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[Abstract] Objective: To explore the clinical effect of the responsibility system rehabilitation nursing model for patients with ischemic stroke after nursing
intervention. Methods: 68 patients with ischemic stroke were randomly divided into routine nursing group and rehabilitation nursing group, 34 cases in each

group; the situation of the two groups was compared. Results: the total incidence of complications (limb deformity, joint contracture, joint stiffness) in the two

groups was 5.88% / 29.41%, with significant difference (P < 0.05). Conclusion: after the application of the responsibility system rehabilitation nursing mode,

it can significantly improve the prognosis of patients with ischemic stroke.
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