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A study on development and verification of a visual indicator for patient safety cu
Iture

Hirose, Masahiro

2,900,000 870,000

AHRQ HS
OPSC Lag time
Lag time
i HSOPSC
Lag time

We performed patient safety culture surveys using Hospital Survey on Patient Safet
y Culture (HSOPSC) developed by AHRQ (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality) and Lag time which is ca
Iculated from the difference between reporting and occurrence date of incident. However, the results betwe
en HSOPSC survey and Lag time survey differ each other. The result using HSOPSC might depend on response r
ate and the value which is calculated by using the overall average positive response rate multiplied by re
sponse rate was well correlated with Lag time. Therefore, Lag time might be possible to indicate patient s
afety culture. Then, further studies will be needed.
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