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Use quality tube coil tools to improve the hospitalization experience and satisfaction of

lumbar perioperative patients

Qinyi Guo, Na Li

Spine Surgery Department, People's Hospital of Xinjiang Bayin Leng Mongolian Autonomous
Prefecture Xinjiang Bayin Leng Mongolian Autonomous Prefecture

[ Abstract] Objective: To study the hospitalization experience and satisfaction of lumbar perioperative patients
after using quality tube coil tools. Methods: Study object: 120 patients with lumbar perioperative period. Study duration:
2020 and 2021.Study content: The lumbar perioperative patients in 2020 were set as the control group for 60 cases, and
the lumbar perioperative patients in 2021 were set as the observation group for 60 cases. Using the quality tube ring tool,
establish the quality tube circle activity, self-made lumbar perioperative patient inpatient experience and satisfaction
questionnaire, and analyze the patient experience and satisfaction before and after the activity. Basic purpose of the study:
to compare the hospitalization experience and satisfaction of patients with before and after lumbar spinal coil tools.
Results: The satisfaction of observation group was significantly higher than that of control group; the quality of
observation group was significantly higher than that of control group, (P <0.05). Conclusion: The tool can improve the
nursing level and ensure the good hospitalization experience and satisfaction, which is worthy of clinical attention.
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