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Abstract  Objective To explore the clinical value of group nursing mode in the treatment of multiple trauma patients. Methods According to the
principle of convenient sampling, 72 multiple trauma patients treated by a third-class hospital from January 2017 to December 2018 were recruited. The
admission time was divided into groups. The control group was 36 patients who visited from January to December 2017, while the observation group was
36 patients who visited from January to December 2018.According to the time of admission to hospital, they were divided into observation group and
control group. The control group was 36 patients who visited from January to December 2017, while the observation group was 36 patients who visited from
January to December 2018. Patients in the control group underwent routine wound care, while patients in the observation group received additional group
care. Compare the difference of timeliness and effectiveness between the two groups in the rescue process of patients after intervention. Results The
rescue time of the observation group was significantly lower than that of the control group (P<0.05), and the rescue success rate was also significantly
higher than that of the control group (P<0.05). The incidence of adverse events was lower in the observation group than in the control group, but there was
no statistical difference (P>0.05). Conclusion The group nursing model has a good effect in the rescue process of multiple trauma patients and has a strong
promotion value.
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