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Perceived Importance, Educational Needs, Knowledge and Performance Concerning
Pressure Ulcer Care by Clinical Nurses
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Purpose: To examine pressure ulcer care from the standpoints of perceived importance, educational needs,
knowledge and performance among clinical nurses. Methods: This descriptive study was conducted with a
convenient sample of 289 nurses from four hospitals. Questionnaire data collected from June to August 2008 was
analyzed using descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, and Pearson's correlation coefficients. Results: The mean
scores of importance and educational needs concerning pressure ulcer care were high, performance was moderate,
and knowledge was low. Knowledge level differed significantly according to career, performance differed significantly
according to pressure ulcer care education and the main healer(the person primarily responsible for treatment).
Perceived importance differed significantly according to the main healer, and educational needs differed significantly
according to working area and the main healer. Significant correlations were evident between performance and
importance, performance and educational needs, importance and knowledge, and importance and educational
needs. Conclusion: Focus on perceived importance and educational needs to clinical nurses about pressure ulcer
care may be beneficial to improve knowledge and practice of pressure ulcer care, and should be reflected in the
development of effective programs to enhance relevant nursing skills.
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2} T2)(4.86 +.39), L3 AFY(4.84 + 41), 83 WIE
TA64+ 54, 87 i} S S wg L B
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Table 1. General characteristics and pressure ulcer care

related characteristics (N=289)
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Age(yrs) <24 55 (19.0)
25-29 108 (37.4)
30-34 57 (19.7)
35-39 32 (11.1)
=40 37 (12.8)
Educational College 216 (74.7)
status University 24 (8.3)
RN-BSN 45 (15.6)
= Master 4(1.4)
Career(yrs) 1-3 122 (42.2)
3-5 36 (12.5)
5-7 33 (11.4)
7-10 33 (11.4)
=10 65 (22.5)
Working area IM ward 60 (20.8)
S ward 62 (21.4)
ICU 41 (14.2)
OR 25 (8.7)
ER 26 (8.9)
The others ward 75 (26.0)
Pressure ulcer Yes 138 (47.8)
care education No 151 (52.2)
Main healer Intern 149 (51.6)
Resident 37 (12.8)
Resident(other part) 17 (5.9)
Nurse 42 (14.5)
Wound care nurse 9 (3.1
Non-medical personnel 35 (12.1)
Obstacles of Nurse's shortage 239 (82.7)
prevention Nurse's knowledge 6 (2.1)
shortage
Nurse's responsibility 35 (12.1)
and concern shortage
Instrument shortage 9@3.1)

IM, internal medicine; S, surgery; ICU, intensive care unit;
OR, operative room; ER, emergency room.
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Table 2. Importance, educational needs, knowledge,
performance (N=289)
Variables M =£SD
Importance Assessment 4.84 + 41
Management 4.86 + 41
Education tools 4.64 + .54
Documentation 4.55+ .69
Education & evaluation 4.59 + .62
Total 4.70 £.39
Educational needs Assessment 473+ .53
Management 4.76 £.50
Education tools 4.64 + .59
Documentation 4.59 + .64
Education & evaluation 4.62 + .58
Total 4.67 £ .47
Knowledge Assessment 4.57 £ 140
Risk factor 6.80 +£1.21
Management 591+£1.70
Prevalence 7.28 £ 1.60
Total 24.56 £3.61
Performance Management 2.59 + .42
Assessment 2.44 + 34
Documentation 2.43 +.58
Use of tools 2.34+.79
Evaluation 2.09 +.77
Total 243 +.37




3. 83 715 B EN0| M2 8% 7159 £9%, 1 L aga pelE 282 we Ade fu=
7T, XA 4 23 M o| Xf0| 2.020, p=.044)e} &390 F X BAHF=5.846, p=
000 glolA FAHOE Folg Hol7t gloict
AT 83 215 Bl SAo] T 8% 2k (Table 3)
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WG RTEE EREAF=2897, p= 0142} 473e] Zto| 2t
T | &AHF =2.685, p=.022)°] mhE FAX L= {9
3 Aolg Wtk 8% 75 W SAo B 8% AFRIAT} A2l 2 1150) FRE, B&A
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Table 3. Importance, educational needs, knowledge, performance according to pressure ulcer care related characteristics (N=289)
o . Importance Educational needs Knowledge Performance
Characteristics  Categories
M=£SD F/t(p) M+=SD F/it(p) M+SD F/t(p) M +SD F/t (p)
Career(yrs) 1-3 4.69 + .41 4.67 + .47 23.93 +3.71 2.43 + .40
3-5 4.65+ .42 4.59 + .50 23.97+3.93 2.38 +.32
5-7 4.66 + .40 (.24212) 4.66 + .40 ('Zgg) 25.20+3.28 (2'()731(;5) 2.38 + .41 ( ;‘93493)
7-10 472 + 35 ’ 4,62+ .63 ’ 25.03+3.15 2.41+ .38 ’
=10 4.76 + .36 4.74 + 40 25.67 £ 3.61 2.50 + .31
Working area ISMWW*(‘;,,d 4.67 + 37 478 + 51 25.20+3.28 238+ .34
ICUCar 473+ 32 477433 oo 25.20£328 238 + .40
OR" 4.71 £.39 .632 4.67 + .48 ( '014) 2520+3.28 2.151 2.49+ .34 1.721
ER® 478+ .46 (.676) 4.61+ .47 ;.1 N 2520+3.28 (.060) 2.53+.37 (.130)
The oth 473 + .35 440+ 61 € 25204328 2.33+ .45
©ONES 465+ 45 4.68 + 46 25.20+3.28 248+ 35
Ward
Pressure ulcer Yes 4.72 + .36 947 4.68 + .46 362 24.67+£3.43 509 248+.32 2.020
care education No 4.68+.42 (.345) 466+ .48 (.718) 24.46+3.79 (.611) 239+ .41 (.044)
Main healer Intern® 4.68 .39
Resident” 4.74 + 37 4.65+ .52 24.16 +3.88 2.44 + 38
Resident’ 4.70 £ .43 4.70 £ 47 24.65+2.52 2.41+ .38
(other part) (3620086) 4.56 + 51 (2662825) 25.53 +3.41 (1;‘00179) 2.53+.33 5.846
Nurse? 487+ .27 d o f 4.86+ 24 ’ 25.10+3.90 * 2.59+ .28 (.000)
Wound care  4.82 +£.21 4.87+ .20 2578+ 1.72 2.56+.28 a,c,d>f
nurse® 451+ 41 24.74 £ 3.46 2.16 + .31
The others'  4.53 + .41
Obstacles of NS 4.70 + .39 4.66 + 49 24.62 +3.67 2.44 + 37
prevention NKS 470+.33 1.573 4.67+ 41 716 23.17+5.12 1.015 2.33+.34 225
NRCS 476 +.37 (.196) 477+ .36  (543) 24.80+3.18 (.386) 2.41+.43 (.879)
IS 4.44 + 49 4.56+ 47 22.89 +£2.09 2.47+ .26

IM, internal medicine; S, surgery; ICU, intensive care unit; OR, operative room; ER, emergency room; NS, nurse's shortage;

NKS, nurse's knowledge shortage; NRCS, nurse's responsibility and concern shortage; IS, instrument shortage.
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Table 4. Correlations between the importance, educational
needs, knowledge, performance (N=289)

Importance Educational Knowledge Performance

needs
Importance 1
Educational 5791 |
needs
Knowledge — -.125% -.107 1
Performance  .257 ¥ 174 ¥ .109 1

*p<.05; Tp<o1; *p<o01.
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