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Analysis of common nursing risk factors and preventive measures in infectious diseases department
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[ Abstract] Objective: To conduct a comprehensive analysis of common nursing factors in infectious
disease departments, and to formulate corresponding preventive measures based on the analysis results. Methods:
To facilitate the selection of 100 children who were treated in our infectious disease department from January 2019
to January 2020. Randomized double-blind selection was used to assign 50 patients to the control group and the
other 50 patients to the observation group. The routine nursing intervention method was applied to the nursing work
of the control group patients, and the observation group conducted a comprehensive analysis of the nursing risk
factors, based on the analysis, formulated corresponding preventive measures and implemented targeted nursing
interventions. After the two groups received different methods of nursing, the clinical situation was observed and
analyzed, and the relevant data generated were counted. At the same time, the incidence of nursing accidents,
medical disputes, and nursing satisfaction between the two groups were compared. Results: According to the
analysis of nursing risk factors of infectious disease department, the main factors include: irregular isolation and
disinfection, lack of disinfection awareness of nursing staff, and inadequate treatment of medical waste. In view of
nursing risk factors, preventive measures were developed and applied to the observation group. It was found that
both the incidence of nursing accidents and the incidence of medical disputes were better than the control group.
The difference between the two groups was statistically significant; the nursing satisfaction in the observation
group was higher than that in the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P <0.05).

Conclusion: This study shows that in the nursing work of the Department of Infectious Diseases, a detailed
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analysis of nursing risk factors and the development of preventive measures and implementation of targeted nursing

interventions can effectively reduce the occurrence of risk events, and improved security has a positive effect.

[Keywords] Department of Infectious Diseases; Common Nursing Risk Factors; Precautionary Measures
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