FE rrt ik 24 9 1 P H o S8 i TR e AR [t DR 3B B = X e
BOELE O TAR AR A BAZERTHRERSES,ER 20000

HESES RIS MRS A NERS

DOI 10.6039/j.issn.1001-0408.2017.34.37

1001-0408(2017)34-4894-03

B OE OB AR RBRRE KRR REAS . Tk SRR IR S AP S (PTVAS) M5 4k 69 16 AR =) T TS 6247
I, BT FRAT (2013 —2014 4F) ,F 7S (2015—2016 45 ) A% e i B W 0L, FF 3 F T R 4T3 0. 4R RIRPIVAS it
S22 3k R EST IR, Mn SR BLAE AT AR S i T LR 09 AR 2 AL 25 6 BRI S, B 2R HE 2 M AR IE R 5 3R 2 M R AT &R
AR X 38,64 22, SE A AL K A A PAT H BRI R AR K ARAE , K AR IRAE R 532 A BTG AR TR, iR B AR SF AR B AT
FF, TG R i B B AR TR Y 41.2% ,ARIREFUR Y 45.7% , o P T TP A AR B 3 A4 i 1) 1 K B &
& RTIIR IR SRR SR RARR B S E AR T ER R M ER FE RS AR E A R S FRE TR AR
& A8 26T FRAT 9 H1 R Y 25.3% . 46.9% . 39.4% 17.8% .73.9% .75.0% .100% , %3 : 35k fu i ik B @ BEAT T TR TR ViR @ 3%,
BV SRR

LT BHARBHAR T O RS IE KR S TR

Analysis on the Causes of Clinical Return of PIVAS Finished Infusions in Our Hospital and Discussion on
Intervention Strategies

YANG Yang, WANG lJie, DING Hongzi, ZHOU Qiuyun, ZHAO Feng, LU Xinglan(Dept. of Pharmacy, Nanjing
Chest Hospital, Nanjing 210000, China)

ABSTRACT OBIJECTIVE: To provide reference for reducing the clinical return of finished infusions. METHODS: Interventions
for clinical return of PIVAS finished infusions in our hospital were introduced, the return situation of finished infusions before (dur-
ing 2013-2014) and after (during 2015-2016) intervention was compared, and intervention effects were evaluated. RESULTS: Our
hospital intervened it by rationally selecting and using syringes, strengthening visible particle check of finished infusion before dis-
tribution; optimizing the order of drug configuration, reasonably arranging the drug infusion sequence; strengthening the clean-up
in work area before drug infusion, correctly using disinfectant; strictly implementing intravenous infusion associative operation,
playing the role of pharmacists; cultivating good work habits, and strengthening teamwork, etc. Compared with before interven-
tion, the return numbers of finished infusion were decreased by 41.2% , and reported loss amount reduced by 45.7% . The return
caused by visibility particles, finished infusion oxidation discoloration after too long storage time, finished infusion leakage, contin-
uous infusion of drugs compatibility, heterodyne error, improper drug configuration method in packaging to the ward, improper
use of disinfectant before infusion decreased by 25.3% , 46.9% , 39.4% , 77.8% , 713.9% , 715.0% , 100% , respectively. CONCLU-
SIONS: Intervening the return of finished infusion can reduce the return numbers and drug waste.
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