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Abstract

Objective: To explore the practical effect of continuous nursing for tumor patients with PICC cathe-
terization implemented in community health service centers. Methods: A total of 22 tumor patients
with PICC catheterization admitted to our center from October 2023 to September 2024 were se-
lected and randomly divided into a control group and an intervention group using a random num-
ber table method, with 11 cases in each group. The control group received routine community nurs-
ing, while the intervention group received continuous community nursing (including establishing a
special team, WeChat guidance, home visits, etc.). Catheter-related complication rates and nursing
satisfaction were compared between the two groups. Results: After 3 months of intervention, the
complication rate in the intervention group was 9.09% (1/11), which was lower than 27.27% (3/11)
in the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). The nursing satisfac-
tion rate in the intervention group was 100.00% (11/11), which was higher than 72.73% (8/11) in
the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Implement-
ing continuous community nursing for tumor patients with PICC catheterization can reduce the in-
cidence of catheter-related complications and improve nursing satisfaction, which is worthy of clin-
ical application in community settings.
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3.1. BESERXHARERERER
TH 3 AHJGE, THEKERE 16, HEmEEERN 9.09%; HHIBALESERI 1 Fl. B2 1

B, R KA 15, FERIERAEFN 27.27%. 4 Fisher KEHIkG I, WAL IFRIERAERERG G IF
B X(P<0.05), THAMTXIEA, W& 1.

Table 1. Comparison of catheter-related complications between the two groups [n]

* 1. MABREIERXHLRELRE R N]
) n GEHE O SERE L2 POoEpkiike §kR FRAEEm GH%)

WMEEd 11 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 (9.09)
SHRA 11 0 1 1 1 0 0 3(27.27)
P1H 0.031!

VE: 1N Fisher MM L0425 R .

3.2. PMEHFEHEELLE

T3 NG, FIETE SN 100.00%, & T3 HRZAR 72.73%. Mann-Whitney U #5275,
WL R S oA 2 78 R (Z = —2.091, P = 0.037), L3 2.

Table 2. Comparison of nursing satisfaction between the two groups [n]

2. MEREIFIEHE RN

45 n T W AN PR (%)
MG 11 9 2 0 11 (100.00)
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Z 1 -2.091
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