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Main reasons and countermeasures affecting the quality of hepatobiliary surgery
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[ Abstract] Objective: To analyze the main reasons and countermeasures that affect the quality of
hepatobiliary surgery. Method: In order to further improve the quality of hepatobiliary surgery care, 90 patients
were selected as experimental research subjects, all of whom have different types of hepatobiliary diseases with
different prognosis, and meet the experimental entry criteria. At the same time, 90 patients were randomly assigned
to use different The control group and observation group of nursing methods have 45 patients in each group. The
former still carries out routine nursing, while the latter adopts targeted quality control measures after identifying the
main reasons affecting the quality of hepatobiliary surgery care, and compares two different nursing models The
incidence of adverse events and family satisfaction. Results: According to the experimental results, after the
implementation of specific control measures, there were only 2 adverse events in the observation group, with an
adverse event rate of 4.44%; in the control group, there were 7 adverse events with a rate of 15.56%. Look at the
observations by comparison The incidence of adverse events in the group was significantly lower than that in the
control group (P<0.05). Secondly, the satisfaction of patients in the observation group was also higher than that in
the control group (P<0.05). Conclusion: There are many reasons that affect the quality of hepatobiliary surgery.
The implementation of targeted quality control measures can effectively reduce the incidence of risk events.
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