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Meta—analysis of clinical nursing path on hospital stay and hospitalization expenses of patients
with ovarian cyst treated with laparoscopic resection
Ma Jianlin, Li Zihao//Modern Clinical Nursing, -2014, 13 (07):05.

[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the effect of clinical nursing path on hospital stay and hospitalization expenses of patients
with ovarian cyst treated with laparoscopic resection. Methods Meta—analysis was conducted by retrieving the databases of Pubmed,
Google, CNKI and Wangfan database. All randomized controlled trials about clinical pathways in patients with ovarian cyst treated
with laparoscopic resection were included. RevMan 5.2 was used for statistical analysis. Results Ten papers and 1,002 patients were

included. There were statistical differences in hospital stay and hospitalization expenses by meta—analysis. Conclusion The clinical

nursing path can reduce hospital stay and hospitalization cost of patients with laparoscopic resection.
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Test for overall effect: Z = 8.15 (P < 0.00001) Favours [experimental] Favours [control]
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