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A Convergence Study on Awareness of Pediatric Nurses
and Nursing Prospects among Nursing Students
after Pediatric Clinical Practicum
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Abstract This descriptive convergence research is to get basic data for educational program by investigating
awareness on pediatric nurses and nursing prospects after pediatric clinical practicum among 143 junior
nursing students. Using SPSS/Win 21.0, t—test, ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient and stepwise multiple
regression were carried out. The awareness of subjects on pediatric nurses was 4.09%£0.61 on a scale of
5, which was higher than the traditional and social ones, and nursing prospects’ was 3.31£0.65 on a scale
of 5. Therere significant differences partially in awareness on pediatric nurses according to sex, age,
satisfaction in nursing and practium hospitals. Awareness on nursing prospects of those who had average
satisfaction in nursing was higher than others(p<.002). There was a positive correlation between subvaribles
of awareness on pediatric nurses and nursing prospects(r=.287~.510, p<.01), Traditional and social
awareness were the significant factors on nursing prospects in hierarchical multiple regression, and the
explannation rate was 29.2%(p<.001). It's needed to raise awareness on nursing prospects by improving
traditional and social awareness on pediatric nurses.
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Table 1. General characteristics of subjects

N=(143)
Characteristics Division N (%)
Male 31(21.7)
Sex
Female 112(78.3)
Age 20~22 134(93.7)
(year) over 23 9(6.3)
fitting Apptitude 53(37.0)
Motive of matching Grade 13(9.1)
admission considering Job 71(49.7)
serving others 6(4.2)
. . Low 78(54.5)
Satisfaction in -
nursing as major Medium 57(39.9)
High 8(5.6)
Introverted 35(24.5)
Personality type Middle 101(70.6)
Extrovert 7(4.9)
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Making nurses’

awareness

SNS or literature 29(20.3)

visit hospital 33(23.1)
nurse in  family 36(25.1)
clinical practicum 45(31.5)

pediatric intensive care unit 58(40.6)

Practium Hospital children's Hospital 54(37.7)

general Hospital 31(21.7)

1st 59(41.3)

Practium turn 2nd 36(25.2)

3rd 43(33.5)

3.2 oE7EAS} HEANT Al Bt

Table 2004 tdAE2] 7EsAtel ik 912 & 4]
Q2o 3to] 4.09+0.613 02 7P EokaL 7EAR1A T}
AY3|A Q14 9] e 747} 3.68+0.637F 3.71£0.59% 019

on 7+EA A WS 3.31+0.65H 02 Yepstth

Table 2. Mean scores of awareness on each variables
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Table 41 8], o}5k5AJ0] Tk <1)e] algiejels

NS kv o1 11 <o) B} ISEHr=287~510,
Variables M(SD)"
- p<.01).
A Professional 4.09(.61)
wareness on Traditional 3.68(.63) .
pediatric nurses - > - Table 4. Correlation on awareness between subareas
Social 3.71(.59) o .
Awareness on nursing prospects 3.31(.65) of pediatric nurses and nursing prospects
“ M(SD) : Mean(Standard Deviation) N:(143)
nursing professional traditional
prospects
33¢ H]—X—] _J-]oﬂ [q—E o]—‘Eﬂ—&A‘l—S’} 7]—1%]7(113 ?l/;]'o :Lgi’— professional 287
B ~ traditional .510 .585
Table 3 oA B FalAe] 7hg Al gk AF4, 7 social 471 446 594
57 9 AR AQ14) Fito] ofslnet frolabl 9k peol
234 o o] MEARIA T AEA14] 9 Hete] 234
Table 3. Mean scores of awareness on each variables according to general characteristics N=(143)
Awareness on pediatric nurses Awareness on nursing
- = - pects
Ckizng?cc;er Division professwn?l o tradltlonz;l o somalt o DTOSDEC: )
. or F(p " or F(p " or F(p . or F(p
M(SD) Tukey M(SD) Tukey M(SD) Tukey M(SD) Tukey
Mal 446 | 26.77 401 402 | 24.10 345 3.92 | 19.58 2.24 335 | 10.06 0.37
Sex ae (054) | (3.24) | (<001) | (0.67) | (4.00) | (.001) | (0.55) | (2.74) | (.027) | (0.84) | (2.52) (.710)
e Female 398 | 23.90 359 | 21.54 3.65 | 18.27 329 | 9.88
(0.58) | (351) (0.59) | (3.55 (0.59) | (2.93) (0.60) | (1.79)
20-99 405 | 24.32 —263 | 364 | 21.86 | -3.34 | 370 | 18.50 -.82 329 | 9.87 ~1.36
Age e (0.61) | (3.63) | (009 | (0.62) | (3.71) | (.008) | (0.59) | (2.96) | (411) | (0.64) | (1.91) |  (.178)
(year) or 23 459 | 27.56 428 | 25.67 3.87 | 19.33 359 | 10.78
over & (0.36) | (2.19) (0.55) | (3.28) (0.52) | (2.60) (0.86) | (2.59)
i iud 419 | 25.15 6.601 376 | 2255 | 1.851 373 | 1866 | 1.395 341 | 10.23 951
ithng apptitude | (0 56) | (3.39) | (.055) | (0.59) | (355) | (141) | (0.55) | (2.77) | (247) | (0.56) | (1.68) (.418)
! 412 | 24.69 3.88 | 23.31 3.95 | 19.77 338 | 10.15
Motive of| matehing grade | (y735) | (236) (0550) | (3.01) (045) | (2.24) (052) | (157)
admission S 397 | 23.80 57 | 2141 363 | 18.17 322 | 9.65
considering Job | (056 | (3.06) (068) | (4.07) (062 | (3.10) (073) | (2.20)
ing ofh 453 | 2717 3.94 | 23.67 3.90 | 19.50 333 | 10.00
Serving Others 1 (0.36) | (2.14) (043) | (2.58) (0.65) | (3.27) (0.67) | (2.00)
low? 3.92 | 2353 | 8.144 | 352 |21.13| 6.028 [356(0.] 17.81| 6.117 3.13 | 9.40 6.662
ow (0.58) | (3.45) | (<.001) |(0.58)|(3.50)| (.003) 55) |(2.73)| (.003) |(0.62)|(1.86)| (.002)
Satisfaction medium® 125 | 2549 | P c>a [T387 [2325| b>a 391 |1953| bP>a 351 | 10.54 b>a
in nursing U (0.58) | (3.45) (0.63) | (3.77) (0.60) | (3.02) (0.62) | (1.85)
hiaht 456 | 27.38 3.90 | 23.38 3.78 | 18.88 3.54 | 10.63
¢ (0.63) | (3.78) (0.73) | (4.41) (0.47) | (2.36) (0.80) | (2.39)
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troverted 417 | 25.00 | 1.332 | 4.05 | 24.29 | 1.310 | 3.77 | 18.86] .039 3.67 | 11.00 | 1.125
° (0.62) | (3.74) | (.267) |(0.76) | (4.54)| (.273) [(0.63)|(3.13)| (.961) |(0.77)[(2.31)| (.328)
Personality 1 4,03 | 24.21 3.65 | 21.91 3.71 | 18.53 3.28 | 9.85
type mddie (0.61)| (3.66) (0.64) | (3.82) (0.59) | (2.96) (0.59) | (1.77)
Crovert 422 | 25.34 3.70 | 22.20 3.71 | 18.54 3.30 | 9.91
extrover (0.59) | (3.52) (0.59)| (3.51) (0.58) | (2.90) (0.79) | (2.37)
NS or literat 421 | 2528 | 1.212 | 3.78 | 22.66 | 2.087 | 3.74 | 18.69 | .647 3.28 | 9.83 1.941
T OF METATC | () 59) | (3.14) | (.308) | (0.76) | (4.56)| (.105) | (0.67)|(3.33)| (.586) [(0.66)|(1.97)| (.126)
- visit hosoital | +18 [ 25.09 3.87 | 23.21 3.79 | 18.94 3.53 | 10.58
"8 sihoseial ) (057 | (3.45) (0.65) | (3.90) (0.56) | (2.81) (0.65) | (1.94)
a\f:rrzs; urse in family | 399 | 23.92 3.61 | 21.67 3.74 | 18.69 331 | 9.92
N ) Y 10.61) | (3.67) (0.51) | (3.03) (0.58) | (2.92) (0.58) | (1.73)
fnical oracti 4.02 | 24.11 3.54 | 21.27 3.61 | 18.07 317 | 9.51
chmeal pracicuit] (g 67) | (4.01) (0.59) | (3.56) (0.56) | (2.80) (0.69) | (2.08)
intensive care | 4.13 | 24.76 | .992 3.69 | 22.16 | 3.703 | 3.79 | 18.93 | 1.802 | 3.34 | 10.02 | 1.344
unit* (0.53)] (3.16) | (.374) |(0.60)|(3.59)| (.027) |(0.61)|(3.04)| (.169) |(0.63)[(1.88)| (.264)
Practium children's 412 | 24.74 3.81 | 22.89 | b>c 3.73 | 18.63 3.37 | 10.11
Hospital hospital® (0.64) | (3.83) (0.62) | (3.70) (0.55) | (2.74) (0.67) | (2.02)
| hosoitalc | 395 | 2871 3.44 | 20.61 3.54 | 17.71 314 | 9.42
seneral ROSPAT (0.69) | (4.12) (0.66) | (3.96) (0.60) | (2.99) (0.67) | (2.00)
Lot 416 | 24.95 | 987 3.78 | 22.66 | 1.112 | 3.72 | 1859 | .022 3.35 | 10.05 267
S (0.59) | (3.53) | (.375) |(0.64)|(3.86)| (.332) [(0.59)|(2.94)| (.978) |(0.65)|(1.94)| (.766)
Practium ond 410 | 24.58 3.62 | 21.69 3.72 | 18.58 331 | 9.92
turn “n (0.60) | (3.57) (0.53) | (3.15) (0.56) | (2.81) (0.63) | (1.89)
ard 3.99 | 23.96 3.62 | 21.71 3.70 | 18.48 3.26 | 9.77
(0.64) | (3.83) (0.68) | (4.11) (0.61) | (3.07) (0.69) | (2.07)
" M(SD) : Mean(Standard Deviation)
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Table 5. Factors affecting on awareness nursing prospects N=(143)
Model 1 Model 2
B SE B t p B SE B t p
(Constant) 984 360 2.736 007 880 375 2.349 1020
professional awareness —.062 095 | —.058 | —.653 515 | —.041 099 | -.038 —415 679
traditional awareness 398 102 384 | 3.017 .000 379 107 366 3.557 001
social awareness 300 .099 269 | 3.026 003 324 101 291 3.224 002
sex(D) -.246 132 | -.155 | —1.864 064
age(D) 185 215 069 860 391
satisfaction in nursing as major(D) .200 .207 071 969 334
personality type(D) .196 217 .065 905 367
practium Hospital(D) .048 .099 .036 481 631
adj K .291 .292 Aadi F=.001
F 20.450 8.315

p<.001, (D): dummy variable
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