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Clinic Effect of Nursing Intervention on Preventing Postoperative Uroschesis of Cervical Cancer
CHEN Xia. Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, People's Hospital of Taikang County, Zhoukou 475400, Henan Province, China

[Abstract] Objective To observe the clinic effect of nursing intervention on preventing postoperative uroschesis of cervical

cancer. Methods 136 cases given cervical cancer surgery in our hospital from February 2015 to February 2016 were

selected and divided into observation group and control group, 68 cases in each group. Observation group was given

nursing intervention, control group was given routine nursing, residual urine volume after extubation, occurrence

rate of uroschesis and nursing satisfaction degree of the two groups were compared. Results Residual urine volume of

observation group (71.05+5.58)ml was significantly lower than control group (130.12+12.57) ml, the difference was

statistic significant (P<0.05). Occurrence rate of uroschesis of observation group 5.88%(4/68) was significantly lower

than control group 33.82%(23/68), the difference was statistic significant (P<0.05). Nursing satisfaction degree of

observation group and control group were 98.53%, 79.41%, the difference was obvious and statistic significant (P<0.05).

Conclusion Application of nursing intervention on preventing postoperative uroschesis of cervical cancer can lower

occurrence rate of uroschesis, improve nursing satisfaction, and is worthy of clinic application.
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