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Application and effectiveness evaluation of mind map in the
training of robotic operating room nurses
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Abstract Objective: To explore the application effect of mind map teaching method in the training work of robotic
operating room nurses. Methods: 100 nurses who received training from January 2022 to June 2022 were selected as the
control group, and 100 nurses who received training from January 2023 to June 2023 were selected as the observation group. The
control group received conventional training mode and the observation group received mind map training mode. The two groups
of nurses’ theoretical knowledge, operating skills, and training satisfaction were compared. Results: Theoretical knowledge
assessment scores of nurses in the observation group were higher than those in the control group, the operating and processing
time was shorter than that in the control group, and the percentage of satisfaction with the training was higher than that of the
control group. Conclusion: Application of mind map teaching mode in the training of operating room nurses can significantly
improve the levels of nurses’ relevant theoretical and operational skills, and raise their training satisfication.
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Table 1 Comparison of general information between the two groups of nurses (x £s )

3 [n (%) ]

A% (n=100) FE (%) THEER (F)
% =
MEH 9(9.00) 91 (91.00) 34.04 +2.41 7.12+1.23
Xt BB 2R 10 (10.00) 90 (190.00) 33.86 +2.46 7.08+1.22
tIx*1& 0.058 0.731 0.327
P{E 0.809 0.465 0.743
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Robotic operating room nursing coordination mind map
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R 2 WHEPLTEISHMIAEZITESLE (5, x+5)
Table 2 Comparison of theoretical knowledge assessment scores between the two groups of nurses ( score, x+s )

483 (n=100) FAYRAES FARER ARG KCF R E R PR R A0 HE
RUE=24:] 93.41+2.45 90.22 +2.26 89.74+2.61 91.75+2.53
Xt B8 4H 86.21 +3.41 84.13 +3.02 82.41 +3.41 83.35 +2.96
tE 21.114 20.165 21.495 28.378
P{& <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

®3 FWAPLTIERBRIERBERAMLILE (min, x+5)

Table 3 Comparison of time spent on practical skills between the two groups of nurses ( min, x=s)

4% (n=100) & R G R B8] RSB T e (LB (E] 2 AEEIRB 5 4 IR0 )
pUE=2 4] 3.25+0.42 1.36+0.41 1.65+0.52
Xt BB 28 10.41+1.78 5.51+0.89 7.76+1.19
tE 40.224 46.629 51.344
P{& <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

x4 MAPLIFINH

FHBELR[n(%)]

Table 4 Comparison of satisfaction with training and teaching between the two groups of nurses [n ( % ) ]

483 ( n=100) FABRAES BHEFREES  FAIRRERDS MR24hIEsE HBAE 1ERE
g4 93 (93.00) 96 (96.00 ) 90 (90.00 ) 87 (87.00) 81 (81.00)
pafc 78 (78.00) 76 (76.00 ) 73 (73.00) 68 (68.00 ) 62 (62.00)
X1 9.074 16.611 9.583 10.351 8.857

P& 0.003 <0.001 0.002 0.001 0.003
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