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Abstract This descriptive research study investigates the factors that affect clinical practice satisfaction
and self-efficacy of nursing students in the clinical practice of pediatric nursing. Totally, 109 third-year
students enrolled at the Department of Nursing located in G Metropolitan City, were surveyed for their
general characteristics, clinical practice satisfaction, and self-efficacy. Data collection was carried out
from March to November 2019, and the collected data were analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test,
one-way ANOVA, Pearson's correlation, and multiple regression, using the SPSS 21.0 program. Results
of multiple regression analysis determined that practice institution (p=0.022), interpersonal relationship
(p€0.05), major satisfaction (p=0.010), practice satisfaction (p=0.006), relationship with colleagues
(p=0.035), and clinical practice self-efficacy (p=0.029), significantly affected the clinical practice
satisfaction, with an explanatory power of 38.7%. Results of multiple regression analysis revealed that
major satisfaction (p=0.019) had a significant effect on clinical practice self-efficacy: the explanatory
power of clinical practice self-efficacy was obtained as 15.7%. This study concludes that effective clinical
practice in pediatric nursing can be achieved by applying an intervention strategy that enhances
interpersonal relationships, major satisfaction, clinical practice satisfaction, and self-efficacy of the
nursing students.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants
N=109
Category Subcategory n %
Mal 1 13.8
Gender = > 3
Female 94 | 86.2
Yes 71 | 65.1
Religion
No 38 | 34.9
Difficult Nurses 31 28.4
relationship | Patient and care giver 52| 47.7
in clinical Other health care provider 19 | 17.4
practice Others 7 6.4
Clinical General hospital pediatric 0| 385
training ward )
institution Children’s hospital 67 | 615

3.2 LRRIS] HBRSE
OIAI‘AIA IIZI_|-_|E

J

AAOIET  =30}0| 2|
ME R|lesy B
4.014, B=299 T+

uEE 3654, A4}

UebgtHTable 2.

AGUEL 3.874, £
A 4.367 0= vehytt.
A A ast 7.1580%

3.3 HHAtel 2R S0 @
QAN X |E52t

Aol Qua S4o) e B Bl et 2
o] ehdth. UuH 540 e YL BEES o

/R]—/ﬂ/\ 1}7] _&_7 Ez]]x% o7 46 ;‘(]-0]7 31—‘5 7;]
o2 Ve tHp).05)[Table 31.
Table 3. Correlation of the variables
N=109
Clinical practice| Clinical practice
Variables satisfaction self-efficacy
M SD M SD
Male 3.84 0.46 7.52 0.73
Gender Female 3.62 0.42 7.09 0.94
t(p) 1.893(.061) 1.671(.098)
Yes 3.66 0.44 7.14 0.95
Religion No 3.62 0.42 7.18 0.89
t(p) 474(.637) -.217(.831)
Nurses 3.50 0.39 7.26 0.86
Difficale | L2eand |30 046 | 698 | 101
relationship care }glwelrh
in clinical | QM7 PR | 3671 039 | 723 | 069
ractice care provider
P Others 359 | 041 | 7.76 | 096
F(p) 2.111(.103) 1.850(.143)
General
hosptial | 3 73 | 44 | 7.06 | 092
Clinical pediatric ) : : :
training ward
institution Ch1ldr'en s 3.60 0.43 721 0.93
hospital
t(p) 1.554(.123) -.820(.414)
34 HBDISE, MSUIET, SRO0| W, QNS
UG, UMM AP|ESZ Ze] B
APEA ATE B QS BEEAE AT

Z(r=.449, p<.001), AH5TE(r=.511, p{.001), E=}

Table 4. Correlation of the variables

N=109
Table 2. Means and standard deviations of variables
N=109 Clinical |Clinical
Major Practice |Colleague | practice |practice
Variables patisfactionsatisfactionielationshipsatisfactio| — self
Variables Range M+SD Min | Max n Lefficacy
Major satisfaction 1-5 | 3.87+.63 | 3.00 | 5.00 r(p) r(p) r(p) r(p) r(p)
Major
Practice satisfaction 1-5 4.01+£.63 | 2.00 | 5.00 satisfaction
Colleague relationship 1-5 4.36+.63 | 3.00 | 5.00 Prac;ice 473
satisfaction| (£.001)
ChHIC‘al practice 1-5 3654.43 | 2.68 | 4.65 Colleague 282 1340
satisfaction relationshig (p<.01) (€.001)
Clinical practice 1-10 | 7.15£.93 | 460 | 9.20 e | awo o s
self-efficacy praciice 1 (oo1) | (<001 | (.001)
satisfaction| " ’ ’
Clinical 1 380 | 308 | 160 | 336
practic 00D | (p<on (£.001)
self-efficacy
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Mg A7\ ST ABHEE(=390, p<.001), At

ZI(r=.308, p{.0DIM F< FES EATHTable 4].

VIF A=E °]-&st9tt. Durbin-Watson A
= 1.904(=1.847) A7)4Ho] glo] Syold, VIF
A57F 1.039~1.4822 15 10 vvte g Yetit =49
HE7E g3440] gle AeE YUY B AEE 3
HAEAE AAsH o A-stsitt.
W AL Lo vX= Gl g thEIAEA
Ay}, AE713Hp=.022), HATA(p<.05),
(p=.010), A&5T=(p=.006), FEZA(p=.035), A417
(p=.029)2 UL ST o3t YFE F+= AL
2 Uit

HAETE(=.238), AHTE(=.256), T=2TA(=.174),
AA7H=.190)0] =245 WIS WEE7t ok,
AL olsdEEde] FTHEY Aot ¥
(B=-.163)Et} TH=2E7t Wofon, dildtA = ThaAret
9 #A(B=-.175)9] EAIL W A}, Hs29] EAY
o 2o} QG TSV WA Yttt QUHAS T
S g Aok A¥E2 38.7%E UEsT ASTHS
(=.2560)°] 7P & FTFE F3oH, AFHEE, A4
&, A571H, ddieoz AL TS 3

AFUE

(Other health
care providers)
Interpersonal
relationship(et | -.281 143 -.160 -1.975 .051
o)
Major
. . .165 .063 .238 2.609 .010
satisfaction
Clinical
practice 176 .063 .256 2.796 .006
satisfaction
Colleague 120 | 056 | 174 | 2134 | 035
relationship
Self-efficacy .089 .040 .190 2.220 .029

F(p)=7.830(.000), R*(adjR?>)=.444(.387), d(d,;)=1.904(1.847)
d(d,) : Durbin-Watson's auto-correlation coefficient(upper
critical limit)

" Dummy variable(1: Female, 0: Male)

“Dummy variable(1: Children’s hospital, 0: General hospital
pediatric ward)

“"Dummy variable(1: Nurses, 0: patient and care giver)

A
AN S
HE9) 7t S3A8S HESIS
1, A71AAHE Durbin-Watson A4S o] 83tg0H,
0S54 VIF A4E 0|85ttt Durbin-Watson
AFE 2.014(=1.8260)2 A7|AgHo] glo] &EHolH,
VIF A47F 1.036~1.4378 2% 10 #jgkog yeht
SHHS 7 T340l fle AR UEY £ A8
AAJst7]o Adstgict.

Gl gk o539

AE3NEL(p=.019)+= VS Past
AzuETs}

FE AR YEET A3
E2TE(=.249) YIS AasHol B, I

o =L Ao - -
& F= AR HeirTable 51 A A\ ES7E WS AR 15.7% ek
HTable 6].
Table 5. Variables influencing clinical practice
satisfaction
N=109 Table 6. Variables influencing self-efficacy on
clinical practice
Variables B SE Vo t P N=109
Cgms;ant 1.333 .366 3.638 .000 Variables B SE P . »
endaer
(Female)’ ~053 100 ~042 =530 598 Constant 4.555 | .795 5.732 .000
Religion Gender
(Yes) .059 .070 .065 .841 .402 (Female) -.330 | .248 -.123 -1.330 .187
Institution Religion
Children's | ~163 | 070 | -184 | -2324 | .022 (Yes) Rl IR e B
hospital) Institution
Interpersonal (Children’s .026 176 .041 147 .884
relationship -.175 .083 -.183 | -2.105 .038 hospital)”
(Nurses) Interpersonal
Inter?ersox}al .09 095 -079 -951 344 relationship 396 | .205 194 1.936 .056
relationship (Nurses)
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Interpersonal
relationship
(Other health 176 | 237 .072 741 461
care providers)
Interpersonal
relationship .676 .350 .180 1.930 .056
(etc)
Major 369 | 154 | 249 | 2389 | 019
satisfaction
Clinical
practice 274 156 .187 1.763 .081
satisfaction
Colleague | 49 | 140 | 033 347 | 730
relationship
F(p)=3.240(.002), R*(adjR*)=.228(.157), d(d;)=2.014(1.826)
d(d,): Durbin-Watson's auto-correlation coefficient(upper

critical limit)
* Dummy variable(1: Female, 0: Male)
“Dummy variable(1: Children’s hospital, 0: General hospital
pedlatrlc ward)
‘Dummy variable(1: Nurses, 0: patient and care giver)
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