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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the value of implementing preventive nursing strategies in pediatric nursing.
Method: 100 pediatric patients admitted to our hospital from January 2023 to January 2025 were
selected and randomly divided into two groups, with 50 cases in each group, using the red-blue
color ball method. Compare the incidence of nursing risk events, nursing satisfaction, and nursing
quality scores between the control group for routine nursing and the exploration group for preven-
tive nursing. Result: The incidence of nursing risk events in the exploration group was 6.00% (3/50);
Lower than the control group’s 12.00% (6/50) (P < 0.05); The nursing satisfaction rate of the explo-
ration group was 98.00% (49/50), while that of the control group was 86.00% (43/50), with the
exploration group being higher than the control group (P < 0.05); The nursing quality score of the
exploration group was significantly higher than that of the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The
advantages of using predictive nursing in pediatric nursing are significant, which can effectively re-
duce the incidence of nursing risk events, improve nursing quality, and further enhance the satis-
faction of children and parents with medical work. It can be vigorously promoted in clinical practice.
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K SPSS25.00 B A AR S HHEHEAT 7047 -
3. 55
3.1. AT RNESEGZERIL
PRUTH BIAS BB F 44 R AR 2K T EU2H (P < 0.05), W# 1.

Table 1. Comparison of incidence rates of adverse risk events between two groups [%]

= 1. AP RN EHLEFLLR[%]

45 n Ak M#i%ze  JetlivikE HEHED RA#
PRKi| 50 1(2.00) 0 (0.00) 1 (2.00) 1(2.00) 3 (6.00)
of A 50 3 (6.00) 2 (4.00) 3 (6.00) 4 (8.00) 12 (24.00)
t / 6353
P / 0.012

3.2. AAFEREESRTEE

PRUTH B9 B P s TR ELH(P < 0.05),  WL# 2.
3.3. REIFIEEERILE

PRUTAR IR 4 B0 P 5 5 LU 4P < 0.05), L% 3.
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Table 2. Comparison of nursing quality scores between two groups [score, X s |
52 2. MBFIBRETESLLB[S, T+5]
4153 n LR W55 3 FUERA RS AN AR B e
AR 50 91.39 £4.74 90.20 + 4.79 90.98 + 4.62 92.48 £ 4.56
XFEEZH 50 85.18 +£5.23 82.63 +5.52 83.01+5.48 81.11+5.63
t / 6.221 7.324 7.863 11.097
P / 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Table 3. Comparison of nursing satisfaction between two groups [%]
3. MAFEHEEHE[%]
453 n ARl = FAGH = AN WiE
witd 50 26 (52.00) 23 (46.00) 1(2.00) 49 (58.00)
paga | 50 19 (38.00) 24 (48.00) 7 (14.00) 43 (86.00)
X2 / 4.891
P / 0.027
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