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ABSTRACT

Purpose: to describe the quality of nursing documentation and nursing diagnoses in the nursing care clinic. 

Methods: The sample was nursing records before and after the training of NANDA-I nursing diagnoses and 
nursing documentation. Observational protocols were used to collect data. The D-Catch instrument was 
used for structural assessment of the quality of nursing documentation. Nursing diagnoses were analyzed 
qualitatively. The statistical package SPSS 26.0 program was used to analyze the nursing documentation 
evaluated with the D-Catch instrument, the Mann ̶ Whitney U test was used to evaluate the differences before 
and after the training.

Findings: Most nursing diagnoses were made in the areas of activity/rest and security/protection. The most 
frequent nursing diagnoses were the risk for falls and the risk for impaired skin integrity. Evaluating the 
quality of nursing records before and after NANDA-I nursing diagnoses training, it was revealed that there 
were most inadequacies in the formulation of nursing diagnoses before the training and in the formulation 
of results after the training. After the training, the formulation of nursing diagnoses and the documentation 
of nursing interventions improved significantly, but the documentation of results deteriorated somewhat.

Conclusions: The results of the research show the necessity of training in improving the documentation of 
nursing care.

Implications for Nursing Practice: This study gives insight into usage of nursing diagnoses in nursing care 
clinic and the necessity of highlighting the importance of health-promoting nursing diagnoses.
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Introduction
Nursing documentation is a document created in paper and/or 

electronic form that shows which patient-centered interventions the 
nurse has planned and performed. The documentation must reflect 
the decisions made in the nursing process and their necessity, inter-
ventions and assessment (Saranto, et al. [1-5]). Nursing documenta-
tion is an inevitable part of the treatment process and the purpose of 
the activity is to contribute to the treatment process. Documentation 
has legal significance for the protection of both healthcare profession-
als and patients. Therefore, correct documentation requires accuracy, 
making nursing care better and enabling confirmation of decisions 
made in patient treatment. Based on research, it can be argued that 

poor documentation is one of the factors that lead to undetected dete-
rioration of the patient’s condition. Documentation should provide an 
overview of changes in health status as well as changes in medication 
[6]. Quality nursing documentation strives to foster structured, con-
sistent, and effective communication among nurses and facilitate con-
tinuity and patient safety. It links nursing documentation directly to 
internationally recognized aspects of healthcare quality and patient 
safety [7]. The quality of nursing documentation meets seven criteria: 

1)	 Is patient-centered, 

2)	 Contains actual nursing work, 

3)	 Reflects nurses’ clinical judgments, 
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4)	 Is presented in a logical sequence, 

5)	 Is written in real time, 

6)	 Records changes in care, and 

7)	 Meets legal requirements [2]. 

The task of high-quality nursing documentation is to achieve a 
continuous, structured and effective exchange of information between 
healthcare professionals, which results in consistent patient-centered 
nursing interventions [3]. The use of the NNN taxonomy in the provi-
sion of nursing care also increases patients’ satisfaction with the nurs-
ing care provided to them [8]. To ensure this, it should be properly 
and authentically documented. Nursing activities and documentation 
must be consistently directed, controlled and evaluated by the nurs-
ing manager [9]. Legislation regarding patient documentation varies 
from country to country, but should contain accurate and high-qual-
ity information for assessing, planning and providing nursing care. 
A common national model for documenting patient care would im-
prove information flow, collaboration between multidisciplinary care 
teams, and patient safety [10]. Nurses spend about one-third of their 
working time documenting. Nurses’ weak knowledge of documenta-
tion methods can cause problems for both patients and nurses, and 
therefore a common basis for writing correct nursing diagnoses is 
needed for everyone [11]. A study conducted by the Estonian Health 
Insurance Fund revealed that nursing documentation in Estonia has 
improved over the years, but there are still shortcomings [12]. The 
main conditions in the nursing care clinic are dementia and stroke. 

Among somatic disorders, the most common are diseases of the 
circulatory system, diseases of the nervous system (mainly Parkin-
son’s disease) and diseases of the musculoskeletal system (mainly 
osteoarthritis) [13]. They also often have high blood pressure, diabe-
tes and cancer [14]. Related to this, patients in the nursing care clinic 
have a number of psychobiological needs such as body care, mobility, 
elimination, nutrition, circulatory support, neurological regulation, 
safety, and physical integrity. Psychosocial needs are also important 
and have the following indicators: communication, cognition, love, ac-
ceptance, self-actualization, emotional security and sociability [15]. 
Psychosocial aspects such as support network, description of emo-
tions related to the health and illness process, use of coping strategies, 
and patient and family knowledge of treatment, as well as aspects 
related to sexuality, hobbies, and leisure activities, have been found 
to be partially documented or undocumented [16]. The purpose of 
the research is to describe the quality of nursing documentation and 
nursing diagnoses in a nursing care clinic.

Material and Methods 
Sample

In October 2018, an applied research was started at West-Tallinn 
Central Hospital in Estonia, first NANDA-I nursing diagnoses training 
was conducted for all nurses of the nursing care clinic. The nursing 

clinic has 130 beds, and at the time of the study, 52 nurses worked in 
the clinic, 38 of whom completed a two-day training in NANDA-I nurs-
ing diagnoses. The nursing clinic has 6 departments and the nurses 
working there received 16 hours of training. The training was con-
ducted by three lecturers, with one of the trainers working at both the 
hospital and the university. The first eight hours dealt with the theo-
retical foundations of NANDA I, and the second eight-hour training 
included the analysis and joint discussion of the electronic nursing 
history prepared by each participant’s nurse. NANDA International II 
Taxonomy Nursing Diagnoses: Definitions and Classification 2015 – 
2017 [17] in Estonian was used in the training. Since earlier versions 
of the book were also in use in the clinic, nursing diagnoses based on 
earlier versions were also considered correct. The sample was nurs-
ing records before and after training in NANDA-I nursing diagnoses 
and nursing documentation. Nursing records had to meet the follow-
ing criteria: prepared for a patient who had been in the hospital for 
at least three days; the start and end dates of the patient’s case are 
between 3 months before and 3 months after the end of the training, 
and an individual nursing plan has been drawn up for the patient. 

The data were extracted from the LIISA electronic information 
system used in West-Tallinn Central Hospital. The data was compiled 
from the part of the nursing history, which consists of the nursing his-
tory, the nursing plan, and the nursing diary. The nursing records were 
printed out and delivered to the researchers at the agreed time in the 
conference hall of West-Tallinn Central Hospital, where the analysis of 
the nursing records also took place. Before the training, 292 disease 
cases were obtained during the 4 months before the training, of which 
276 met the criteria. Before the training, 54 nursing records were ran-
domly selected in the nursing care clinic. After the training, 3 months 
after the training, a total of 246 disease cases were obtained within 4 
months, of which 148 met the criteria and 47 nursing records. Were 
randomly selected. 

Data Collection
Observational protocols were used to collect data. There were dif-

ferent observation protocols. Protocols 1 - 2 were tables where the 
researchers entered data from the nursing records before and after 
the training. The tables contained information on the following as-
pects: treatment case number, department, nursing diagnoses, relat-
ed factors, defining characteristics, purpose, nursing interventions 
according to the nursing diagnosis, assessment, document reflecting 
the assessment. The third protocol contained the researchers’ in-
dividual assessments according to the D-Catch instrument, and the 
fourth protocol contained the consensus and sum scores based on 
the individual assessments. The D-Catch instrument contained six 
questions: record structure, admission documentation, nursing diag-
noses, interventions, progress and outcome evaluation and legibility. 
All questions were assessed on a 4-point Likert-type scale. Admission 
documentation, nursing diagnoses, interventions, and progress and 
outcome evaluation were measured as a total score of quality and 
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quantity criteria. The research question was given 1-4 points for qual-
ity and quantity, and the results were added together. The minimum 
result obtained by summing was 2 and the maximum was 8. Question 
structure and legibility were measured only based on the quality cri-
terion and there was no summing. The quality criterion points were 
as follows: 4 – very good; 3 – good; 2– incomplete; 1– absent [18]. The 
D-Catch instrument allows assessment of nursing diagnoses accord-
ing to the PES format, which includes P ̶ problem (nursing diagnosis 
name), E ̶ etiology (related factors), S ̶ signs and symptoms (defining 
characteristics) [19].

Data Analysis
For qualitative analysis, nursing diagnoses were divided into 

problem-focused and risk diagnoses. Diagnoses were categorized 
according to NANDA-I Taxonomy II domains. The SPSS 26.0 program 
of the statistical package for social sciences was used for statistical 
analysis. The chi-square (χ2) test was used to compare percentages 
before and after training. The Mann ̶ Whitney U test was used to as-
sess the difference in nursing records quality before and after training 
Mann ̶ Whitney U is a non-parametric test for comparing the arithme-
tic means of two groups. The test was chosen because the sample was 
not normally distributed. Differences where p<0.05 were considered 
statistically significant.

Ethical Considerations
Permission to conduct the research was obtained from the author 

of the D-Catch instrument, the hospital and the Tallinn Medical Re-
search Ethics Committee (decision no. 2742). In addition, confidenti-
ality agreements were signed between the researchers and West-Tal-
linn Central Hospital. The study was conducted in a room allocated for 
this purpose by the hospital. The patient’s name and personal iden-
tification number were deleted from the nursing records. All nursing 
records were coded and the data of the nurses who completed the 
nursing records were deleted. The study results were generalized and 
the personal data of the patients and the nurses who completed the 
nursing documentation were not disclosed.

Results
The related factors were partially present both before and after 

the training in almost half of the cases. There was a statistically signif-
icant difference in the presence of defining characteristics in the nurs-
ing anamnesis, where before training defining characteristics were 
present in less than a quarter of the nursing records and after the 
training in more than half of the nursing records (see Table 1). Prob-
lem-focused nursing diagnoses were established both before and af-
ter the training in a total of eight domains. Most nursing diagnoses 
were made in the field of activity/rest. The areas of self-perception, 
role relationships, sexuality and coping/stress tolerance were not 
addressed. Before the training, 28 different nursing diagnoses were 
formulated in different wording, which did not match the NANDA-I 
II taxonomy or were incorrectly worded. Some diagnoses were made 
several times, there were a total of 68 non-matching nursing diagno-
ses before the training. After the training, 7 different nursing diagno-
ses were made in different wording, a total of 9 different times, which 
did not match the taxonomy of NANDA-I II. Most often, different nurs-
ing diagnoses were combined into one or offered in the wording of 
the nursing diagnoses themselves (see Table 2). Risk diagnoses were 
established both before and after the training in a total of only five 
areas. Most risk diagnoses were established in the field of security/
protection. 

Table 1: Documentation of related factors and defining characteris-
tics in nursing records before (N=54) and after training (N=47).

Related factors 
(p=0.001)*

Defining characteristics 
(p=0.001)*

Before 
training n 

(%)

After 
training n 

(%)

Before 
training n 

(%)

After 
training n 

(%)

Missing 19 (35.2%) 14 (29.8%) 6 (11.1%) 1 (2.1%)

Partially 
available 26 (48.1%) 21 (44.7%) 37 (68.5%) 21 (44.7%)

Fully available 9 (16.7%) 12 (25.5% 11 (20.4%) 25 (53.2%

Note: *χ2-test
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Table 2: Problem-focused nursing diagnoses before (N=54) and after training (N=47).
Domain Nursing diagnoses before training Nursing diagnoses after training

1.	 Health promotion
Frail elderly syndrome (3) Frail elderly syndrome (34)

Adult failure to thrive (23) Adult failure to thrive (1)

2. Nutrition

- Impaired swallowing (2)

Fluid deficiency (1)* -

Insufficient nutrient intake (1)* -

Possible fluctuations in blood sugar (2)* -

Swallowing disorder (1)* -

Dehudration (1)*

3.Elimination and exchanges

Impaired gas exchange (1)

Impaired urinary elimination (2) -

Constipation (2) Constipation (2)

Tendency to constipation (1)* -

Lack of urination (1)* -

4.Activity/rest

Wandering (2) -

Disturbed sleep pattern (4) Disturbed sleep pattern (1)-

Bathing self-care deficit (4) -

- Impaired physical mobility (2)

- Impaired bedmobility (1)

- Insomnia (1)

Ineffective breathing pattern (3) Ineffective breathing pattern (1)

- Impaired physical activity in bed (1)*

Difficulty in falling asleep (1)* Difficulty in falling asleep (1)*

Elevated blood pressure (2)*, Increase in blood pressure 
(2)*, Possible fluctuations in blood pressure (1)*, Unstable 

blood pressure (1)*, Hypertension (1)*
-

Insufficient self-care when washing, eating, dressing and 
performing toilets (18)*

Insufficient self-care during washing, 
dressing, eating and toileting (1)*

Insufficient self-care when washing, dressing, eating (4)* -

Insufficient self-care when washing, dressing, using the 
toilet, eating (6)* -

Insufficient self-care when washing, dressing, using the

toilet (2)*

Insufficient self-care when washing, 
dressing, eating, using the toilet (3)*

-

Insufficient self-care (1)* -

Self-care deficit (12)* -

Failure to administer medication at the scheduled time 
(p/o, s/c, i/m) due to memory impairment (1)* -

5. Perception/cognition Impaired verbal communication (1)

Chronic confusion (1)

Impaired memory (1)

9. Coping/stress tolerance Adult failure to thrive (23) Adult failure to thrive (1)

11. Safety/

protection

Impaired tissue integrity (3) Impaired tissue integrity (1)

Impaired skin integrity (2) Impaired skin integrity (3)

- Change in skin integrity (1)*

Surgical wound of penis (1 -
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12. Comfort

Chronic pain (2) Chronic pain (6)

Acute pain (8) Acute pain (6)

Ineffective airway clearance (1)

Pain (1)*, Possible pain (1)*, Pain due to the patient`s 
disease, VAS 4-5p (1)*, The patient has pain in the mouth 
area (1)*, Pain and stiffness in one or more joints (1)*, Pain 

in the left hip joint (1)*

Pain (1)*

Possible feeling unwell, weakness, headache, dizziness (1)*

Abdominal pain (1)*

Nausea, vomiting (1)*

- Nausea (1)
Note: * Nursing diagnoses that do not match the NANDA-I II taxonomy or are incorrectly worded.

Before the training, 22 different risk diagnoses were established 
in different wording, which did not match the NANDA-I II taxonomy 
or were incorrectly worded. Some risk diagnoses were established 
several times, in total there were 35 non-matching risk diagnoses be-
fore the training. After the training, 5 different risk diagnoses were 
established in different wording, which did not match the NANDA-I 
II taxonomy. Most often, when formulating risk diagnoses, the word 
“danger” was used instead of “risk” (see Table 3). Health promotion 
diagnoses were not found in any of the nursing records. Evaluat-
ing the quality of nursing records before and after the training and 
different parts of the nursing records in relation to their quality, it 
was revealed that before the training, the total score of nursing in-
terventions (7.11±0.904), the quality of the structure of the nursing 

record (3.87±0.339) and the quality of legibility (3.83±0.376)) were 
the highest. and the lowest was the sum score of nursing diagnoses 
(6.11±1.110) and the quantity of nursing diagnoses (3.04±0.643). 
After the training, the quality of legibility (3.91±0.282), the quanti-
ty of nursing interventions (3.87±0.397) and the sum score of nurs-
ing interventions (7.60±1.035) were the highest, and the sum score 
(6.04±0.756), the quantity (3.06±0.791) and quality (2.98±0.725) of 
progress and outcome evaluation were the lowest. After the training, 
the quantity (p<0.0001), quality (p=0.002) and sum score (p<0.0001) 
of nursing diagnoses and quantity (p=0.015), quality (p<0.0001) and 
sum score (p<0.0001) of nursing interventions improved statistically 
significantly. The quantity of the results was slightly worse (p=0.009) 
(see Table 4).
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Table 3: Risk diagnoses before (N=54) and after training (N=47).
Domain Nursing diagnoses before training Nursing diagnoses after training

1. Health promotion - Risk for frail elderly syndrome (1)

2. Nutrition

Risk for unstable blood glucose level (6) Risk for unstable blood glucose level (9)

- Risk for deficient fluid volume (2)

Potential risk of fluid deficiency (1)* -

- Impaired swallowing, risk of aspiration (1)*

Blood sugar. Danger of hyperglycaemia (1)* -

Danger for hyper- or hypoglycaemia (1)* -

3. Elimination/ exchange

Danger of constipation (2)* Danger of constipation (1)*

Danger for constipation (1)* -

Risk for dehydration (1)* -

4. Activity/rest

- Risk for impaired cardiovascular function (15)

Risk for decreased cardiac output (12) Risk for decreased cardiac output (1)

- Risk for ineffective cerebral tissue perfusion (1)

Danger for high blood pressure (1)*

11. Safety/protection

Risk for impaired skin integrity (19) Risk for impaired skin integrity (12)

Risk for pressure ulcer (2) Risk for pressure ulcer (1)

Risk for falls (32) Risk for falls (25)

Risk for aspiration (1) Risk for aspiration (2)

Risk for infection (5) Risk for infection (6)

Risk for imbalanced body temperature (3) Risk for imbalanced body temperature (1)

Danger for infection (11)* Danger for infection (1)*

Risk for inflammation and infection (3)* Risk for inflammation and infection (1)*

Risk for skin damage (1)* -

Potential skin damage (1)* -

Danger for bedsores (1)* -

Danger for tracheostomy occlusion, danger for 
displacement (1)* -

Danger for gastrostomy occlusion, danger for dis-
placement (1)* -

Danger for nasogastric tube obstruction, danger for 
displacement (2)* -

Danger for epicystoma occlusion, danger of displace-
ment (1)* -

Possible weakness, dizziness, imbalance, risk for 
falling (1)* -

Danger for possible physical injuries (1)* -

Urinary incontinence, risk for damage to skin integ-
rity (1)* -

Danger for urinary tract infection (1)* -

Risk for injury, danger for falling (1)* -

Danger for inflammation and infection (1)* -

Note: * Nursing diagnoses that do not match the NANDA-I II taxonomy or are incorrectly worded.
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Table 4: Quality of nursing documentation before (N=54) and after (N=47) training.

Items of the accuracy of nursing documentation
Before training After training

p-value
Mean ±SD Min-Max Median Mean ±SD Min-Max Median

Record structure (quality) 3.87±0.339 3-4 4.00 3.83±0.433 2-4 4.00 0.750

Admission documentation (quantity) 3.54±0.539 2-4 4.00 3.57±0.491 3-4 4.00 0.499

Admission documentation (quality) 3.35±0.677 2-4 3.00 3.66±0.479 3-4 4.00 0.021

Admission documentation (sum score) 6.85±1.035 5-8 7.00 7.30±0.907 6-8 8.00 0.027

diagnoses documentation (quantity) 3.04±0.643 2-4 3.00 3.53±0.584 2-4 4.00 <0.0001

diagnoses documentation (quality) 3.07±0.749 1-4 3.00 3.51±0.655 2-4 4.00 0.002

diagnoses documentation (sum score) 6.11±1.110 3-8 6.00 7.06±1.150 4-8 8.00 <0.0001

Intervention documentation (quantity) 3.69±0.469 3-4 4.00 3.87±0.397 2-4 4.00 0.015

Intervention documentation (quality) 3.43±0.570 2-4 3.00 3.81±0.449 2-4 4.00 <0.0001

Intervention documentation (sum score) 7.11±0.904 5-8 7.00 7.60±1.035 3-8 8.00 <0.0001

Progress and outcome evaluation (quantity) 3.46±0.605 2-4 4.00 3.06±0.791 1-4 3.00 0.009

Progress and outcome evaluation (quality) 3.24±0.725 1-4 3.00 2.98±0.725 1-4 3.00 0.339

Progress and outcome evaluation (sum score) 670±1.176 4-8 7.00 6.04±0.756 2-8 6.00 0.091

Legibility (quality) 3.83±0.376 3-4 4.00 3.91±0.282 3-4 4.00 0.224

Note: *Mann Whitney U test

Discussion 
Patients in the nursing care clinic have a number of psychobiolog-

ical needs such as body care, mobility, elimination, nutrition, circu-
latory support, neurological regulation, safety, and physical integrity. 
Psychosocial needs are also important and have the following indi-
cators: communication, cognition, love, acceptance, self-actualization, 
emotional security and sociability [15]. The present study revealed 
that the most frequent nursing diagnoses were risk for falls and risk 
for impaired skin integrity the nursing care clinic. Also, the adult 
failure to thrive was documented 23 times before and once after the 
training, which after the training, as the nurses’ knowledge of nursing 
diagnoses increased, was replaced by the frail elderly syndrome. In a 
study conducted in Turkey, the most frequent nursing diagnoses in 
the nursing care department were ineffective role performance and 
ineffective health maintenance, and similar to our study, the risk for 
falls [20], which was also more frequent in (Dias, et al. [21]) study 
along with the risk for impaired skin integrity. In addition, Dias, et 
al. [21] point out the risk for pressure ulcer, obesity, risk for consti-
pation and obesity, of which the risk for pressure ulcer and risk for 
constipation were documented to a small extent in the nursing re-

cords examined in this study. The frail elderly syndrome is also being 
talked about more and more and is one of the most frequent nursing 
diagnoses in nursing care clinic patients [21]. 

In their meta-analyses, (Zhang, et al. [22]) found evidence that the 
risk of mortality is higher among frail patients. In the nursing records 
reviewed in this study, frail elderly syndrome was one of the most fre-
quent nursing diagnoses. Although a significant number of patients 
in the nursing clinic are bedridden patients, due to which there are 
problems with weight and constipation due to lack of exercise, the 
given nursing diagnoses were very little mentioned. Before the train-
ing, there were many inaccuracies in the formulation of nursing diag-
noses, which improved significantly after the training. Apparently, the 
nurses were not used to using the NANDA-I nursing diagnoses book 
before the training or did not have the skills to use the book correct-
ly, and several diagnoses were formulated by the nurses themselves 
or used diagnoses that do not appear in the NANDA-I II taxonomy. 
In a study conducted by Kocacal (Güler, et al. [20]), it was found that 
the most nursing diagnoses were established in the field of activity/
rest and safety/protection, and the least in the field of sexuality and 
life principles. This is consistent with the results of the present study. 
For problem-focused nursing diagnoses, eight domains were covered, 
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and for risk diagnoses, only five domains were covered. Unfortunate-
ly, no health-promoting diagnosis was established. 

Evaluating the quality of nursing records before and after the 
NANDA-I nursing diagnosis training, it was revealed that there were 
most inadequacies in the formulation of nursing diagnoses before 
the training and in the formulation of results after the training. (Tui-
nman, et al. [23]) and (Moldskred, et al. [24]) also concluded in their 
study that there were most inadequacies in nursing documentation 
when formulating nursing diagnoses and presenting results. This 
may indicate that standardized nursing language is not being used. 
After the training, the formulation of nursing diagnoses and the doc-
umentation of nursing interventions improved significantly, but the 
documentation of outcomes deteriorated somewhat. Here, the reason 
may be that training focused more on formulating nursing diagnoses 
than outcomes. In a study conducted by (D`Agostino, et al. [25]), it 
was found that both liability and structure were rated very low. How-
ever, in the present study, both structural components were rated 
very highly. The fact that the nursing documentation is electronic cer-
tainly contributed to the liability of the documentation, and nothing 
remained unclear due to illegible handwriting. The structure of the 
nursing record was also clear.

Limitations
The nursing records were selected randomly before and after 

training and the nursing documentation of the same nurse has not 
been compared as researchers got anonymous nursing records with-
out personal data of the nurse and patient. Although the sample was 
small, the results of the research can be generalized within the frame-
work of one clinic, but not to all nursing care clinics in Estonia.

Conclusion
The results of the research show the necessity of training in im-

proving the documentation of nursing care. Most nursing diagnoses 
were made in the areas of activity/rest and security/protection. The 
most frequent nursing diagnoses were risk for falls and risk for im-
paired skin integrity in the nursing clinic. No health-promoting diag-
noses were established. After the training, the formulation of nursing 
diagnoses and the documentation of nursing interventions improved 
significantly. The study showed the importance of training in improv-
ing the quality of nursing documentation. Since nursing diagnoses are 
reviewed every two years, training is also necessary every two years 
to review changes in nursing diagnoses.

Recommendation for Nursing Practice and Education
The continuing education is needed to have training on NANDA-I 

nursing diagnoses in every two years. More attention must be paid to 
health-promoting nursing diagnoses. 

Author Contributions
All authors have read and agreed on the final version of the manu-

script. The first author was responsible for statistical analysis. In oth-
er parts of the article all authors contributed equally.

Acknowledgment
Authors thank the hospital for making the research possible.

Conflict of Interest Statement
The authors have declared no conflicts of interest.

Funding Information
This research did not receive any specific grant from funding 

agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors. 

Ethics Statement
Permission to conduct the research was obtained from the author 

of the D-Catch instrument, the hospital and the Tallinn Medical Re-
search Ethics Committee (decision no. 2742).

References
1.	 Saranto K, Kinnunen UM (2009) Evaluating nursing documentation - Re-

search designs and methods: Systematic review. J Adv Nurs 65(3): 464-
476. 

2.	 Jefferies D, Johnson M, Griffiths R (2010) A meta-study of the essentials of 
quality nursing documentation. Int J Nurs Pract 16(2): 112-124. 

3.	 Wang N, Hailey D, Yu P (2011) Quality of nursing documentation and ap-
proaches to its evaluation: A mixed-method systematic review. J Adv Nurs 
67(9): 1858-1875. 

4.	 Molla M (2014) Assessment of Factors Affecting Implementation of Nurs-
ing Process Among Nurses in Selected Governmental Hospitals, Addis 
Ababa, Ethiopia; Cross Sectional Study. Journal of Nursing & Care 03(03): 
1-8. 

5.	 Herdman TJH, Kamitsuru S (2018) NANDA International Nursing Diag-
noses: Definitions & Classification, 2018-2020 (11th Edn.)., New York: 
Thieme Publishers.

6.	 Voyer P, McCusker J, Cole MG, Monette J, Champoux N, et al. (2014) Nurs-
ing Documentation in Long-Term Care Settings: New Empirical Evidence 
Demands Changes be Made. Clin Nurs Res 23(4): 442-461.

7.	 Instefjord HH, Aasekjær K, Espehaug B, Graverholt B (2014) Assessment 
of quality in psychiatric nursing documentation - a clinical audit. BMC 
Nurs 13(1): 32. 

8.	 Marcotullio A, Caponnetto V, Cerra C La, Toccaceli A, Lancia L (2020) Nan-
da-i, nic, and noc taxonomies, patients’ satisfaction, and nurses’ percep-
tion of the work environment: An Italian cross-sectional pilot study. Acta 
Biomedica 91(6): 85-91. 

9.	 Asmirajanti M, Hamid AYS, Hariyati RTS (2019) Nursing care activities 
based on documentation. BMC Nurs 18(Suppl 1): 32. 

10.	 Mykkänen M, Saranto K, Miettinen M (2012) Nursing audit as a method 
for developing nursing care and ensuring patient safety. NI 2012(18): 301.

https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2024.54.008553
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19222644/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19222644/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19222644/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20487056/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20487056/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21466578/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21466578/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21466578/
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0d32/121abeb849fd4ec642fbbf73a3093599b9a3.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0d32/121abeb849fd4ec642fbbf73a3093599b9a3.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0d32/121abeb849fd4ec642fbbf73a3093599b9a3.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0d32/121abeb849fd4ec642fbbf73a3093599b9a3.pdf
https://web.thieme.com/images/emails/NANDA_Preview.pdf
https://web.thieme.com/images/emails/NANDA_Preview.pdf
https://web.thieme.com/images/emails/NANDA_Preview.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23431024/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23431024/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23431024/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25349532/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25349532/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25349532/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32573510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32573510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32573510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32573510/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31427894/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31427894/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24199107/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24199107/


Copyright@ : Irma Nool | Biomed J Sci & Tech Res |   BJSTR.MS.ID.008553.

Volume 54- Issue 3 DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2024.54.008553

45917

11.	 Ebrahimpour F, Pelarak F (2016) Modified Use of Team-Based Learning to 
Teach Nursing Documentation. Electron Physician 8(1): 1764-1769.

12.	 Sultsmann MK, Leppsaar L, Oras K, Leibur J, Seppik M, et al. (2017) Kok-
kuvõte kliinilisest auditist, Iseseisva statsionaarse õendusabi kvaliteet ja 
põhjendatus“. Eesti Arst 96: 310-313.

13.	 Van Rensbergen G, Nawrot T (2010) Medical conditions of nursing home 
admissions. BMC Geriatr 10: 46.

14.	 Rekawati E, Sahar J, Widyatuti, Abas I, Chaidir (2018) The experience of 
older people living in nursing home (Panti Wredha) in DKI Jakarta, Indo-
nesia. Enferm Clin 28(1): 347-352.

15.	 Medeiros De Oliveira JM, Lima Da Nóbrega MM, Dos J, Oliveira S (2015) 
Nursing Diagnosis and Results for the Institutionalized Elderly: A Method-
ological Study. Online Brazilian Journal of Nursing 14(2): 110-120.

16.	 De Oliveira NB, Peres HHC (2021) Quality of the documentation of the 
nursing process in clinical decision support systems. Rev Lat Am Enfer-
magem 29: e3426.

17.	 Herdman TH, Kamitsuru S (2016) NANDA International, Inc. 
õendusdiagnoosid: definitsioonid ja klassifikatsioon 2015-2017: kümnes 
väljaanne, pp. 1-484.

18.	 Paans W, Sermeus W, Nieweg RMB, van der Schans CP (2010) D-Catch 
instrument: Development and psychometric testing of a measurement 
instrument for nursing documentation in hospitals. J Adv Nurs 66(6): 
1388-1400. 

19.	 In: Herdman TH, Kamitsuru S, Takáo Lopes C (Eds.)., (2021) NANDA In-
ternational Nursing Diagnoses: Definitions & Classification, 2021-2023. 
United States: Thieme Medical Publishers Inc, pp. 1-587.

20.	 Güler EK, Eşer I, Khorshid L, Yücel ŞÇ (2012) Nursing diagnoses in elderly 
residents of a nursing home: A case in Turkey. Nurs Outlook 60(1): 21-28. 

21.	 Dias KM, Herdman TH, Ferretti Rebustini RE de L, Lopes CT, Santos ER Dos 
(2020) Relationships between nursing diagnoses and the level of depen-
dence in activities of daily living of elderly residents. Einstein Sao Paulo 
18: eAO5445. 

22.	 Zhang XM, Dou QL, Zhang WW, Wang CH, Xie XH, et al. (2019) Frailty as a 
Predictor of All-Cause Mortality Among Older Nursing Home Residents: 
A Systematic Review and Meta-analysis. J Am Med Dir Assoc 20(6): 657-
663.e4. 

23.	 Tuinman A, de Greef MHG, Krijnen WP, Paans W, Roodbol PF (2017) Accu-
racy of documentation in the nursing care plan in long-term institutional 
care. Geriatr Nurs Minneap 38(6): 578-583. 

24.	 Moldskred PS, Snibsøer AK, Espehaug B (2021) Improving the quality of 
nursing documentation at a residential care home: A clinical audit. BMC 
Nurs 20(1): 103.

25.	 D’Agostino F, Barbaranelli C, Paans W, Belsito R, Juarez Vela R, et al. (2017) 
Psychometric Evaluation of the D-Catch, an Instrument to Measure the Ac-
curacy of Nursing Documentation. Int J Nurs Knowl 28(3): 145-152.

Submission Link: https://biomedres.us/submit-manuscript.php

Assets of Publishing with us

•	 Global archiving of articles

•	 Immediate, unrestricted online access

•	 Rigorous Peer Review Process

•	 Authors Retain Copyrights

•	 Unique DOI for all articles

https://biomedres.us/

This work is licensed under Creative
Commons Attribution 4.0 License

ISSN: 2574-1241
DOI: 10.26717/BJSTR.2024.54.008553

Irma Nool. Biomed J Sci & Tech Res 

https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2024.54.008553
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26955447/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26955447/
https://ojs.utlib.ee/index.php/EA/article/view/13510
https://ojs.utlib.ee/index.php/EA/article/view/13510
https://ojs.utlib.ee/index.php/EA/article/view/13510
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20630079/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20630079/
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1130862118301839
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1130862118301839
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S1130862118301839
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/283179554_Nursing_diagnosis_and_results_for_the_institutionalized_elderly_A_methodological_study
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/283179554_Nursing_diagnosis_and_results_for_the_institutionalized_elderly_A_methodological_study
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/283179554_Nursing_diagnosis_and_results_for_the_institutionalized_elderly_A_methodological_study
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34037121/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34037121/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34037121/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20546369/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20546369/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20546369/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20546369/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21703650/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21703650/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33174968/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33174968/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33174968/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33174968/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30639171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30639171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30639171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30639171/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28552204/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28552204/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28552204/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34154606/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34154606/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34154606/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26620246/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26620246/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26620246/
https://dx.doi.org/10.26717/BJSTR.2024.54.008553

