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Current Situation Analysis of the Management on Radiological Diagnosis
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[ Abstract] Objective: To investigate the current situation of the management on radiological diagno-
sis. Methods: Adopting unified questionnaire and field investigation on 121 medical organizations in L
city, it aimed to acquire basic condition of X-Ray machine, test on X-Ray machine function of differ-
ent hospitals, relevant staff members and radiological diagnosis management condition. Result;
61. 5% X-Ray machines were qualified according to performance monitoring. Difference of function ra-
tion of X-Ray machines of different hospitals were statistical significant( P <0.05) ; differences of radi-
ology work license owners, personal dose monitoring, radiological health knowledge training rate were
statically significant( P <0.05). The difference of pass rate of front gates and control room doors of
different hospitals were statically significant( P <0.05). The machine room area and protection facili-
ties were not up to standard. Conclusion; The management of radiological diagnosis in L city is far
from satisfactory.
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L3 Sif2Eath

FH EpiData 3. 0 257 2048 %&£, F SPSS 16. 0
FTGE 200, SRR LLBORFE X K30 8, Fisher” s
FEHMESR LA P <0.05 2R A it Lo
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Tab.1 The basic information of X-ray machine in the hospitals
o X SR X STABLA

() ¥l XHLPL DR AL CT #L DSA FLERAL HE
8 ER 34 14 10 8 1 1 0
RUE E B 65 28 31 6 0 0 0
ST AR 42 21 21 0 0 0 0
il B I = e 22 4 8 5 1 2 2
Bat 163 67 70 19 2 3 2

2.2 X BRI BRI

AWK 161 & X R ALIEAT B 25 1 BE A
W, A g5 R RN, MRe R o8 & A
61.5% . AFEZEHIEE B ik s ERERT B R &R i
B, 2R AAGIHE () =5.84,P <0.05) ;4
M B B B R UE SR e i, 3% 80. 0% 5 £ BH T A= Bii ks
TER AR, AR 50% . W32,
2.3 Gl TAE AR
2.3.1 FRUEESL A 111 ZUE TR AR, (O
STAEAPE) R BN, &K iR, 2524
SR L (Y =9.8,p <0.05) , 117 H & B Bi FFiE
RIH, 35 88. 9% 5 & TLAE B R B A%, Ak
50% . W33,
2.3.2 [N XS RE B TEA R
AN R W SR i R A A RIS T A R )

UL T HOAE, 28R 7 K6, AN AR I ) o 22 5
HHEIHFE (Y =5.7,P < 0.05); £ 81 TP
A% ,54. 7% 5 HRD felt B AA G 2R 22 57 G412 1 X
(x* =10.5,P >0.05) ; it i TLAE JIHR B I R 22 57
B (x’ =9.37,P<0.05) , WE4,

k2 ARER X HEIEEAN
Tab.2 The performance test of X-ray

machine in the hospitals

B X L X BRI RE

(&) /G ATEe2HE FEFR(%)
T HJE ER 34 23 11 67.4"
BB ER 65 39 26 60.0"
SH PR 42 21 21 50.0"
S BER: 20 16 4 80.0"
Hit 161 99 62 61.5"

VRIS RI R e X STHRBLEREAT G R L, P <0. 05
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Tab.3 Basic condition of radiology department

of hospitals at each levels

N Xkl T/EA L E
BB NG .
() RN A L FHEE%)

T HBER 34 18 16 2  88.90"
RS E R 65 44 36 8 81.2"
EZ MG 42 20 10 10  50.0"
i EERE 20 29 2 7 75.9M
it 161 111 84 27 75.7%"

O R [RIKRBE IE CHO A A BIE) $E 47 % 10 LB, P <
0.05
2.4 TAEGHKI

2.4.1 X HAHLTAE PR X SEbLbs

ARSI G I A R A, e
1 TRURAR FIOLEE BT #3521 T 100% 4% 4 BE el
BRI T 5 TS 3RS Fisher” s By YIS 50
EREGAT L (P <0.05) , 2 8 TAE B R AR,
BLBRITIRF 43R 54. 5% i 1454 2% 70. 0%
WFES,

2.4.2 EBRHBEREGEE & REBILE
RS R LRI 2R RGIHE L () =
7.5,P <0.05) , i AR, F24 5 1 H 1L 23.7% .
BRI BIILERL Bk T T4 E AR
SR bR A TAERERAT A T M A B B
fho BRERHLE RS R R R
S G E XL (Y =10.87,P <0.05) , WHEE,
SRR 42.2% ., WH 6.
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Tab.4 The health management information of radiation workers in the hospitals

i B AN TR it B {4 R A R

e (%) H x  WWER%) A K KKRER%) A K EIER%)
T HEER: 14 11 3 83.3" 11 3 83.3? 10 4 71.4%
S R 57 43 14 73.9" 42 15 78.9% 2 35 38.6%
SA TR 42 23 19 54,70 20 22 47.6% 12 30 28.6%
Al B = e 8 6 2 75.0" 7 1 87.5% 5 3 62.5%
&t 121 83 38 68.5" 80 41 66.1%® 49 72 40.5%

) AR ) 246 700 = A N0 e B 0 256 4 B 5 ) AN [ 24 20 2 g Bl e o A 3 90 b 5 ) AR T 46 80 B B O T A 51 3R 14

#,P<0.05
x5 BHRERXSEANEAITRER T8N
Tab.5 The workplace inspection situation of X-ray machine in different hospitals
. BLBs KRITB 4 e IR
B GINZAQL - - - > . o
b B Kkt BWE(%) ik Kiktn bR
W H B ERE 14 14 0 100.0" 14 0 100.0%
RE BBt 37 33 4 89.2" 36 1 97.3®
SH T ARG 34 22 12 54.50 23 11 70.0%
A BT B e 12 12 0 100.0" 12 0 100. 0
Mt 97 81 26 83.5" 85 12 87.7%
ORISR B K 1B ik bR 310 oA s ) R RIS R Be D 11 Bl Pk bR 1 e A%, P < 0. 05
%6 BRER XA EETRRENER
Tab.6 The workplace inspection situation of X-ray machine in different hospitals
By A i
[Eilg% 1:}‘[‘}__‘_' I‘Iﬂ Vn Van Vn Van Y an
P T s rme  @eR(0 WA e BAR%

T R B e 14 3 11 21.41 9 5 64.3%
ROE BBt 37 10 27 27.0" 19 18 51.4%
ST 34 4 30 1.7 7 27 20.6%
A B B 12 6 6 50.0" 6 50.0%
5878 97 23 74 23,7 41 56 42,2

ORISR BE BEAIL D3 DL IR A 3R 0 Eu e ) AR ) SR R il A £ R 19 L, P < 0. 05
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