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Study on the relationship between two different nursing methods and in-

fection in central venous catheterization
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[Abstract] Objective To analyze the effect of infection on patients under the different nursing methods of central ve-
nous catheterization. Methods A total of 166 patients undergoing central venous catheterization from January 2015 to
January 2017 in our hospital were selected as observation subjects. The patients were randomly entered into the control
group and the experimental group by computer input, 83 cases in each group. The control group patients were given
routine nursing care, patients in the experimental group were nurtured on the basis of routine care. The time of catheter-
ization and the infection were compared under two kinds of nursing. Results In the observation group, there were 19
cases of skin changes in central venous catheterization cases, the rate of change was 22.9%, 4 cases of infection, the
infection rate was 4.8%. In the control group, there were 24 cases of changes in the skin of central venous catheteriza-
tion, the rate of change was 28.9%, 13 cases were infected and the infection rate was 15.7%. According to the two dif-
ferent nursing methods, skin changes in the puncture site of the observation group were lower and the infection rate was
lower, the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion During the course of catheterization of central
venous catheter, further nursing care can be carried out to further reduce the infection caused by catheterization, which
is worth to be used in clinical central venous catheterization.
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