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Expert consensus on sensitive indicators of professional nursing quality in operating

room Gao Xinglian, Guo Li, He Li, Xu Mei, Chang Houchan, Chen Xiaomin, Li Guohong, Song Ling,
Mu Li, Mi Xiangqi, Zhang Zengmei, Bian Dongmei, Chen Yunchao, Zeng Yu, Zhai Yonghua, Ke Wen,
Liang Yuanyuan. Department of Nursing, Union Hospital, Tongji Medical College, Huazhong University of Science and Tech-
nology, Wuhan 430022, China

Abstract; Objective To develop the expert consensus on sensitive indicators of professional nursing quality in operating room, to
provide reference for the management of nursing quality in operating room.Methods Through literature search, the first draft of the
expert consensus was formed using the" structure-process-outcome” quality model as the theoretical framework. Two rounds of ex-
pert consultation and five online expert meetings were conducted to screen, modify, and improve the indicators.Results The positive
coefficient of expert consultation was 100% , and the authority coefficient was 0.93. The importance score of sensitive indicators
ranged from 4.50 to 5.00.The formed sensitive quality indicators for operating room nursing included 15 items, with 1 structural
quality indicator, 6 process quality indicators, and 8 outcome quality indicators.Conclusion The formed consensus has scienti-fic va-
lidity and clinical applicability, providing evaluation criteria and theoretical basis for operating room managers in clinical supervi-

sion, inspection, and nursing quality control.

Keywords: operating room; nursing quality control; sensitive indicators; evaluation index system; Delphi method; safety
verification; nursing management; expert consensus
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