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Influencing Factors of Communication SKkills, Critical Thinking
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the influences of nursing students’ clinical competency in
simulation learning. The study design was a descriptive survey and questionnaires were collected from 158
nursing students, from September 18 to December 13, 2023. The data analysis was analyzed with ANOVA,
Scheffé test, Pearson's correlation coefficient and multiple regression using the SPSS/WIN 23.0 program.
Clinical Competency according to general characteristics was significantly different in age and health status.
There were significant positive correlations between communication skills, critical thinking, debriefing
satisfaction and clinical competency. Debriefing satisfaction and critical thinking were significant factors
affecting clinical competency of nursing students in simulation learning. And these factors explained 36.0%
of the variance in the clinical competency. It is therefore necessary to give simulation education program
of enhancing critical thinking, debriefing satisfaction and improving clinical competency.
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<Table 1> Differences of clinical competency by general characteristics of subjects

Clinical competency

Characteristics Classification F/t
n(%) Mean(SD)
@
Gender Female 151(84.8) 4.01+.59 1.31
Male 27(15.2) 3.85+.54 (.480)
20-24a 133(74.7) 4.05+.57 6.23
Age* 25-29b 31(17.4) 3.92+.58 (.002)
=30c 14(7.9) 3.49+48 a>c
Grade 4 grade 178(100)
Religion Yes 55(30.9) 4.05+.60 977
No 123(69.1) 3.95+.57 (.625)
good 86(48.3) 4.10+.54 199
health status noraml 83(46.6) 3.88+.62 (‘ 0 40)
bad 9(5.1) 3.81+.51
Recognition of the nurse Positive 10%61.2) 04557 1.15
. . Neutral 65(36.5) 3.90+.61
at the time of admission - (.316)
Negative 4(2.2) 3.86+.44
Recognition of the nurse Positive 67(37.6) 40156 0.15
. . Neutral 85(47.8) 3.96+.60
after clinical practice - (.860)
Negative 26(14.6) 3.99+.60
For employment 157(88.2)
From suggestion by parents 54(30.3)
Admission It matches my character 66(37.5)
motivation** Fits my letter grades 45(25.3)
In order to serve society 22(12.4)
In order to become a teacher or professor 5(2.8)

* Average ages : 24.08+3.96
** Multiple response
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<Table 2> Descriptive statistics of study variables

Variables M S.D Min Max
Communication
Skills 3.64 .02 2.53 5.00
Critical Thinking 3.69 .03 2.48 5.00
Debriefing 402 04 204 500
satisfaction
Clinical 398 .04 28 500
Competency
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<Table 3> Correlation among study variables

C.omQu Critical Debriefing Clinical
nication . . . . . - compete
... thinking satisfaction
skills
Communication 1
skills
*
Critical thinking (<6(§) o1)
Debriefing A2% A4*
satisfaction (<.001) (<.001)
Clinical A42% 46* 55% |
competency  (<.001) (<.001) (<.001)
** p<0.01
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(<Table 4>).

<Table 4> Factors affecting clinical competency

B SE B t )4

Age*
20-24 236 138 175 171 .089

25-29 115 156 074 0.74 462
health status**

good -.055 171 -.047 -0.32 .749

noraml -.130 .168 -110 -0.77 .443
Communication ) 116 103 131 193
skills
Critical

2 1 221 2. .

thinking 87 03 79  .006
Debriefing

370 072 370 512 <001

satisfaction

F(p)=15.219(<.001); R’=.385; adj.R*>=360

*reference(30)

*
**reference(bad) p<.001
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