199

JE 9 e K VF i R B ol

MR 203548 %8%K %24
il
[EsiA) Era it k5
[FES2S] R471 [ xx#Ek4RiRER] A

IR T A R T ENERNEZ —,RE
P B A AP BT AR i 5 07, 20 HH4d 60 4RAR, [E Sb
BT 46 8 57 AT 45 Fh R 1G I8 3T Ak 26 ( pressure ulcer risk
assessment scales, PURAS) ,{#i PURAS %45 H ¥4 s FTPFEAL I
BT BRI FOGE— , LA BT 4 b 1 5 I R 4% 19 B 1
YEo E N BTE R T ROIE A 2 R 22 J2 AR [ 41 1 1 £if 2 B
bk, BT RN AR ARl AR SO BT AR AR 22 5, ik i
PEAG 2 011 A N FH A8 36 75 B 3 — 20 ik s 16 ] LATE IR
PEAERAIEAR E AR SCIE , 7R 1 B RS X1
TP RITAL 2 o A SOR A I TLAR G T s fa B 1Al
MRS BEATERA

1 BEREERRITMER

EEAIME 10 ZF GG ZIEEE, 4 Andersen
PEE %  Waterlow 1F4if 3¢ . Braden 1F45 3% . Cubbin £l Jackson
WALF A, (AN E R AL 3R Braden 1Al 3%
Norton ¥4l 2 Fl Waterlow P43 , b4k, 2> 5455 N & T
Jii) Braden PPAL K
1.1 Braden #45 % Braden ¥4 3% & i 22 H 1Y Braden
F1 Bergstrom Wi i+ T 1987 4E 43T, iZ LR H 6 -4
N Hedts AR 1) g 32 28 1 A& 16 PR 3R A, BVRR B L 3
FIR G Fesh FEEMGTYI . VRO IE R 6 ~ 23 43, 1585
e, s e A KU /s o
1.2 Norton 3454 Norton PEAf 327 J& 1962 4RI [ %
AR NBYBIFSE T S B PO 43 1 3R, A 45 B AOIR B0 RS RS
SO GBSO /MBS 5 PPN . PPl
[l 5 ~20 43, B S5 0B R REAIR, A 2E s 0 e o P o A
RIS
1.3  Waterlow 46 & Waterlow 14k 3 2 ROM T4 2
ENESRESE RS 0 E 2 T H 5 B @SSR/ R E S &
1R BRI MR/ AR IS HAUE SRS R iz 3h g
T VR Je 4 FERAE R I 2R oS3 45 73, 1900 1 , TR
M RS BRR
1.4 Braden(f£3Th& ) ##4& &  Braden (B 1T ) PEAl %2
R A H X 57 56 ZE A LA SCRRAY Braden DR A7 A
it , AR L N s A B 1) BAAC A SR AT T — 2B BT AR
ML o PPANRALEE 8 TN 25« B IR e I 15 0 1%
EOL RN EOL BRI ARBY B R REAL, I

TR

[(XEHS]

AR
(P BE R R 27 B Ffg = e, Pl 17 Tl

530021)

1673-7768(2013)02-0199 - 02
SIHLIE T ~27 43 55 RRAR ,  A FRAS 1O 1 I
2 TR

& [E [ ¥ Jit (0] /]y 20 ( National Pressure Ulcer Advisory
Panel,NPUAP) “*/$ 1, SAR ¥y A fe b P 2 07 24 90
ORGSR e 5B PP (A7 (8 SRRk, D7 (7R I R
iz, JFREAR LT AT S e PR 5 Ty 4 it Py S5 o
2.1 AR WNACRAE PEAG R IE AL B E B A K
HE BN B AR R S I M AR AR 1 AR T, B oh U R 5
BEDEE o

B G EA A R REUE 58 7 e oy R
R AR R T2 Wl R AT S BRSBTS a0 b, )
T Y A I TE A i 08 1 B ) 5 R e EE AR AR A
IZTAE AT A B P 1 58 25 B o A3 L, SO TR AN A AE
I IE B HERR O O BE 117 o 7 A 09 S B I i e
R IEAR SBR R A A 1 R Th & e B PPAN AE T R &
A XU RSB TT i E  L s R S BE SRR PR oR A O i SR
TSGR A Hots A KSR R BB BT 2 Ee ™
2.2 AR REUEREESFEEIFM 2K T 2 B i
ERYH FHTEER , HREERISTE 0 ~ 1 Z ), HAH BT T
L, W HE R o BRAR AP 2 REZA F) 100% 1 R
JEFT100% R 552 (0B —Fh P4l R AB S 14 311X Fivkis B2
IR, AR PPAl 3R R U REAE IR 75% S R, WA R
A 2 A ol AR B T A

3 ERERIFHERNOFRIR

3.1 — ey MR
30101 BIMEROTONECE T EBRLEZR /N
FraEt SRR 1416 .17 18 SIS W FLAE, BF ST Braden
PEA FAE— AR N ANRE R B, 45 Braden PTAS #10 7
B B 5 BB R T4, 0% ~ T6. 0%, HF S BB 5 L
59.0% ~83.9% .

gENE Y Ee ZmE e ks ERRY
FE BRI ] Norton TFAH F T4 — Mg P AMEL L 35 (£ 2 7
U N 14 1, RS BTE g 75.3% ~89. 0% 45 5
[#l°4 57.0% ~92.3% |

Waterlow PEAS R 7E 2 W ARG R 10 .15 17 w2 R
B B V5 B 67. 0% ~ 88. 9%, 4 S JE i B
51.3% ~91.9% . &I Braden TP (14 740 15 [ 24



200

89.0% ~100.0% 455 58.0% ~85.0% "
3012 BACRR A EAMIFS ER, Braden A
FAE TS W A, H R TE o 61% ~ 100% |, 4§
SEEITE N 26% ~ 100% , Braden PFA% 32 25 B A4t
AR ) S f B N BE R , B AR AE R L EA T T A KA R i
WFSE (AR ORI A BEAR 3226 28 %5 WHi% IEA
FAAT T BT, 9T THEITHRAY Braden PEA%G %, A58 2
B TT R Braden YAl 264 505 149 R AL, {0 il T
I ARAFFFE 42 /0, FEAR AR5 /0, St PR A 10000 368 S i A
FE—2 9%

iE e A FRATT T LLE Y Norton BEAL e FHF— R 4B
SR I A T L A = b T AL A ARG BRAR Y R U S
YRS HUAR Norton PEAN IR T XF B 4E NI 5T 1511, (B2
TP WE ST 2 %A 2 %) b 7 4R % TR RE B B0
TN AR , BB 48500 A 1 34 s 15 A 8 N HE B TG T s FE B
B . FRFIEAE A T B LR MR R LAl 35
HAE® T 3680 T KHOIRAS 8k R FDIR S B R T
SISy B B FRIRAS RS A Norton K BTE NG
FRISE AT, (E A A e i

[ SR SCHR AR B Waterlow A% 2 1 S5 10 43"
FE| PR DG Sk 1 R Waterlow TEAR 22 19 AR I FLE
B S O 5, B I VA SR AFAE T 2ok B (9 T e, L — B 4
ANJ FLAG R 0 BB R FE R, Xo At ATt LA B R G, 7 o i
B IR TR
3.2 HEEE EHYERR S5 5 Braden,
Norton , Waterlow =Fp 3[4l 3 %F %4 B & U647 T B G 1T
i FE TS BRESE R SRR AL R RS T BN B AR A
TR SRR TR R R BT o R B = Bl
fliFext i e NREA —E 4 Re ) 2R G il se A 2
Hirp Norton A 2 B T R0 R 555K 8 Mg 2517 9 F 5 405 S
AHAF, B Norhun F7E AT B TR A RS KA A TS R A

4 R E

PR B [l PN O T Fs T B () A 5 K 22 2R B 6D 470 Bl 3
i3k A4 Braden ,Norton , Waterlow =FhifAil 32, F-xF H k471l
PRI BCR 1 L, MIAR 2SR F DL SE3F Al 36y SER B 1T
IPEAG e, QB TT IR (4 Braden 3P4k 2 & 1T iR (9 Norton J¥
TR X SEPPAL 2 AR 1] A R85 Y — SE R RURRAIE | B2
IPARAE B A AR BB LT . BT IS PP A
FOFN MG RATI , P Fre e I S, AN BT o8 38 , A e e &
TEA BRI 5 — RSB fa R A R . — DA R PEAl
RAETE S T J5 T A9 1E T2 B R, 7R 3R PPAG R
Befity AN, A R IR s S0 r A
KA RS EWAE - BR,

s % X W
(1) IR [ Py S A B 4 2 B HE a0 BF T e (] 973

(3]

(4]

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

Internal Medicine ¥ China, Apr. 2013, Vol. 8 ,No.2

Sz 505 ,2011,8(5) ;105 — 108.

Bergstrom N,Braden B J,Laguzza A et al. The Braden Scale for pre-

dicting pressure sore risk[ J]. Nurs Res,1987,36(4) ;205 -210.

Norton D. Norton revised risk sore[ J]. Nurs Times, 1987 ,83 (41) ;

59 -60.

Waterlow J. Pressure sores:a risk assessment card[ J]. Nurs Times,

1985,81(48) .49 -55.

Pang S, Wang TK. Predicting pressure sore risk with the Norton , Bra-

den ,and Waterlow Scales in a Hong Kong rehabilitation hospital[ J ] .

Nursing Reasearch,1998 ,47(3) .147 - 153.

Nationa Pressure Ulcer Advisory Panel. Pressure ulcers-incidence, e-

conomics and risk assessment[ J]. Care Science and Practice, 1989,

7(4):96 —99.

XUEESS, E . BE2geihaa [ ML JUat: v oA B R 27 i

41:,2010:203 -204.

Lindgren M, Unosson M, Krantz AM, et al. A risk assessment scale

for the prediction of pressure sore development :reliability and validi-

ty[J].J Adv Nurs,2002,38(2) :190 —199.

MRy, o R BRI R AT (M. e 52 LR R

41,2002 .50 -52.

Kring DL. Reliability and Validity of the Braden Scale for Predicting

Pressure Ulcer Risk[ J]. ] Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs, 2007,

34(4) :399 -406.

T BREEGE 73 MG R I AR AR B TRE B

RCRA gL [T ] P24k ,2010,25(10) 112 - 15.

FBER &, DEHEN, 55 3 Fh IR TIAL TR I R AU D E

[J]. 4P3R2 24 35,2009,24(9) :61 - 63.

FRR, ARTAHT. 3 FhITA T e 245 T 5000 RE J1 1Y Lo

WroE[ )], A4 2008 ,43 (1) ;15 - 18.

WANTT Uil WRBE. NPURAS &5 Braden R 7EM 22 W RHME Be

BETE R [T]. TL9R B 245,2010,36 (14) : 1635 -

1637.

BEANES X R BRI AR 3 R T AL TN He e AOR 1 L B

FE[J]. paei g 200439 (4) (241 - 243,

ZEFE, XIIEPE, B 4B, Norton P43 iP HAF B & A4 EAE

BOAELT]. I IRIR2RIG,2012,25(4) ;95 -97.

KRG, 357 75 BR. Norton PPl & B 2 47 28 3 Hoots & A= 9 B 5

[1]. B4R ,2005,19(11) :663 —665.

TR BRIGE SR, W 3. T s A 0 TP 9 000 2080 2R fr L 48

T[T ] BB 5, 2007 ,21 (1) ;2850 -2851.

Bergstrom N, Demuth PJ, Braden BJ. A clinical trial of the Braden

Scale for pre-dicting p ressure sore risk [ J]. Nurs Clin North Am,

1987 ,22(2) :417 - 428.

Bridel J. The epidemiology of pressure sore[ J]. Nurs Stand, 1993,

7(42) .25 -30.

Balzer K,Pohl C,Dassen T,et al. The norton, waterlow, braden , and

care dependency scales: Comparing their validity when identifying

patients’pressure sore risk [ J]. J Wound Ostomy Continence Nurs,

2007,34(4) :389 —398.

TR, ARG, 3 b HR SE I PPl 22 X L 0 L He s T

BRI LR TR LT ], P35 ,2010,24 (4) 11064 —1065.
(ke HII.2012 =12 =27 {& [ H$#.:2013 -02 -22)



