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[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the clinical application effect of self-designed drainage tube
fixation belt in patients with obstructive jaundice after receiving percutaneous transhepatic cholangial drainage
(PTCD). Methods A total of 116 admitted patients with obstructive jaundice, who received PTCD during
the period from June 2017 to May 2019, were collected as the subjects of study. According to the order of
admission, the patients were divided into study group (n=58) and control group (n=58). In both groups PTCD
drainage catheter were externally fixed with stat-lock, addition to which in the study group drainage tube
fixation belt was used to make the secondary fixation and in the control group 3M tape was employed to make
the secondary fixation. The catheter prolapsing rate, the inadequate drainage rate, the incidence of dermatitis
around secondary fixation device, the mean medical cost of secondary fixation per day, the daily nursing care
time and patient’s satisfaction with nursing were compared between the two groups. Results The catheter
prolapsing rate, the inadequate drainage rate, the incidence of dermatitis, the mean medical cost of
secondary fixation per day, and the daily nursing care time in the study group were remarkably lower than those
in the control group(P<<0.05), while the degree of patient’s satisfaction with nursing in the study group was
obviously higher than that in the control group(P<<0.05). Conclusion The use of drainage tube fixation belt
to make secondary fixation after PTCD procedure can reduce the incidence of catheter prolapse, inadequate
drainage and dermatitis around secondary fixation device, besides it can lighten the workload of nurses, save
medical cost and improve patient’s satisfaction with nursing. Therefore, this technique is worthy of clinical
application. (J Intervent Radiol, 2021, 30: 617-620)
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