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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Study Population N=139)

Characteristics Category N (%) Mean = SD
Age (year) 20s 54 (38.8) 34.15 £ 8.56
30s 50 (36)
>40s 35 (25.2)
Education Junior college 11 (7.9)
Bachelor's degree 117 (84.2)
>Master's degree 11 (7.9)
Years in nursing 11.39 = 8.45
Years working 7.37% 6.06
in current ward
Average 45.58% 34.07
overtime per
day (min)
Numbers 452+ 3.61
of patient
in charge
Frequency Once in a week 4 (2.9)
of
patient Once in a month 19 (13.7)
safety education .
Once in 65 (46.8)
every 3 months
Once in 28 (20.1)

every 6 months
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Once in a year 22 (15.8)

None 1 (0.7)
Experience in Yes 97 (69.8)
patient safety
campaign No 42 (30.2)

=2 Table 29 AA]
s th thaate] AEA B 548 whdo] H 3.27+0.598 0% e
Yot s E Ay e, A A Qlao] H 3.47+E0.6080=2 7}
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics for Nursing Professionalism, Self—Efficacy,

Patient Safety Nursing Activities (N=139)

Variables Mean * SD Range
Nursing Professional self— 3.15+0.72 1~5
professionalism concept

Social recognition 3.47£0.60

Professional identity in  3.41%+0.55

nursing

Role of nursing 3.25%£0.69

practice

Originality of nursing 2.91£0.93

Total 3.27+0.59
Self—efficacy Total 3.79%0.60 1~5
Patient safety Patient identification 4.60*£0.58
nursing Communication 4.30*0.70
activities Patient safety before 4.54%0.72 1~5

surgery/procedure

Fall prevention 4.44%0.70

Hand hygiene and 4.45%£0.68

infection control

Fire safety and 4.37%£0.82

emergency preparation

Medication 4.45%£0.66

administration

Medical equipment 4.47%0.65

and facilities

management

Total 4.45%£0.59
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H3A 7 et (Table 3, Table 4).

Table 3. Differences of Nursing Professionalism, Self —Efficacy, Patient
Safety Nursing Activities by General Characteristics

Variables Catego n Nursing Self—efficacy Patient safety
ries professionalism nursing
activities
H H H
M=SD M=*SD M=SD
(p (p) (p)
Education Diploma 11 3.29=* 3.80% 4.62*
0.58 0.73 0.54
. . 0.59 ’ 0.60 ' 0.60 ’
in nursing
Master 11 3.40=* 4.04= 4.42*
0.66 0.53 0.60
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Table 4. Differences of Nursing Professionalism, Self —Efficacy, Patient
Safety Nursing Activities by General Characteristics (Years in nursing,
Years working in current ward)

Nursing Self—efficacy Patient safety
professionalism nursing
activities
r(p)
Age —.081(.344) .091(.288) —.055(.955)
Years in nursing —.041(.635) .102(.233) .005(.955)
Years working -.209(.015) —.201(.808) -.071(.413)

in current ward
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Table 5. Differences of Nursing Professionalism and Patient Safety Nursing
Activities by Numbers of Patient in Charge

Variables Nursing Self Patient safety
professionalism efficacy nursing activities
r(p)
Numbers .075(.385) .058(.502) .185(.030)
of patient
in charge
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Table 6. Differences of Nursing Professionalism and Patient Safety Nursing Activities by Working

Characteristics
Variables Categories n Nursing _ Self—efficacy Patie?nt safe.:tY.
professionalism nursing activities
M=xSD t(p) M=SD t(p) M=*SD t(p)
Average S 14 66 3.29£0.56 49 3.84%0.61 4.51%£0.59 ) .
overtime per (333) (.igi) """"""""""""""" ( 20797)
day > 14 73 3.26*£0.62 : 3.75%0.60 : 4.40£0.59 :
Frequency Once a week
of patient ~
safety Once every 3 88  3.39%0.57 3.83%0.60 4.54%0.53
education months 3.103 1.045 2.307
(02 (298¢ (.023)
None
~ Onceina 51 3.07+0.59 3.72+0.60 4.30%0.66
year
Experience Yes 97
in satient 5217059 —1.824 375i054 _______ —1.198 447i057 498
£ No 49 (.070) (.235) (.619)
satety 3.41%0.57 3.90£0.73 4.41%0.65
campaign
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=
=

A#33A (r=.315, p<.001)

BT (Table 7,

=
=

A B3A (r=.411, p<.001)

Table 8).

Table 7. Correlation between Study Variables (N= 139)

3()

2()

1(»

.315(<.001)

.512(<.001)

1. Nursing professionalism

411(<.001)

1

512(<.001)

2. Self—efficacy

1

411(<.001)

.315(<.001)

3. Patient safety nursing

activities

p——
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139)
Patient safety nursing activities

Table 8. Correlation between Study Variables (N

Categories

.259 .002

Professional self—

perception

Professionalism  Sgcial recognition

Nursing

.001

.288

.000

.292

Professional

identity in nursing
Role of nursing

practice

.001

.267

.001

.289

Originality of
nursing
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H}H 5% ghEAbe] BT
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EREEEE
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o A4 (Multicollinearity)

g%

| —
R

Al (Tolerance)

Eis

1.052~1.471 Ao]& 10& 9A &1, &3+

2k 0~1 AFol¢l 0.680~0.950% e} Tt}

| Durbin—Watson

IR

S

st
ol

=9O
o =

e

o
oI

& Ay 1.701% 1.5~2.54 )& JeRt 2714 34e] g

ﬁo

)

|

o

.003), 1+ZAF 1

p=<.001) &, SARFAILFHIE= (S = 254, p

T
)
%)

9

005)7} AR T F I F

242, p

44 (8 =

FX3

—

0

7}

=
=

S 14.4%

o

EEERS

o7

2%A

(F=10.377, p<.001).

B/o

(8 =.330,

Table 9. Factors Influencing Patient Safety Nursing Activities

Model 2

t(p)

8.355

(<.001)

g

SE

Model 1

t(p)

36.541

(<.00D)

g

SE

111

4.067

Factors

(Constant

value)
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Frequency of 3.014 2.422"
: 311 | .103 | .254 240 | .099 | .196
patient safety (.003) (017)
education
.. 2.871 2.586
Patient in 040 | .014 | .242 .033 | .013 | .203
charge (.005) (.01D)
) 974
Nursing 090 | .092 | .090
professionalism (.332)
_ 3.705
Self—efficacy .326 | .088 | .330
(<.001)
F() 7.086(<.001) 10.377(<.001)
Fid .096 239
adj. &’ .082 216
AR? 0.144

Dummy variables: frequency of patient safety education (0: None~ once in a year
1: Once a week~Once every 3 months)
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Abstract

The Effects of PACU Nurses'
Nursing professionalism and
Self—efficacy on Patient safety
nursing activities.

Haejoo Choi
Department of Nursing
The Graduate School

Seoul National University

Patient safety is required as a high level priority since the recent
revision of the Patient Safety Act. Nurses play a direct and
important role in patient safety.

In particular, Post—Anesthesia Care Unit(PACU) nurses are
required to predict and quickly respond to potential risks and
complications in perioperative patients whom are without self—
defense capabilities during anesthesia and surgery.

This study 1s a descriptive survey study to investigate the
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relationship between nursing professionalism, self—efficacy, and
patient safety nursing activities of PACU nurses and to identify
factors affecting patient safety nursing activities.

A survey was conducted on 139 nurses who currently work at
PACU and have more than 1 year of total clinical practice
experience.

Results of this study showed that the average nursing
professionalism of nurses in PACU was 3.27 points out of 5, the
average self—efficacy was 3.79 points out of 5, and the average
patient safety nursing activity was 4.45 points out of 5.

The nursing professionalism and self—efficacy of PACU nurses
showed a positive correlation with patient safety nursing activities:
and the number of years of work experience in current ward
showed a positive correlation with nursing professionalism in the
general characteristics of PACU nurses.

In terms of the characteristics of the working environment, there
was a positive correlation between the number of patients in charge
per nurse and patient safety nursing activities. Moreover, according
to the frequency of safety education, there was a difference
between the scores of patient safety nursing activities

Finally, the frequency of patient safety education, the number of
patients in charge per nurse, and self—efficacy were found to be
factors affecting the patient safety nursing activities of PACU
nurses.

Therefore, in order to increase patient safety nursing activities

of PACU nurses, it will be effective to adjust the safety education
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cycle and improve self—efficacy. Based on the results, a provision
of an intervention strategy to self—efficacy should be considered

for patient safety nursing activities.

Keywords : Patient safety, Patient safety nursing activities, Nursing

professionalism, Self—efficacy
Student Number : 2019—-24884
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