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Abstract
Objective: To investigate the intellectual literacy status of clinical nursing teachers and analyze its
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influencing factors. Methods: A total of 562 clinical nursing teachers with comprehensive willing-
ness from tertiary hospitals in Kunming City were randomly selected. A self-designed general infor-
mation questionnaire and a teacher intelligence literacy questionnaire developed by Peng Yulan
and others were used to investigate clinical teachers. Results: A total of 560 valid questionnaires
were retrieved. The score of intellectual literacy of clinical nursing instructors was (58.65 * 14.55).
The analysis of differences between groups showed that instructors with different educational qual-
ifications, professional titles, participation frequencies in information technology training, inter-
disciplinary training experiences, and willingness to learn intelligent tools had different intellec-
tual literacy, and the differences were statistically significant (P < 0.05). The results of multiple
stepwise regression analysis showed that the willingness to learn smart tools, the frequency of in-
formation technology training, and the highest educational attainment were the main factors affect-
ing the smart literacy of clinical teaching instructors (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The intelligence literacy
of clinical teachers is at a moderate to high level. The degree of willingness to learn intelligently, the
frequency of participation in information technology training, and educational background are the
main influencing factors. Universities and teaching hospitals should establish long-term incentive
mechanisms, optimize intelligent training systems, and build intelligent learning teams to enhance
the intelligence literacy of clinical nursing teachers.
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Table 1. Scores of clinical nursing teachers’ intellectual literacy

= 1 IR BRI ERER TS

Y g 1345 w/ME ISPN ] 1355 %(%)
HEEIN 24.52+5.71 7 35 72.42
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Table 2. Analysis of differences in intelligent literacy of clinical nursing teachers
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Table 3. Multivariate stepwise regression analysis of the influencing factors of Al intelligent literacy in clinical nursing teach-
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