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Study on application of Munro adult operating room pressure ulcer risk assessment table in general anesthesia”
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[ Abstract] Objective To test the clinical validity of use of the Chinese version of Munro adult pressure
ulcer risk-assessment scales (Munro scales) , Braden scales, Qian Weiming operation pressure ulcer risk-assess-
ment scales (self-designed scales) in the patients with general anesthesia surgery. Methods Three investiga-
tors respectively used the Munro scales, Braden scales and self-designed scales to conduct the pressure ulcer
risk-assessment on 261 patients with general anesthesia surgery before operation,at the end of operation and
at exiting from anesthesia recovery room. The sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive value and negative pre-
dictive value of each assessment tool were calculated. Results The best critical values of the Munro scales be-
fore operation,at the end of operation and at exiting from anesthesia recovery room were 8. 0,24, 5,28. 5
points respectively; which of the Braden scale were 18. 5,11. 5,13. 5 points respectively; which of self-made
scale were 12.5,13.5,13. 5 points respectively. The area under the ROC curve of the three different scales at
the beginning of the operation above was 0. 653,0.596,0. 652. The area under the ROC curve of the three dif-
ferent scales at the end of the operation above was 0. 872,0. 548,0. 792. The areas under the ROC curve of the
three different scales before operation were 0. 868, 0. 773 and 0. 813 respectively. Conclusion The Chinese
version of Munro scales is more suitable for the assessment of operative patient’s pressure ulcer risk than the
Braden scale and self-designed scales,but the preoperative risk assessment needs to be improved.

[Key words] Munro adult pressure ulcer risk-assessment scales; Braden scales; Qian Weiming pressure

ulcer risk-assessment scales;pressure ulcer risk assessment
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