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Nursing Analysis of Immune Rejection after Corneal Transplantation

Yan Liu
Mianyang Wanjiang Eye Hospital Sichuan Mianyang 621000

Abstract: Objective: To analyze the effective nursing intervention for patients with immune rejection after corneal transplantation.
Methods: Seventy patients (70 cases) who underwent corneal transplantation surgery in our hospital from May 2021 to May 2022
were randomly assigned to a control group and an observation group. The control group received routine nursing care, while the
observation group strengthened targeted nursing services, and compared the incidence of immune rejection between the two groups.
Results: The SAS and SDS scores of patients in the observation group were significantly lower than those in the control group (P<0.05);
According to statistics, the total incidence of complications in the observation group was 2.86% (1/35), which was significantly lower
than 17.14% (6/35) in the control group (P<0.05). Conclusion: Patients with immune rejection after corneal transplantation need more

comprehensive nursing care. Targeted nursing measures are helpful for symptomatic intervention, reducing postoperative adverse

reactions, and promoting a good prognosis.
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