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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the establishment of a scoring system used for evaluating
intraoperative condition of patients who are suitable for receiving interventional operation so as to accurately
assess patient’s intraoperative condition, effectively make early warning, and provide reference for targeted nursing
programs. Methods By using literature analysis method, brainstorming method and expert interview method, the
questionnaires and scales were designed and formulated. The network investigation in interventional nursing staff
was carried out. SSPS was used to analyze the results of the questionnaires. Results ~After investigation statistical
analysis, 81.9% of the experts participating in the investigation considered that it was necessary or very necessary
to establish a modified early warning score(MEWS) for interventional surgery. The confidence coefficient of the
survey scale was 0.885, the KMO value was 0.794, and the Approx Chi-Square value of Bartlett’s spherical test was
1 096.854(degree of freedom was 66), which reached a significant level(P<<0.001). The reliability and validity of
the scale were rather high. Taking a score of 5 points, a ratio of more than 75% and an average score of 4.5 points
as the threshold, the MEWS system thus established for interventional operation had 5 observation indicators,
including heart rate, consciousness, systolic pressure, oxygen saturation and allergic constitution. Conclusion The
interventional nursing staff has a high degree of recognition for the establishment of interventional MEWS. It is
feasible, objective and practical to construct a new standard of MEWS system for interventional surgery, which can
provide theoretical basis for further exploration of practical application. (J Intervent Radiol, 2020, 29: 319-322)
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