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Abstract Objective: To set up nursing quality indicators for ophthalmic intra-day ward, providing theoretical basis for nursing

quality management in ophthalmic intra-day ward. Methods: Based on the "Donabedian three dimensional quality
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structure model” as the theoretical framework, the preliminary ophthalmic specialized nursing quality assessment

indicators were designed by literature review and group discussion. The ophthalmic nursing quality indicators for

intra-day ward were finalized by experts consulted, indicators screened and revised. Results: After two rounds of

inquiry by letters, the opinions from the experts were consistent. Questionnaire response rates were both 100% in two

rounds, with coordination coefficients of 0.129 and 0.342 respectively (P< 0.01). The nursing quality indicators for

ophthalmic intra-day ward were established, including 3 primary indicators, which are structual indicators (2 secondary

indicators), process indicators (8 secondary indicators) and outcome indicators(3 secondary indicators). Conclusion:

The indicators are scientific, reliable, feasible with specialized characteristics, which can provide a good reference for

evaluating the nursing quality in ophthalmic intra-day wards.

Keywords

ophthalmology; intra-day ward; nursing quality; indicator

Cite this article as: YAO Shuyu, HUANG Wenmin, HUANG Nangqji, LIU Rongjiao, ZHENG Lingling, XIAO Huiming. Establishing
nursing quality indicators for ophthalmic intra-day ward[ J]. Eye Science, 2023, 38(8): 558-563. doi: 10.12419/2305160001

I H R AR B 2 A BE A AR AR RS M 4 B R Y
Febr, AR B Rk S TR,
AT PR E WM . 20204F, FRE TPA@RZE L
Aii 1 (APl T BB 4545 (20204 /) ), FF
TEAEME [, e EA A, EXEA A
R R S B R e | U

HIE AR 8 E ABE . TR B E24 hN 58
W, BROME B IRS Pk B B T T2 F AR, IR
FHPAREA TR A . B H 2SRRI KR
P IRRER RSN Ry B IRR By 32) S5 8, FERRRLh
K JEAG Aok, RIS 5 A ) 52 3]
MR 1 3T, BRI E AR %Al A
{1 T B A 4

PEAESK, I PN AP 4 B i bR B IS
LR AR, FEXEARFLRE . ARG 3 B 5
EARARIOBEST B R T IRRLH D e g
A HABHEMERIRYE, BEE T ILAFEIRAH TR
AOPREE, 0Vl B AR X . R
HFCEAR bR, LU P2 mdr BscE, RUERAE
H o PR Ras . ESZTE IR H ) b3 07 1
e /D DL BB FS AR A SC N A 4l . Rk, AR
FEAERG R FE N AP SCEREER -, 32 TR FE L R
VAR T HRBL H E b 4 B BT i R AR, O ERFL H JE]
o s R4 B A PR LB AN , BUHGE T .

1 HARTE

1.1 AEMFRNE

W/ H S NLUR, AR AR LA B
5 O DN 75 s oo 50 NN 125 22531108 15 DN (177 S /i
LN WFFE/NE T AR A5 R B 8] 53 47 B

FiHEIR RS, Ao MR Z0E R, X Inl i
AL, UG T A B, Seitordr, DARGE
PR

1.2 RRARF B BRI R E SR E &

AP SO 2RI IR P HI PR f8
bR, BiEdgtn” 48, WK “ophthalmology/
nursing/day surgery/sensitive quality indicator/quality
indicator” FF7EJI U7 . HEHMIRK . 4E . PubMed.
Cochrane Library% 8086 2 h b7 SClk kR, |z A
FE N AMHICSCHR, BI25 T2 BUIRFL H A1 s 4 3o 48
Bt s 75 A LR AP 2 16 S 44 HRBH P BRAS BHE L0 5200
TRARHEATE L. A A2, FIAUE IR B
Braeds, AR A8, 18 gHEts.

1.3 HEBHER

L FH N BAREBER G D B A oA PRI
FHEEGHIIIEmE™ . RIEABIZE AT 2 M H R4
EIRFLH EFARIF RGO, REHEIE TR H4K
=G F AR R R B M8 S8 = 4 45 I B IR R 9 22
ZIREH R FARP B IRES LRI ERE
W BRBEEAME: DNFRB TAESAELL L, DI
IR H A1 F AR TAE24E KA b 2) AR K L B2
Jis 3) UL EERR; 4)EES SRS, HEER
WAL R n G . B AL,

1.4 EREH
AWFFILHAT T 2480 L 50000, BF9E /N i g
SRS A . IR RAE , FEAE ) A 3% 2 [T iy et
[ HI7E7 AN . 18 & R HlLikert-SPIT /3 X #5458
PRI LA TIESr . TR ARRIE . S ZEPEMRE Y



560

AR} £, 2023,38(8) journal.gzzoc.com

$>3.50, ABRRB(CV)<025™, H1AEHAS, MR
LRI R NHTHESE R, SHHRFRUEA TR . B ek
B, ERERREIAAR, RS E AR
RIGITA B, Hheh, TR iET
FHEMEIFHRIMESCE L . AR AERRE ),
LREWHAE T8, Bor g R,

1.5 GitER =%

i FHSPSS 22,081 T4 S A K o3#T . B R IEANE
LR FSIEL . SPBGHA TR . B SA M R4 Dl
REIR L FAFLE (Cr) FHIK 240 (Ca) 5K Z
B(Cs) AR IHEFIR s L5 WA I A B ik
CVAIS IR U R 50 (W) S e

2 HR

21 TREXRER

AL T2 L KRG, AR AR,
oA L WYL P IR . MR B4R =K
H SR IR B LR B SR — 9t I AR IR Be IR B 2244 &
K, FYE44.50% , FHIRB L AFEFR20.364F .
PFR: s A, Blm16N, IEmLA; 2205 AR
A, fiito A, A2,

2.2 ERMRMME
AWFFE, 258 & FKE IR E 2207, [Fk
A0y, AR EICR100%.

2.3 TRWNEEE

KHCrER, CrlCall CsHIE REHH .
Cr=(Ca+Cs)/2. FIKr RECEFEHEIE T . SCRRZRT
Z:2 FE AN SCER . X E AN SRt I T M
S, HARIEARIEM(E R L FE 1; Coir WIRBGE .
B PERK . ARAE . RNAKST, KRRIRAE N
1.0, 0.8, 0.6, 0.4, 0; 4 Cr=0.70 AN L F &4
B EM 253t FEARIEA T, Cah0.950, Cs
40.900, NWICr47(0.950+0.900)/2=0.925, Ca. Cslh M
Cr¥ I RTF0.7, ULEHARMISE AR5 R

24 ERERNARE
FKHCVHIWHE IR L R W . CVIR L
TGN FR bR AR A 2 WL U AR B, (BB /INBE I L 5K
B — 2, —ESR CV<0.25. ABFRE P
—RAEFRIICVIL L H0.07~0.11, 248 FRCVILH N
0~0.38; 2 H i —ZURAR I CVIEF250.06~0.09,
T RAEPRC VL 0~0.12, FIE RIS IR

R FlETRER L mEEENR
Table 1 Quantitative table of judgment basis and influence
degree

X ST R R R BE

FIW A
N S LN
M 0.3 02 01
SRR 0.5 04 02
Z:7% E NS SR 0.1 01 01
Xof FEl AN DG HERE Y 1 A 0.05 005  0.05
B 0.05 005  0.05

T L. WIR B G R 060 S
BE, FLAEAEO ~ LI, WK e L 5 I Hh
BB . ATEFEH2 B R W A 0,129 . 0.342
(P<0.01), BEIA% 50 56 55 B A7 42— B A
%,

2.5 IEFRIGIRE R

URTERIE L K EWMLNE RS, B LERE
W5 N ARAR PP AT HR AR It e, B i T
2 EERFEAR, ST AR TR bR M 3T AR bR, FRbRSS
2,

3 itig

3.1 RE B EREHFERERFNEAZEAFTRSHR
it SE R

AN HE T Donabedian ) “Gif4-1d FE-45 587 =
eSS MR, ARz A B N Ah SCRR I BE AT, )
AR T IR H AL B B bR, O HL A i IR
IRAEL FEMBEIAT T 25 LR B W . G5k 1R -45
R SR A TR . B . TEEIPR
ARz N IR AT B BT R R AR, BFSE
FWW, AR R E A, TRIVEE . TR
XA R AR L W EE VRS G E T . A
DI T2k A 2 E4K =Y FIRBHRHE B8
K=Y AEBE BEIR R 224 BA T w IR H A R
RSP A AR L R, RBP4 FR20.36
£, mPBEWAL74, WA S L K AEA
REAE . A — BN R Cr>0.7 AT HEZ [,
AT Cr>0.9, LUl TAF A E R L 5K
BARENE, fEARPTE D, 258 % 5% M)A 2l
W R 100% , VLA A 745 2] T & AT R G



WRAREF L A BB A S i k57, 45

561

2 RF} HEmEFERERER

Table 2 Nursing quality indicator in ophthalmic day ward
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