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Abstract

Aim: To explore the status of learning attitude and its influencing factors for baccalaureate nurs-
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ing students. Methods: In total, 844 baccalaureate nursing students were surveyed by the so-
cio-demographic questionnaires and the questionnaires of nursing students’ learning attitude and
its influencing factors. Results: The average score of learning attitude for baccalaureate nursing
students was 2.73 * 0.52, the dimension with the highest score was learning experience (3.66 *
0.86), and the dimension with the lowest score was knowledge of nursing profession (2.28 + 0.72).
School factors, voluntary application for nursing, interest in nursing work and social factors were
the main factors influencing the learning attitude of baccalaureate nursing students. Conclusion:
The learning attitude of baccalaureate nursing students is not optimistic. It is suggested that
nursing educators should develop targeted strategies to further correct their learning attitude
according to the relevant factors affecting the learning attitude of undergraduate nursing stu-
dents, so as to provide guarantee for the improvement of overall cultural quality and the stability
for the nursing team.
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Table 1. Social-demographic data of baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)
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TiH RS T4 (%)
5 249 29.5
P51
7 595 70.5
i 638 75.6
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W 642 76.1
. & 208 24.6
R RMA T2
= 636 75.4
H 406 48.1
T TAE R M
¥ 438 51.9
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Table 2. The average scores of learning attitude and its four dimensions for baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)
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Table 3. Comparison of learning attitudes among baccalaureate nursing students with different characteristics (n = 844)
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Table 4. Multivariate linear regression analysis of learning attitude among baccalaureate nursing students (n = 844)
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