AaNNgaatnuudssiiuunatdatazandanmnaadadnIsussiiiu

WA lAIWEIUIS

ilsua nungunssa* we..

Uszlw a5e1/ssgs* we.., 2.We. (MSNEILIDIEYIATNT-ADEAITNS)

vuam FITIUNTINTH* IN. U. (WeIU18)

ANITION DI WeL .

undada: mylauazlsziiuunadaslfiaiasiiaiiianuese anudiss sunsahly
Tduszdiulaase wazlawaanswdennussninegusadiy. msdnwidanssanuieay
iinueSeiliinguavasd tlanadaurnuiiissasuuuissfiuunaidla (the Open Wound
Assessment Form: OWAF) waz@nudanaassuainamsUssiiuunasasiinwennalu
Tassmaguagtheiimnsifieuiasunn  Tsanennanundud  naudemaduuwonio
69 9 110U 31 UND LASWENNBIMTN 4 AU TaRUTINTaLAzANNENTDILND TN
ﬁqﬂsstﬁuqmﬁﬂum:dw 7 yauHa Usznaude iaun sauuna fwilisauuna gan
Tdvauuna @sAaMal waznay wuh msiannanuimhdauazanudnyaaunaiien
ﬁuﬂszaw%{awﬁuﬁuﬁ'{msﬂumju (Intraclass correlation) (WAU .995-.996 Waz .998-
.999 MUY Ei'mmsﬂszl,ﬁu@mé'numxﬁu %) §¢" Kappa .84-1 Wam3AnwILEaAN)
wuvdszdiuunaidla OWAF Wuedasiiaffianuieaasdianenualulasims 2 i
wnwslumsussfiuunauhdeniy wuulssdvune@edfianmhdede ey
andaadathllflszfumadsuulamamnaunas dosiamlyigiheagluiiduawe

Mmdan: wuudssdiuunao MIauNe ANNEINAEBITENINEUIEEN ANNTIEN N5
WA

*Corresponding author, HZIEANEATINTE MATNINENISATHS AUUNTEMTNSINNENNATINGUF 1 INenaguing
E-mail: rankn@mahidol.ac.th
HUEMISHUFUGMSWENLIBIUG (MIWENISDIY SN T ALATGT) PAUUNNEMIASINNENLIATINIZUG MM INENSENTIND

FEEWEINATTW AUCUNNEATNTISINENILIBTINIBUYG N INEdeNTING

weiamhnagthe pasunnemanslsine1U1asnsud umingndauing
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aNnusingvavuuulsaiinuaailauazanndannaadyainisussiivaualnaneuia

anudnauazanusnzasam

matssdiuunaiemaddaduategs e
sansaldidudayalumsnauny  Hvuaisnms
Qua  wastssifivemuinmhnadiimaguatiu e
Toawmmnzluuwada (open wound) wanewiad
Wuukames @y WHBILEIY WNENANTU WHE
@oacA wasunanadan maUssiiuunaiiuay
assazdelanansonsunuuarldismsinmla
ANABIUVINE Y FRZTIHAANMIMINLYBIUND
wazanlamanmsiiannzunsndausutdunadu
idlasnnmsadaiiuua  Tassmaquagihedil
NNSHBNUALUNE  IUNSNEIUAe8MFNT
Tsanennanundud  Idlimsquariheiifiune
fvnethaananiemenaud e aaslasens,
aulu® wea. 2537 wazldsumsuatSnwiim
f"ﬁJmSQLLaLLwaﬁmﬂﬁwmmmmswmmam'N 9
Toafuwenualulasamss 4 au wdawdsusy
Timsquaunathe  uxadelildgnissdiulos
yaranuieulaanasn Snﬁgqmsﬂﬁﬁ'at?{m
funstufinanuiminresunainuan1dss
@euussens  neenuduszuy  wihdagiuly
TsawenuasnnduddnuutuinanunIwinzes
urananuathalumams  wawuutuhnaanan
Taigansaaziauanudsuulaswasunalda
Fou wazldannsaldtvunaziinau 1o lase
M3 Aenuulseluunada (Open Wound
Assessment Form, OWAF) faalosilsua nun
qum%’mﬁuazﬂmz (Kanogsunthornrat, Srisupan,
Pothiban, Srimuninnimit, & Wonghongkul, 2006)
nldnuuradlonnaiia SemsAnmenuiisn
wUUUsELUULaEANNTRAAE BITENIN LFUUL

Usziiy mdasiidudrunineedlasinsideses

422

“Gunuiszansuavaansguankaiaaleyale
uwagRuanMALUUNAIN”  Fediwennalulasamse
Whufussdiuuee  eaduanuihidaiolunuy
Uszifiuuazanuiasiudamslssfiuunayasii
wenalulasams

[

noUszaaAuaIn I

tiaUsziiivanuisesanuulszivuns
{Wa OWAF uazanudanaaosuaanamsuseiiiv
uwa Tasfiumennalassmsquagihefifimmsidiey
UAZUNE 1SaWENUIaTINEUR

A8MLHUNINIAY

FlumsidedausseneSeudiay  (descriptive
comparative  study) Lﬁ'aﬁﬂmmmtﬁmwamuu
Usziliuuuailla OWAF wazanudannanduans
Tuuudszdviituunarinds g Taaweuna

ﬂszmnmaznzjuﬁ'mfha

Uszmnnslumsdnmnasiiiusznaude 1) LK@
#HAN 9 LU WHANATU UWHBLLNYNU WRBEAR
WHagUiRve WaEanaa v3aunamaLEen Lot 2)
wenunaIngnelssdiuuns  ngudmeeUsznau
F8 uraNsunteens 1 #s USHMEIE (a0 Wad)
WHhNee AU dzlnn waza MUnLee: 5 WWa Ul
s'nmﬂcjﬂmﬁ%’ums%'nm‘lu‘[iqwmmaswm%‘uﬁ
lisnaeng e wazlse Tidmsdugihauazuus
drungudedniifunemnagussivusaiui
wenwailfianululaseinsquagihefinns
WBNUWALUED LSINENUIATINIBUR LI 4 AU

wsaaiianlalumsive

ww3neiianlalumsite Usznaudis

1) uwuuiuiindayadiuyanauassiouta
waaphe
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ilsua nunqunsfmu“ uasAas

2) indasiiaflFlumsuszdivuna  Usznau
e wiunmaanlusslatanaie thnmideuusiu
Taden ununszwiigasmmeasa: 1 a9
udwns L a (swab) Ussadioanue 8
frw!m Tdfussnamnasmudwns

3) wuudsziiuunalde OWAF Feaalos
ilsua nuﬂqum%'mﬁuazﬂmz (Kanogsunthornrat et
al., 2006) tiieldUsziivanulasuulasasuna
ldsumssnmnesgatlounagaanme (negative
pressure dressing) Usenaume mMsUseiliuaune
WHALALANANHULYBIUNATIN 8 TEUMT HIUMT
nagauaNNAsIaIiiamuazlasiaauaalag
Kn39aanal 5 U Usznaudiedagunndanuies
faounndmld  ersdwenna  wazwenuna
ﬁwmmumsl,ﬁ'mﬁums@LLau,wa FMaNuFnAa DY
izﬂ’hﬁ@%iﬁﬂm’g@ (inter-rater-agreement) .96
A iinNNASITIUEEM (Content Validity
Index, CVI) .97 (Kanogsunthornrat et al., 2006)
wuulszdiuiifineazdoauazisussdiu dail

1. mineuiinhdaveuua TFuruwanadn
TWssdlavanade 2 uiunsdausuuuhnouma 19
tnm@euunula (contact tracing) amgﬂuwa
MUFUYDULHAUULHUNANFAN Thuruwaddnd

NUuRaMUUUNTEM BTN TNIBURNGST U

v T
4 o

WunuramuIugaInTmMelugluns

2. anwdnmowna  WWliwudaUannie
2 #u lLisuusnaenasluumamuunaminiuthn
uwoaulanelaiagiinadnganauna lisui 2 N9
wuuivliduusnuasliumeliduseagiissau
hnuwa Jaanudnzesuxalagldliussnaniie
mELRmasIassazhaaanglaing 2 dud

DEUBNUKHD

Vol. 16 No. 3

3. anwaziilaialuume  UseiliudSunm
(8@ (granulation tissue) Tuuna wiady 5 szau
nnfnnngaaudisange  wazlipzuuuaiu

v
[ =1

10UAIH 1 = HLilad 100 %, 2 = HLilaf 75-99%,

¥ v
a4 o o A4 o

Gl
3 = Hiia® 50-74%, 4 = ULila6 25-49% uaz
5

¥
o A4 o

= fiilof < 25%

4. anwazzauuke Usadiwdu 3 anwae
ndnsasdigadeldd Ao 1 = laidaau,
2 = AU Waz 3 = WU

5. anuazinvisauwNe Usadiudhi 6 anwase
nnansardnddslifiinniige Wasuuu 1 - 6 Gail
1= Und 7 aan - Liidou, 2 = wits — anazifia, 3 =
LAIVIPA™ - Jau, 4 = Wandlas, 5 = NANWDY,
e 6 = uanfuunaiy

6. #an/lnselavauuns Usediwdly 5 anuae
s aumuanusuusniaslling @il 1 -
lsifinan, 2 = wandn < 2 o, 3 = ¥aNAN 2-4 BN
UAENIN < 50 %, 4 = BNAN 2-4 BN LALNIN > 50
%, WaZ 5 = BONAN > 4 PN

7. Snuazaseanas Ussdiudy 4 dnwae
warliasuuusaudangaaudelid da 1= Foa, 2
= duaala, 3 = Fdeala, was 4 = Wunuas

8. nauwns Uszdiudly 4 szdumwenu
quussnniaslumann da 1 = laildnau, 2 = ¢
nau Walleuna, 3 = loi”ﬂ?a'm,ﬁaﬁuagiﬁ"mﬁm,
wox 4 = l@nduiilangue 6 W

SnunizasuNanems 3-8 Ussiiuaeia
madana fazuuunuiiulld dge 6 azuuu
WALENEA 27 ALY ALULUBINN uaaeuwa i

2385558 lUN1539

mAseilldhumsfimsonuazayiinnans
ASNMI3EEITHMTITUAY  AnEUNNEATRS
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aNnusingvavuuulsaiinuaailauazanndannaadyainisussiivaualnaneuia

TsanenuIanNGUd WmIinensesuioa lusused
el 013/2549 Winwandlagasineinguasasd
waz 2aaNNINRaNNFhamuanualasla uaz
Ttheasmeiioteluludusauliflundngiu

JEuazdumaumsing

Aauhmsdine 6338 (Hlsua nungunssnl)
Fadunilsluguszduunauazidugasrouuy
Usziliuukalla OWAF asinafeazidanuazid
TFuvvdsziiivunalwnuiunervialulasenise
Toglaufimstlannue

nenwalulasemse 4 918 Useiliuuna
Wenny  lesdasdeunusadiuunaiazaung
msduaan  wenwannau lugurazasgthe
wianfuuazdradudavigiaafanzandy
dunvsunalosBanananugrauiayssiae
wennansuamnldidiududui 1 Huddouws
warUstfivumaduauusn  wenuaisuaanle
Jusuduil 2 whusafiuuaduauil 2 iy
flauasu 4 99 Tesvardszdiuumaliweua
ﬂu?juﬂ sannamuill wenunanlszdiuuna
Wuaugamnemenuazaaunauazlaunalwiv
fthe dayavanualdfumsnusia Ussnauas
Annslasgeieitadalufiduiedasiunms
Anwn nadiiigihefiuneannnd 1 ure azdeuen
uume  MsUssiuhuradnasaah
namsUszdiuassdaulitaani 2 dansd

MIATTEYS

AANBYINUUARMEIIAUIENE NaFaU
AnuFanAdaaIMsUstiuiuimhdauazany
anvasuramelusunsuadfaniagl oz
mdulssansanduiusmelungy  (Intraclass
correlation coefficient: ICC) Tuiaa two way mixed

model with consistency agreement HNANNLTD

424

U 95% Lfiaqmﬂﬁagmﬂu ratio scale WATWHAYN
@anuhdnwnnngthesgeliinzms  udazuwa
gnUsuiliy 4 ﬂ%y'q‘[ﬂﬂ&iﬂmﬁuﬁmwmmzm k)
WeNUa 4 18 (McGraw & Wong, 1996) d1%5U
AuAnuaziuY  wavune  Hudorqudnwoly
azuuuthinessudumuguansazdes  uasl
HUsziiuannni 2 (4 98) 14686 Fleiss’ Kappa
W3 group kappa BAMIGAMANNFanAdadlas
19dey (by chance) aanlU nagauatadAMa
daneee Z uasedneanaidaiiu 95 % Sianei
a9 Kandell’s Coefficient of Concordance (())
tilanadauanusiENazasiiuszdiulduas
fuszdiu 1ilaanne kappa Fedemzinndaya
Mfwnessusy  Huduiiililaugasdaimin
(magnitude) BNANUFDAANDY (Rae, 1988)
NAFIUANINTBAAA D92BIN TUsELNUAMAN B
usailomvualiideeuil 1 Funespude
MIAINATIEA asymmetric kappa UaznagauMmlY
SIFMeadn sei Z uazeeanuEeiy 95%
fmuathwinanudanadadsll e 1cC .75-
1.0 = 1, .40-.74 = thunan, waz 0-.39 =
18 (McGraw & Wong, 1996) @1 kappa < 0 = Tad
d00AADY, 0-.19 = o, .20-.39 = wald, .40-
59 = thuna, .60-.79 = @, .80-1.0 = dLdaw
(Landis & Koch, 1977)

NANISANE

vjﬂmﬁ@uﬁﬂ'ﬁaﬂumiﬁnmﬁ 24 918 1
%18 16 518 Wi 8 318 918 18-82 1 (naE 62.2
) unadidnenil 5 #iie Ao uNBENGA (10 wa: wihan
5, Wihvies 5) wnaguae (5 ue@: azlwn 1, e
2, WU 2) WHaNANU (11 wHa: %ad 1, AU 5,
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ilsua nunquns‘f'mu“ uasAas

azlun 4, 30 1) uHBLYIMUAEN (2 UHa)
LATUNALEDAMAINTaN (3 UHA) WKAIVNG
nIEEREMNEINEN ) aeTNmehengy
MBENITIN 9 LI A wihen (5), wrunas (1),
W (5), A (5), azlwn (5), du (2), Win
W (2), 98t (4), wazhaam (2) FINIUIU
WHaTiANWING 31 WHa Hilhe 4 Meiunany
8t 2 ure wariimsUst U URBLAN 3 UKD (uwa

OOV 2, wasukananuiazlnn 1)

ynafiufiunauazanudniialaswenna
4 AU LLa(r’NlumiNﬁ 1 @ Intraclass correlation
coefficient (ICC) swqﬂﬂauaz‘[ﬂmazﬁﬂwaqmsi'm
nneRuiinhdaunawhiu .995 uaz .998 mu
Sy M IcC Meyanauatlasndsraimsia
ANNINYDAULKALINAU .996 LAY .999 MNAIAU
(msw?i 2) dmmsﬂsuﬁuqmé’nwmzé’u 9 U
unalosilszifiunanguuasiiomuualiwenua
auit 1 1 §usnasgu 16 kappa .87-1 uaz .84-1
MUSITU (R 3)

MITNN 1 UENAIRAEYDINANUNINAALIZANNINUBILKHANIALABWENUNS 4 18

v

Hussiiin ANuaN (H.) Wuiwnan (za.)?
Mean SD Range Mean SD Range
3'18“?; 1 1.69 0.95 0.3-4.0 201.95 251.31 12.0-880
’S'Ifilﬁ 2 1.68 0.94 0.3-3.9 213.80 270.48 12.5-924
’S’]El‘ﬁ 3 1.68 0.96 0.3-4.1 202.09 250.12 12.5-860
3'18“?; 4 1.69 0.95 0.3-3.9 201.42 253.25 11.0-944

M5191 2 LEIAANNFTDAAEBYBNNMSUTLNUNUNHINAAUAZANNANVBIULNA LAENEN LIS 4 T8

TramIUssiiu 8YAAa ICC (95% CI) Taends ICC (95% CI)
N6 .995 (.991-.997) .996 (.997 - .999)
ANNEN .996 (.994 - .998) .999 (.998 - .999)

BHIYLHG): ICC = Intraclass Correlation Coefficient, 95% CI = 95% confidence interval
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MINN 3 UIMAIANNFRAAGEIIBIMTUTHTUAMANBUEAN T 2BUKALAENEID 4 98 uazLile

WIBUHBUSETUINWEN LIS 3 TIENUNENUIAEN 1

anssziiiv WIS 4 Y wWenwa 3 Mg wWisudsutuwenuaned 1

Kappa* (95% CI) (o)* Kappa* (95% CI)

é’nwmmﬁatﬁ’aslmma .92 (.86-.98) 0.98 .90 (.89-.91)

ANHULVDUUND 1.00 1.00 1.0

ANHUTAININTDULKD 1.00 1.00 1.0

gan/lwsalavauuna .95 (.90-1.0) .99 .93 (.86-1.0)

A3AaNa .87 (L77-.97) .91 .84 (.68-1.0)

nau 1.0 1.00 1.0

BNYLAG) *p <.001, = Kandell’s coefficient of concordance, 95% CI = 95% confidence interval

anUsraua

msUsziiuumaiiuselegiunnaanTIeuHY
M350 EILazNISUsEEUANNAIINUIYDIUNS
Toavluinldvnaunanazdnuasiaiiouuad
wasuwladluiflugdse dudunnaunawilos
#anmMs MSEMNAUSINATUKD LWSIZALATINY
PUAUNADE NN wATdaNA0 TUNNUFUR
msSannUsinasinnldasluwsasiniidymiden
wRzuaiANNAIIALAE U UNE 1T Ina
panNMNUNE MFIAUSINATTIBUUUTNWUNAT
9 Geltrate (Ievenuahud ldluduy i
Bliusaiaduwidu) sadhedadsnnmsld
Geltrate asvluuna wazanaldeaaaLaaoumnsy
Thwindiunan Geltrate filiiaei sHumsdn
UBnasumannmwandailfieiasgannmnd

426

MnnfUnNdashanaavianaadinle Fvhaumessuy
ABNWILABS (computerized stereophotogrammetry)
Solawiunseniiaau (Bulstrode, Goode, & Scott,
1986; Langemo, Anderson, Hanson, Hunter, &
Thompson, 2008) u@idadia wnzaUnsal
Neaumnaziilfiamsluguiiteniagudmgua
uNd (wound care center) el luaausend
whiy - mslduagamesiuiiunauazamudniiu
SnianiadumsussdivSinasuma  Sanieuiu
wnlumsSaiuiiuea  @o HOAMYBIANINAIN
WATAMNEM  WZEEMNUEEINGD  udiaiay
Iﬁ'wumﬁuﬁLLmaiwtleﬁua%aLaNa wazlannaa
waswnnluunaznelvg (McConnel, 2000)
msUszdiudsiuinihdatnuwaasldaase
AVVNAUKDATNINNNT (Majesk, 1992) 9
msldagrenireenslunuddsiaisuiey
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ilsua nunqunsfmu“ uasAas

FDIUZLHALAZIN DA LI NSNS B DILHS
Nnnanafiuimhdanuasuliluhamiimmue
(Cukjati, Sikonja-Robnik, Rebersek, Kononenko, &
Miklavcic, 2001) #335afuiivihdathauxalos
dwmwn%aaunugmmatiﬁLﬂéaaﬁwmmﬁuﬁ %30
NOMNUHAUAIINUULAS BRI U SN U0
ﬁuﬁ (VistrikTM) ﬁ)ﬂaﬂmmﬂmmﬂﬁ'aumﬂmi
MNAUBLHIDNTAIUIN (Samad, Hayes, French,
& Dodds, 2002). uagaliunwsuangludsenalng
Smsumsiaanuan Safiszanuazisnldnn fo
mslgliaaahdmumisangazacua
msAnaseilgiimsUsziiviuimhee
fine aunsoilaifudou Jounagihelunanlndifei
waslsigftheagluidendy  Sseaemuamawnaay
°11awmmﬁuﬁwﬁwﬁﬂﬁqmmﬂ?{ﬂulﬂmﬂgﬂmq
hnuwaisnwasulunnmswasun  wazSaanu
dnlasfiandnaanliiuddteqadniigaauna
Tuwnasmnnnness i lidaduuudendu
IAAANNANALARIUYDINTIA  UANITTUZ B
msEy wWaasnann wlvmnendesd uaz
inlamamaiaasulumsussiivanaiuiiunad
fvnelve (M5WH 1) FonngaeRumMsAnEza
saosuazAte (Thawer, Houghton, Woodbury,
Keast, & Campbell, 2002) %ﬁlﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬁuﬁﬂﬁ
iaaqunlumsﬁuﬁmmswu‘%nmwammaﬁﬁ
iafusaliidndosnse  lifussiudasly
msUszanam L?Jumqlﬂ”loi”ﬁmmmﬂﬁ'au Tums
Anwadiinena 4 elulasimse Uszidiu
Wuiwhdauazanudnsewnalasanagaiuly
szauANIN (ICC .995, .998 Uaz.996, .999 AN
&ev) Tesieeasunoinissiiauazidldnausy
msdnm udlaifimsflnvinee Neflwnsnnneiu
MIBUSHRWIENIMIQUaIaUKS nnuduiia

Vol. 16 No. 3

ufumnuade 9.5 U (4-15 U) Wwdaniu
M3ANEWWNIAET (Majeske, 1992) WinA
Nufiusadaadds 31 unasmeiddendulasii
QUALNE 3 T8 larANNEINAAITTAULREIN
(1IcC = .99) TagadunedAsmsuazlaiimsinnnue
RV

sunauws litisawaflazasiauanuguns
apsunald Sufludosiidoyadulsznaumsisudi
(Bates-Jensen, 1999) ﬁa:&aﬁﬂumuﬁmﬁﬂu
WK PaUUKA EIviTTauuKa Zen/lwsilduey
WD SNIRANAY waznauuma Filaglunuuisdiu
ualla OWAF Heifismnasammesdnmmmg 1
UanenusuLsLazaMziade Tudayaddny
damsnauwudenismsquaiinanzay  lag
Hlssiiiudaafiinusvasaganamsdunacis
o msduiadeiia wazmssundudieayn ms
Anwilfiuwennalasimsg  Ussifiuandnwns
0197 2aeunaaInanduldaaanaaanugann
(kappa >.8) mmsise @ulassiamaiin uaziile
Wisuiisududidedousnieiivszaunmsaian
flgn  udeehudazausaiiinuzmaiiiuaded
mafissfiudnyazaauunannunaldmiioudu
(kappa =1) fluwalimsusziiuiuiunadlsis
NAFULBULKA lAMANNTDAATBITEAUAINN

ANNINTDDVRINANSANEIN  UBNIN

v
= @

Fufumseanuuuisiiudayaiiinnstlosduly
TUsziiinuaaznensunansuszsiiiveaeny
woriu  Fasinlildmanusanadasguiioaud
duuenuiiisawazesmnadiode  Tudin
(Bonett, 2002) l@IATILHUUNAAIBENMINA
ICC wasinugussdiu ienanuidasiu .95 uas
#3909 mnm%} Elﬁbu (width of confidence interval =

2) agh e 1CC = .9 Wiadieussiiiu 3 98 uaz
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5 918 ABNMIVUIAAIDEN 13 98 Uaz 10 8 0N
S datiu lunsdigsadiu 4 e Sadasiivng
BENTENIN 10-13 8 §MSULUINAIDEN
Tums3a5e9 kappa Fuuazlisn (Sim & Wright,
2005) dvuahiilefiguszdiu 2 ne Jouau
WxYal@ (nominal scale) “?l kappa = .8, Ol< .05,
B= .80 daemasznadiage 13 e il saund
wazAtue (Altaye, Donner, & Eliasziw, 2001) LdUd
wuzhlungudaghadendiu ieiihunuglsuiu
Mndu ILADIMIVINANGNAIDENUENH M3
A%ail fifUseidiu 4 91 Ussdiu 31 uwe Fahasd
Ut (LK) tiseweNaztiyaNIn
@adeiwuhwewalulasims  Ussdivunale
GRLREENTEN
AnNEanAaawaeMsUstiiuansaiaune
Tumsdnwnilaglussdudnn  adeadstumsing
2096 N3y Muleauazate (de Gouveia Santos,
Sellmer, & Massulo, 2007) %ﬂ%’iﬁﬂsmﬁuadw
Weniu Ussdiuunadandas 30 una Tagwenna
4‘;18ﬂ"shumsamueﬁ"wums@uammmauﬁﬂmﬁﬂu
Aunenuagidfenmglde kappa 1.0 astiuld
3'1msﬂmﬁmmaﬁmmaammé’aﬁumﬂlunduﬁ
fianuiuasiinuzfndumsguatnauns  udem
fiszdudnirlunguiifissaumsaiuandafu
NTENUDINDTTNEU WazAe (Vermeulen, Ubbink,
Schreuder, & Lubbers, 2007) hansmsUsziiiu
HauNauazasAAMasEBILHanaINNaIB%in
adetumsdnmil  Tesligsadfiuguuaan
sUmwihiu 18 aw 15 Uszdlivumamuaad
UWAN-LWEBN- (Red-Yellow-Black Classification
Scheme) a9 vanany granulation tissue 5%%594
uaald (serosanguinous) 138 (MM FWapd BanaDe
slough tissue H31NMUBY LAz Waneda il

428

(necrotic tissue) HUsztRwiduunwng 76 18 uas
WA 62 318 NaNunngUssnaumeadasunng
uwnduszhtnu uwndidnve waztndnwuwng
dunaunenaitnd@nmwenuanvegy wu
1 nduunnduasngumennasessfiuiiousa
Teieh kappa .61 whiy wazdfiaiSsuifisundas
naufugienmglde kappa .77 uaz .71 aw
Sy drumslssiiunsdanaslosnduunngias
NENWENUNALAA kappa .48 WAL .49 MNEIGU (il
Wisuisuiudidensgy  nduuwndlde kappa
.56 dHunguwenuIalaa kappa .48
wuudsadiuiaselnddaafimnagauen
AnuLiies (reliability) Toenhlunaaaulungueld
wuuseiiutiu (interrater reliability) SANE
assiifeanudanadasszninguyldiaiasiia
luse adugs ugaanIsmslduazmsuenaaanuos
9 9 289uKe luuuUssiiuunala OPWAF &
anudaaud dathluldfuuneniiosne {143
N90TaUKe LA gNITUaLENUETANNULANETN
UHIAMANYULAN ] YDIUNA LAFDAAEBINUNIN
Fauanahuuulssdviiienuiessauuuiu
(Crewson, 2005; Streiner & Norman, 1995) Afue
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Reliability of the Open Wound Assessment Form and

Agreement of Wound Assessment among Nurses

Nirobol Kanogsunthornrat* R.N., Ph.D.

Prapai Ariyaprayoon** R.N., M.N.S. (Medical-Surgical Nursing)
Panadda Suwanparadorn*** R.N., B.Sc. (Nursing)
Kamonwan Jalapong**** R.N., M.N.S.

Abstract: Wound measurement and assessment need a valid, reliable, and efficient tool
as well as agreement between evaluators. This descriptive comparative study aimed to
evaluate the reliability of an Open Wound Assessment Form (OWAF) and agreement of
wound measurement and assessment skills using the form among nurses in the Ostomy
and Wound Care Team, Ramathibodi Hospital. Four nurses measured the wound area
and wound depth of 31 wounds with different types and locations as well as assessed
six characteristics of the wound including wound bed tissue, wound edge, surrounding
skin, undermine, exudate, and ordor. Intraclass correlation coefficients for interrater
measurements were .995-.996 and .998-.999 for wound area and wound depth,
respectively. Kappa coefficients for other characteristics of the wounds were .84-1.0.
Based on our results, the OWAF was found to have high reliability and the nurses in
the Ostomy and Wound Care Team have equivalent skills for wound measurement and
assessment. However, to assess the change of wound areas correctly, the patient’s position
should be consistent each time when measured.

Keywords: Open Wound Assessment Form, Wound measurement, Interrater agreement,

Reliability, Nursing.

*Corresponding author, Assistant Professor, Department of Nursing, Faculty of Medicine Ramathibodi Hospital, Mahidol

University, E-mail: rankn@mahidol.ac.th

**Advanced Practice Nurse (Medical-Surgical Nursing), Faculty of Medicine Ramathibodi Hospital, Mahidol University

***Registered Nurse, Faculty of Medicine Ramathibodi Hospital, Mahidol University

*#***Head Nurse, Faculty of Medicine Ramathibodi Hospital, Mahidol University

Vol. 16 No. 3

431



