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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the clinical practice status of nurse students and analyze the influencing
factors with the perspective of social cognitive career theory. Methods: To select 409 nursing in-
terns who graduated in 2019 and internships in medical institutions as a study object. The status
of clinical learning environment in nurse students and its influencing factors were evaluated by
using the general information questionnaire and clinical learning environment scale. Results: The
overall scores of the clinical learning environment were (136.12 + 32.99) points, at the upper
middle level. The influencing factors of clinical learning environment in nurse students were ca-
reer interests, career expectations and peer relationships (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The clinical
learning environment of undergraduate nurse students needs to be further improved. Universities
should pay attention to the choice of hospital and make career planning for nurse students. Nurse
students who had career expectations should be preferred admission by the hospital. Nursing
students should choose the practice group freely. Hospitals should boost the admission and train-
ing of clinical teachers, so as to improve the clinical learning environment and finally firm nursing
students’ career choices.
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Table 1. The general information of nurse students and the univariate analysis of clinical learning environment (n = 409)
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Table 2. The scores of clinical learning environment scale of undergraduate nursing students

=2 AL EIRRFEIFRERBOERL

Yips FH#w By, xEs)
AR E 10 3.37+0.88
BlEp LKA 4 3.64 £ 0.96
REE TR 4 3.69 £0.92
BRRR 9 3.64+091
A 11 3.67+0.93

3) AR ST A R 2 S IR BN (B R R M o 5 SRBOR, R TS SR L R A TS
Bl 5 R mMNEE, REXANS WA s N TAERA, R EMEE . AR 5
[l AR AL O3 T B B2 I PR 2 S RS 113 00 2 5 A ik 8 (P < 0.05), W4 1.

4y ARSI P AR IRV 2 R R KRR IR E RS NN R, DU R
Wi ik U = AR 9 B AR 3HT 2 o0 et iZ 0 B A 40, TRAE 7 R R, SR EGE=1, 15=0).
kg M B GR=1, 5=0). AHELVHITHEGE=1, £=0). MAERHEFEE=1, F=0). Ll 54%
B TAERALCARE . PEEE=0, ERi. WK =1, F#EF. X =3, HAhpEmin=4). %%
PR R (TAE =0, WNE=1, WA EES=2, FEAHE=3, Hih=4). MEGFB=0, VB
=1, WA=2, MH=3, Hih=4). FEHMLEARLGT=0, EATLi=1, AKIF=2, RALGF=3). OHE Km0
(AT LAREAL R 11=0, Hisk—@E MEm=1, #R™EMIES=2, TERAEM=3), S4RER, #EX
P, XANERAE, 5 RS RIGR S RS R ER MR R, WK 3.

Table 3. Multiple linear regression analysis of influencing factors of the clinical learning environment
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