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The Investigation and Analysis the Critical Thinking Ability of
Nursing Undergraduates before Clinical Practice
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[ Abstract] Objective To assess and analyze the influencing factors of nursing undergraduates' critical
thinking ability before clinical practice, so as to provide references for promoting the development of nursing
undergraduates’ critical thinking effectively. Method Critical Thinking Disposition Inventory—Chinese Version
(CTDI-CV) and questionnaire about basic information were used to survey 170 full-time nursing undergraduates
before clinical practice. Results The critical thinking score of nursing undergraduates before clinical practice was
276.69 + 28.81. The ability of critical thinking showed significant correlations with their comprehensive evaluation,
leisure reading time and the title of their clinical teachers' post (P <0.05) . Conclusions Nursing undergraduates
before clinical practice are lack of positive critical thinking ability in general, we should better strengthen nursing
undergraduates' comprehensive capacity, broaden their scope of knowledge and establish scientific clinical teaching
mode to improve their critical thinking ability.
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SESIETHE AR 4E CTDI-CV B8R [0 (%) ]

Tab. 1 The score condition of nursing undergraduates before clinical practice's CTDI-CV [n (%) ]

SR BT AN TR R MEAN S.D. M=280[n(x 107)] M= 40[n( x 102)]
Bg 276.69 28.81 70(42.9) -

FREAH 35.53 6.87 - 49(30.6)
TRTFi 40.34 6.09 - 95(52.3)
rHrie 42.04 5.16 - 108(66.3)
Roukne 37.72 5.96 - 55(33.7)
TEHIPE B AERE T 0 A (50 39.11 6.31 - 82(50.3)
SRRk 42.31 6.31 - 105(64.4)

N # 39.63 8.58 - 94(57.7)
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Tab. 2 The comparison of critical thinking ability between male and female nursing undergraduates before

clinical practice (x+s)

Sy 7 AT TR B B (=19 I (n=144) t P
Ay 275.89 + 37.69 276.79 + 27.60 13 P>0.05
FREA 34.63 + 10.29 35.65 + 6.33 60 P>0.05
T 39.37 + 8.07 40.47 + 5.80 74 P>0.05
SHTRE T 4142+ 5.06 4213+ 5.18 56 P>0.05
BN AT 3837+ 5.82 37.64 £ 6.00 -50 P>0.05
WAL BRI H A AR O 4195+ 7.49 38.74 + 6.07 -2.11 P<0.05
SRR 44.05+ 6.29 42.08 + 6.24 -1.29 P>0.05
VNS E s 36.11 + 12.90 40.10 + 7.28 1.92 P>0.05
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Tab. 3 The multiple-factor analysis results of critical thinking ability's effects on nursing undergraduates before

clinical practic
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