Nursing Science 2%, 2024, 13(11), 1637-1643 Hans i
Published Online November 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ns
https://doi.org/10.12677/ns.2024.1311231

BYE FEEMREZIR

'i%ik%il, XF p:]l*, gﬁ ;gz, gﬁ 'ig'_z

NEAbE R A R, il I
HAE P ER R A B, W Y

PEEEFEEPRIMA

Ar=)

ks H . 20241014 H; FAHBEM: 2024F1138H; KA H#: 2024411 H25H

HE

HE: RS EEMSIIRPEBEERFRIMNASR. ik 5202146 H £20214F12 AL
BRUTE=FERMZIF122IERIP LENH RN R, FAHMSERHREN S AN REAR R, &
HLe N, MBEHEHBAESENEFBIRRPESZER, RABTERPELEER. BEERE
BHATRCRVEAY, S RBEHATL 00, HNHHERHTITHE. &R WEHeL KK L vrHH:
B8 71(33.65 + 4.46) KIHERE (71.1 £ 5.40)F T X RARTFHAH B4R 11(30.39 £ 6.07)RHEE
(62.77 + 4.99), ZRAFLIER (P <0.05). &it: EWEHIRPEEEER Y, ELBESENEZ
A, PETUFEFREERZHIRPESR, REPERENACER. AN, R TEEP LA
M’ﬂM’Eﬂfffﬁnﬁu%‘?&é&, NS ML AR EEN R R BB e T REA, EHEERKRBEEEREF
M.

KR
BAESE, MENE, PEARER B, BEE, Qs RE

Application of Mind Map in Neurosurgical
Nursing Teaching Ward Round

Yongxiang Xie!, Shan Deng?*, Jin Zhang?, Hong Zhang?

IDepartment of Neurosurgery, Hubei Integrated Traditional Chinese and Western Medicine Hospital, Wuhan
Hubei
2School of Nursing, Hubei University of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Wuhan Hubei

Received: Oct. 14, 2024; accepted: Nov. 8™, 2024; published: Nov. 25%, 2024

Abstract

Objective: To investigate the application effect of mind mapping in neurosurgical nursing teaching
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rounds. Methods: Twelve clinical nurses from the Department of Neurosurgery of a tertiary hospital
in Wuhan, Hubei Province were selected as research subjects, and randomly divided into experi-
mental group and control group by lottery, with 6 people in each group. The experimental group
used mind maps to carry out clinical nursing teaching rounds, and the control group conducted rou-
tine nursing teaching rounds. After the rounds, the effect was evaluated, the study data were statis-
tically analyzed, and the differences between the two groups were discussed. Results: The critical
thinking ability (33.65 + 4.46) and satisfaction degree (71.1 * 5.40) of 6 clinical nurses in the obser-
vation group were higher than those in the control group (30.39 % 6.07) and satisfaction degree
(62.77 £ 4.99). The difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: In neurosurgical
nursing teaching rounds, through the use of mind map, nurses can better grasp the neurosurgical
nursing knowledge, improve nursing quality and humanistic quality. At the same time, it is also con-
ducive to cultivate the team spirit and innovative thinking of nurses, which lays a solid foundation
for promoting the sustainable development of neurosurgical nursing, and is worth promoting in
clinical teaching rounds.
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2.1. —RR PR

AW TR A REA LG BT TET7 3 I b R AL DT 3 = W B Be M 22 A RHI 12 4 IR 1B
LS AMEEHRS A, FRHRH 6 N WEARAIN R B4 S BB T BB b MTIRAR
AL G B A AT BB A b . WA IR L2 ), PR, . AFHULTE R SEE
BUTRIGU R L PIAIRME: O fElnARP B TS 5PRECEA @ REBEmE#
NOVNFABEDT P « ) FERRZANRL TAE IR 6 N H Milm RS 1. BB S AR IR g 44 A2
PEAL EEES . ARHIA RS ZE 7 LSt ih 2 (P > 0.05), BEZ&HA LM, PEILE 1.

Table 1. Comparison of general data between the two groups of nurses

= 1. AP T —RERIEER

A B PEFI (5 1&)/B) ERCY, x+5) ABHUPRSR (G, x£5)
STHEH 6 2/4 21 91.05+6.22
WLEZ2H 6 2/4 21 88.75 + 8.06
t(x)E 0.562 0.768 1.405

P{E 0.442 0.454 0.160

2.2. ik
2.2.1. %IHEE%A

SEHiAE SR B A B D . A5 IHZ IR B E I ECA TR, S RCA B D iR, 2R W
BRCR >R E TR RS K a AT, BRI LA &P 49 2 5 8 &5
i, HEPERESS5RERT, RRRE50EMRI.

2.2.2. WERE

St SR YE T B R B AR, A i U AL T TR AR A s B, SR
XFHEE . WIBHF R, ARRE B AR A B4 2 B R, BFAEENRNA SRS
PR L, b s 9 LI Rl AR IR I H AR TR DS s
PIHERS S Tl > 5 28 b A OC B R B FR A b i, R R A B0k, 8 WO R RN 40 i AR IR 37 B2
AR SCERTERE, KB E G S, F 7 B4 SERTS AN S I 508, i
R EICIR R R A R R EE BR R IR T A S, A S5 SRR AT A N2,
MBI SR A AR LMEE. IEFEANRS SN EEEEELRE, ARTFS585EM
P00 I S S B ) R A A R AT RS AR AR . 0 R B, NI R S il
IREZERE ), REmBFES T E.

2.3. ¥ ERR

2.3.1. VEHIERRYERE D
{5 FH 82 26 2855 [ 101 B AS T 1 b SRS v JEL 4 s ) & R HEAT IR, 1% & 3 Cronbach’s 230 0.90,
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23.2. PPLEHEE

H #1245 W AN B B N S, 3L 8 A% H. TIRRESS G, K24l Kot
A Z 5P ECER BRI TA T L UAC L BT S, RN, A EMA . WHEXR
= JHZHCEANF B & + FEA )/ 0 B B < 100%.
24. GirFEHE*

SKH IBM SPSS 27.0 A AT BRI Geit ot SAC B, THEVRIDA(x £5)iR, IR B I phaT
FEAS t K656, THEORER R e i 2 Bk, ERBCR A 24656, DA P <0.05 NERE G ¥R L.
3. &R

1) PR PRI B e e Sy b, B YRR BYERE I 7 ANEE VRS . M TR R AP <
0.05), W& 2.

Table 2. Comparison of general critical thinking ability of nurses between the two groups (score, x £s )

F 2. RAFT—RITHIEBERENELR(S, T+5)

A BRI THEE A o Tt gy SR gy

WLEZ 2 38.66 £ 39.7+ 75.79 + 3445+ 33.65 4 4.46 3481+  39.05+ 257.19 +
(n=6) 4.81 4.13 4.54 3.89 : : 3.89 3.79 10.50
X HEH 3583 + 36.49 + 31.68 + 31.84 + 3039 4 6.07 32,10+ 36.88 + 235.11 +
(n=6) 4.09 3.44 3.24 3.53 : : 3.06 3.93 9.95

t 3.177 3.333 3.975 2.720 2.376 3.012 2.197 8.317

P 0.002 0.001 0.001 0.009 0.020 0.004 0.034 0.001

2) WA LB LA, WS RN 2 NMEEE . BB E T IRAP < 0.05), R 3.

Table 3. Satisfaction of nurses in the two groups (score, x s )

F 3. MAFLTHEEG, T*s5)

25 QiESE i A B4y
WEZ2H (n = 6) 25.6+2.31 45.5+3.09 71.1 £5.40
WA (n = 6) 23.57+221 39.2+2.78 62.77 +4.99
3.517 8.137 11.654
P 0.001 0.002 0.000
4. g

4.1. ETRESENFERFEERTIRESHWAEIINBHP a0 B 4ERE

AHETCAE KL, PR EAEEA B b5 n VP AIPE B AER 7y b, ZRA SR (P < 0.05). 77
B IR AT eyt B AE G B A B b S BB A b AL, ST B4 T I B E A A L, It
A CAIE L 1 55 B P e AR R 1 S AP BRI R AT 1 DURBZE G ORI B 155 2 R ESR R, IR
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AR FEE R R, WA EAEEEA R PR ) IR A L ZERA AT FE (P < 0.05). 7
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2 R T P B S SRR ] 1 20 Bk A R A i I RN i MR R AT 5 R 2 2 S5 (A oK,
X E 2 F AR A FRBEAT AR AR 14]. @ F L & sehre 2] TGN, Bl da cmigEs
K, AWz s B IF DL R, FIRR A CRrhE R A4 T B 5 S 5 N m B3T3t 55, X5
Y G B HAT s, AFAE DB B 2 AT A, B PR x5, JREE b duE. Hik, @
iR A G R I R B A B B P I ARIE ], AU AT RO R R BN R SE IR, KL RERT IR
PR EAERE /1, EBhH EEEETT, 2P EAN R RR R IR 1 - e RIL, W DAFEBI BN
U LFH TR S RSSO, R BIESITTIA[15]. SRR, BT E AR g “ g
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MR BEAROR[16], S TR IR RIRLE S 1 AU B YR RE D i PR PP 4
RE SN MR LRI RE s 2%, 3R T AR L2 e L .
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BYE T EU RS WSO I BER, REIMNEERIIE., o7, BGRER AR IRy —
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., RGRGHEI C P EEEEERONE, PR, 75 B RSB RIS T 5N A BT
IR ARG ] KA ER, MER S B EE B 2 RE L, REAREHFEANE, FINE G 7 a0
RN Z R [18], VLSO BRI R, kA& E—H T, dubn] Wk A 4
FEIBCE AN IBOR % I F %l BRI T ¥ 02 5% FENRERE, KRitaT2Y5
HHEARBCRMES M, AT S 5HFBEERRZ R FERRZH . BN E R e B 2 a b
R A R . AMUATUES JG M BB B s, HBAPHETART, HREILHES 5% 7 RS 4R
P, JE YRS I ], BEATE RS A, S B ERE ST, AT AN TR 7 (32
BB 71, IRTHP B RRAEOREE ST, WSh3 BN SIS 22 S B[ 19].
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g B GO0 T RS ES TR SRS, RAES AN B4 T B HE, SUsE T ieE e, 4
g AWMU BN BR R GIHTE IR, REWSh S A BN R, T B4R YT, IREE SR
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