BHHERKAFZR  2015,36(2) : 164~ 166

Journal of Kunming Medical University

P& B SIEFTHIER R ARREE

¥ FF, FilEE, B O, XeE, B, 2F
(RAEARKRFFEFER, =& &9 650500)

CN 53 -1221/R

[(FZE] HW TP AP R, S B R, SR PE A SRR R 4ERe ) 7 ik i it
Wt ik RSOOSR B AR (CTDI-CV) A E AT A — R Bl IR 2 et R SRR
2789 A H PTG NS, 45 P RE EEIEHE RS (283.39 £28.92) 4y 4L ELk M
54T, A pPAE R BE AR A S AR A 2tk . LR RO . SRR TE SRR R ARG, Sk
PR R, P AR M AN B B AR RSN R SR SO iR 3R A S PR
JH4ERE ).

(L] TEHIEELE; s DARE

[FESHES] R47 [CEIRIZAE] A [XEHS] 2095 -610X (2015) 02 - 0164 - 03

The Study of Self-developed Critical Thinking Ability of
Nursing Undergraduates
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[ Abstract] Objective

personal influencing factors to provide the guideline for promoting the development of their critical thinking ability.

To evaluate nursing undergraduates' critical thinking disposition and explore the

Method Critical thinking disposition inventory—Chinese version (CTDI-CV) and self-designed questionnaire about
basic information were used to investigate 789 full-time nursing undergraduates. Results Nursing undergraduates
scored 283.39 +28.92 in terms of positive critical thinking. Multiple regression analysis showed that with higher
autonomy, higher concentration, more leisure reading time, more participation in school activities, students
scored higher in critical thinking ability, but nursing undergraduates having more part—time job had lower scores of
critical thinking. Conclusions Nursing undergraduates should improve their critical thinking ability through

personal autonomy, concentration, taking part-time jobs, leisure reading time and participating in school
activities.
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R FHAE AR 1L A5 B B R R 2 i B 2 B —
BIUVER AT 789 4. AR E: FER 4 H P
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PSR 17 ~24 %, FH (2017 £1.50) %/
BET9 % (10.6%), LA 666 4 (89.4%) DUk
598 % (80.2%) , %% 46 4 (6.2%), HAth 101 4
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Arfe)), WIGFREA . FFRURE . abrRedr . &R
GiAbRET) . PPHURLER BAE.O . SRANAR. A
7Y, 70448, BAOYEE 10 M5 H,
K 6 2y Liker—scale #&=0, 18078 B~ 10 ~ 60
g%, =40 S RULE R h IEPER I R BE
FEIoR 70 ~ 420 43, =280 43 B IEMETEA M 4k
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Tab. 1 The score condition of nursing undergraduat-
es' overall critical thinking ability and each
clause [n=745, (vx5s)]

TAYEEEME B (1)
FREAM 35.54+6.19
JOAETF 41.73 £5.59
SHTHET 43.08 = 5.51
RGBT 38.38 +6.05
PRI AR RE T 0 AR O 39.40 £ 6.20
SRABK 44.16 + 6.18
N % 41.59 £7.20
oy 283.89 +28.92

F2 PHEIFHEBREENNAZNEZNSELEERAS
WER
Tab. 2 The multiple linear regression analysis results
of critical thinking ability's personal factors on
nursing undergraduates

= B Sh Beta t P
figiel 276.712 5353 - 51.890  0.000
SRS -2.905 1.060 0.101 -2.740 0.003

0.945 0.110 -2.957 0.000
0.740 0.100 2.805 0.003
0.640 0.108 3.006 0.005
0921 0.144 3952 0.006
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U 2.076
REM S S 7] 1.922
SIFAENIIZE 3.638
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