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Abstract The purpose of this study was to examine the effects of teaching efficiency and nursing
professionalism on clinical practice competence in nursing students. Undergraduate nursing students
(252) in D province completed this study questionnaire. This study was conducted from 3rd to 11th May
in 2019. The collected data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Scheffe test,
Pearson's correlation coefficient, and stepwise multiple regression analysis with SPSS/WIN 21.0. The
results reveal that nursing students had a medium level of clinical practice competence. There were
significant correlations between sex, nursing professionalism, teaching efficiency, and clinical practice
competence. Nursing professionalism was the most influential factor with an explanatory power of
19.6%. The findings of this study are that nursing professionalism and teaching efficiency were
influenced the clinical competence of nursing students. Based on these results, nursing professionalism
and teaching efficiency should be considered when developing clinical practice education programs to

increase clinical competence in nursing students.
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects

(N=252)
Variable Categories n %
Gender Male 27 10.7
Female 225 89.3
Age 20-25 228 90.5
26-29 12 4.8
=30 12 4.8
Academic achievements 20729 “ 179
3.0-3.9 196 77.7
>4.0 11 4.4
Major adaptation Well 82 32.5
Common 158 62.7
Not 12 4.8
Satisfaction on major Satisfaction 128 50.8
Common 111 44.0
Dissatisfaction 13 4.8
Satisfaction on clinical Satisfaction 59 23.4
experience Common 159 63.1
Dissatisfaction 34 13.5
3.2 gAYl g E40| M2 M2 EE, W
+ESH U ANsS
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Table 2. Differences of nursing professionalism
according to characteristics of participants
(N=252)

Nursing professionalism
t or F

Variable Categories

M+SD 0 Scheffe
Gender Male 3.70+.43 -1.35
Female 3.83+.48 (.178)
20-25 3.80+.47 17
Age 26-29 3.84+.46 ( 169)
>30 406£.55 ©
. 2.0-2.9* 3.94+ .48
f\cﬁ,dem‘c 3.0-3.9" 380847 2 4
achievements 3/ ¢ 3.534.30 (.027)
. Well® 3.99+ .46
g/fi?xgiation Con?monb 3.74+ 45 (<186612) ayb, ¢
Not® 3.55+.51 '
X . Satisfaction® 3.92+ .43
iin;fliilron Common® 3.72+.49 (< (9)0018) ayb, ¢
) Dissatisfaction® 3.51+£.50
Satisfaction Satisfaction® 4.02+.46 1011
on clinical Common® 3.78+ .47 (< Obl) ab, ¢
experience Dissatisfaction® 3.60+.40
Total 3.81+.47




Table 3. Differences of teaching efficiency according

to characteristics of participants
(N=252)

Teaching efficiency

Variable

Categories
MiSD  f E’;) P Scheffe
Gend Male 3.58+.57 3.06
ender Female 3.24+.56  (002)
20-25 3.25+.55 210
Age 26-29 3.49+.49 ( 124)
>30 3.50+.80
. 2.0-2.9° 3.25+.65
Acad .81
accl‘?ie?:rfems 3039° 330454 ( 8283) bye
>4.0° 2.83+.57 ©
. Well® 3.45+.61
N(lialOIt"t' Common® 3.21+.52 (< 26416) ayb, ¢
adaptation - Nore 2.86+.53 "
Satisfaction Satisfactign‘ 3.374.58 6.07
. Common 3.20+.54 (003) ayc
on major Dissatisfaction® 2.88+.43 ’
Satisfaction Satisfaction® 3.60%.55 20.12
on clinical Common® 3.23+.52 (< 061) ayb, ¢
experience Dissatisfaction® 2.90+.54
Total 3.27+.57

Table 4. Differences of clinical competence according
to characteristics of participants

(N=252)
Clinical competence
Variable Categories M+SD tor F Scheffe
»
Gend Male 3.78+.42 2.20
ender Female 3.58+.44  (028)
20-25 3.59+.44 238
Age 26-29 370851 (oo
=30 3.85+.40
o 20-29° 3.62+.47
1:§§f]eevrgrlrfents 30-3.9° 3.61+.44 ( 46747)
>4.0° 3.44+ .41 ’
. Well® 3.70+.45
ﬁ%’oi tion Common® 3.58+.43 (30953 ayc
adapta Not 33137
Satisfaction Satisfactig)n‘ 3.68+.42 5.50
X Common 354+ .45 (005) ayc
on major Dissatisfaction® 3.34+.39 .
Satisfaction Satisfaction® 3.73+.44 3.22
on clinical Common® 3.57+.43 (042) ab, ¢
experience Dissatisfaction® 3.56+.44 ’
Total 3.60+.44
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Table 5. Correlation coefficient of nursing professionalism,
teaching efficiency and clinical competence

(N=252)
Nursing Teaching Clinical
Variable professionalism  efficiency competence
(p)
Nursing
. . 1
professionalism
Teaching 36 1
efficiency (<.001)
Clinical 37 34 1
competence (<.001) (<.001)
3.4 ThARIO] QMass=l0] B3S Dxl= 29l
aRte) Aol A AL 81e Tt
7] 9ol YFFEES B S hRte]
uhY S04 Ol Aol Lehi A, HEASE,
ABUSE, QIASTRES AT 9
AR et e ARAR, IEAEHS WS

ocI;)‘ o

2 oto] DA H(Stepwise) WA o]
AEAE AR 2K Table 6)%9F 2. 2
A3t (tolerance)”} .846-.937°& 0.10]40]gloH,
Bl variance inflation factor)”} 1.068-1.217
2 5 108 gong Eguis 710 vg 3AY &
A= gle AR Yetit) E3t 221e] 5-84& 4%
5171 938l Durbin-Watson 2 79t 23} 1.8452 U
EjL} 20 7B R Q2p9] A7l fle AoE
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ST 223} 9] AT A oA e} SREA
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Table 6. Factors influencing of clinical competence
(N=252)

Clinical competence

Variable 5
t p Adjusted R F
Nursing 31 506 <001 196 214
professionalism 1
Teaching 20 333 001
efficiency
Gender -12 -2.13 034
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