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Effects of Graded Nursingunder the Decision of Doctor-nurse Cooperation on Prognosis of

Patients with Severe Acute Pancreatitis

CHEN Miao. Department of Critical Care Medicine, Nanyang Central Hospital, Nanyang 473000, Henan Province, China

[Abstract] Objective To explore the effects of graded nursingunder the decision of doctor-nurse cooperation on prognosis of

patients with severe pancreatitis. Methods Eighty patients with severe pancreatitis admitted to our hospital were

selected as subjects. They were divided into intervention group and control group by using random number table

method, with 40 cases in each group. Control group was given routine nursing while intervention group was given

graded nursing. The changes of scores of quality of life [Short-form Health Status Questionnaire (SF-36)] and disease

severity [Bedside Index of Severity in Acute Pancreatitis (BISAP)] were compared between the two groups before

intervention and after 10d of intervention. Results After 10d of intervention, the SF-36 scores in the two groups were

increased compared with those before intervention while the BISAP scores were decreased compared with those

before intervention, and the changes in intervention group were greater than those in control group (all P<0.05).

Conclusion Graded nursing under decision of doctor-nurse cooperation can improve the quality of life, slow down the

disease condition and help the prognosis of patients with severe pancreatitis.
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