RN (BE2ARR0

J Cent South Univ (Med Sci) 2014, 39(7) http://www.csumed.org

733

DOI:10.11817/j.issn.1672-7347.2014.07.015
www.csumed.org/xbwk/fileup/PDF/201407733.pdf

Bl FARHPIE R E TN EERVEIF SN

1w, ®iE, a0, mmx!
(FRIRAMRE=EERE 1L REERE; 2. B 3. B NEL, Kb 410013)

FEZEIBR: G T AR B PO i R SO [RIBXEPP A fE R A (5 RO HEA TR AN G0, LU e vy
FARWPHEALAR | BIFMBEWASEN AR . ik B EL Tuija Leinonene & Helena Leino-kilpii il ) & 2 A ELISHESY
AR SR TREWBYOE T AR BT R SO B R R A3 R B B 27644 S £ 200
ZFRZRP LTI EA, MR ERUERLE . SR xaRh SR, #2E8 . XF E. K5
ANGURHIE . I8 S AP B R A 7 HE B 32 2k B AL . AR IS B 0.977, 4P 1°00.997, A RS
JER0.761, 1 H9°80.887, FEF YR F I Cronbach’s a RECH0.918, 45K ZK 1) Cronbach’s a 2 £ 7£0.658~0.838 Z ],
P9 B FE Y Cronbach’s a 22500932, &N ZE Y Cronbach’s a R E07£0.650~0.836 2 0] . B H & N R A MR ECH
0.363~0.603, 4% K 2 513 KM H] Y AH E R BN 0.535~0.788, T4+ (948 A Z JA]AH K B 5040.410~0.700, £ HE
TR AR OC R ECR0.743~0.902, 2R HAGIFEE L (P<0.01), &ig: BT AR HETE I R T SOR
A BT E B AR, TR TR s B BB AR A B IR ) T L

[ BTN, PlmEss; TR, FE

Compilation and evaluation of perioperative nursing
quality assessment scale
WU Hong', YAN Jin?, WANG Jianwen’, OUYANG Wen'

(1. Department of Anesthesiology; 2. Department of Nursing; 3. Department of Nephrology,
Third Xiangya Hospital, Central South University, Changsha 410013, China)

ABSTRACT Objective: To compile and evaluate the Chinese version of perioperative nursing quality

assessment scale, detect and verify the reliability and validity of evaluation scale, and establish a
scientific evaluation system.
Methods: We applied Tuija Leinonene and Helena Leino-kilpi scales as the theoretical framework,
and established perioperative nursing quality assessment scale by translation, language study, and
expert consultation. The questionnaire survey population was 276 patients who had surgery and
200 nurses working in the operating rooms at the 3 Affiliated Hospitals of Central South University.
The scale was tested validity and reliability.
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Results: Perioperative nurse quality evaluation scale consisted of 32 items and 7 dimensions,
including body care, receive information, support, respect, medical staff characteristics,
environment and nursing process. The test-retest reliability of scale was 0.977 for patients and
0.997 for nurses. The split half reliability of scale was 0.761 for patients and 0.887 for nurses. The
Cronbach's a of total scale for the patients was 0.918, and the Cronbach's a of factors was 0.658—
0.838. The Cronbach's a of total scale for the nurses was 0.932, and the Cronbach's a of factors was
0.650-0.836. The correlation coefficient of scale for the patients was 0.363—0.603; the factors and
the total correlation coefficient was 0.535-0.788. The correlation coefficient of scale for the nurses
was 0.410—0.700; the factors and the total correlation coefficient was 0.743—-0.902.

Conclusion: The Chinese version of the perioperative nursing quality assessment scale is a
measurement instrument with a high level of validity and reliability for Chinese society and can be

used to determine the quality of perioperative nursing care in our country.

perioperative period; nursing quality management; evaluation tool; reliability
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Figure 1 Scree plot of two order factor analysis of quality evaluation scale of perioperation period

A: Patient; B: Nurse

K2 ERBEEENRZERM Cronbach's a ZE]

Table 2 Cronbach's a coefficient of each factor of the scale and

the total scale
iSES B (n=276) 1 (n=200)
K1 0.818 0.836
K 2 0.838 0.795
HE 3 0.707 0.659
H# 4 0.804 0.658
H# s 0.744 0.650
S ES 0.758 0.663
& 7 0.659 0.756
BER 0.918 0.932

x3 BFRPHERETNERENGEE
Table 3 Test-retest reliability of the scale of nursing quality

evaluation of perioperative period

SES B Pt

SE! 0.977* 0.994**
K% 2 0.947* 0.973*
K% 3 0.925** 0.929**
N 4 0.934** 0.976**
K= s 0.933** 0.843**
K 6 0.966** 0.939**
K% 7 0.923** 1.000**
R 0.977* 0.997*

**P<0.001
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Table 4 Correlation analysis among various factors, factors and the total scale for patients (1=276)

R 2 H# 2 H# 3 F 4 (e H# 6 K 7 B R
HZE 1 0.538** 0.435** 0.323** 0427 0.396** 0.363** 0.778**
%2 0.596** 0.392%* 0.448** 0.503** 0.377** 0.788**
M3 0.402** 0.478* 0.525** 0.339** 0.747**
HE 4 0.603** 0.518** 0.430%* 0.732**
HE s 0.548** 0.430%* 0.732**
NZE 6 0.462** 0.741**
HE 7 0.535**

*P<0.001

x5 PR EZEE. BESEERMNBRSHT (n=200)

Table 5 Correlation analysis among various factors, factors and the total scale for nurses (1=276)
S ESE) H# 3 HE 4 S H# 6 I 7 JESTES
H%E1 0.700** 0.580** 0.663** 0.572%* 0.584** 0.602** 0.902**
HZ 2 0.609** 0.589** 0.527** 0.600** 0.581** 0.844%*
HE 3 0.526** 0.571%* 0.544%* 0.635** 0.773**
N 4 0.633** 0.410** 0.520%* 0.757**
ESE 0.559** 0.539** 0.743**
SEN 0.607** 0.754**
H# 7 0.767**

*P<0.001
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