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Abstract This study was attemted to grasp the factors affecting the caring efficacy of senior nursing
students. Data were collected from 173 nursing students at J university in G—do. Analysis was done using
t—test, ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficient, and Multiple regression with IBM SPSS WIN/25.0. Caring
efficacy was positively correlated with clinical learning environment (r=.42, p<.001), field practice
adaptation (r=.53, p<.001), nursing professionalism (r=.42, p<.001), and negatively correlated to clinical
practice powerlessness (r=—.46, p<.001). The most influential factor on the subjects’ caring efficacy was
field practice adaptation (8=.330, p<.001), followed by nursing professionalism (3=.188, p=.005), clinical
learning environment (3=.176, p=.015), introvert (3=-—.146, p=.018), and extrovert (3=.134, p=.035). The
explanatory power was 41.8%. Therefore, systematic nursing programs that can enhance caring efficacy
are needed. Also, the following data can be utilized as basic data to help develop caring efficacy

programs.
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Table 1. Characteristics of participants (N=173)

Characteristics Categories n(%)

>22 48(27.7)

23 66(38.2)

Age(yr) 24 14( 8.1)

25 13( 7.5)

>26 32(18.5)

Gender Male 20(11.6)

Female 153(88.4)

Christian 16( 9.2)

- Catholicism 5( 2.9)

Religion

Buddhism 21(12.2)

None and Others 131(75.7)

Leave of Yes 19(11.0)
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Absence No 154(89.0)
Circle activit Yes A8(27.7)
Y No 125(72.3)

o Living with parents 54(31.2)
Living Lodging/Dormitor 49(28.3)
Environment .g y =

Cooking oneself/Other 70(40.5)

Economic Upper 7( 4.0)

Power of Middle 148(85.5)

Parents Lower 18(10.4)

Extrovert 26(15.0)

Character Introvert 49(28.4)

Mixed 98(56.6)

D Adapt well 116(67.1)

Aepart“.le“t Difficult but trying 50(28.9)
daptation —

Difficulty 7( 4.0)

Last Semester <3.5 66(38.2)

Rating >3.5 107(61.8)

Conflict None 95(54.9)

Experience Sometimes/Frequent 78(45.1)

Mai Dissatisfaction 4( 2.3)

ajor -
Satisfaction gsuall)f 1_12(64'8)

satisfaction 57(32.9)

32 PAEE w53, ST g 3
22 2] 0 = =
AHEAE, A4S, =wash

o) zte] A7 s wS3de e 34371 (5H v

), G ke et 2589 (5% v, %
HeHge Wi 361YGH W), ASAEARE Bt
3577 (5% W), B EeS W 4.221(6% W)
o]ATH Table 2].

Table 2. Subject’s clinical learning environment, clinical
practice powerlessness, field practice adaptation,
nursing professionalism, and caring efficacy

(N=173)

Variables Mean£SD Min | Max

Clinical Learning Environment 3.431+0.45 1.42 | 4.74

Clinical Practice Powerlessness 2.5810.46 1.20 | 4.00

Field Practice Adaptation 3.6110.45 1.78 | 4.67

Nursing Professionalism 3.57%0.50 2.33 | 5.00

Caring Efficacy 4.2240.48 3.20 | 5.67
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Table 3. Clinical learning environment, clinical practice powerlessness, field practice adaptation, nursing

professionalism, and caring efficacy according to the general characteristics of the subject (N=173)
Clinical Learning Clinical Practice Field Practice Nursing . .
‘ Ny N N . Caring Efficacy
Characteristics Categories Environment Powerlessness Adaptation Professionalism
M#SD  [t(p)/F(p)| MxSD |[t(p/F(p)| M*SD [t(WEP| MESD |[tp/Fp| MESD |t(p/F(p
=92 3.48+0.35 2.5640.45 3.5940.32 3.59+0.41 4.17+40.39
23 3.49+0.36 2.5840.44 3.6020.49 3.6020.49 4.2540.48
2.88 0.27 0.33 —1 1.05 1.30
Age(yr) 24 3254039 | %88, | 2620041 | %21 | 3462053 | G323 | ss1x0.35 | 405 | 438046 | 530
25 3.5940.54 2.4820.47 3.6120.55 3.7240.40 4.400.61
>96 3.24%0.65 2.6340.56 3.5340.70 3.5540.48 4.13+0.54
ner Male BOOL056 | 4 | 2305060 | _p o7 | 381H068 | 1 gy | 3612041 | g7 | 4462070 | 1
Female 3404043 | (152) [ 9614043 | (024) | 3544047 | (100 | 3614046 | (944) | 4194044 | (122)
Christian 3.360.37 2.5620.47 3.5920.60 3.6120.43 4.17+0.66
Catholicism | 3.110.96 2.6940.34 3.3140.25 3574021 | 0.30 | 4.39+0.64 | 0.26
g 1.79 0.91 0.48
Religion (150) (433) (697 (.823) (.848)
Buddhism | 3.59+0.50 | L 2.43+0.38 | ¢ 3.59+0.36 | ¢ 3.7040.47 4.2140.48
None and Others | 3.4240.42 2.6120.48 3.5840.52 3.6020.46 4.23+0.45
Leave of Yes BITH042 | 55 | 2584053 | g5 | 3415064 |y 4q | 3592044 | g 57 | 4802059 | 66
Absence No 3432046 | (998) | 2584045 | (979) | 3501048 | (138) | 3624045 | (784 | 4001047 | (:505)
Circle Yes 3ATE051 | (g | 2432039 | _ya, | 3732047 | 5oq | 3722045 | | g6 | 4372054 | 45
Activity No 3412043 | ¢423) | 9644047 | (009 [ 3514050 | COID | 3574044 | (OO | 4172045 | (01D
Living with | 5 4340 49 2.59+0.49 3.5940.45 3.7040.38 4.2340.52
parents
Living Lodging/Dormitor 0.52 0.17 0.17 = 1.64 0.26
Living g 3484031 | %8 2604041 | Gl | asax0a2 | GIT) | 3554048 | L5 1 a21x03s | GE0)
COOkig%hg?ese”/ 3.3940.55 2.5620.48 3.5920.59 3.5820.47 4234051
i A Upper 3.300.87 2.7420.40 3.5240.51 3.6120.27 4.38+0.53
conomic
! , ; 091 [, 1 116 [a- 0.47 1.78 0.48
Power of Middle saz+042 | 091 | 2594045 | 110 | ss64046 | G311 3504047 | TR 4214046 | 13
Lower 3.5540.51 2.4540.54 3.6840.79 3.8040.34 4.2740.65
Extrovert | 3.35+0.55 2.40+0.47° 3.7040.59 3.79+0.37° 4.5140.56°
120 5.39 500 3.05 10.41
Character Introvert 3.38£0.41 | (307 2.74+0.43° | (.005) | 3.46%0.53 (138) 3.5240.47° | (.050) | 4.01+0.41° |(<.001)
o a<b oL a>b a>c>h
Mixed 3.47+0.44 2.55+0.45° 3.5940.45 3.61£0.45° 4.26%0.45°
Adapt well | 3.41£0.46 253045 | | A6LE0A | | 361045 4304047 |
Department . . o= 2.55 o @o ab N - o | . 1.81 b )
gpartment |Diffieult but trying| 3.50£0.40 | 630, |2.6240.43 ;(t))o<12 3.5620.52 (a%o>7c) 3.66+0.44 | L8 14104047 (éo;)g)
Difficulty 3.1040.55 3.174042° | 3.00£0.36° | 3.3120.45 3.8620.37°
st Semester <35 3442050 | (o0 | 2402047 | _gqs | 3.6320.55 | | oq | 3642047 | (o1 | 4252053 | 40
Rating >35 3424042 | (839) [ 9744043 | (002) | 3541047 | (279 | 3601044 | (-608) | 4911045 | (-638)
None 3.45+0.41 2.5040.45 3.6240.43 3.6120.45 4.204£0.44
Conflict : 0.83 —2.70 1.30 ~0.23 ~0.85
Experience | Sometimes/Freau| 3494050 | (406) | 3694045 | (008) | 3504058 | (195) | 3624045 | (B16) | 4p6x052 | (596)
Dissatisfaction | 3.110.86 3.40+0.42° 2772025 | 455 | 3.48+0.88 3.8740.35°
Major usuall 3.40+0.41 | 291 196140.41" (f'ggn 35520.46° | $002) [a5eio s | 121 [4 154046 (60(1)3)
Satisfaction y e (.137) o a>bc ey a<b,c o (.298) | - b<e
satisfaction | 3.50%0.49 2.4740.50° | 3.6720.54 3.6920.43 4.3940.49°
SHHr=.42, p<.001) ¥} F4ZTAZE AT Table 4], A5 52871 d4854S, (taded3s 59
WHER BUSIGI) Fole|&Eoli, A4, s4E, 2
3.0 sHasHd 9 vHx+= 29l T Yue A2 skeleh @A A (Stepwise)
= 5 ~ slo]= 2] © 2 Multiple regression analysis& A3}
WAl SRRl 9% A aag sesp o Multle regression analysis® SR th
=31 icB = = o=l T3l &
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Table 4. Correlation between clinical learning environment,
clinical practice powerlessness, field practice
adaptation, nursing professionalism, and caring

efficacy
(N=173)
1 2 3 4 5
r(p)
1 1
. —.53
2| (<001 L
3 A7 —.54 1
(<.001) (<.001)
1 41 —.37(<.00 -.31 1
(<.001) 1) (<.001)
5 A2 —.46 53 42 1
(<.001) (<.001) (<.001) (.001)

1. Clinical Learning Environment
2. Clinical Practice Powerlessness
3. Field Practice Adaptation

4. Nursing Professionalism

5. Caring Efficacy

A7 DR, BAYAAS VIF (Variance Inflation
Factor) 10 °]’& ©x] &4 &<l 3 A3}, VIF
1.06—1.510% the 3443 EA7E ik Bgk xxh
o] Aol FA7) glis Ao BklEy] S8l A}
o] =814 AA ¢ Durbin—Watson Test® ¢l s A}
d=1.817% +&7]Fol 7333t Aol E5as
ol 7S QS mA= 812 AAEHA8(6=.330,
= AR AP B=.188, p=.005),
ARG W8S (5=.176, p=015), WA Z(B=—.146,
p=018), &4 (5=.134, p=035)7=°]Jt}t. Zol tfgk
A e 41.8%°]JtHF=18.64, p<.001)[Table 5].

[e)
o=

Table 5. Multiple regression analysis on caring efficacy

(N=173)
B SE B t D

(constant) 1.699 .285 5.97 <.001
Introvert —-0.157 065 | —.146 —2.39 018
satisfaction 0.113 .062 .109 1.81 071
Circle _ _

Activity(Yes) 0.060 .065 .056 0.93 .353
Extrovert 0.181 .085 134 2.12 .035

Field Practice

. 0.315 .066 | .330 4.79 <.001
Adaptation

Nursing

. . 0.200 .071 .188 2.83 .005
Professionalism

Clinical Learning

. 0.187 076 | .176 2.46 .015
Environment

R?= 442, Adj R*= .418, F=18.64 p=<.001

Han [28]¢] 91704 2.75% Wb %31, Ohe} Kim
[31¢] Aol 2.99%, Han¥} Park [29]19] ¢1--0ll 4
3.094, Kim¥} Yang [30]9] Aol A 3.16-HH T} H
ALATI} U)o ol A AAIEE AAH[29, 30]+=
28PARE] 43hdS 1o = ZARE SF31aL, Ohe} Kim
[3]2 38hdoll o, Kim¥} Yang [30]13 & A= 4
ghd 287]e] ZAbele] R S wSEE A9
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