11.08 + 1.73 20.48 + 2,52V 14.39 + 2.31 26.27 + 3.04Y 43,91 + 3.28 68.73 + 4.25Y
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XTHE4H 57 19.40+2.14 3050+2.41 11.25+1.75 16.20 £2.41 14.45+2.37 22.40 +2.75 44.05+3.35 60.59 +4.03
t{H - 0.151 20.840 0.522 9.267 0.137 7.128 0.225 10.493
P - 0.880 0.000 0.603 0.000 0.891 0.000 0.822 0.000

VE: SXIERZEAEL, DP < 0.05.
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Table 4. Evaluation of nursing satisfaction in two groups [n (%)]
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P {H - - - - 0.039
H: XA, YP <0.05.
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