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Nursing Risk Factors and Preventive Measures of Nurses in Gastroenterology Department
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[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the related factors of nursing risk for nurses in the department of
digestive medicine, and to propose corresponding preventive measures based on the analysis results. Methods: The
patients admitted to the Department of Gastroenterology in our hospital were the main directions for inclusion in
the analysis. The main selection period was from April 2020 to April 2021, and the number of selected patients was
80 cases. In order to analyze the nursing risk factors in depth, using the method of group comparison, according to
the order of admission of patients, the odd numbers are divided into the reference group (n=40), the even numbers
are divided into the study group (n=40), and the reference group is not subject to special treatment. Using only
conventional nursing methods, the research team conducts a comprehensive analysis of nursing risk factors, and
proposes corresponding nursing countermeasures based on the analysis results. After using the above methods, it is
necessary to observe the patient's clinical situation in detail, and the nursing results and the professionalism of the
nursing staff The effect is recorded as the main data of the research, and the above-mentioned data is compared and
analyzed. Results: During the process of statistics of nursing results, it was found that the study group had no
matter the nursing risk event rate was 5.0% (2/40), the nursing satisfaction rate was 95.0% (38/40), or the nursing

quality score (96.42+2.27) points. Compared with the reference group's nursing risk event rate of 17.5% (7/40),
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nursing satisfaction 82.5% (33/40), and nursing quality score (85.76+1.39), there are greater advantages, and the

difference is statistically significant (P<0.05). Compared with the reference group, the professional effect of nursing

staff in the study group had advantages, and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: There

are greater risks in the nursing work of the gastroenterology department, which has a certain impact on the quality

of nursing. It is necessary to strengthen the analysis of related factors and adopt relevant measures during the

nursing period of nursing staff to effectively improve the nursing effect and safety.
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