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META ANALYSIS ON CURATIVE EFFECT OF NURSING INTERVENTION
IN PATIENTS WITH CRANIOCEREBRAL INJURY COMPLICATED WITH
MENTAL DISORDER
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Abstract Objective: This study use the method of meta analysis system, the nursing intervention in the
treatment of severe head injury patients with comorbid mental disorders effect comprehensive evaluation, for the
treatment of patients with craniocerebral injury complicated by mental disorders and nursing provide a reference
basis. Methods: Using Revman 5.3 statistical software for meta analysis. Count date using relative risk(RR) for
curative effect analysis of statistics; Measurement data using the weighted mean differences or standardized mean
differences (WMD) (SMD), the effect was expressed in 95% CI. Results: Meta analysis results of the treatment
effect after the implementation of nursing intervention showed that the treatment effect of nursing intervention
group was obviously better than the control group. The difference was statistically significant (OR = 0.23,95%
CI(20.11,0.11), P<<0.0001). The MMSE score of nursing intervention group was obviously higher than that of
control group, the difference was statistically significant (MD = 1.74, 95% CI (2.74, 1.01), P<<0.0001). Meta
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analysis results of nursing satisfaction showed that the treatment effect of nursing intervention group was
obviously better than the control group, the difference was statistically significant (OR = 0.25, 95% CI (0.10,

0.10), P<<0.0001). Conclusion: The evaluation results showed that the treatment effect of patients was distinctly

improved after systematical targeted nursing intervention, MMSE score was obviously advanced, the patient or

family satisfaction of nursing staff also was obviously improved.
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Fig.2 The comparison result of therapeutic effect by controls group and experimental group
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