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Abstract

Objective: To introduce Healthcare Failure Mode and Effect Analysis (HFMEA) into the nursing risk
management of consecutive operations, aiming to reduce adverse nursing events. Methods: Using con-
venience sampling, 488 consecutive surgeries performed in our hospital’s operating room from Janu-
ary to June 2025 were selected as study samples. The first three months (January-March) included 244
consecutive surgeries in the control group receiving standard nursing procedures, while the fourth to
sixth months (April-June) included 244 surgeries in the experimental group receiving HFMEA man-
agement. Results: The experimental group showed significantly lower incidence of adverse nursing
events (including pressure ulcers, intraoperative hypothermia, and improper instrument cleaning)
compared to the control group (P < 0.05). Additionally, the experimental group’s operating time (ex-
cluding the first surgery) was notably shorter (P < 0.05), and their Risk Priority Number (RPN) was
lower (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Implementing HFMEA management in consecutive surgery nursing
risk control facilitates continuous process optimization and effectively mitigates potential nursing
risks.
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1. 51§

TR Z SR 22 Bt Ak 22 X 3 L RRAR 1 B v 1) X3, (R AN R R AE MR A m I3 T [ 4] 24 R
HMRHE G RHEAR 2HUH AR R ISR, FRFRARERESET, FAREHREGFARCRIAN—FH
W TR, &G FAREMERS RS, BTFRSWAESAT . FARFOAR RS R L XA K
A 2] IXECARBL T RE L BUEF ARG AIEK, BT ARYE S FE, SRR S A me s
MR ST, IssiE S FARY B, BEFARPHERE, #AFATRE, CARAERTFRE
PER A PR A P AOAZ o I R3] . FMEA BR T 1940 SEAR 1 IR AE ZE SHATISRAE . -T2 Al i A B R At
115545 R DA AR SN N 46 22 4 B SE R [4] o T R T 2K Rt =X 5 25082 73 i (Healthcare failure mode and ef-
fect analysis, HFMEA) H 3¢ ELR AR 25 N $55 36 [ 5K B 2 A T 2002 E41E, 454 1 FMEA. fEE 50
AT AN SRR i) 25 DA B AR A SR R 0 AT A 2B o0 Al X [5)e IR Fh 7 ik B AR A T (R A 40 2L R e S
PR A R A 2 BT PPAL AN O BRI T IR AR AR 6] TR, FMEA HoRC 2 R TA R ERI7 5, anis
SRR R . EREE . RS B LA R BRI T W AR A 7], R R EEFAREP H XA B, @ity
W F AT AR T B LA 2R AR 2 R FE 5], o1 5 S St PR 28 F1 495 it T 8 re P B e AN B R 2 4
AWK HEMEA & B S F 2 & F RS B XS & BT, A& B F AR AR T Bt I 2 2p =X
JILFEMa AT AT, i FEEE S R AR 254, SR R E .

2. WREHF%E
2.1. HARIR
KB R, fBUARBE T AR = 2025 4£ 1 A~6 Hi#EG TA 488 5], Hd 1~3 H 244 ] )yt e 4,
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4~6 H 244 G 9iREAH . XTRRAL: 1 B 132 1, Lotk 112 ], AR 22~70 %, ${H 48224 % T
ARFEH: MRS T IHRTIGRA 65 4], MM W EVIFRA 74 4], MRS NBHAR 29 6, AT
BFEFAR 356, 8 NIESCTIEEAR 41 4] X364 ] Bk 130 61, Lotk 114 1, SR FIFELE 22~70
%, YIME 479431 % FARFEA. EEE FHEIIRA 62 41, IEkEE T EEVIRA 72 41, R il
SABAMAR 33 4], SAEE N ESETFOR 384, SCNEE FIROCHTIEEEA 39 4, WAH— BRI E R LA I F R
X (P>0.05), HAALLHE.

PANFRUE: (1) EGFHATH 2. 3 HFRAUFEZAE I E GFAR); (2) BA LWL L. HEBRbriE:
(1) 22FAR; (2) FARNE LGS RAERHTI; Q) &&TFREIFGAHE LT AR. HIERbsiE: (1) EAR
WA ARG RHE IR FE G F AR (2) EAF ARG REFAREPFAR; Q) EAMFIEZEGFARF
e A

22. &

XTI ZH G U IE & FARY HEAE T . RSN RESRRFRBAL L J5, HXNFREETRA
RIUTAL P EEVPAN S LT AR TAE, KIEFARIIEE, W&ESFARTTE MM, SARPEEH T
WA BT, FEFRGEA, W59 L e A AR

IR LI B TR S R A Rl B RN HFMEA B RS

(1) 2R HFMEA B BN Z/NAR RS R . AFREF LK 14, SERP
2 4. MREEERAE 2 4. AVRHRA: 4 4. BEGEEHIRIRAN G 1 L DL NG 1 44, St 11 A
XK A S, B FAEEIN 1 4. S EEN 1 4. BEEH 1 4. FREN 4 4. EEP 2
. 4P 2 4, B/NHALKE RN GUTT R HEMEA & BAH SR B H IZE Tk A T6E 0% 34
SR HFMEA B U & F AR A 0 RS R 0 5 PPk 71, Y58 3/ INLAE - R HE AR TR 82 i 98 78 IR
R fIBE ST, FRRERE AN 70 T AE tH IR R ARt o FNGER 2 SRL 2 I A S UME, ) BNHAL R B
HFRBIN . B LRSI A S E T, % H i A M e E R S NAARKERR IS
o, EERFEEMMRAL S R T8 E BN TSR 2 b ORI AR R AR AR, RN
JR AR B H MG U, AT AW AR A XU P BRI, 15 DI 485 SR A B SE B R /N R 5 AT 4%
RIS ZETF A B 92 HFMEA %5 B2 1) SEBRpiu AT 15 10 o

(2) ZeAAR BIF R AE J R 2. /NS A AE T e HFMEA TARRS, (S 5 & Sehr TSR 2
WAE ST A DG 1) & 20 RE, 2l AR AR . EEX AR B AR — N R T B AT AT 4
i B SR R0 D Sk o AR 5 TV, R VB AR I O s o

(3) /NHRLGIITF S fEE A HT, B R AR AL eI« 225 5 ] [ 5558 3 22 4 vt i) (1 7™ L AR
FEVEAE AR UE S BRI ARAE, 45824 NG TR HE RS KR L IR & ARG, DA IX H 5k 30k
AT RE AR BV AE R, 8 T B RS BRIARE rh R RO I 7™ R D A3 b o A R AR ME SR VP A A
RS R4 BT (FMEA) - X 2R 380 =00 0 A 1 v] e 42 (likelihood of occurrence, O). A RN
(Likelihood of Detection, D) A ™ & Ji& (severity, S)EAT V-7, = RN KBRS FEEL(RPN) [5]. K&K
B HFREE(S): MEARER S NEE . R, ME, R EIANER, SRVES AN 1~4 5y, R
R M (O): RAMZE D NEH  MBR AE L FIUANER, MRPESKRIRCN 4~1 3 (W3 1,
% 2).

MAE HFMEA ', Xf&4E 0 FMEA 347 7t —2pgflitk, RIPRN=Sx0, E/rElEfE 1~16 73, K
8 NCPS faf ¥/ iR [8] (WA 3), # RBAR TR EOA BB 8 7, J& TR A A 7 i AU 2R 28
B
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Table 1. Grading criteria for occurrence (O) of failure modes in HFMEA

%= 1. HFMEA KR & £ 2R (O)F R TSI

KRR ER E X T8
S FRSYIAR RIS [) P A A B — SR A PR KL 4
fl /K IRAT RO A B 1~2 N AT LIR 3
A FEEEAEIE T e UOR A2 B 2~5 SR IR 2
ER IR B /b B 5~10 AR R A — IR 1

Table 2. Grading criteria for severity (S) of HFMEA failure modes
3 2. HFMEA kHEX = EE (S)FRITFD I

PR V11 5E X E
o™ fH DR R 88 ™ EELJ R i A 4 0 R AT 4
f N S = OS2 da S SR BT ) DR ¥ e o (W - AL 3

PEE RS R T BB B ARG R, R B (] 2K

i IR 3, AR A T 2
2 i N@%ﬁﬂ%ﬁm%%%E%@%;ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁ@ 1
IAERE 2 A, FEX R AR EE R
Table 3. NCPS hazard score matrix
7= 3. NCPS BT 4 3EfE R
%™ 5 (4) 5 (3) F1E (2) BRIE(L)
ZH (4) 16 12 8 4
7K (3) 12 9 6 3
A (2) 8 6 4 2
(L) 4 3 2 1

(4) BN, PUE I AT I o /NG ER fCHRE T SUDT R (K SR A T AR 2R L P A8 5 5 o ) 25 T A
PSRN0, BEXHR R a6 6 N4ERE . JEit 59 AN H I RPN, SR 28452 HE 44 1 10 A2 RPN 1553
B, IRARTTHE JE IR, AR AR R, f5E 520 M st irik, difemieie, i
BEARAH 5 XU -

(5) HIHT KA, FBUE FFPAAT Bt 0o /N B B AR FT T R R SR A TR 28 4G & R ) 2 A
PSR Es R, E iRm0 RS 6 NM4ERE . it 59 M H I RPN, 28 HEA T 7 6200 RPN &K
B R (LA 4), IRANIRTUETE Ja B RN AR HEARAS SR A, i) 5 5 2 x5t A0k iR A AL,
T B ARRAT 5% RS o
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Table 4. Evaluation table for potential failure modes

4. BERPUIRER

EEH AT EERE  RAME KR

BERBER . ov Tt oV ) (0) ¥ (RPN)

Ji B ARl AR E PN 4.56 + 0.37 0.08 3.58 +0.55 0.15 345+0.32 3.62+029 12.49+0.98
ARAGVIARAFE 7> 4.87 +£0.22 0.04 2.92+0.73 0.25 391+018 3.24+0.41 12.67+1.05
FARFEMUER TS 421+053 0.13 3.85+0.61 0.16 312+045 2.89+0.38 8.99+1.22
AR ENEGH  435+042 0.10 3.92+0.51 0.13 2.82+0.38 325+045 9.17+1.25
I N 412 +0.55 0.13 3.76 £ 0.62 0.16 3.05+£0.42 278+0.39 8.48+1.08

AR I RAE T
(IRIATE Bk 40)

COEEE JTE B 3.98+0.51 0.13 432+0.48 0.11 276+042 253+0.35 7.00+0.87

4.72+0.25 0.05 3.15+0.68 0.22 3.85+0.21 212+035 8.16+1.12

2.3. MXTRIAR

2.3.1. ANBHRBGH R

(1) MARMEE RGN, KT AREENAA, RIEHS A2 i . (2) SEitige 1702
L, ARIE LSRR T EAT 0 9 RS ARR I R AR STILEC . (3) Je B IREN Tk, B fE
RGN TERBEATIN, RAHPE A (8) 2 R, a5 RREEETA . SN B TR
PMENLE . (5) FEEFRIEHRES R HRE RG] (5B TARE B EWA R REHHE RS, #140 QilkSenses 7
WA BT RCHEIEILAL S, RGE AL T ARER SR, 2 Al BRI H B A AN IR (6) 4l
“HEIERIBNT (R 3~5 N), EES PR S IEEE R T ARG S IHL T, Sz sk, &
PR SR BN AR5, Ik iE e A 1~1.5 £, DLEAUSEBREIRE HEE. (7) FEEERENs 78 /)it R IR
BEI NI BRIRA R, X A BIRMEREAT Ptk HEAT N AP S IXALE H . Horh— A D RE Xk AT
N, BHARFE&EERP HERTIN, ZHAN RGBS TARITHRRFEM . 250D, IR
REYIT UM T ARRER S . IR ERAE R H I P AR ZHE, WES PR ATt S, JFeEAT
R RRIS, FEARTAR S R AHE S A TS A & TG R AMGEm, i B, FEr Bl & 1l
PSS, o R AT R, OREEUCH TR RENS IR HL = HOhT . (8) 2 —ZLMEE = HLM E & LAt
PEd. ZHNG TR B EmAFEES, M R, R TR AT AL, A
I NIEIE G PR L IFANE G FARA. HXES FARLIP IR, (LA AAILEES
FARIEGAE, BWHAE G AP UMEURAR G B SN, Al KR A & F AR HE
1, BT TR R L, B R B R TIRIE S TR AR EZ. (9) B4 EE#EIEA. 24
TEMTUES PARIER SWRE LA, NE - SES TAMAREN, ZIAEG FAREGHE/K EHFIEH,
HET -8 FPARBENEAN . BEREHN L EHBTAREFENRMVIGEI, SN THTFARIER,
Lot 5FARE . 555 LR Bl ATV, I F SR EFNARIHES ARG TR, NIES TARM
NG T Fe 8 {4 1 S O i o

2.3.2. REFHUERAFE
BN AR YRR O TAERAE, R — RO T, BTFARHMELEEESEIETREMA L,
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FAREXFFPARBATHAREZH, HISUES PRI SUET LEB P ARIRI RS BRASRIIERS, WK
HEFAREEIRE “HORUA” , K EE IR FARKREBAT AR, JUHX T BAAEAMIIRN . W5
A EZFARGIT S, AN E SN, € BAHIEN . BRIOARFTAE, Bk
PR BTV AL ST R E & FARMIT G IR o ARRTUTRLS Lo FRIFEEE T LA Sk EE T 2 22 i I P4
BIBA, — [ R R EIT R UTL TR S I BN R A I 8, /N O3 3k R o ) T AA
J79T RUSARRRCETT R, FETT T AR 4277 (LU 25 e 2 A, Ry BER AT U5 ML BZ A5 A S
B, B TRPTE A . B UL REYM R FOT R B S A AR, 2RO TR BRI 52
(EPakZ

2.3.3. RENEEYIRF LU ETRR

PATARIEACAR BTV B B, M =BT SR R T S BUR AT HE & IS HEAL S R Rtk . A
PESTAES FARMEMME, BIE “Hohba B0 BUE, RIS AR AR OGRS
), i B A IR K T SR N TR], LR TR A7 X — AR A HE 4 7] — FR[A) 7 (R eiz i
Al jE AT ALK

BRNE A @AM FA MR SBISNRL WRAMRIETT T ARBURS g #h & I B, (ABIAR
ARFANE . B0 SRR B TR 5 B NEC a6 A N 5 (2 4 . B A s R R 5, ek
BPEARNFHER LRSI RS B RR LAFIRIEFER L. BB MRS G0 S RO E N 2 T
AR, BEHREESM S EV S EN, WRINHESE T AR BI bR 7 & SR e SR =R
BREER. ERRE R AR E LIRS ERIEAIL, 2FRELEFHZERANER RS #ifk
AR HE T -

32 B2 R T ARRACIRBUALEE, R “ABC e nRik” H5IMt. AN RIAT I, o
ik eb A, M SRS, APRT PR SRR HIZ A B I8 30 b A rTHRCEIAL I 3, R4
ARG LR &M JIREE, SRR TS (S B TR C FONBEA 1 /N A AT X 2Rz
FHEGER, WARSMEANL. N TS, AKFTEL N S R g S DRI N . =R RS, 45
B FARBEREE EPOIRE, HRREIAEE @B 7. RIS S, BRI T RATHES
FIbRAELL 5 AT IB T .

2.3.4. EEGFARFMERMEEIERRE

FEFARBRIE RGP I FARGIGE R LR, RGN B 20 MR F AR, ML
ARG, B EEERLA + TSI G775 SR HAT “P - N - A7 =Rx
BRSO RS AR A SR AL S B (YLD, ARG & TR PRI A 37t
DCHCAE AL PR OAAZ X A% I8 T A D BRI e R 25 L T4 5 XIS ) o A b iAok A
TR ALVE” , ¥ 8 FH SRR e AR D rh 0o i) 1207 B TR X Py, v FH 2o (A 23 B s ) il e 1
30°~60° e AL, BRI TR K, IR SR IE I

KBFOU T R = SIALE] : — 0 N RESEIR ) F a8 a4 Mg FT AL I — i B (SRR
SERPJR R RS 2 IS0 = 00 8L (R GE ) JR s B B s il o A A PRI G RS S, 75 3 I XUR
BigiEfeidft, MEWENEERS, REEIIT I8 - %X -dx” e, #iREY et

Ejﬁ“ N o

2.3.5. ARG SEEB R TR S R
EHEMEIT S, GG B R MR T . BRI . Bkl S B ™ B T S 2 BN R S5

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.161197 1545 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.161197

A SF

ORI AR, ORI . LIRS N FET %, M FRRE MR IR %A TS A R 7 fE
KR [9]. FARGGHE AT SRR GFMRAR, SARGRHMK, HIUARFH-MWEEZOERIERN
34.5C~35.5C, MR FEFARMOBAM AR S 3 65, OIS RFAHMRERS 2 £[10]. H
I, BRI AR A A A B R R B R, BARCREL E SRR . IR AR 1B O kIR < 35.5°C.
SRAHT S AR VRS HE RIS Braden RNy, BHAUDHEEE ). BIUI R E R, RRR 2 /08
AL 7 52 1 B A0 Rk S MM o B8 R T o A R 3 3R R G (i R SRR EE), JERF R E X
OMEIE > 36.0°C, /b RURAARIR 5 200 I B e 4 AN R s 2L 2R B, AT BARAIR | SR D P30 4 2B UG
XF TR FARE (] >3 /N2, S AT R AR 6 B AT, FEAE BRI S 107 St R JER R4 S 0 I e i
SEIUTRST O AT R . R N ERFIASEE >21°C, WS 40%~60%, LAYk B GAT . BRIERK 52 1 B) Rp 458
AR AR, 8 RIS ML 9K 51 R )« B A AR ” o BP0 RIRA TR 1°C, HUA
AFEINN 10%~15%, BRI INAETN 2552458, SN M AR [11]. SN 5 A iS5 BT sh A VPG BR BT 1 5
AT, BARREREERORES . R R IR R Rl #eRARRA R . rHag
FE AR B R . CRIR TS It S IR AR, SRR IR B, SRS R e i .

2.4. WEIGHR

(1) HCRPTALY SR BRI PO . R P A IR B T VS Rl R 1
A WA

(2) FUKPIZEEENEI: AL RPTALE & FARTF A M KIRIAT L

(3) LR AL 7 i RPN 5% 2k 4k R 26 AT B (O) 5 fis 2 (S) S Mt B Ak U 43, JLIRAH D
N RPN ({8, 4 RPN Z({H 23R E/KFES, RN N IR AAE B XS,
25. ZitEHAE

B Gi T 250 SPSS 24.0 HEATHUR 0T, ST IR IERS 2 A i B R DA( X + 5 )38, IR SR
A TFEEE R AIn(@0) 1%, A LLECRAH 215, P <0.05 NESRBE ST E L.
3. &R
3.1 SHMAAIPEBEFIREGRARER

BRIG AP FAR B S B R AR D E S FARIF AN KK T X AP < 0.05), W% 5.

Table 5. Comparison of adverse nursing event rates between the two groups

5. LLERMAFES REMGER

Eabs MNEE: TS
o L Eamas AR B A A
X HR A 244 4 4 12 4 11 14.34
I 244 2 1 5 2 6 6.55
2t 8.25
P P<0.01
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3.2. SEEARAEBFAFERK
RIEHYEEFARF G KK T X HRHP <0.05), WFE 6.

Table 6. Comparison of the start-up duration of two groups of consecutive surgeries
2 6. LLEAEESFAFARK

5] n B HFARH G (min)
Xof HR2H 244 305+34
At 244 204+25

t 18.89
P P <0.001

3.3. MHLRAESFARAEMELBIEN RPN &
02 o KUK e R RPN 1 B 35 T X IRZA(P < 0.01). W3 7.

Table 7. Comparison of RPN values for high-risk failure modes between the two groups

= 7. LEERFEE X LMAER RPN &

RAp ISR
5] EEYE O RETUIL FAREMUE A SRER HFiEmA O ERJRIE CO#EEE
5 FHE AR &ARS  BAGE RNl R EAM HREER
$115)
PR ZH 244 12.49+0.98 12.67+1.05 899+1.22 9.17+125 848+1.08 8.16+1.12 7.00+0.87
R A6 ZH 244 6.87+054 8.24+068 539+0.73 642+088 4.66+059 4.89+0.67 4.55=+0.57
t 78.362 52.143 45,797 28.145 51.234 39.876 32.143
P P <0.001 P <0.001 P <0.001 P <0.001 P <0.001 P <0.001 P <0.001
4. #Hg

FARE YIS EAEAE LT AR VRS P IR SCIRH OR8E, HMUE R TR ) 22 2 DL ROR 5 R
WOAFE R HIR R, A7 RSV ST R0 WU 4 254, (R D AR RE P A 2RAN RUIRO0 B ]
PE, NFARKPRIT RSB I RIE[12]. E G TARAE B SR AL, A B RS E 1 TAR MR
MEHETH, HETTRZ 6 PR IEFAREIIAEORIL B3 A GRS TR T7 I B A [13]. HFMEA
RE G AR EGUE E A E 0 BT A, R TR RS DL, PR AT RES A
Ja R LA BTG 8l 32 BAT B R R B T A MA[14] A SO, TE3E & TG AR 3 P S A HFMEA,
TR R PRV A e KU P ) AT T R AR HEAL ST PR E B . 2R ME S N D RIRRCE . AT
TS RS 7 R B B AR rR I AR 1 ik R 15 55 T T T i, TS T S I RCR

A1, RERECSBEELERE
NI AT “ =FWRIE AR R GERTE TR + TRNER + NETER), BARHESMN “4I K
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W AR Ry CRARIKEN” o BN, AR ERE VR A RITE M) RPN B 12.49 £ 0.98 [ % 6.87 + 0.54 H
WO AE T8 AL E S WA T 28K 77 0. AU s B 3¢, > 7 NNE . RIS, FARFEMUE
AT ) RPN {H PR IL 40%, G “H/Nb &R N7 5 R FF RN MG AT NG, A
YR T AR HE AT TR o

4.2. EERIMESHBANFEREE

REGAEN “PArEHENE + LRV AN SRR A “ThREX IR + EE LR LA + B
Bk, BALa) “ N T BAR Y CHIBAEMER]” o AJTRIRRCE A S RPN {HM 9.17+£1.25
[% 2% 6.42 +0.88 (F%1E 30%), FLOCHELE TSRS FEALHIA “HrZrhRALEM” Mgk E, BERE T AN
GRRIR SR S g, itk TN IR ARG AR .

4.3. REFUBMERE Y EETE

RIGAEHE “TOeH” B SHEP L@ FARMRE RGN K H EZ 37 ORtE - FARIER” X
Py, LA R AN AT, BRS RIRE T . ANRHEE TS E AN T S RATUTAS 724
f] RPN 15 M 12.67 + 1.05 [% % 8.24 + 0.68 ([%10& 35%), HAZOoAET X EAM “Ifkn B ERIBN Y, B4
TRV EIR S BT 4 22
4.4, RepHEZIERIHHEITRS

TRIG B SHRAR IR AN S A YESAG S2 i« EahniR + ARG FE” DU fd 78 R VR IR R 4R % O
R > 36°C, BR& RS EA A IRAL S B IR T B . AR A RE T A RPN B 8.16 + 1.12 [#
A 4.89 + 0.67 (F£1F 40%), FHOCHETET 2P REICGABEIREIEE] . AR B H AR KI5 HE ),
L PRAR T AR AR AR IR AN S A7 P54 1 XU o
5. &g

Zi b, HFMEA B BLIZ H2)IE & TR B KGE B, A B A 2k — PO e, REibiE
G FARMIF R RIS, WD ARSI ARIER HIL, HFMEA & BRI PR T B HE S A ANMA

B H
AR CIEE R R AR B R A A (LS R H 2024 25 HLSCO063 5).
S 3k
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