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[Abstract] Objective To discuss the application of nursing risk management in stent implantation for
carotid artery stenosis. Methods ~Starting from June 2015, nursing risk management was conducted in a total
of 53 patients with carotid artery stenosis who received stent implantation (observation group), and satisfactory
results were obtained. The risk management contents included risk identification, risk assessment, risk
treatment and risk management. Other 52 patients with carotid artery stenosis, who were encountered in
authors’ hospital before June 2015 and who had not received nursing risk management, were collected and
used as the control group. Nursing quality and the incidence of nursing risk events were compared between
the two groups. Results The average excellent nursing rates in the observation group and in the control
group were 81.13% and 50.5% respectively. The average failure rates in the observation group and in the
control group were 1.88% and 6.20% respectively. The incidences of nursing risk events in the observation
group and in the control group were 7.5% and 25.0% respectively. All the differences in above indexes
between the two groups were statistically significant (all P<0.05). Conclusion The implementation of nursing
risk management can constantly improve the quality of nursing care and avoid the occurrence of nursing risk
events, which is especially effective for patients who have high surgical risk to carotid stenting and who are in
high risk clinical conditions. Therefore, nursing risk management is worthy of promotion in clinical nursing
practice.(J Intervent Radiol, 2018, 27 383-385)
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