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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the effect of risk management in infection control in the operating room.
Methods: Twenty-six nursing staffs in the hospital operating room were selected for research in-
tervention, and risk management was implemented from 2019. Scores of qualified specimens in
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operating room from January 2018 to January 2019 and from January 2019 to January 2020 were
compared, and scores of sterile item management and disinfection isolation before and after in-
tervention were compared. Results: After risk management intervention, the qualified rate scores
of medicine, air, disinfectant, surface and hand hygiene were significantly higher than before in-
tervention, with statistical significance (P < 0.05). After the intervention, the sterile item man-
agement score and disinfection isolation score were significantly higher than before the interven-
tion, with statistical significance (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Risk management can improve the quali-
fied rate of specimen detection, improve the management score of sterile items and disinfection
isolation score, and strengthen the control of infection in the operating room.
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Table 1. Comparison of qualified rate of specimens ( X+S5)
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Table 2. Sterile item management score and disinfection isolation score ( XtS )
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