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SWOT analysis was used to improve nursing document writing quality of nurses with low seniority

Xiaoling Ren

Women and Children's Hospital, School of Medicine, University of Electronic Science and Technology of China *
Chengdu Women and Children's Central Hospital, Chengdu, Sichuan

[ Abstract] Objective To use SWOT analysis to find the causes of common defects in nursing document writing,
analyze the causes, and formulate effective countermeasures to improve the quality of nursing document writing, ensure
nursing safety, and improve the efficiency of nursing quality control. Methods A total of 100 nursing records of 25 patients
were randomly selected every week from January 1 to 4 in 2020, and the three groups were compared and analyzed. Results
The quality of all kinds of nursing document writing items in the experimental group, including nursing plan list, evaluation
list, nursing record list, health education list and various handover list, were higher than those in the control group, and the
problems were significantly reduced, the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion SWOT analysis is
helpful to improve the quality of nursing document writing by combining the internal and external factors of nursing
document writing and making corresponding measures.
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