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Effect of sputum suction before atomization on the treatment of children with bronchial pneumonia

Hong Qian  Li Yan li*

Affiliated Huaihai Hospital of Xuzhou Medical University/The 71st Group Army Hospital of CPLA Army Jiangsu Xuzhou 221004

Abstract: Objective To analyze the effect of sputum suction before atomization treatment in the treatment of children with bronchopneumonia. Methods
According to 1:1 gender ratio, 300 children with bronchopneumonia were selected in our hospital from June 2016 to December 2018 were randomly divided
into control group and observation group, each of 150 cases. The control group was given routine treatment and nursing, while the observation group was given
sputum suction nursing before each atomization on the basis of routine treatment and nursing. The therapeutic effect, hospitalization time and parents'
satisfaction were compared between the two groups. Results Compared with the control group, the disappearance time of fever, cough, expectoration,
wheezing and hospitalization time in the observation group were significantly shortened (P < 0.05), and the parents' satisfaction was also better than that in the
control group. Conclusion Sputum aspiration before atomization treatment can improve the clinical therapeutic effect and parents' satisfaction, which is worthy

of clinical application.
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Table 1 Comparison of general data between the two groups

5] n k51 SPEAER S SEEPERRR L
F1 L/ BB 2 R/
X A ZH 150 75 75 72+3.6 32+0.08 82 68
ML 150 75 75 8.1+3.1 2.8+0.12 71 73
XN 0.000 0.000 0.675 0.198 0.05 0.05
P >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05 >0.05

51



