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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Subjects (N=230)

2if]

Aw7pt Haxk & o 24.6%° o= 7H u}Ol SIS
o QT desh A RAoRA A, dd b
OlEjH|o] 2 =t G= O18Shs BT 15.3%E 7}75 ot

X

Variables  Classification n (% M (SD)
Gender M 1(04) CHAKES] EBP &XILQI0]| Ciet QAN
F 228 (99.6)
Age (yr) 23-29 113 (49.1) 32.3 (6.73) B oo ol 1Al 4 doolo
30-39 76 (33.0) = 25k EBP £XR20L Table 3,
40-49 38 (16.5) Table 48} 2T} EBP FXQ1S A 3.497%(SD=0.44)°]%)
Educati JZS'O llege (3 3(;;) , Flecld ATE AvEY JJAYE fls EBPS 7t
s soee ) 131 (5710 i]Oﬂ g Aol 3897(SD=0.54) 0% 71 %SkiL, EBP %
on Master's degree course 39 (17.0) AqAs v?']éﬂ' Z2o] XY 3.718(SD=0.51), +=-2] 7 4l 33
Master's degree 43 (18.7) 7}71% 3.06%(SD=0.65), AT-THA HELols} ZA] st
T A4 2784(SD-0.74), EBP S-4% $1% A1) ool
Clinical <3 42 (18.3) 9.4 (6.90) 2.69731(SD=0.73) 2] o]tk
experience  3-5 51.(223) EBP 5719919 /8 Fel thit #4913 BER G}
o) o % Gon) Bogck sk Boditk: o=, FejahA itk el
>20 15 ( 6.6) 3 FolekA gkethE FoskA o slow Hsto] Ay
Professional ~ Staff nurse 172 (74.8) B Ayl EBP 299l & = FHPF o] 7P me Tt
status Clinical nurse specialist 6 (2.6) o ByS uHsy] od WY AFEZ o]gd - urpw
Nurse manager 52 (22.6)
Clinical General ward 123 (54.0) 4297(SD=0.69)°1211L, 88.3%7F Felstsltt. theo® (1%
setting Intensive care unit 35 (15.4) A= FAFEE 0 AE SIAIF)Y] YIS s ot =
Emergency unit 14 (61) 4227(SD=0.69), 88.7%7} EFolalalom, At s AE
e DS & FEe ) Qrha ARE W) S8l w2
Table 2. EBP-related Characteristics of the Subjects (N=230)
Variables Classification n (%)
Taken nursing research course Yes 166 (72.5)
No 63 (27.5)
Taken statistical course Yes 164 (71.3)
No 66 (28.7)
Research participation in clinical unit Yes 109 (47.6)
No 120 (52.4)
Membership of academy Yes 102 (44.7)
No 126 (55.3)
Attendance of academic conference Yes 135 (59.5)
in recent 1 year No 92 (40.5)
Reading research article (per month) Yes 57 (25.8)
No 164 (74.2)
Needs for research evidence Yes 218 (97.3)
in clinical setting No 6 (2.7)
When the participants need research evidence in Training for junior nurses 31 (13.6)
clinical setting To be a competent expert 56 (24.6)
To know about appropriate nursing process 88 (38.6)
Errors in nursing practice 20 ( 8.8)
New clinical environment 31 (13.6)
Others 2 (0.9
Information sources for research Literature review, computer search 171 (75.3)
evidence Expert (clinical nurse specialist, physician, etc.) 53 (23.4)
None 2 (09
Others 1(04)
7|27t5 58| K| 18(3), 20114 8¢ 303



kA

02
A

al

Table 3. Nurses' Perceptions for EBP Facilitators (N=230)
Subscales M SD Minimum Maximum
Availability of support to develop EBP 3.71 0.51 2.00 5.00
Belief in the value of EBP for patient care 3.89 0.54 2.00 5.00
Skills in locating and evaluating research reports 3.06 0.65 1.00 5.00
Knowledge of research language and statistics 2.78 0.74 1.00 4.50
Time to devote to EBP 2.69 0.73 1.00 5.00
Total 3.49 0.44 2.17 4.77

Table 4. Each ltems of EBP Facilitators (N=230)

Subscales and contributing items M (SD) n (%)=
Subscale 1 : Availability of support to develop evidence-based practice
Nurses are encouraged to use the hospital computers to conduct literature reviews 4.29 (0.76) 203 (88.3)
Senior nurse administrators will support change in practice when there is sufficient evidence to support it 4.06 (0.68) 196 (86.0)
Nurses in my hospital have shown that it is possible to change practice on the basis of research findings 4.01 (0.64) 190 (82.6)
Nursing staff in my unit will endeavor to change practice when there is sufficient evidence to support it 4.01 (0.70) 188 (81.7)
The Nurse Unit Manager of my ward/unit would be supportive if I wanted to change practice on the basis  3.91 (0.73) 179 (78.2)
of research
The hospital has a climate that encourages staff to pursue new ideas 3.80 (0.76) 162 (70.8)
Registered nurses in this hospital are encouraged to carry out research 3.79 (0.81) 156 (68.4)
I am encouraged to attend seminars and meetings where research findings are presented 3.59 (0.89) 135 (58.7)
Financial support to attend conferences is available if I apply to the hospital 3.47 (0.88) 126 (54.8)
There is a clinical educator on my ward/unit who would help me if I wanted to change practice on the 3.44 (0.79) 113 (49.8)
basis of research
I have access to nurses with research training to help me interpret research findings 3.20 (0.93) 94 (41.1)
Hospital management would support practice based on research even if it was not in keeping with hospital ~ 2.97 (0.99) 69 (30.1)
policy
Subscale 2 : Belief in the value of evidence-based practice for patient care
Nursing research is an important way of improving the quality of patient care 4.22 (0.69) 204 (88.7)
Reading research articles is critical for nurses if nurses are to be clinically effective 4.03 (0.74) 190 (82.6)
I would feel confident about changing hospital policy if there were well-defined processes to do so 4.02 (0.67) 190 (82.6)
Research helps nurses in their decision-making 3.92 (0.71) 179 (78.2)
Seeing other people using research findings to change clinical practice motivates me to do the same 3.85 (0.72) 168 (73.4)
Research helps me fulfil the responsibilities of my job 3.82 (0.67) 160 (69.9)
Nursing research is of interest to nurses 3.81 (0.81) 169 (73.5)
I am enthusiastic about using research to improve nursing practice 3.43 (0.80) 102 (44.4)
Subscale 3 : Skills in locating and evaluating research reports
[ have the skills necessary to conduct a computerized literature search 3.33 (0.80) 113 (45.2)
I have the necessary skills to evaluate qualitative research reports 3.04 (0.89) 71 (31.1)
I have the necessary skills to evaluate quantitative/statistical research reports 2.95 (0.80) 52 (22.6)
I am confident about my ability to evaluate research reports 2.94 (0.75) 48 (20.9)
Subscale 4 : Knowledge of research language and statistics
I understand the language and terms of research articles 2.93 (0.83) 156 (68.1)
I do not have difficulty interpreting the statistics used in research 2.63 (0.84) 35 (15.2)
Subscale 5 : Time to devote to evidence-based practice
[ am willing to contribute to the writing of clinical guidelines based on research in my off-duty hours 2.95 (0.94) 64 (27.9)
provided I am also able to do some of it in my work time
I have the time to read research articles and contribute to the writing of clinical guidelines based on 2.68 (0.86) 41 (17.9)
research
I can arrange to spend some of my working day in the library 2.45 (1.05) 44 (19.1)

* = Frequency and percentage of 'agree' or 'strongly agree' answers
oltF & 4.06%(SD=0.68), 86.0% F2]2] <=o]3ic} Whd, F9
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WA AR 546 QlojxlE= Lo](F=4.66, p=.004), 157
T(F=2.50, p=.032), A E(F=3.23, p=.013), Z$(F=6.08,
p<.001), TF-5-X(F=4.52, p=.004)°] webq] EBP X219
FoJst zto]E BT} Duncan AFEAS Az, Uol= 504
ool 23- 294Kt} WHAEE HALSFAE SAkRLE
38L& 20 o]ido] 5 gk wu), A9 AEEAL 7F A

p<.001), & ol
p<.001)9} A el A

3= 7%l EBP

= 9

W Qe Al Aal, PRl o

(=281, p=.005), s}3]
ofu &3] A(t=4.04,

Table 5. EBP Facilitators by General and EBP-related Characteristics (N=230)
Variables Classification M (SD) t or F Jo) Duncan
Age (yr) 23-29° 3.41 (0.43) 4.66 .004 a<d

30-39" 3.51 (0.47)
40-49° 3.65 (0.35)
>50" 4.01 (0.13)
Education Junior college (3yr)* 3.50 (0.39) 2.50 .032 b<f
Bachelor's degree (4yr)° 3.42 (0.44)
on Master's degree course’ 3.54 (0.35)
Master's degreed 3.64 (0.45)
on Doctoral degree course’ 3.53 (0.72)
Doctoral degree’ 3.91 (0.14)
Clinical experience (yr) <3* 3.38 (0.35) 3.23 .013 a,b<e
3-5° 3.37 (0.49)
6-9° 3.53 (0.44)
10-19* 3.55 (0.44)
>20° 3.72 (0.33)
Professional status Staff nurse’ 3.44 (0.46) 6.08 <.001 a<b
Clinical nurse specialistb 3.79 (0.37)
Nurse manager’ 3.65 (0.34)
Clinical setting General ward" 3.43 (0.44) 4.52 .004 c<b,d
Intensive care unit’ 3.60 (0.43)
Emergency unit’ 3.24 (0.39)
Others* 3.61 (0.43)
Taken nursing Yes 3.54 (0.44) 2.78 .006
research course No 3.37 (0.40)
Taken statistical course Yes 3.54 (0.43) 2.52 013
No 3.38 (0.44)
Research participation Yes 3.57 (0.40) 2.81 .005
in clinical unit No 3.41 (0.47)
Membership of academy Yes 3.59 (0.44) 2.94 .004
No 3.42 (0.43)
Attendance of academic Yes 3.59 (0.43) 4.04 <.001
conference in recent 1 year No 3.35 (0.42)
Reading research article Yes 3.71 (0.39) 4.20 <.001
(per month) No 3.43 (0.44)
Needs for research evidence Yes 3.51 (0.44) 2.12 .035
in clinical setting No 3.12 (0.40)
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Nurses' Perceptions regarding Evidence-Based Practice Facilitators
in a Tertiary Hospital*
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate facilitators of evidence-based practice (EBP) in Clinical
Nurses. Method: The instruments used in study were the EBP facilitator scale developed by Nagy et al. and a
questionnaire on EBP-related characteristics. Data were collected from 230 nurses at a tertiary hospital and
analyzed by descriptive statistics. Results: Compared to previous studies, this study showed that nurses had more
experience related to research courses and clinical research. However, the proportion of nurses who reviewed
relevant articles still remained low. The respondents had positive perceptions of organizational supports for EBP
and belief in the value of EBP, whereas they had negative perceptions of skills in locating and evaluating research
reports, knowledge of research terms and statistics, and time to devote to EBP. Conclusion: The findings of the
study provide important basic data to develop and implement an EBP programs. In future, EBP programs should
cover the nurses' skills to search and review research literature as well as their knowledge of research terms and
statistics. Furthermore, nurses will require help to ensure that there is adequate time to devote to EBP.
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