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Abstract This descriptive study was conducted to investigate the relationship between clinical learning environment,
professor trust, and academic engagement in nursing students. The findings of the study provide the basis for nursing
education improvement related to academic engagement in nursing students. Data were collected from 120 nursing
students at a university. Measurement parameters consisted of clinical learning environment (CLE, Clinical Learning
Environment) 19 items, professor trust (PTS, Professor Trust Scale) 27 items, and academic engagement (UWES-S,
Utrecht Work Engagement Scale-Students) 13 items. The general characteristics of respondents were as follows:
average age 21.91 years, females 87.4%, third grade 50.5%, fourth grade 49.5%, and an academic score just before
the semester of high 16.2%, middle high 35.1%, middle low 36.9%, or low 11.5%. Academic engagement showed
a statistically significant correlation between clinical learning environment and professor trust. Regression analysis
showed that clinical learning environment (CLE), professor trust (PTS), and academic score just before the semester
affected academic engagement. Results of this study suggest that clinical learning environment should be improved,
and professor's efforts to give students credibility should be followed for academic engagement of nursing students.
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of W] WA, A4} FHe F 54 A7) 3. A=
AUSs AW § Aok Sl ti 24 d=s
B Sk ATh Hgh, AT Ho] B AT FeE FAsk] 3.1 A7ZAn
& e dEA S5s Adelnh AeA A2 3.1.1 CHAIREQ| UMY Ex
°F 10%0] 2859t kel W e 2191490, §7.4%7 oot
Aol 38hdo] 50.5%, 43hdo] 49.5%% o A
2.5 XtzEAdH 7] 1L 3} 36.9%, o4 35.1%, A 16.2%, 8
S 223 IBM SPSS 19.0 Z2 138 o] gate]  11.5%=2 UeRdth a8ty A9 571 HYlol gol
BT el ks S QAAETRY,  SAThE Sl 36.0%E 1 Bater A4 dRelz
BN, Selel AEE e ME L BE, wEW £ $Hel 207% ARAC] Wk ol
Aol Ned BAR BASA A Oy 54 153%, Aol A4S Af wEol ol
o WE FYHAE ttest® ANOVARE At on  144%Ath 44 wliolgts 52 4.5%= 718 A
Aek 7+ A}oli= Scheffe test® WA8lIT) ANk W45 Th(Table 1).
7ol J#AA = Pearson's correlation 2 #4133 1L
WFAFUEEA T wFA 7L Sl HAE o 3.1.2 CHadxte] YHMENISY, nedle]
2 golelr] 9 3@741 A7 GEENE s B sieitol ME
Aok WA 2 10045 gs BAeIA Bgle] oAl A4 E QAARILsEd ARk 32840
St #o] Qi WMEE RYSER, B 2000 A Qlom, 570 s 29l 3 Sl WMol 3554, Bk
AFUERES F7F FAsA e, v Y 3004 A7 349K 08 HA g R =okvh v, A
= aAEE F7h Fstel SPussel el Q3 shgnlel WA} 3.19%, tEBA Aol
A e dddE EAEAT 3.18%, WEE7171 29058 0.2 PP AR} WA o
Table 1. Differences in UWES-S according to the General Characteristics (N=111)
Characteristics Classification (%) or UWES S
MSD Mt SD YF(p) Scheffe
Age (yrs) Average 21.91+1.90
<21 59(53.2) 3.15 + 0.66 1.45(.154)
>22 52(46.8) 298 £ 0.56
Sex Female 97(87.4) 3.10 + 0.62 1.27(.206)
Male 14(12.6) 2.87 £0.60
Academic year Third 56(50.5) 3.16 £0.59 1.56(.121)
Fourth 55(49.5) 298 +0.63
Academic score” High * 18(16.2) 342 +£0.63 8.71(<.001) a>c,d
Middle high ® 39(35.1) 326 +0.46 b>d
Middle low © 41(36.9)  2.89 +0.54
Low ¢ 13(11.7)  2.57 +0.76
Reasons for selecting nursing Getting a job easily 40(36.0) 2.94 +0.68 1.29(.277)
Aptitude 33(29.7) 322 +0.60
Academic score 5(4.5) 3.08 +0.40
Professionals 17(15.3) 295 +0.57
Other's recommendation 16(14.4) 321 £0.55

UWES-S=Utrecht work engagement scale-student; * Scheffe test
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Table 2. Degree of Variables (N=111)
Variable Range Min Max M+SD Item M+SD
Clinical learning environment 19-90 27 85 62.35 + 10.14 3.28 + 0.53
staff-student relationships 3-15 4 15 9.59 + 2.07 3.19 + 0.69
Hierarchy and ritual 3-15 4 15 8.70 = 2.20 290 + 0.73
Nurse manager commitment 5-25 7 25 15.88 = 3.54 3.18 £ 0.71
Patient relationships 4-20 8 20 13.97 + 233 3.49 + 0.58
Student satisfaction 4-20 4 20 1421 + 3.20 3.55 + 0.80
Professor trust 27-135 79 133 105.29 + 12.35 390 + 0.46

Intimacy 8-40 18 40 27.70 £ 4.65 346 + 0.58
Expertise 8-40 25 40 3476 + 3.72 434 + 047
Teaching 5-25 13 25 21.12 + 2.80 422 + 0.56
Leadership 6-30 12 30 21.72 £ 3.94 3.62 £ 0.66
Utrecht work engagement scale-student 13-65 13 60 3990 + 8.02 3.07 + 0.62
Vigor 6-30 6 28 17.06 + 4.05 2.84 + 0.67
Dedication 3-15 3 15 10.74 + 236 3.58 £ 0.79
Absorption 4-20 4 19 12.10 £ 2.76 3.02 + 0.69
ey}

WEAE A= 39040190, 47) &% 29 = Table 3. Correlations among Variables (N=111)
;d%/g]o 4_347@’ 701—9]‘5 o] 4. 227(—1 o7z A zﬂ Eg \éxn'] Variables CLE Professor trust
woh et AEe AUzl A7 36278, 34670 —— 1 il
2 AA B aRe gk dgite] AEE 3.074 Professor  trust A46(<.001) 1
olglom, 3709 aH Qo1 & Flalo] 3580w 71 UWES-S 38(<.001) 40(<.001)
%9)\—1 %_‘:,_ 3.027%1’ ogxg 2. 847@ _f,‘:Oi L]—E]— ]:]_(Tab]e CLE=Clinical learning environment;

2). UWES-S=Utrecht work engagement scale-student

3.1.5 UMHSuSEFE, w7 StHEo

3.1.3 ChatRlel Yt Saoll W sieiEo] Ffol DRt o1

digrrel N S e S AT eppagcmgans mpash selgelel MAs
Table 12 2o} A, ohd, Fo st AdS7lel WE ogpe goraly] o4 skelzolo] -0)3 2olZ el
el Aok (i, M) Aol W 2 g 6 gae guiwse Aesta QgAEnEa
B AVE AT, AR A A NAH AL g wnnmg mgusE el A 072N AN
w0l 53 } L, BF L, el SRl LR Bt oy Table 4). QAR E7, WAlE), BtelFho]
Hitol st wok 9] 4242 Shapiro-Wilk test® <138} T.

A HARAS AN A BEE AR 78

3.1.4 UMAEWIEA, w2 SIAFEI0| 27| AL AZFAY. JETAY AZ Az TAA=

ARl siels A AFIERA=38, p<00D),  50.760.% 10 o]4boli, FAMANA S 131-1.99
WEAE=40, p<001)Sh FoIF Fo FRUA &L 2 g2 zupe) oo} EBANY BAE el B
Ak FAFuEEE wpalE EF fo F o 0 gpae p-p plo 2 solalgda SHAMS A
FAAATE 9= Aoz YeRdti =46, p<001) (Table  mwo stolslolr). gaste ko] W7l -2.80~
3)- 196997 Cook's distance 72 =5 0.150] 3k Lie}

U 71 1.0 Mol ng Solgte] wAlE fiiTh
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Middle low=Academic score 3)

Variables
Academic score 1
Academic score 2
Academic score 3
CLE

Professor trust
CLE

k]

Table 4. The factors related to UWES-S
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