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Effect analysis of fine nursing in operating room on incision infection and nursing satisfaction of patients

undergoing cardiac surgery

Taiyuan Huang, Leilei Sun”
Rizhao Heart Disease Hospital, Rizhao, Shandong

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the effect of fine nursing in operating room on reducing postoperative incision
infection and nursing satisfaction of patients undergoing cardiac surgery. Methods A retrospective analysis was performed
on 56 patients who received cardiac surgery in the Department of Cardiovascular Surgery of our hospital from March 2021
to February 2024, and they were divided into control group and study group, with 28 cases in each group, according to
their different nursing programs. The control group took routine nursing in operating room, and the study group took fine
nursing in operating room. The pathogenic bacteria detection, incision infection rate and nursing satisfaction were
compared between the two groups. Results The detection rates of gram-negative bacillus and Gram-positive coccus in
study group were 3.57% and 7.14%, respectively, which were significantly lower than 28.57% and 32.14% in control group,
with statistical significance (P < 0.05). The incision infection rate was 0 in the study group and 21.43% in the control group,
and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). The satisfaction of nursing work in the study group was
significantly higher than that in the control group (96.43% > 67.86%), and the difference was statistically significant (P <
0.05). Conclusion The operation room fine nursing for cardiac surgery patients can effectively reduce the risk of incision
infection and improve nursing satisfaction, which is worthy of extensive clinical application.

[ Keywords] Fine nursing in operating room; Heart surgery; Incision infection rate; Nursing satisfaction

FEILAER, B B MO R EE BT, Biie SREPT, FARERMPIAE A BB L. Ol
TARH IR IR B CAPRIIRRIGT TREEE SN PABRTRRETAR, RJaEASR L WIFRAE, FAR
HRIT MFARGBTT, LR PARBT T NN DIRERGR RS, Kk, sB il TR S (5 B8 B
EITASMREFEARIGTT R, (N BE AT LIEFARE  TRARR)E U DG 2 0 N, PR S G A7 A

- 135 -


https://cn.oajrc.org/

HRTT, IV

FARZHEAS BT O T AR V) DG S B R I RCR 2 i

e R R R ik, BB SR A AN
FHE P B AR 25 R BT R VR T AR IO A R . 1%
PR AR A EFRAT . 5 S M B B E AT 2T
i ZE R RIS HE

TEFARAT, LS VEMNBFARRFEAE ZEI,
I/ BE RS FIRE, R, B IR RRAE, i T
AR E NI 2 ARG ARG, WE SO R &
R FANY) DB, S VP AL B KRG DL, B 1k
YLty R AR o RIS 38 s 4 28 A BA (4 B R vA iE , i
BEEW B VERIFAR, Sy B S e i 2 i 4 2 iR
5, IR B B 1 R I = AT AR . AT
FHE TR A B FRE PN HNE, H
H BITE T8O A G G RS, BT 3 X 4 B IR 55 1
WL SRATRERSE NI g R R, RAERZH00
EFAR B BIFARYI O8N, B AR Y, TG TR
SEIERG,, BoR T RO ETF AR ) 8 G B
P T 2LRRYE I ARG A0 B A T B OO TR
PEL AR RCR, R IZEAR T, HEEFARR
F(100%)  MARKRZE. OFKRF. ROHM &S
TSR G H RIS A KL, XL TR AR
R,

AT B AER I F AR ARSI BAE T O Ik T
AR ER ) 1 IR e AR T B A O T R, Kl
T Ko A TR AT 1) 11 JRR e R SRR G i e L 4 B
FESETT AT 78T, BIENFARE S H TR
HBESENIRT, L0 TP SR & 1 st
PEFH AN HR R S A i — DA B B . S
fili

1 BRSAE

1.1 — AT #

VAN 2021 4E 3 H & 2024 4F 2 F WE£E TR O i
BFHMRHESZ OIETFARIGITIN 56 BIEFH AR, Fadl#
ZRP AR T T4, Horb, SR 28 B, B
151, & 134, FEER (563+7.5) %, #ZFR
FHMP AR, WIRA 286, B 178, 11,
PRI (56.6 7.1 %, ez FARENEAL I B L.
P — R e Z R (P>0.05) &

1.2 A NATE 5 HER AR

1.2.1 YINFRiHE

(1) SERAMIZ RO EE, FhRIEZi0FR
FAREIT: (2 BHIIHEE Y NGNS B AR 7T
7%, FFEBMERET, AR50 ) HikE
ZONEFARR) R

1.2.2 HEBRbritE

(1) FEAEF=ELON MR . FAERE R . B )
REFEIRSE IR RIE s (2) ZRi il Ol FARM &
i () LEEAWFERE, GREFEIARIERS . ¥4
T R X Al s DR G VR BRI SRR . SR R e
BT T SR ) B

13 Fik

o REZH St R o R . BB N D ) R AR
PEARRTE AL, AENBE SR RTHERAS S, FH R
ITFARE GBI, AR5 B 5 TR U] F
e\ BB P55 N R AR DL R TG TR A b PR R A
EH, UARFALENZESmK.

W FE2ELAE o FUAE Bl b St R = A Ak 4
H, BARGLER:

(1) BOLASANAI B BN IR R =43
S FE . L REsR I L RS A Ak A
o PNAK B EKIEAE, mIAK BN R %
% N RN S SR ), WO TR RFAE
1S R F ARG I 9 B TAENZ, JREdEE
TAE SE B AR B R & B RRAE e BV BRI R,
PRbE B B T AR YEAL St

(2) 5 X BTSN R B BE gt OO E T
AR S P B A R AL (1 22 4 AR B AR g AT ME R T ), OF
PERT T AH AR R TT T o MAHAE BUR LR, T )5 3
Z, 1%BE e AR AT S AR, B e e AN
Tk

(3) ALKEAILEBEA . N K e 2N
JR 53 T PR A A BRI 2% 30, AT 52 4 G A A 7 3
R AN, FRTHRS AN BRI o B0 A7 1E S At 55 11
Y5, FERBE R AP A TR, ATTA SURTH 258
EE1

(4 e FEBTETFAREANT. WEE. ICU 751
KPTGO0, FHE FARBR U &AM EE T, U5
MARTRMESS 5, 18 3 FONE B 1L, I A g ok 25O
HEERK,

(5) ARAlT, P EE RN, R0 gk
AT TR E 2%, 00 ORI RN 45 40 25 6T TR) Al B R
JRFREE . Arh, H5EAFETAIE, WRTFARIRAN %2E
TRAF o RJ5, GHEZN T AR SEAAEL, B (R AF gt
T, PREEFARZ A

(6) O, I AEN A B S T H Y
BN, nssOH e S, RV OIEFAR EY
b P i ko NS e s g P e

- 136 -



HRTT, IV

FARZHEAS BT O T AR V) DG S B R I RCR 2 i

H R E A Az .
1.4 MAEAGAT
FEARJE 24 /NI, KPS &M 2mL MLRREA
BEATI B B 7 PO B AR H 3R o S B B SRR e
HEVEAL T AR AL DL, 1R  Jlad R It
B g ZE X 37 B 55 PR L
ARHE + A

— x100%
P °

PR =

1.5 Gt o

W 78 B K SPSS24.0 A AL HE, HEUH R =
(%) TR, & 2K, UL P<0.05 NERASITHE
X

2 #R

2.1 BAEH KGR/ AN LR b

TFF T 2H £ 2 A 2 QR AT A 2 =2 PBH P R A A
HRD AN 3.57% 7.14%, )8 ZK T 6 18 41 1
28.57%- 32.14%, [ 27A Gt 25 L (P<0.05) ,
W 1.

22 AAEEF R0 &P E LK

WHAHFARYI Y 0 RAE, WA RA 6 4,
M ZERAGFE L (P<0.05) , WK 2.

23 MEEF I ILH T KR

BT TR 2EL B P B AR N 96.43% (27/28)
BERETHIRALN 67.86% (19/28) , ERAH Gt
X (P<0.05) , W3 3.

*1 MABREAREZRAMATE. EZRAMKEREZRED (%) ]
il n 22 KAYERT R o2 R BR
XA 28 8 (28.57) 9 (32.14)
T T2 28 1 (3.57) 2 (7.14)
r 4.7660 5.5434
P 0.0290 0.0186
®2 MAREFAYIOBRREREEEN (%) ]
il n IRV BYe R
o 20 28 6 21.43
2 28 0 0
2 4.6667
P 0.0308
R3 RABREWIFETIERHEELER
4L n R W AN W
R 28 8 (28.57) 11 (39.29) 9 (32.14) 19 (67.86)
el 28 17 (60.71) 10 (35.72) 1 (3.57) 27 (96.43)
P 7.7913
P 0.0052
3 e e B RN R L AR WR R S, H i
TEERBIRKIIA Lo E DN B RS RN RIS PR b CLIT 4R 250K 2 T 40 A B 3 (0 47 B BEASE 5 E

PRI IR TT A ATHMREPE ARG B BT 36T 77 &
BFETARBN IS B FEAE (CABG) IS 5 Bl 5 46t

OER A (O E T AR R S, K

B, AMGERAE B R, BTG ST MAS, 80 fE S5
TG B BHAR I ACE R A 2E - DRI, SREUE R Tt I
B, XHRTHEE AR A AT

YNGR, B P B

KYLRE I AORE KU

F, A B i BRAR R ik B PR D) U e | 42
FHP R 2 B 1.

FEANALE BB SGEIE T 20 tHeE 90 SEAR AL
PR, R A I A BN ) R T IR 55 o A
R AR, X — B I SN R T AR, IR

FEFAREI BB AR Z MW, FARE R

137 -



HRTT, IV

FARZHEAS BT O T AR V) DG S B R I RCR 2 i

PR — PR G I B SR, FOAR O AE Tl o P s 11
FAREEH, AR XA RS
RO TR R B A A T ) TR AP R
AMUEEF RS 22N, SRS
OFRES A O ORERSCRE, LR G IRE 142
5 o IR AT AL IR, B SRR D F R K
B, IR EE K, R BRI RN BT RS I R
o KEEIE PR S B E B4 3 B O 808
TYRTET DATKEA R IR R, ISR R B T e
Jr s, ERPEEE G4y H#t ICU HEhEL
IEAMREAR J5 B3 PR Th 8 A TR 2 ) B A de
XF ICU HRECEAMEIAR 5 8 SE ks 40 A0 47 B4 B ]
fRBEFIR DI R, BN TIRE, A OG I RRE R
8

AV U I AR SR A0 AL A B R A
EIBIE O FARBFH PN AL, KOO RH
R 2L [CRA AT A R (3.57%) « 22 IR PHMEEK
WA E (7.14%) , HEZEMLTXRAR 28.57%.
32.14%, HIAZERALIF R (P<0.05) . WA
FARUIOUEG 0 kA, XEAKRE 6 I, A ERE
FitEE L (P<0.05) .

KR T 2 TR R IEEER : ok, ™
1% PR JC B R AR AR B 15 0k 1 TR = P IR S A4
B, AR T B H, R AT AT AR
HI20E , H9s 7 B E W B RO =R & B, AT
PIC B EFIORY s e, TR ERG Iy BV A0
AT SR, WA By hl =i JERRE B AR SE,
NEEEANE T — AN INE BRI .

UbAh, FEARSANAI BT, $P 3N AR R (06
NGNS, R, AR TE L b HR AR L R R
R, AR S T ERE WEIERE, hihss 7 R T
VERMEAT AN R0, AT 745 Bk B, T4l Bt
P T AR N 96.43% (27/28) , W3 T-X 4L

67.86% (19/28) , ZRAHIHFE N (P<0.05) .

g ERTR, FARZRGGEA S H ) 5 G b TRy O
FAREFVIRG,, RB)EE RN ATETT X, B
RFARYIERGE, AR 5B 1R . T S
R4 T 3, PRSI TAENAWEAE B, £l
RN AL T 1A A e, DRI AR SR I 9 7T LhadE— 20
RACKS AL 3 BESRmE , DL R AMRE AR B 1 2L
oK, S H AP BRI R, ANWHES) TR = 4
SLEMR RS .

S 3CH

BB AN SCUR RS ARG BETE TR Z= 4 o 4 2
o i o A Y 2R (1) 5 A TF (9]0 R PR 2 2k 7,2023,
34(08):1011-1014.

SUFPORE, F &%, T BRI R 4003 B 20 TR ENE R
BERG B SIRE IR IR BT [I]. B
TLEE%£,2023,47(15):1891-1893.

T LT 4 A 7 PR A T B o U T R S v R 2R
M. AR E B AE =R, 2016,13(31):124-126.

B PF, vk, 3 A W R E B PR =Y T
R H B0 R 3505R 43 A ). 7P 2R 24,2023,44(05):125-127.
VE b, X B 2 IR 2L FG 4UAG AP 3 1ICU BEE O IE AR
ARG BB VR T e J T (R (] B4R 76 e 4 6 2k
#,2023,32(02):254-256+260.

/N NS A 10 B A T R = A v O A R o SRR
KM [J]. 252 R 518 35,2023,27(03):119-121.

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]

(3]
(6]

KA B ©2024 13 5 GRBUHFIRT 78 HH 0 (OATRC) T
Bo RAUBLBMALEZBE LTI EREE.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

MOPEN ACCESS

- 138 -


https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	1 资料与方法
	1.1 一般资料
	1.2 纳入标准与排除标准
	1.3 方法
	1.4 观察指标
	1.5 统计学分析

	2 结果
	2.1 两组患者术后病原菌检测结果比较
	2.2 两组患者手术切口感染率比较
	2.3 两组患者护理满意度比较

	3 讨论

