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[Abstract] Objective To assay the implemention and application of mobile nursing system in clinical nuring
Methods Analyze the advantages and existing problems during the implementation and application of mobile nursing
system,and propose improved methods combined with the usage of clinical nurse,. Results The clinical nurse satis-
faction scores for PDA was 2. 99=0. 91, intravenous infusion scan rate remained at 50. 00% , the administration error
event rate decreased by 20% in 2013 compared to 2012. Conclusion PDA have impacted on the protection of pa-

tients' identity verification accuracy, changing the training model.doing satisfaction survey,impling quality manage-
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ment circle activity and reconstructing work flow can further improve the utilization rate.
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