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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect of improving the clinical practice ability of secondary vocational nurs-
ing students in Xinjiang based on clinical skills competition. Methods: In this study, 100 nursing stu-
dents of grade 2020 in a secondary vocational health school in Xinjiang were selected as the research
objects by cluster sampling method. All nursing students were divided into control group (n = 50, tra-
ditional nursing teaching mode) and observation group (n = 50, skills-based nursing teaching mode)
with the principle of 1:1 random number table, and the teaching effect was compared. Results: The
theoretical scores of nursing students in observation group were higher than those in control group
(all P < 0.05). The practical skill theory scores of nursing students in observation group were higher
than those in control group (all P < 0.05). The overall teaching satisfaction of the observation group
was higher than that of the control group (all P < 0.05). Conclusion: Under the guidance of nursing
skills competition, the theoretical achievement and practical ability of nursing students have been
significantly improved in the teaching of nursing practical skills in secondary vocational colleges, and
the learning efficiency of nursing students and the satisfaction of teachers have also been improved,
which is worthy of popularization and application.
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Table 1. Comparison of general data of nursing students between the two groups [x = s, n (%)]
= 1. PEIPE—RAEREEEX s, n ()]

45 FAcesl(F: &) TEIFEN(R) WP LR A S ()
W54 (n = 50) 5/45 17~19 (17.82£0.82) 73.43+9.61
SR (n = 50) 7143 17~19 (17.91£0.73) 74.75 +10.81

X2t 0.79 0.580 0.645
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Table 3. Comparison of theoretical scores of nursing students between the two groups (x £ s, points)

5% 3. FAEPEIBICRERLE B (x s, &)

151 FERB AR e Fei LR R Eabifab e My
WEL4 (n = 50) 2228 +1.26 22.39+1.36 22.92 155 22.73+1.58 93.19+5.42
S HE4H (n = 50) 17.53 + 1.66 17.82 +1.53 17.66 + 1.47 17.75+1.92 7343+6.25
t 16.117 15.786 17.411 14.162 16.890
P <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
3.2. SKERHREE
MELLA YL S BB RE R LS = T RRZH (35 P < 0.05). W% 4.
Table 4. Comparison of practical skill scores of nursing students in the two groups (x £ s, points)
< 4. PEIPESCERIRERSREL B (x £ s, 47)

451 FRIEAR Lolk VBT PERALAY By
WEL4 (n = 50) 22.99 £+ 1.12 22.62 +1.33 22.19+1.18 22.26 +1.55 92.73+4.85
XHHEZH (n = 50) 16.62 + 2.25 16.73 £ 1.53 17.32 1.3 17.48 +£1.19 70.82 +5.98

t 17.921 20.544 19.368 17.297 20.122
P <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
33. AEYRHRE
WS 2H B R 0 e FE ) v TR IR 2 (3 P < 0.05), L4 5.
Table 5. Comparison of teaching satisfaction of nursing students between the two groups [n, (%)]
2 5. FHIPEHFHEELR, (%)]
W MLEE4 (n = 50) Xt HEZH (n = 50) X2 P

BT A% 47 (94.00) 40 4.332 0.037

WUR % 2] X4 46 (92.00) 38 4.762 0.029

Er B Lvoy IRl 47 (94.00) 38 6.353 0.012

R EEEIRS 48 (96.00) 39 7.162 0.007
PEE s P HRR B RE 48 (96.00) 40 6.061 0.138
R R ERAE AP 47 (94.00) 5.316 0.021
P N bribiEEe /) 46 (92.00) 37 5.741 0.017
VNS N 48 (96.00) 38 8.306 0.004
P EIRK TAERME O 48 (46.00) 40 6.061 0.138
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