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Establishment of Nursing Quality Index for Stress Injury and Its Application in Orthopedics
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[ Abstract] Objective To discuss the establishment and application effect of the nursing quality index for
pressure injuries in orthopedics. Method: October 2020-October 2021 is the research implementation stage. This
process is also the main stage for clarifying research objects and conducting research. This process is also the main
stage for clarifying research objects and conducting research. The sample size is from the orthopedics department
of our hospital. A total of 90 cases were selected from the admitted patients, and the computer sequence software
was used to number the samples, and the random allocation software was downloaded to divide the samples into
two groups. Among them, 45 patients received routine care, and this group was the routine group; the rest The
patients all applied relevant nursing methods after the establishment of the pressure injury nursing quality index,
and this group was the experimental group. Record the specific situation of the two groups and carry out relevant
analysis and comparison. Results: The satisfaction degree of the experimental group was quite high and better than
that of the conventional group. The above results were statistically significant (P<0.05). The number and proportion
of pressure ulcers in the experimental group were lower than those in the conventional group (P<0.05). There was
no difference in the nursing attitude and knowledge scores of nursing staff in the routine group (P>0.05). The
establishment and application of the pressure injury quality index improved significantly and better than the routine
group. Both the risk management pass rate and the record pass rate in the experimental group , The effective rate of
nursing and the accuracy of risk assessment were higher than those of the conventional group, and the quality of

nursing was higher (P<0.05). Conclusion: In orthopedics, the establishment of a reasonable quality index for

fEE R e (1989-) Z, LESIN, AEL FEXURMMEE, AT HEIFE,
- 16 -


http://ijmd.oajrc.org/�

M

Ji FI VA 54 B0 A s 14 4 7 B LA R

pressure injury care, and its comprehensive implementation and application, can have a positive effect on the

improvement of the quality of care, and has a high degree of promotion and applicability.
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