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o
{Table 1> Descriptive Statistics of Study Variables (N=361)
Variables No. of items Mean £SD Skewness Kurtosis
Core competencies
Communication ability 49 3.28+15.12 0.465 0.671
Problem solving ability, 45 3.35+17.86 0.188 0.237
Self-directed learning ability 45 3.21+19.00 0.268 0.011
Critical thinking disposition
Intellectual eagerness 5 3.47£2.73 -0.184 -0.013
Prudence 4 3.44£2.57 -0.178 -0.421
Self-confidence 4 3.56+2.08 -0.046 -0.296
Systematicity 2 3.11£1.56 -0.211 -0.296
Intellectual/ fairness 3 3.94+1.42 -0.378 0.962
Healthy skepticism 3 3.47+1.76 -0.395 0.245
Objectivity 3 3.92+1.33 -0.372 1.089
Major satisfaction
General satisfaction 5 3.98+2.57 -0.212 0.057
Social perception satisfaction 7 4.32+3.32 -0.420 -0.328
Curriculum satisfaction 3 3.33+1.74 0.076 -0.005
Relationship satisfaction 3 3.26+2.10 -0.163 0.111
Satisfaction of clinical practice
Clinical-practice content 6 3.3843.21 -0.024 0.084
Clinical-practice method 3 3.29+2.03 0.059 -0.056
Clinical-practice environment 5 2.96+3.20 0.063 0.161
Clinical-practice time 4 3.36+2.42 0.091 0.055
Evaluation of clinical practice 2 3.39+1.35 -0.380 0.583
Satisfaction after clinical practice 7 3.60+4.23 -0.284 0.127
tSelo| sHAlAZE 1xX DS Y (Comparative Fit Index: CFI), TAFIAS TR 22K Root

e 3o AL HAF
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Mean Squared Error of Approximation; RMSEA), Tucker-Lewis
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<Table 2> Goodness of fit of the Hypothetical model and the Modified model

Model X2 df (g(’;{’l/fE()ZAI\) TLI IFI delta2 CFl CMIN/df

Hypothetical model 213.202 71 0.075 0.908 0.929 0.928 3.003
(.063-.086)

Modified model 181.900 69 0.067 0.925 0.944 0.943 2.636
(.056-.079)

Comparison of the two model 31.698 2 p<.001

RMSEA=Root mean squared error of approximation; CI=Comfidence interval, TLI=Tucker lewis index; IFI delta2=Incremental fit index
delta2; CFI=Comparative fit index; CMIN/df=Squre/degree of freedom ratio.

<Table 3> Direct, Indirect, and Total Effect in Modified model

Endogenous Standardized Standardized Standardized

Exogenous variables variables direct effect (p)  indirect effect (p) total effect (p) SMC
Major satisfaction Critical thinking 0.423(.01) - 0.423(.01) 0.322
Satisfaction of clinical practice disposition 0.239(.01) - 0.239(.01) ’

Major satisfaction Core 0.356(.01) 0.272(.01) 0.628(.01)

Satisfaction of clinical practice e 0.033(.670) 0.154(.01) 0.187(.034) 0.846
Critical thinking disposition 0.643(.01) - 0.643(.01)

SMC=Squared Multiple Correlation.
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to propose and test a predictive model that could explain and predict
the core competencies of nursing students. Methods: A survey using a structured questionnaire was conducted with
361 nursing students. The data was analyzed using SPSS Windows 21.0 and AMOS 21.0. Results: The elements
that directly influence the core competencies of nursing students were satisfaction with their academic discipline
(nursing) and critical thinking disposition in which the disposition toward critical thinking directly influenced their
satisfaction with nursing as an academic discipline and clinical practice. Conversely, satisfaction with clinical
practice indirectly influenced core competencies through critical thinking disposition. Conclusion: This result
provides the basic data for a competence-based curriculum intent on strengthening the core competencies
(communication, problem-solving, and self-directed learning) by improving satisfaction with both clinical practice
with their major and disposition toward critical thinking on the part of nursing students.
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