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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the effect of comprehensive care on the recovery process of patients after
surgery for precancerous cervical lesions. Methods: A total of 94 patients with related diseases were
included in this study, and they were evenly divided into two groups: experimental group A and
experimental group B. Experimental group A included 47 patients who received routine nursing
measures; The experimental group B also included 47 patients, and the comprehensive nursing
plan was implemented. The study aims to compare and analyze the nursing outcomes of two groups
of patients under different nursing models, compare the occurrence of other related comorbidities
in the two groups, contrast the quality of life of the two groups of patients, and investigate the pa-
tients’ satisfaction with the nursing methods. Results: The effectiveness of the nursing intervention
in Group A was lower than that in Group B. The occurrence of other related comorbidities in Group
A was higher than in Group B. The quality of life of patients in Group B was relatively higher. The
satisfaction rating of the nursing method by patients in Group A was lower than that of Group B.
Conclusion: Comprehensive nursing care has been shown to have a positive effect on the recovery
of patients with cervical precancerous lesions after surgery. It can reduce the occurrence of compli-
cations and alleviate the additional suffering of patients. This type of care is highly recommended
for its effectiveness.
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