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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the design of table format nursing assessment sheet suitable for the
clinical use in interventional wards. Methods The dimensions and items of nursing assessment sheet to be
used in interventional wards were explored by using Delphi method. Through reviewing literature and combining
clinical nursing experience the preliminary dimensions and items for nursing evaluation were formulated, which
were sent to 15 interventional nursing specialists by e-mail for advisory opinions. After the questionnaires were
classified and summarized, the next round of expert consultation was conducted. The dimensions and items were
individually evaluated, and according to the evaluation results of “highly necessary, necessary, not necessary”
the scores of 5 points, 3 points and 1 point were given respectively. The item with an average score =2.25
points was reserved while the item with an average score <2.25 points was eliminated. Based on the logical
relationships between the various items the results were ordered and typeset, and the interventional nursing
assessment sheet was finally established. Results The intervention nursing evaluation could be divided into 3
dimensions : the general nursing evaluation, the special disease nursing evaluation and the special item nursing
evaluation. The interventional nursing assessment sheet had 12 general items, which formed the table format
nursing assessment sheet. Conclusion The design of multi-dimensional table format nursing assessment sheet
conforms to the characteristics of the clinical work in interventional wards and also meets the requirements of the
interventional treatments. The use of this nursing sheet can definitely make the nursing assessment more
professional and more comprehensive, which will be conducive to the correct implementation of the nursing

procedures. Therefore, this nursing sheet is worth promoting and making further study. (J Intervent Radiol,
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