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Abstract

Objective: To analyze the effectiveness of 9S management standardized nursing cooperation speci-
fications in urinary stone surgery. Methods: A total of 600 patients undergoing urinary stone sur-
gery in our hospital from June 2024 to June 2025 were selected and divided into groups based on
enrollment time. From June 2024 to December 2024, traditional management was adopted (control
group, 300 cases), while from January 2025 to June 2025, 9S management standardized nursing
cooperation specifications were implemented (observation group, 300 cases). The two groups were
compared in terms of the attendance rate of circulating nurses, preoperative preparation time, nurs-
ing quality scores, surgeon satisfaction, and patient nursing satisfaction. Results: The attendance
rate of circulating nurses in the observation group was higher than that in the control group, and
the preoperative preparation times (instrument setup and item counting time, equipment layout
and startup connection time, assistance with disinfection and draping time, and intraoperative wir-
ing time) in the observation group were shorter than those in the control group (P < 0.05). Nursing
quality scores (environment, operational standards, nursing documentation) in the observation group
were higher than those in the control group (P < 0.05). Surgeon satisfaction scores (nursing attitude,
item preparation, positioning, and surgical cooperation) in the observation group were higher than
those in the control group (P < 0.05). Patient nursing satisfaction (psychological communication,
privacy protection, nursing technique) in the observation group was higher than that in the control
group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: 9S management standardized nursing cooperation specifications can
effectively improve nursing efficiency and quality in urinary stone surgery, enhance satisfaction
among medical staff and patients, and are worthy of promotion.

Keywords

Urinary Stone Surgery, 9S Management, Standardized Nursing Cooperation, Preoperative
Preparation, Satisfaction

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

1. 518

WA PR 22 4540 2 W PR AR IR 32 B o, 3 AR RO F R B2 TE, T RS I 2 A A e 1Y) = 22 1) [ 1]
bR, B I RS TR SRR A, S KGR E AN FARPHE R S A MR T Shs
o AL G B AR ROV PR R A5 A ORI, IZ T 2 B MR AN R . RO PR AR [2]. 6S B R
VR E AL E B R G, IRET G N7 3 BRATI, 1A e o B R B TR RIRAIR AN
REFR, BT RGN brdEr T, SESAERT SR R 1EH R3] 9S F R
JETE 6S LA L ATAE TR INE H L, 16 6S B EIEAL L, N B34, MRS =N ER. 4 oS FH
BRI IR REEAFARY Y, BB REHEMMAF R, THERPEIEPE, WD ER T3
TAERIR S L [4]. AMUA B TR EEW - 67 NFAREE S, e — BT FARBOMEKT,
RmES N TAERERE, RN NEEWRE LS. &N TR, SCIETT RS &5 10 4 T 7
[5]. ETERZR 9S & HbREL I BRRL A VORI IR R A FARPIE M, RN 2024 4 6 A 5 2025
A 6 H AR A L UG 9 600 1 R 2 4540 F AR BB I RE A

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1652008 2026 Il R 125 23k i


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1652008
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

|

4

J i il

bt

i,

2. FRHNTIE
2.1, BEFH

IR T 2024 4 6 H & 2025 4 6 H HIH] 600 1l JR R 4544 F A B, B B3 AR N AL ] 4348,
341 300 . Hrr, 2024 4E 6 H~12 A RHAGE B IRAL), 2025 4 1 H~6 A KA 9S B FRrHELYy
PTG (Mg 2H) . XTI, £ 177 f. 55 123 9l 4% 23~71 %, “F14(46.93 £ 5.77)%; Hr, 163
% PR 45 41 (54.33%) 57 %5 45 41(19.00%) 80 151l e 45 41 (26.67%) . WLEZ4H, 2 175 5], 55 125 #i;
S 21~70 %, “1(46.55+5.85) % ; Horh, 159 4 R E 4541 (53.00%) . 65 1l'E 4 41 (21.67%) . 76 il
45 F(25.33%) . HZHIA IR R 45 A F AR EH I BORHLE (P > 0.05).

2.2. MANSHBRIRAE

IINARIE: 1) BPONIRRES AR 2) WIEZTFARET, NEMTAREH; 3) MILTR B
Ko
HERRARHE: 1) PPRCRGEEIAI RS AT, 2) B B 3) AR

2.3. Bk

et B B AL : RAT, PAREY LSS EEWE, 2l ARG, T8 E AR E
o TARIH, P3Ny B @ FRCGEE, IFYr B RREEER TSt R, SRERIE R A, BJA,
T EEHBEEEE AU, F&EFFRITHE RSN, FRRATESEE. RPBL P #Y)
M R A A AR A, RN TR BRI ERAE R R, REETF AR . PR G, hIEERE
FriEALL, BERVKEES MM, REFIEENp, FSWRET LTI . KRG 24 MR, PR
P LRI AREN, EAREEEREEI, TATROERLE, FHRIMM RS 2.

9S EHFREL I L S IVE (L) 1) RBTPTBL: A RN BRI R TR % S B
BB, JE TR ss B, SERGUErRERT BERE Y, I BN BT Ra I 5%, USRI AL
REST, HACRIP A EREIAT, RIS SRS 250, SPRCE SR, ®ERIRT. ARHT—H, HErdEfeas
Pl R, BERTRE NAELFW M. SR G R “EMLE. Al R =N, iR
bRt ARFTA BRI U R G TS . R iR <R B IS TR AR T
ARI7AAEHERERFENS, BEGARAT IR B s . A “RBIE” , B> — IR BYEC & SR K et 7
o RV kS E “FRERNTFREE L, REERRBEE” o 2) RPBprB: EEAP S
HRAL, RIBTRARIR I, P RPER iR OB SRy, 155 E PARME L, RELAURS R, 7B R
FEYIRIET AR, AR LG, B Rr82 RTINS BERE 7). BO& HEhnEALAT R BRI
AR RGE AR B R BEAT A P e e, SRR G54 iR T, 8 Sp R 2 R 2 L T IR R 3 A%
SERIAREA AR 228, BRI FI PR 0 KRS o S0 5 0 e ™ A% S SR AT, IR TR 8
AT SUEMI . BRBOCICET 1 LRl B RBY, RIRHA 28 ORA7; BRI TN, B RaE
IR RAPE PR ARG, A5 7B S BB E R IR . 3) RJEHBL: okl B 4 dy
PRAE,  F UL S BRI SR 5135 DL B I MR SIBS RV S B, R B e I 4 T R A FF I [RI AL B, 5 pe 141 A =
AHZRMR. 67 BE RS OHPH, BB, FASIEEARRIER, SR SIS
MVEIHS ALK, B L FIsml by, 5 P L AT VA ACHE, SeELy B AR 1) PR A B,
RN EREDE IS TLEE, RIRBEAMRE. Gita e PARMM LI ESTiREER, 8
RS, R 08 B IR RS, AR %

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1652008 2027 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1652008

JEIT, 5

2.4. FEIGHR

fabr 1 E LA . RETHES I I (EFG: 2R G LW iE s a1 541 R ST HLE
FEEF ] BB AR AL A AT LR )

fabr 2. PHETAERET D, REAARERME) (FAZEPHFTENEXK) (Cronbach’s a = 0.872)7F
S, 0~4 4, XIEE. BEAERE. P B SO, MERE R R B E . HRALR S S AR
AR L B S AN R 1 TR S 4 B R KO AT B W 5% 5048, B A BB N i & A3

fabs 3: MEBEFAREENHREE. XA (FAREAX KA+ FL G & & 174 ) (Cronbach’s a =
0.865)VF7E, 0~10 43, XHHFEIASIE . Wi s . ROIEE . FARECAVEE, o s V) 1 BA 2= A= i s
HE . HEEFARMETIEAEARERZIILIHS .

BhR 4: BFXYBAHEE . KA (EREFE FARY B R EZER) (Cronbach’s o = 0.895)1F5E,
0~10 43, XPCERVAIE. FEFACRYT . FERBORVIAY, (e R R B s s . H— k25 R
AP EL ELO LS AN BB L BRBE V5 0 AR ARG 24 /D7 LR HEAT 6 D 1) g sk . B AR AR
e

= o

25. GeitFEabiE

KM SPSS30.0 Hfxf ks B BHEE A, AEFH (X +5) Rt EZRIGR 3 L AEAL R . RETHER I
. B TAEEVEy . 6 BE PARELKBEE . BEN TR, EH thk, (P<0.05)
R AGI R

3. R
3.1, WEFPLENMZE. REDESEFEEEE

W 1, WU [ e 2R T AL, B AR v B I (R & R i U AL
Ve A J2 B FFHUE BT 1] s 224 (DB 1R) . & E A 2R RF 1)) S T- % FR 4 (P < 0.05).
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