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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the effect of nursing intervention on MR diffusion weighted imaging
(DWI) with endometrial carcinoma. Methods: 60 patients with endometrial carcinoma were di-
vided into two groups randomly: the nursing intervention group and control group. All the pa-
tients underwent MR DWI examination. The whole nursing intervention was proceeded in nursing
intervention group. The results including one-time success rate, the scores of imaging quality and
acceptable diagnostic rate of DWI images were compared between these two groups. Results: The
one-time success rates in control group and nursing intervention group were 66.67% and 96.67%
with statistic difference (P < 0.05). The acceptable diagnostic rates in the two groups were 76.67%
and 96.67% with statistic difference (P < 0.05). The DWI imaging quality scores in the two groups
were 1.87 % 0.86 and 2.33 * 0.55, respectively. There was significant difference (P < 0.05). Conclu-
sion: The effective nursing intervention can make the patients cooperation better in MR DWI ex-
amination and improve the DWI imaging quality significantly.
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Table 1. The evaluation of DWI imaging quality in two groups
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