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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the current situation and correlation of job stressors, empathic fatigue,
and humanistic caring ability of midwives, and to provide a theoretical basis for comprehensive
intervention of nursing managers. Methods: 295 midwives were selected to conduct a questionnaire
survey using the Midwives Basic Situation Questionnaire, the Empathy Fatigue Scale (CFST), the Chi-
nese Nurses Job Stressor Scale (CNNS), and the Caring Ability Inventory (CAI). Results: The total
score for job stressors was (95.19 + 23.75), the total score for empathic fatigue was (93.47 + 23.54),
and the total score for humanist caring ability was (149.74 % 49.64). There is a significant positive
correlation between job stressors and empathy fatigue and a significant negative correlation be-
tween job stressors and humanistic caring ability. Age, marriage and childbearing, employment
type, working years, monthly night shift, and monthly income were the influencing factors, and the
difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Midwives’ work stressors and em-
pathic fatigue are at a moderate level, and their humanistic caring ability is at a low level. Nursing
managers need to improve the situation through targeted interventions.
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FEBREE AR R 5 R, BRI EATALZA N “ LIS yrhas” 1] “ DUBE L7 347, 08
LB I ORI A RE R, TASCRMSON TR —F R e (1], (e Edl i R
A (2021~2025 £F) )2 ERFBEARAAL BT B, SRAL P BE SOOI, VIS i B AR A A i [ 2]
PRI BRI ) B 2L 03 52, B (AN SCORTRRE A AR B AR 1 RS, A SOORPRRE T ¥ 52 55
AU B2 R AR A RE L, th B G 2R B RRER a BE AN R STRF AR R (A2 e 1

S =BOR” Ja, Fle 27 R OR I I WS R T, A B (0 AR A ek,
AL E B LAEBOR ERIE S R 24k, B/ ZlEd NSO 5P IR AR R, AR S I
SCHRFALG B2 ARTIT, IR AR Gy ALC 28T 0 FT e S B L B 5T . AT S5 b AT T A A
SCRWREAI[3] EAE BT RAR MALE RIS AN DR e AR IR A v, T s O B g R  17 5
BN SO T RAS o B i I TARA ST S BNV R R, A BRON SR 857 0 vy RUBS R4 XA
H B S PRS- AR, 05 NSO IE VIR . XA RT, B AR RE
JIEHER M BN R . TAESL LA = AR BAASS . AHIF 78 S ARt — 2D A Bh =k AR R
ST 5N SCRMBE T IDUIR S MR 3R, D BRAE B FRARBh ™ £ AR IS R ey, Bl
S NSCRMBE ST 7 il i B ) S T Pk (T P T SR 5%
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2. EREHE
2.1 —fg7Es

AW T 2023 4E 1 HZ 2023 422 A, EHIFHEL KA 12 K= FEER TAER) 295 ZERBE+
ENTR T G o PNFRHE: 1) B BRR AR H R SR Y L BMAIE; 2) W™ T4E 1 KL E; 3)
HIHFAEIFEES SRR . HEgbrdE: 1) Birmglbsz S 2a A ait s e+, 2) PR RS R AE

B FE .
22. IRI R

K — RS R . LS &R (CFST). FEP - TAEE IR ER(CNNS). KM EE I &£
(CANBATHHE R4 .

1) —MBORHA R R A S TE S A S S B SR &L Al b, RS RGBT RN B AT . FEA,
Fi: © —MeERl: MR . BERI. ¥0. @ TAEEN: BAE. B, 3% TSR, Hik
AN BE=%. BWRHE. 2) JLi% %55 B2 (Compassion Fatigue Self Test, CFST): % &% i Stamm Al Figley
Gniil[4]. EOFE 3 YRR, BPILRHE. B S M4 RGNS, At RE A EE, Pk
ERGEE PRI R s, FAYERE S 10 M46H, 1530 MN5H. RA Likert 5 Z03F0, M
“HEEATFE” B “AEW A7 /Rl 1~5 45, B8R Cronbach’sa ZE0CM 0.91. B3R %% HIER A Likert
5 9T, NIRRT B R lE 15 48, HAbiRar sk BRI R4y, 3 NERER LIl A
AP R<3T 5 >27 S FI>LT 43, A — AN B2 (1 0 7088 Hh I FUE R P LB 55, AT IR
KR R SR g B ARG 5T, 3 AR (0 oy 355588 HH I SN Dy = B AR 57 . 3) R TAE R )
JEEFR(CNNS): 1 [ A SR T [STRR I [ [E 5 H-7E Grey-Toft 241l Wheeler 253+ TAE & /¥ R L nt
BT R, RS 5 ANEREL 35 N H, BB L L R TAE T AN H) B  TAERG A
% H). TAEMEE AR AR ANEH) BEPHAL ANEH) BHEAGRRERO MH). BERFA 1-4
GOHATSr, 1= WK, 2= K—M, 3= IAuiim, 4= RJAER &, 1350 B3R i ) (0 FE ik
Ko M “HEEARE” £ “IEREFEZE” 20t 1~4 73, &5 35~140 43, M 35~70 73 NEEJEH ), 71~105
S NHEEE ), 106~140 43 N FEE ), AR B LR TAE R 5K . %53 51 Cronbach’s o :%
v 0.94, EMIHIARECN 0.79. 4) FMRAE S £ (Caring Ability Inventory, CAI): K HE2258 Ngozi
0. Nkongho T 1990 4E4 | I & L MW 7t T, J5 4 hriE(2008) [6]XALIIRRAS, 3k 3 AN, 37 N6 H .
BRAH Likert 7 g0, “SEREE” N7, “SEERK” A1, Ho 1B8AKHET R
BAFENE(L4 NEH) W00 NMEH) B3 M H). S9N 37~259 43, CAl iy > 220.3 43 %
PREIME T HERIKY, gy <203.1 730 R MR J18U&, &3 220.3~203.1 43 N IRRE 4.

23. BEFZE

AH TR FE R RS WERT TR RUIT R B B XRERE, JEE R R 4G 8
SIS [0 26 KB IR BT FERIAUM . R A7 30, S 14R S iEF s IR S fE R F I A
WETESRTRH A 319 B, RIS RS 295 1, AT 2RI 92.47%.

24. GFE

ASCKH SPSS 27.0 B AER B I BtR AT 70 b THECRRER I, | LEEET SeitiiE, THE R
BERA (X £ 8 )BT Geit iR, RAVALAEA tha . HLAER 5 2 704 K Pearson A% 0 Hr BEAT 2 AL 3R [
FRIESHT. BLP <0.05 FRZRAGIT 5 L.
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2.5. fEEREM

AHIFFAT BB B A PR A S AL HE(HL 5. 2022-18 8 -125), /™ Mo~y Jn i Rl e JR U L GRS SR L AN

55 S A 28 TE 0
3. &R
31 WRMKH—MAOFHEN

AT T A AN G480 9 2ok (100%), Hed 30~39 % i 5 b N 58%, ARl & LIk 85.42%,

FURFR#E 5 55.59%; 9~15 £ LA 5 41.02%, FELE 1.

Table 1. Demographic results of the study subjects (N = 295)
# 1 ARMRHOAOZSITER(N = 295)

e i I B 45 H(%)

P “ 295 100
29 ZLLF 50 16.9

R 30~39 % 171 58.0
40 % KLk 74 25.1

s 4 1.36
. N 31 10.51
D AR 252 85.42
WA K UL b 8 2.71
oECE 244 82.71

IS H AT 9 3.05
RIERE 42 14.24
N 42 14.24
HE Y & [F ) 85 28.81
1E = 168 56.95
1~3 22 7.46
e 4~8 70 23.73
9~15 121 41.02
>15 82 27.80
BRE 164 55.59
HRFR W1k 105 35.59
Bl &L L 26 8.81
FAth 77 26.10
R4 it 206 69.83
7 v S 12 4.07
¥ 68 23.05
<54 60 20.34
(SIERLEIE A

5~10 152 51.5

>10 15 5.1

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.153819 1902 IR PR 22 230k i


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.153819

farehot, e

<5000 61 20.68
NLON 5001~9999 189 64.07
10000~15000 45 15.3

3.2. THEENIR. H£HEFSAXKTRENTES

1) AHTFTIE HI i B2 AU 20T 2% AR BEREAT IEASVERL SR, 456 Kim SR AR, fEEZAXE N T 2
HIEFELXHE /N T 10 I, YO EEREGE IR0 A, BHIESE R BRSBTS LS ER, WA
IEMATIES 20, R 2.

Table 2. Skewness and kurtosis test of human caring ability, work stressors, and empathy fatigue

F# 2. TEENR. #HIEKEF S AR RN REMIEEZRE

i e i
A -0.407 -1.208
IENIZ IS -0.357 -1.226
kR MBI B -0.439 -1.134
A7 -0.672 -0.856
N 0.116 -1.311
A 0.165 -1.297
Tiif o 0.207 -1.266
YN ESNH 0.245 -0.693
PELEAL L T AR -0.3 -1.361
A % AR &= —0.564 —1.064
TAEME RA B & -0.387 -1.23
B -0.351 —-1.422
EERNFRR R -0.411 -1.27
TAEE SR -0.542 -0.913

2) TESLAE IS I4ERE [, LRI & M2 N(30.97 £10.41) 73« BRME RS B 873 (31.33£10.57) % 4k
P B0 RIS 73 (3148 £10.71) 50 ASCIIRRE 18090 N (149.74 + 49.64) 5y« TAEIE /795 M (95.19 +

23.75)4r, VL 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistical results of the subjects’ scores on each scale (N =295, X*s)

3. MANKBERDBAEEMGITERN =295, X+5)

T H By % HIB 5
eAH I = 30.96 + 10.40 3.20+1.01
Ul & 30.93 + 10.54 3.15+1.00
Ak R M R 31.58 +10.52 3.23+1.00
EAH P57 93.47 + 23.54 3.19+0.91
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IF
B
i oL
NICRIRRE
PR R T AR
I 1] 3 e A &
AR AR e %
B
LV YN S
AR 39

5743 +21.74
52.20 +20.99
40.11 £ 15.97
149.74 + 49.64
18.87 +5.74
13.80 £4.19
8.09 + 2.60
29.96 + 8.96
2446 £7.17
95.19 £ 23.75

410+ 155
4.02+1.61
4.01+1.60
405+1.34
2.70+0.82
2.76 £0.84
2.70+0.87
272+0.81
2.72+0.80
2.72+£0.68

3.3. AXKIFRENNWAOZEERDH

AR FCR R R T Z00, AR D= ZRS B =+ A SCORRRE I, A5 2 51
SRR . FEANSCORRE I T, ASFA-ES Bz MR I H 2% 2 % (P < 0.05), 40 % & LL FBhF=1: 1)
1950 B T HAAMAE R ARESE B LRI 2% 25 P < 0.05); TAEFRIT AT
REJJ BA WM (P < 0.05). A SCICMRE IRl A A4 PR )35 n 2. 2 52 7+ (F = 5.002, P < 0.05); A HEAIX
BRI B I 2 B T B2 A A SCSRIRBE (P < 0.05); ASFIYSN KT Bl 7= 4 2 181 i 22 53 LA Gt (P
<0.05). SMAKE, HUA 10000 76 A LA F 0 Bl r= 43 A SCORPRRE 7145 77 11 (169.82 £ 72.81) 43, T H UK
A& 5000 JG# 1555 5% (138.03 + 33.95) 75, £ L% 4.

Table 4. The difference analysis of different demographic data on humanistic caring ability (N =295, X+£5s)
4. FEIAOFEERI ALK ITEDHNERSTH(N =295, X+s)

i \ ANICRMEE T
M + SD F(t) P
R 3.288 0.039
29 B K UL 50 133.50 + 62.04
30~39 % 171 152.70 + 46.73
40 % K UL L 74 153.88 + 45,12
RSB VNITA 3.352 0.036
RISKE 42 132.40 + 31.24
CIsRE 9 139.78 + 54.89
CECHE 244 153.09 + 51.48
TAESFIR 5.002 0.002
1~3 22 128.41 + 49.96
3-8 70 137.50 + 53.44
8~15 121 151.67 + 40.75
>15 82 163.07 + 54.45
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SSIERLE I3 6.552 0.000
o5 68 166.62 + 61.90
<54 60 157.27 +47.71
5~10 152 142.31 + 42.87
>10 15 118.47 + 26.81

JELLON 5.587 0.004
<5000 61 138.03 + 33.95
5000~9999 189 148.74 + 45.86
>10000 45 169.82 + 72.81

34. TIEENIR. H£BEFSACKIFENEX ML

FA R MM IER 04, KA Pearson AHIC/HTERTT TAEE 798, L1557 5 N SCMAE IR 5C
PEo S RRMBIPE L TR JUR. 3EEIE57 5 NSO R JIAEAE B B AR DG Bl TR DS A
CRMREE S Z AAFAE S 9 £ (r = —0.605, P < 0.01); BhF= 4 TAE & i -5 345 57 2 (A1 AFAE IE AR 9G %
Z(r=0.538, P <0.01); =3B 57 5 N SCOMREE I [AAFAE A G & (r = —0.459, P < 0.01), M
JUEW R OGR4 M RIS NSO R I B ARG 8T R TR, B IR 2B &% AR
B TR RER S, BEP ., B EAGRKXRS A ORI 2 AU, PEILE 5.

Table 5. Correlation analysis of job stressors, empathic fatigue and humanistic caring ability

F 5 TAEENIR. H1BEF S5 ACKIFRESRX S

PEE WE TR EEL
WAT EAT HFE NG
fE e &k %

o ps  ERIE gy
L e
= W B 7

B
i

AR
J1I8

'S S

WEL B T "
NS 3\ i) RS

$ou
b 5

Eaeiil
R4
KT
1k
il
e
KT
fEi
TAE
EZR
JeA% 0.498** 0.590** 1

ARV

#

‘FE% *k Kk Hk

e 0.630** 0.623** 0.570 1
R
K
N
TAE
FE71 0.791** 0.789** 0.704** 0.895** 0.836** 1

K1 —0.413**—0.408** —0.341**—0.381** -0.461**-0.505** 1

0.560** 1

0.542** 0.579** 0.511** 0.651** 1

FHA —0.442**-0.416** —0.353** —0.387** —0.490** —0.524** 0.562** 1
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fif £y —0.384** —0.374** —0.372** —0.406** —0.467** —0.505** 0.541** 0.608** 1

s

K —0.491%* —0.475** —0.418** —0.461** —0.559** —0.605** 0.849** 0.864** 0.816** 1
At

Fth

i 0.477** 0.576** 0.477** 0.565** 0.535** 0.646** —0.512**—0.514**-0.453**—0.587** 1

1

?%; 0.458** 0.384** 0.227** 0.248** 0.423** 0.441** —0.408**—0.450** —0.396**—0.497** 0.280** 1

M

ZI;E; 0.422** 0.405** 0.360** 0.322** 0.370** 0.454** —0.473**—0.450** -0.434**—0.537** 0.457** 0.283** 1

\;;%

Easi

3 0.449** 0.451** 0.365** 0.358** 0.569** 0.538** —0.356**—0.420**—-0.391**—0.459** 0.276** 0.782** 0.333** 1

¥E: *P<0.05, **P<0.01.

3.5. ZERSH
N YA T AR e AR5 68 5 57 RTINS 6k N SCORMARE T BRI, ASSC L TAR IS 70 5 35 8 55 O B A%
&, ANSCRIES R AR RT3 4, 8RR 6 B

Table 6. Regression analysis of midwives’ humanist caring ability

6. BhE AR RENRIEIYVA D

B t
(&) 11.359
R -0.003 -0.076
] -0.008 -0.174
YR VNITA -0.109 -1.871

EE 0.057 1.04

1 H 257 -0.011 -0.233

TARAERR 0.176 3.626%**
HAFR -0.045 ~0.904

TR -0.113 —2.539%**

5 AL -0.095 —2.098**
MWNGLION 0.036 0.798

TAERESTR —0.445 —8.897***

e A -0.294 —6.106%***

¥E: **P<0.05, ***P<0.01,

H ERLZHZFEH M 0 X TAESRMaE 12 R EZsemih, B L TR 1%, AR
YEE. AR J3YR . SRAf 98 55 A7 AE W 5
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3.6. G ERBERIH

36.1. TIEERNR, HEHER, RlRES. BEMOMGREE ASCXIFENNERSEERER
AW TR AMOS B3 W AL BAR Gt A AR R A AR BB A, S TR, N
ER A R D G AL, BT AC i (K e B A T R A Bt . PRAE N A 1R .

Thwe | [ sgs | [#ErelGia
091 0.8 0.85
@

0.50 -0.35
€ I T Ry 073 - o
e B o 0.72 Y
© T A ' (NSRS i €

o ¢

€ T )
€D [T

Figure 1. SEM path coefficient model
[E 1. SEM BB iE R HRAE

3.6.2. BREESR

W 7 fiow, B TAR e H 3L 9% 57 B 3% 1E 20 (B = 0.495, P < 0.05), {8 H1 507
Bl 10 AR U506 3o NSO RE 77 BAT 3 £ M 2 (8 = —0.528, P < 0.05), i1k H2 /s Bhi= 111
LA I 5 6 He N SOOI RE 1 B 35 fUR R (B = —0.351, P < 0.05).

Table 7. Path coefficient
Fz7. BERY

A% L RS bk /¥ SE CR. P i

AT T <--- T AR S 0.495 0.742 0.096 7.696  <0.001  J%or
NSCRMEES) < i & -0.351 -0.427 0.08 -536  <0.001 &L
NIRRT < TAEER TR -0.528 -0.961 0.134  -7.166  <0.001  J&or

E: *P<0.05; **P<0.01; ***P<0.001,
4. g
4.1, BIFETTIEENR. XEESS AXKFEDMRITRFEWE RS

4.1.1. BiELETEE R

TR, B L TAEE U5 R (95.21 + 23.75) 4%, Ab T BE R 7k, Horb S35 b P 44 B 454
B, H(29.96 +8.96) 75, 7 B 78 [ 0 2 P2 I N AR S R IS IR S5 B s g o 40T SR R 2 B T 2
EAMEZE R BT RE R m A, 30T B L S RN TAE fuer o KA s 1 s
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5
iy

A5 TR DT, TG OO BT T IS 77 PRAL TAEIAEE . el 135 18457 Bl s A i =4 (1 B
SCRE, ATRUA R S B I ASCORIRRE ST, AT BT BE B A AR R

4.1.2. B HEEFIR

AW R LN, BhP s 8 57 (1 B 1590 N(93.47 £ 23.54) 7. L1 7(30.96 £ 10.40) 7« ML f&
(3093 +10.54) 73 LA J 4k & M 614% B 4 (31.58 £ 10.52) 4y« ARFE . wh 5 R LA % 57 I B - o He Sl
N 22.7% (67)+ 49.8% (147) LA K 27.5% (81). HHULAT %A, Hh B S4F 9 55 I B N B —, 5 ThEEK.
KR, B AT AR R 5OIRAS . TR R YRR 0155 4(30.96 £ 10.40) 4, REFE—EH
TH 57 I, B LA REGERR IR AR DG B 2, IXRIATE H 3 E v, B ey R A AR R I 1)
TR, KA S s B 55 S E0E RE R R ERN S 4R 110754 4(30.93 + 10.54) 4, #
REI SR AR, R LR S RN SRR, ZRHE NN E B, SR, ME
TAEE I3, AR AT e IS = 10 s B R o 44k R B4 LI 4 P 145 43 9(31.58 + 10.52) 77, ik
P FHAE, BB AR AL B RS A AR A B s 4 R i, 2RI B B RO B, e T
A B4 R Re 70, ToVEA BN o it AR b = ia SO A Bk . ST S, R B R e
Sk B L e UL B RS 57 KT, I TR T AR A B KU R

4.1.3. B ASCERTEE NI REWE R 247

NSCRRRE e i & By LA B B W LT, BRI A = B B . AR
SRR B ISR RE U130 A TARKY, BI(149.74 £49.64) 73 . o, MO 4EEAF 0 &K, A
(40.11+15.97)%%, NENZEER5 em, N(57.43+21.74)%, FHAWP A8 043 T/Eh Al fE LB 8%
SR ENV R FT B R PR AR, ELAE TN o e DI BT, 55 % b R O ARG R 70 W] BEAELEAS AL

B LSO RE )2 2 MR R R, AFER . BER. TAEFER. & H R
HUN(P < 0.05). AHF TR RA FILERS 8= L0 ASCMRE JIEE 2 5 (P < 0.05). IX—45185 £ Tkt
FUHIR I —3 . Fletcher &5 ANFI5K 3 38 56 N A FE IR0, BEAE SRR NNV 256 i 3G, Bl L (15 8L
FEAE IR B3 75 SR I (R BERE ) 2 I B B [ 7] [8] o 3 32 B PR AR B R 1) B = il LA o 22 (I R
SIGRECNTE N TAE S REEAEE, Aehe T MR R 240 i, R B B 15 O g
SRRSO B IR /0 BUIK, X — L RAEE A AR 5T G BT . Wang 55 A IR 78 30
TR B P AR B R RO B RS 77 T A AT 55, 1% 5 HLR D 1 T AR 28 B0 R0 A8 BRI A JEE 25 DDA G 9]
TR B Pl T L 2 (I ARG N R I AR ISR, LR A A 7= 0 7 T 17 28 R0 I R A% LB
LIRS S 1 A 56 A B

BB RN T AR EER . SRERCEBCEI LMW IE KR, X415
TRISRE[10] IR 78— 35, JE 3 R T SBE SR ANGS & RGO Bh = 1 A SCORIRRE I IE T 500 . SR, X5
Park ZE[L1] M A —E, HOAREE RN S HEN DA REIEA BE KR Z AN, 58
PRI 175 SR SRR PR 5 M P REBE 22 (0TS N O TR A B e D RIAE & L RE R G, AR B F RS . B
I, ASHE TR S5 ST e S B TR SCA AL 221 55 T IR K BE s 00k B - AR B2, (B AE AR KR BB
FAHE— PR

BB TR, AN TR BB A NSO RE /) E R IAAAE B35 22 5+ (P < 0.05). Hrft,
T4 15 4F DL R IBIFE 1 ASCORMRRE 115 40 S (P FL A 4 s R B 22 ), 1X — IR AT e 5 Bh = - 1) TAE
SERRA TSR AR e R UIAH . Bhabh, 43 H REREUNAE A NS N SCRRBE 724 T B3 M (P
<0.05). &F H RIEEZ B o e T 5 B2 CAE ORI S O 57, 14T 2 S B BECRFRE 1IN R 1% .
WCNTR i R B = TE A R 0 B AR ASE/N 3 BT AT T B G b RN 1) A 25 B RN SRR
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