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Difference of Care Efficacy according to Myer-Briggs Type Indicator
in Nursing Students
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Abstract This study attempted to find out the differences in care efficacy according to MBTIs in nursing
students. The study subjects are 109 students in grades 3 and 4 of nursing departments at 1 university in
Gyeongnam Region. Data analysis was performed with independent t-test and one-way ANOVA. The general
characteristics that showed significant differences in care efficacy as a result of the study were major
satisfaction (3.63, p<.001), practice satisfaction (4.49, p=0.013), and health status (2.91, p=0.004). The MBTI,
which showed a significant difference in care efficacy, was an EP type (3.74, p=0.013) among the attitude
indicators. We believe that the results of this study will serve as a basis for educational programs to improve
the efficacy of care. Suggest repeated studies that apply large samples to generalize research for follow-up
research, educational programs that apply MBTIs to improve care efficacy, program effectiveness analysis
studies, and research on the development of tools to measure care efficacy.
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A% wel SR asite] Aols Bl sheith Indicators of subjects by MBTI (N=109)
Variable Categories n %
= IST]J 7 6.4
2) ewaett ISEJ 20 183
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t}. 7l 24 Cronbach’s aghe 889101, Jungd < N TSFP 3 73
ToA[20] Cronbach’s azt2 RATE & ATl ENFP 1 10.1
Cronbach’s azt-& 9393t FNTP 6 S
ESTP 6 55
EST]J 7 6.4
4. Ay oy 2 &894 a1y ESE] 15 138
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ENFPE 117(10.1%), ESFPE 8(7.36%)
ISTJ& 793(64%), ISFPE 7%(64%), ESTJE 79
(6.4%)2 FYg = Yepgdth Ae7)s §3S SF
& 497 (45.0%), NF& 287 (25.7%), STE 199 (17.4%),
NTH 13%(11.9%) =22 Vel 7182 SJd 499
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Table 2. Difference of Care Efficacy according to general
characteristics of subjects(N=109)

Care Efficacy
Characteristics | Categories n(%) MESD )
Female &(780) | 4.35+0.68 021
Gender -
Male 24(22.0) | 4.38£0.66 (0.837)
3 51(46.8) | 4.31+0.68 ~0.49
Grade
53(532) | 4.38+0.66 0623)
Living with No 46(42.2) | 4454065 136
parents Yes 63(578) | 427067 | (0.176)
School >35 | 60(G60) | 4351062 | (12
record <35 | 49450) | 4342072 | (0905)
Satisfaction | Satisfactory | 41(376) | 469+0.55
on Clinical 449
Practice <Common | 68(624) | 4.14=0.64 | (0.000)
Yes | 25229 | 431061 | 033
Religion -
No 84(77.1) | 4.36+0.68 (0.739)
Satisfaction | Satisfactory 54(495) | 457+0.60 363
on major | <Common | 55(305) | 4.130.66 | (0.000)#*
Volunteer >1 month | 65(59.6) | 4.28+0.70 1%
experience | <] month | 44(404) | 444x060 | (0.183)
Good 53(486) | 4.53+0.60 201
Health status -
<Common | 56(51.4) | 417+0.67 | (0.004)%x
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Table 3. Difference of Care Efficacy of subjects according to
function, temperament, Attitude Indicators of MBTI(N=109)

Care Efficacy
Variable Categories Fp)
M=SD Scheffé
ST 4.05£094
Function of SF 4.45+0.66
*MBTI NF 4.32+0.64 1.78(0.15)
NT 4.46+0.61
T . SJ 443064
emperamen
P 4.10+0.
g N T
MBTI e
NT 4.46+0.61
_ Ua 4264063
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ndicators o EPe 456£0.60 b<e
MBTI
EJd 455+0.60
V. = 2
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