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[ Abstract] Objective: To study the application value of nurse-patient communication in neurosurgery
nursing, so as to provide some reference for neurosurgery nurses to carry out their work. Methods: In this
experiment, a total of 112 neurosurgery patients from March 2019 to March 2020 in our hospital were selected. The
selected 112 patients were divided into group A and group B by coin flipping. The number is the same, 56 people in
each group. During the experiment, the nursing staff conducted routine care for the patients in Group A, and
conducted routine nursing combined with nurse-patient communication for the patients in Group B, and recorded
and compared the hospitalization time, nurse-patient disputes and nursing satisfaction of the two groups of patients.
Results: In terms of hospitalization time, the patients in group B were shorter than those in group A. The
hospitalization time of patients in group A was (6.7 & 2.7) days, and the hospitalization time of patients in group
B was (11.5 X 2.9) days. The data is statistically significant (p <0.05); in terms of the occurrence of nurse-patient
disputes, there are more patients in group A than in group B. The probability of nurse-patient disputes in group A is
10.71%, and the probability of nurse-patient disputes in group B is 1.79%, there is a big difference in the
probability of nursing disputes, the data is statistically significant (p <0.05); in terms of nursing satisfaction, the
patients in group B are significantly higher than those in group A, and the satisfaction of patients in group A is
83.93%. The nursing satisfaction of patients in group B was 98.21%, and there was a big difference in nursing

satisfaction. The data showed statistical significance (p <0.05). Conclusion: Nurse-patient communication has high
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clinical application value in neurosurgery nursing. It can shorten the hospitalization time of patients to a certain

extent, reduce the occurrence of nurse-patient disputes, and promote the improvement of patient satisfaction.
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