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The establishment and application of nutrition nursing quality index in digestive medicine
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[ Abstract] Objective: To explore the establishment and application effect of establishing nutritional
nursing quality index in the nutritional nursing quality management of digestive internal medicine. Methods: The
study started in September 2019 and ended in September 2020. During the study period, 64 patients who received
treatment in the Gastroenterology Department of our hospital were selected as the main analysis objects. In order to
clarify the establishment and effect of nutritional care quality indicators, In this study, all patients were divided into
two groups, named the control group and the observation group. The two groups were divided into 32 patients
according to the random number table method. The control group was managed by routine nutritional care and the
observation group On the basis of routine nutrition nursing management, establish and apply the quality index of
digestive medicine nutrition nursing. The two groups used different management methods to observe and analyze
the clinical status of the patients, and record relevant data, including: assessment accuracy, construction
effectiveness, intervention efficiency, satisfaction and other data. At the same time, the two groups recorded data
Compare. Results: The evaluation accuracy rate of the observation group (96.88%) was higher than that of the
control group (81.25%), and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05); in addition, the construction
effectiveness of the observation group (93.75%) was higher than that of the control group (84.38) %) is higher and
the difference is statistically significant (P<0.05). In addition, the intervention efficiency and nursing satisfaction of
the observation group were (93.75%) and (96.88%) respectively higher than those of the control group (71.88%)
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and (75.0%). The difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: The establishment and application

of nutritional nursing quality indicators in the nutritional nursing management of digestive internal medicine can

effectively improve the nutritional nursing service level, and at the same time can improve the nutritional status of

patients, which has a positive effect on the overall quality of work.
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