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Building and evaluation of a perioperative nursing information system
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Abstract

-

This study first reviews the current information system of
the operation room of a medical center in the Central
region and the nursing standard set by the Association of
Operation Room Nurse (AORN) in order to build the
proposed model for perioperative nursing on the existing
hospital information system of the medical center. In
addition, a survey was conducted to determine the level
of success and satisfaction of the nurses in the operation
room with regard to the use of the information system for
perioperative nursing.The result of this study will
hopefully contribute to the establishment of quality
control measures of the perioperative nursing and the

development of information system for the operation
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room in the future.
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