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Abstract

Aim: To investigate the status of humanistic caring ability and its influencing factors for baccalau-
reate nursing students. Methods: In total, 844 baccalaureate nursing students were surveyed by
the socio-demographic questionnaires and the Caring Ability Inventory. Results: The total huma-
nistic caring ability score of baccalaureate nursing students was 186.04 + 16.62; and the scores on
the dimensions of cognition, courage and patience were 69.34 + 8.61, 56.44 % 9.73 and 59.24 +
4.64, respectively; totally lower than the United States norm, and the differences were statistically
significant (P < 0.05). The factors influencing the humanistic care ability were whether the nursing
students were interested in nursing, their relationship with parents, their academic performance,
whether their parents supported them to be a nurse, the amount of humanistic books they read
and their voluntary application for nursing. Conclusion: Baccalaureate nursing students had low
humanistic care ability; and Chinese experts were suggested to develop targeted strategies to im-
prove the humanistic care ability for baccalaureate nursing students according to the relevant
factors affecting the humanistic care ability.
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2) KMRBE STV & 3R (Caring Ability Inventory, CAI)
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M4 AN%HE), BARA3ANH), 010 NEH) [10]. W5 KH Likert 7 Pk, M “smzlsxt” 2
CHRFUVEER” A RIME 1~7 4y, Hoh 13 SRR IRy . SR 37~259 43, HHiN AN 14~98 73, 5
KN 13~91 45, it 10~70 53, 13558k E#oRm N SCRRRE J1iBksiR. S5 3K Cronbach’s a 2%: 0.84, #%
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Table 1. Social-demographic data of baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)

= 1. MR R BRI = 844)

i H 151155 H o (%)
5 249 29.5
51
s 595 70.5
A 638 75.6
At 206 24.4
EP 136 16.1
WEER EIN-V: 66 7.8
ikl 642 76.1
= 208 24.6
RN
= 636 75.4
H 406 48.1
FHP L TAE R 5
I 438 51.9
ZH 32 3.8
NSCAFE B — 433 513
1R 379 449
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53 72 8.5
21 Gt — M 70.2 83.2
% 70 8.3
AIHF 237 35.8
BRI — 449 & T FriE 305 36.1
HF 302 28.1
ANfliE 17 2.0
5B R — & 335 39.7
IR Rk 492 583
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B EABHERYE N SCIRRE ST I 0 BN F . BRI O () &% 4EFE S AR T E Wi, HER
PIEA G (P < 0.05) (L3 2).

Table 2. The average scores of humanistic caring ability and its three dimensions for baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)

T2 PEAENENNBNEEHEEBN( X £SD) (n=2844)

215 INENAS 53 B35 i Lo 7553 ISEC SN
et vy 69.34+8.61 56.44+9.73 59.24 +4.64 186.04 + 16.62
WA 80.22 +7.56 65.25+11.57 63.11 +£4.19 208.58 +23.32

t1H -36.681 -26.275 —24.222 —41.150

Pl 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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Table 3. Comparison of humanistic caring ability among baccalaureate nursing students with different characteristics (n = 844)

3. FRMFHEIFE AR RENBILLR (n = 844)
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mELRE 12.127 0.000
HE 189.43 + 12.50
FARR 177.36 + 18.45
W7 184.89 + 16.90
PR AR S TR 9.500 0.000
a 190.34 + 12.74
x 180.12 £ 18.22
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Table 4. Multivariate linear regression analysis of humanistic caring ability among baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)
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B & Bl Beta {f{ t{8 P1H
HH 180.260 51.706 0.000
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SRR SCHE: AN SR )
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wELE: AR
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