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Abstract

Based on the social ecosystem theory, this paper empirically analyzes the influencing factors of
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data literacy of nursing staff from the perspective of individuals and nursing institutions. The re-
sults showed that nursing staff’s learning attitude, learning ability, professional training and ca-
reer planning of nursing institutions had a significant impact on nursing staff’'s data literacy.
Therefore, it is suggested that nursing staff should strengthen their understanding of data literacy,
improve their learning initiative and enhance their learning ability. Institutions for the aged
should carry out professional training and career planning for nursing staff.
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1. 518

SE A KR SR T SRR NI N AL [ K s B BB, NS e b RS B AR I E
EW TAETRI] T 77 M E i 3l R T R IR B b MIFRE 770, BBk — DA 4 Jm S XA LR AR 0
LRIFRRIFARL & SRR B S AR & I TR 2 IR 55 1A A [1]

He MR IR E S T, REBUT — BB A E 7 BORIRE IR E RS AR . B iR gl
BRI PIRREIALE BER, WRZFENZRA. MEKIFRETR, At E aEtL iR
S5 B TREATHE T AR AR IR, 2B T IR IR A A RS AL RFE FE 2 4k, EE N
HERAF R Z R [2]

FEBETS 5N, BRI 7R SN UALE H #7722 B0 IR 55 A B A 25 - 8 v ok . R, H
HI TR E IR BT HOR B R B R R Z RN, I NI R SE[3] AR5 TR[4]55. B Ehx)
EEE, W FREBE RSG5, B2, ZBETPBANG. FL b, FREPENGKE TR EER 25
EMRSs AR [N, ATt R BRI BRI ¥ . B, FREP BN R IEE R -0 TR IR 2 i
5 PR B R

FAT, BEFRZ PRGN GO 8 R IR M5 T 5 5 5% MR R K AL [, kT
BN B R TR R R AR L . SR T BN SR 2R TR R DR ZR AT TR R SR 3 HaE
FEJEBE .

2. kRt

B RFFAE LRSI NIRRT . [E AR RO SR T 2011 SEFDR 1 #8377 1R A
T TR, MR R IR R AR AR 7. B IRIEE 1. BRI RE A SERE ISR A 6] AR
B[MEE TR R FMSHIOIT, SRR RRR MR “ = —k” iR FR51 SHUH] . FheE[8]F X
REF R E AR LR R, WO S HE SR HRI RS 12 BRI AR R A R . dttm]
W, AR R Z S rh T B SRR OS5 TT I [R50 00 21 SR e PR 3K ) SRR AT AL
I BAR A IAROULAT U PSR A1 0] et 32 TR IO SE M DR 3R EAT 5 b o AR T 5 R, DA
BN R BN SO O GO AT BT, BT I SEoTRE A0 LML UIAHRD R 37 BN 53 4
PR IFRBOR MM I HEAT 73, 9P BN SORIGRE NI FESR T BN 5% 27 2 25 BE AN Hiehs 3R 97 28 R 7 1 73
T HH T ol A R0 S
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3. xR
3.1. BRZTENER

“HRRZ T0F L7 (OREA 1 U B AL 35 TR AR SR AR 5 GRIBZLZU AR, 23R A SR
VLA RAZIN NS AR RIS R, B RIS 2 B M 2 T A0[0]. S TR Z T WNERIES, A
B AT AT R FE4r . TS SE R T R rE B (1 e 2 40 B IR 45 BN 0 B A B3 25 1 B e . 73K
FHREBRT, BRSO, 2P EIRS AR LUE R ER £, W T ZAEA
ST LR (72 2 RS .
3.2. HELESRGHER

Zastrow K EE R G ARG T ARG RG=AYEE[10]. AR RMAGE BN RN NE
) AR R GE (R E N T IR AL IR E I, SR TEAMARAE AN IR Z LSRR P BN S8 3R 97

A R
4. MR SERRER
B A s R A, BN BROHCHR B TR0 TR 3 A9 N A TR UM S AT 7 D A %

SCHRIF X BN GO AT U5 R BT AR At B, S S5 SN BN SL R B R ACR I 4 DRI M, R
NG NJZ AL SIS R 2 BE I AN T T, IR 28 MU J2 T 48 e M 5 AT R P A5 T

4.1. PABEBIEIME =

P SIS AR BN GO BE R IR R AR B S, R A RS . AR S R A
JERIFEFEIER NI . A I3 R B3 L R, S B R AR 107 2 35 T, BERS
WA EAE AR SRR 2], TTEE o e Z IR A R . 2T, AR DU Bt

H1: 225145 BOW BN B3 i 357 A 2 IR 1R

FARARPEN RS SH AR AR O BRER L A2 O RER S5 1
—HREST. TR, IR A SR ik, BN RIS R R, wliRe
IR AR B A, X EEE AR RN RCR B, AN, R R RUE . T, fER LT R
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H2: 23] REIA P BN B3 BB 3R 04 B3 IR [R5
4.2. FENHERTWE R

Tl B R SR BN P2 RS ST B S ER R IR M Tl ke FRENIZ TR ELN 53 K
RO EE AR, FREHUE IO AL IRl SR 0 3 BN 53 B 2 R A R . it
AEERL BN GRS A BB, SR T, R R

H3: B Bl 2 S A B 37 BN 53 A 808 22 57 35 1R TR0 U

B ) R i 7R 2 HLA 3P BN RO AR PR AT R G IR S 1 TR R, 8 EZAIE PO E AL
FbR € FEIE Be it =5 WO AR AT Rkt iy BN A TAE DR . i RIREH S BN
S BOATIHM R E R, BOEVISKAMAT I B bs, JFE GBS THEE, K2 IORRETH B S TAR
BIRENE, AR5 m R R R . ik, R TRk:

Ha: ORI BN 53 0 e 31 57 A 32 IR 1R
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Figure 1. Theoretical model diagram
B 1 EIpREE

5. fARA
5.1. (EERLE

TEAGFER G b, a2 (VA 5 0 R T A LS R 3, i AR50 T 0.8, % R B Al {5 M4
Ufs MEAE 0.7~0.8 UFEI NI, HAEMRLF; #1%EHA 0.6~0.7, WRRT{E: HEMKT 0.6, WERRA
A5,

SRR WA 1, BB FAR. T, BOEER . BdE RN, BdERE ). B E
RIS ZBUE S5 0.865. 0.777. 0.786. 0.806. 0.826. 0.824. 0.818. 4=#B AT 0.7, Ui B i) 4 d (1)
FIZF A SEME R BP0 CTIEMIBR o« REC , EREIEMERE, XN ERNEEREUFASE N E
(9 BTt DR A RS N iZ I B A FE . BT6F “CITC {E” , 2 #r I CITC EHE KT 0.4, WA HT
T (Al B R R, A WS SRR RIF. 25 BTk, S8R ER R ST 0.7, 45
YEIEE S, TR TS0,

Table 1. Reliability test list
=1 FEERER

Cronbach 15 & 4T
e E2 S W IE U AR TEMERE o R Cronbach’s a 2%

LAT1 0.705 0.832
LAT2 0.716 0.828

A 0.865
LAT3 0.714 0.828
LAT4 0.724 0.824
LAB1 0.664 0.641

2R LAB2 0.587 0.727 0.777
LAB3 0.590 0.724
PT1 0.639 0.694

AL PT2 0.612 0.723 0.786
PT3 0.623 0.711
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B
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CP1 0.660 0.728

BRI ) CP2 0.632 0.757 0.806
CP3 0.669 0.718
DA1 0.702 0.739

et =R DA2 0.681 0.761 0.826
DA3 0.664 0.777
DC1 0.711 0.724

g DC2 0.685 0.751 0.824
DC3 0.643 0.793
DE1 0.678 0.742

HaEie DE2 0.660 0.760 0.818
DE3 0.674 0.746

5.2. MEKRL

5.2.1. REMEFIH

AR 1] 3 PO S MR &, 3EBUE R Ay 3 I3 B B0 Re 0. sl ORI, s =R
BARRES) . BARREL 7 MR, ATIRBMER T 0. KA E S 7 Mk AT R HhE, R 5
KI5 ZE W TTiEAT e s . R FEEME b, B AREERT 1 07, BHERRE T B4
AEANEBHWE, BAHERTHNT.

RRE R0 45 5 W 2, FTLAKIE Bartlett BRIEAGI /2 %5 1H1E )y 4057.896, W35 1EMEZ A 0.000, /)
T 0.05, ULEARE B A AN, FEAREUEE A T . KMO K56 FH T2 5248 & (] i) AH DG 1, U
fE 0~1 Z[], KMO Suit s T 1, DR [A A mAH S, KRR s . A5 KMO &

4 0.923, FRidE AT T M.

Table 2. Validity test list

2 WEREE

KMO F1 Bartlett [f144 %

KMO 18 0.923
I RTT 4057.896
Bartlett BRJE & A6 5 df 231
p i 0.000

ST EMREIR I 3, DIt — R 7 AT, e 7 AR S R e e RS R

HN 12.634%, KT 500%, BB 7 AN AT DR UK AR 7 Bl 45

RlFafr BB 4, FeoKTT vk IE RS e 5 15 2 R T o e & SRR, R ¥E T 85 KT 0.5,
HE—NWMIEARAFER DKL LL L KRT 0.5 MR F A, HWRERFONIRR 7 ~FEERF. £H
F 1 i LAT1. LAT2. LAT3. LAT4 It 4 TRt HTFmah “EIA5E” , H LAT £ EH
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F 2 i1 DE1. DE2. DE3 #t 3 Di¥gtrMal, BFdvsah “HdEieE” , M DE £75; FEBE-TF 3 B DAL,
DA2. DA3 3t 3 Wifatrtm, N1l “Ed¥E=IR” , B DAXS; EIXT 4 1 DC1. DC2. DC3 3t

3 WURFRHI R, 7448 “ Ml fig

” . HDC %#~; EFEFS5H CP1., CP2. CP3 Ikt 3 Hit&HrM K,

K74 h “BOERR” . H CP Rax; FEHT 6 H1 LABL. LAB2. LAB3 3t 3 Tifgbrta ik, K1
NSRS, B LAB Fon: ET 7 H PT1. PT2. PT3 3L 3 Widkhnt i, BTl “Flbigil” ,
PT Hom; BEAY bR L IR AR 5 (R T M 25 T 98 AL B R 1 IR T, i ST ) 1) J A i (R 359 Y E TR
AR R A4 b, B kT 0.5, RUIEA RIF 450 3805 .

Table 3. Total variance interpretation

=3 BRPHERRE

RTTERRE
N PRI A T 77 Al R B a7 J5
Bt TEHEE % STt TIEEE FH%
1 9.036 41.072 41.072 2.838 12.901 12.901
2 1.425 6.478 47.551 2.258 10.265 23.165
3 1.375 6.249 53.800 2.248 10.218 33.384
4 1.278 5.810 59.609 2.232 10.143 43.527
5 1.074 4.884 64.493 2.168 9.856 53.383
6 0.911 4.139 68.632 2.135 9.706 63.089
7 0.880 4.002 72.634 2.100 9.545 72.634
Table 4. Factor loading coefficient
F 4. AFHERYE
2% [H 7 284 AR A
BT 1 HT 2 A5 3 A5 4 H¥ 5 1 6 K57
LAT1 0.697 0.169 0.175 0.102 0.172 0.173 0.284
LAT2 0.746 0.240 0.182 0.172 0.092 0.048 0.195
LAT3 0.750 0.217 0.158 0.177 0.203 0.129 0.098
LAT4 0.752 0.115 0.133 0.184 0.205 0.151 0.198
LAB1 0.126 0.150 0.080 0.248 0.178 0.778 0.099
LAB2 0.147 0.096 0.183 0.065 0.192 0.762 0.108
LAB3 0.107 0.242 0.109 0.146 0.114 0.708 0.200
PT1 0.331 0.098 0.172 0.188 0.163 0.115 0.679
PT2 0.260 0.126 0.100 0.078 0.160 0.206 0.723
PT3 0.115 0.181 0.142 0.201 0.117 0.110 0.790
CP1 0.135 0.146 0.136 0.182 0.785 0.162 0.101
CP2 0.233 0.195 0.131 0.114 0.713 0.179 0.162
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CP3 0.203 0.147 0.124 0.204 0.744 0.176 0.171
DAl 0.181 0.246 0.762 0.173 0.105 0.106 0.193
DA2 0.183 0.102 0.747 0.249 0.155 0.168 0.131
DA3 0.168 0.154 0.804 0.114 0.127 0.118 0.084
DC1 0.154 0.154 0.146 0.811 0.224 0.117 0.093
DC2 0.203 0.041 0.153 0.768 0.204 0.162 0.167
DC3 0.190 0.090 0.254 0.700 0.072 0.203 0.213
DE1 0.226 0.780 0.104 0.069 0.139 0.221 0.094
DE2 0.170 0.747 0.184 0.127 0.172 0.138 0.149
DE3 0.203 0.766 0.198 0.077 0.157 0.128 0.152

5.2.2. BHEMEF R

AR FH AMOS24.0 WAt 2 37 I6AIEE R T2 BT (CRAVBE RS HEAT 70 M7, K0 Ik BE S A R B4 g B A2 1]
R TR 2, AR R NI R, Tl BRI, Hdl =R S
fef. B, 2% LAT1. LAT2. LAT3. LAT4. LAB1. LAB2. LAB3. PT1. PT2. PT3. CP1.
CP2. CP3. DA1l. DA2. DA3. DC1. DC2. DC3. DE1. DE2. DE3 &K, 2 g Al
FIRAH R KRR, 7552740 & R & 280R
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Figure 2. Confirmatory factor analysis diagram
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5.3. IERS EFKRIE

ARSI R SEE AT S IR AR SR, AR L 5, JUIA KRB IR e E, RY
AR S AL B B, BT AT DA 2

Table 5. Common index of goodness of fit test of model

5. RENSMERILERIER

S ' H#E R Ve df p Lldf GFI RMSEA  RMR CFI
WAz - - >0.05 <3 >0.9 <0.10 <0.05 >0.9
(=l 271.713 188 0.000 1.445 0.937 0.035 0.048 0.979
Heihs TLI AGFI IFI PGFI PNFI SRMR NFI NNFI
) W bR >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 >0.5 >0.5 <0.1 >0.9 >0.9
(i} 0.974 0.916 0.979 0.697 0.761 0.029 0935 0974

JTA AR bR e BT R AR T 0.6, HIAFIE 2, HALRIEE(CR)#AE 0.7~0.9 2 (8], P78 R4
IR (AVE)E 05~0.7 2], fFa@ R thmprie: 1) brdEdns RECRT 0.6; 2) AMIEEKRT 0.6;
3) PR RHCGERERT 0.5 ABHHFFGIrdE.

5.4. {RiZLe

R LE R WL 6, BRI, LB, F A I BEX T HIERZFFmE, R
TREEH AT ZE, FFHEBREEIE 0.01 KPR EEME, it IR . #3681
OB E SN BIERTEF A B E W IE [k R,

Table 6. Hypothesis test list
6. IR

X Y JEFRAEIL R EL SE. CR. p PRAEA REL
E N MR &% 0.270 0.061 4.402 Aok 0.377
=iVl Hp %% 0.217 0.053 4.054 ek 0.297
Ll g 0.145 0.065 2.253 0.024 0.191
Ol HE R I7 0.190 0.063 3.039 0.002 0.239
IR R B =R 1.000 0.745
T Kl ge Ay 0.981 0.097 10.115 Hokox 0.757
B R I7 HEte 0.974 0.099 9.817 ek 0.751
AR LAT4 0.997 0.063 15.778 Fek 0.794
XA LAT3 1.021 .066 15.549 ok 0.784
2SS LAT2 0.937 0.061 15.463 i 0.780
FOIRE LAT1 1.000 0.783
3R LAB3 0.873 0.070 12.523 ok 0.716
=i Y] LAB2 0.866 0.071 12.270 ek 0.699
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R LAB1 1.000 0.791
LAl PT3 0.889 0.069 12.884 sk 0.717
L\ PT2 0.895 0.069 12.980 *k 0.723
Ll PT1 1.000 0.783
LR CP3 1.080 0.078 13.812 ok 0.791
ISR CP2 1.022 0.078 13.172 *k 0.746
BREH R CP1 1.000 0.751
i R DA3 0.902 0.064 14.177 *kk 0.741
iR DA2 1.000 0.066 15.059 Fkk 0.790
i R DAl 1.000 0.816
HEae DC3 0.901 0.063 14.211 ok 0.746
HiEae DC2 0.990 0.066 14.987 ek 0.790
HEae DC1 1.000 0.809
Fmie DE3 0.981 0.070 14.088 ok 0.780
Wit DE2 0.943 0.068 13.900 el 0.767
HE e DE1 1.000 0.777
5.5. I FEEARERE
A S5 T FE R B R T LI 3
D 18
D ‘
@ 29
D, 7 €1
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€19
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Figure 3. Structural equation model path diagram
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6. HIRSEW
6.1 WRLGL

ALEEFAEMZ 6 SRR A X BBES RS RIS, By R R IR m R %
SR NIET AN FREN N JE T o DRI 22 9% 2 %% 520 DR 35 R 500 AN 2 vl o, 81 b FH 45 40 D7 R A 2
JPEHATHIIER T . S0 i R R AR IS, A 13 BN AR 2 IR HLER ) 254 Ty FE AR, RV
TEEAREE F2IRe 1 BRI BRI 57 BN 53O 25 7 5 0 R R A R

BT R B S, TATSEH: WO T 88 R 7R mnt, drdEfbigit £ 40{H % 0.239 > 0,
I H bR P 0.01 /K P 535 1% (C.R. = 3.039, p = 0.002 < 0.01), Al 56 B HR Y K1 23 %6 B ¥ 2 97 77
A B I IE R K &R

T ER IO T8 2 IRy, bRAE A REE N 0.191 > 0, I HUbEg4e I 0.05 /K- k35
P£(C.R. =2.253, p = 0.024 < 0.05), [HTIULEHE M E 25T R TR A R E N IER MK R,

TR I THE R IR, bRAE SR REUE R 0.297 > 0, JE HULEEIE EILH 0.01 AKPI 25
P£(C.R = 4.054, p=0.000 < 0.01), [T i B 5 > g J7 2 W 0 25 95 7 A SB35 I I M) 2R G R

RN T HIR R IR MG, brdE s REE RN 0.377 > 0, JFHUILEEE 2IH 0.01 KPR
P£(C.R. = 4.402, p = 0.000 < 0.01), AT Ut B2 I A FE S0 8 3 7% 7 AR 2 2 () 1E (W) 52 58 R o

6.2. TR

MAEZTE R, VERFREIRIIIT BN 7, ERZIA R B s R o0 e TAR R B 2k, e mdr Bl
NGEAI A B B, BN B L0 TR R IR S M T o2aTARm AR, ¥3%
LAARGRK A T, (AR R A LR T . X T B BRI R T AN B — IR AR SE Ll s
U 5 S TR b4 €1 b EtWNA T IV S R N 7 5 311 17 e skl B e 1 2 R e D PRSI 5
Hoc, BN RER SRS PEARERRS SH0EE ] SEH AR A R I
AR A IRITR S . BN 52 ST RE TR, AR BE AR AR R, B R TR K N R R
o, MR, R REE

MIFENMZ TR, ZE N BT BN R R TR B2, IR IR B Gt A5 3 T R U
P&t E5E, EONPEN RIRMUE B R R IR I RN R b, BRSSO, fE
Bz b, A TR, ERE bR ER e H . K, EORP BN RS RNL R . FREELR R
PELN RN ZAA TR E AL, BOEDISEAAT I H AR, R ESHAETHEE, B KRETHEA
A AR, IR 48 m e &= 57
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