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Abstract

Objective: To compare the relationship between the presence of family members and the pres-
sure of the nurses in pediatric puncture, and the influence of family intervention on the success
rate of puncture. Methods: A self-designed questionnaire and evaluation scale was used in the
cases from September 2015 to December 2015. 450 patients from September to October were
set as the experimental group which the families were not allowed in the children side when
puncturing; 450 cases of November to December were set as the control group which the fami-
lies were in the side. The influence of family members on the pressure of nurses and the number
of times of puncture is compared. Results: There is a significant difference between the experi-
mental group and the control group in the working life of 1 year, 2 years of junior nurses punc-
ture one-time success rate (p < 0.05), while no significant difference in the senior nurses (p >
0.05); mild to moderate pressure was realized in junior nurses in experimental group, while
severe degree pressure was showed in the control group (p < 0.05); nurses working over 3 years
experienced slight pressure in the experimental group, while the control group showed mild to
moderate pressure; no significant difference between the two groups in senior nurses of work-
ing over 4 years (p > 0.05). Conclusions: The success rate of venous puncture can be improved
without the family members in the field, resistance of pressure can be strengthened with the
working experience.
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Table 1. Comparison of the differences in length of service of the two groups of nurses and the age in children
= 1 FEPT TR REBILFRESER

A
P! p &
HoHEZH g2
14 48 45
24 42 50
TR 34E 51 40 2.333 0.675
44 114 121
>5 4F 195 194
1~6 H 108 114
6~12 H 121 131
B LA 1.873 0.599
1~3 % 67 70
>3 % 154 135

Table 2. Comparison of the nurses success of first puncture or muitiple puncture in different environments with the game

working age

% 2. A—LREARMEF—XFRIKING Z X FRIFIELER
BE5Z 1 £|£ 2 ﬂz 3 £|£ 4 ﬁz >5 £|E
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