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Impact on department adaptation of field practice adaptation, college
adaptation, and awareness of death of nursing students
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Abstract This study was conducted to identify the impact on department adaptation of field practice adaptation,
college adaptation, and awareness of death of nursing students, as well as to establish basic data for adaptation of
the major, adaptation to field practice, and measures to raise awareness of death. The subjects of this study were 252
Junior and Senior nursing students living in C, J city. Data were collected after approval from the IRB of C University
on April 30, 2018 and analyzed by the mean values, percentages, t-test, ANOVA, Pearson's correlation coefficient
and multiple regression using IBM SPSS 21.0. The subjects' field practice adaptation was 3.58, college adaptation
was 3.33, awareness of death was 3.15 and department adaptation was 3.38. There were significant correlations
between department adaptation and field practice adaptation (r=0.56, p<0.001), negative of death (r=-0.15, p=0.016),
respect for life (r=0.33, p<0.001) of nursing students, field practice adaptation and college adaptation (r=0.48,
p<0.001) and respect for life (r=0.16, p=0.009) of nursing students and between college adaptation and respect for
life (r=0.32, p<0.001) of nursing students. The factors that have effect on the department adaptation of the subjects;
As a factor influencing the department adaptation, department adaptation, field practice adaptation, and respect for life
were explained by 67.5% (F=171.67, p<0.001). Therefore, a positive attitude toward death and a curriculum related
to change in perception must be provided to undergraduates to change the attitude toward death. It is also suggested
that research regarding nursing department adaptation effects be conducted after implementing the program to improve
respect for life.
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. . . uldate] dukd 542 Table 17 2Tt
18 7 $ 20184 3¢Y 195-H 20184 4€ 30€7HA
slo] S Al o M ZALE A3 5o .. ..
Cob Jste] sS didom dwaat IRPE Table 1. General characteristics of participants
ZF ojste) st Al A=At Aol disl] A F (n=252)
Fonea, Agetste] 3450 Sgelsl AT A ' ' —
_ ) ~ - T1EE 2 0] 0.6 s Variables Categories MeantSD
B ARl Sl 2R ¢ dles sk 9 can
- = ol= = - - _ Gender Male 21( 8.3%)
T Folsta, FAd] At 7+a sty 3.48hd Female 231(91.7%)
2604-S EH’BI'QE 3}.93\];}_' Age 21.48+2.05
- - Grade Junior 115(45.6%)
22=2] HFpH O 1 oy sl = o) X
Z]——‘—‘——l_\:! o HT T @:,Loﬂ %1010}7] = Ait\q__-—‘E <) Senior 137(54.4%)
9%k AL shsle] FE3tE AEXE B Eela, Circles activity Yes 61(24.2%)
= - - - No 191(75.8%)
=] Ol A] © HANBEZNE ZAAE o Res| 25zt
]—7 Z|9H o= AT ]e = oO]'H] o}'/\)\]:}'. ﬁ—rd ]' Religion Christianity 42(16.7%)
Z So] BEAAE 8RS A|95 25282 HF B0 Catholic 7( 2.8%)
- Buddhist 30(11.9%)
o Slod
1-&staiet. Atheism 173(68.6%)
Residence type With parents 129(51.2%)
Dormitor 100(39.7%)
2 BA] Ty
2.5 Ab& 24 Alone 23( 9.1%)
F3%¥ A5 IBM SPSS WIN21.05 AHE3te] & Economic ability Top 15( 6.0%)
- Medium 218(86.5%)
A Elod
skttt Down 19( 7.5%)
1) date] dubs] EAJLo Aol wiEG Hityl ¥ Motivation of Ease of employment 102(40.5%)
== - choosing According to the
=4 ]'E T']i—/ﬁl 6}'9}]:}'- fursing major universit}g entrance 14( 5.5%)
L S 2270 N o (Duplicate answer) exam scores
PAS AR I AP a3 Meiy) Ao W Zo.
2) EH <] ]—.,] de=E" A 0“’}' EH i i AN :‘Tuoﬂ EH Recommended 46(18.3%)
3l 012 75 sty Sz Hityl FEAAE Voluntary motivation  66(26.2%)
= Multiple reasons
B ]S p
=4t including voluntary 17( 6.7%)
) = = = Voaz] 0 motivation
3) tgel duks S0l Be AAE S o
Multiple reasons
= = == = i 0,
S Fool e 214, 58t dabn o) wihout voluntary 7( 28%)
AFol = t-test, U UHATFEA, Scheffe's test® 4 (35 128(50.8%)
Last semester grade o
sk > 35 124(49.2%)
o Personality Extrovert 43(17.0%)
4) /g'zl"o’] %Xo]'}e]%;gl%, th‘ﬂ—;ﬁl% ‘;‘l :Z‘F'%oﬂ EH@' Introspective 42(16.7%)
A2, 2158k} 8habAg-o] FEIAAIE pearson’s Mixed 167(66.3%)
’ Number of consultations 2084233
correlation coefficient= 43} Tt (Semester) -
- _ - Human relationship Not at all 81(32.1%)
5) EH’&)]'Z]'-O'] @_XO]—/\\':;]%EI %_TL}- EHQ]'—E' %, :Z‘F'%Q] EH?} conflict experience Sometimes. 159(63.1%)
Qlajo]  shpAFo = FE2  multiple Frequently 12( 4.8%)
. - Satisfaction of field
regression= 41 8}S1 Tk, practice 6.53£1.78
Nursing major 6.25+1.84
satisfaction
2.6 ?i:rL-o% xﬂ 6{1’@ Hospice education Yes 39(15.5%)
) ) ) . experience No 213(84.5%)
w A K=l A8 gigke] S dide s 3
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death experience No 86(34.9%)
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Table 2. Nursing department adaptation, field practice adaptation, and college adaptation to general characteristics

of participants (N=252)
Department adaptation Field practice adaptation College adaptation
Variables Categories t or t or
Mean+SD F(p) Mean+SD t or F(p) Mean+SD F(p)
Gender Male 3.37+0.45 -0.10 3.56+0.47 -0.29 3.41+0.53 0.77
Fomale 33038 O 3sor047 (770 3354047 (4D
Grade Junior 3.35+0.35 -0.95 3.64+0.43 1.77 3.25+0.43 -2.45
Senior sa0c042 O 3sa040 (07D 3400050 0 (01D
Circles activity Yes 3.46+0.42 1.86 3.69+0.49 2.08 3.49+0.48 2.92
No 3350037 09 3ssi046 0 (03 3981047 (009
Religion Christianity 3.45+0.45 0.60 3.62+0.56 0.13 3.48+0.50 2.41
Catholic 3a0c04s O 363037 (94D 356060 (06D
Buddhist 3.33+0.38 3.57+0.45 3.26+0.47
None 3.37+0.37 3.58+0.45 3.30+0.46
Residence With parents 3.37+0.38 0.21 3.61+0.47 0.59 3.32+0.46 0.04
type Dormitory 3300041 1O 3ssi048 O 3341049 (959
Alone 3.4240.36 3.63+0.44 3.32+0.55
Economic Top 3.55+0.48 2.34 3.70+0.42 0.68 3.49+0.54 1.15
ability Medium 3350037 0 3sgigas (90D 333045 (310
Down 3.26+0.51 3.51+0.68 3.24+0.73
Motivation of Ease of employment 3.30+0.35" 5.14 3.50+0.42 1.68 3.21+0.46" 5.37
choosing According to the university 3320057 (00D 5690061 (139 309s0640 (00D
nursing major a<d a<d,
(Duplicate answer) entrance exam scores bod
Recommended 3.36+0.35° 3.69+0.49 3.37+0.51°
Voluntary motivation 3.57+0.36° 3.6740.43 3.56+0.38¢
Multiple reasons including 3.33£0.41° 3.59+0.56 3.30+0.48°
voluntary motivation
Multiple reasons without 3.13+0.347 3.4340.65 3.23+0.35
voluntary motivation
Last semester grade {35 3.28+0.36 -4.26 3.60+0.49 0.45 3.24+0.48 -3.15
> 35 3450030 0D 357044 (650 343046 0 (00D
personality Extrovert 3.51+0.40° 4.56 3.73+0.47 2.64 3.53+£0.41° 6.57
Introspective 3.25+0.27° (o1 3.56+0.37 (073) 3.16+0.44° (:002)
a>b a>c,
Mixed 3.3840.40° 3.55+0.48 3.32+0.49° b<c
Human Not at all 3.44+0.36° 8.46 3.68+0.47" 4.89 3.35+0.46" 7.47
relationship Sometimes. 3300038 00D 3560440 (008) 5300450 (00D
conflict experience a>c, a>c a>c,
Frequently 9 9540.45° b>c 3.26+0.69° 2.82+0.73¢ b>c
Hospice education Yes 3.36+0.51 -0.34 3.57+0.52 -0.27 3.36+0.59 0.40
experience No 3384036 (.730) 3.59+0.46 (.785) 3.33£0.46 (.685)
Family or Yes 3.39+0.41 0.31 3.58+0.49 -0.02 3.34+0.50 0.50
acquatintance death No (.756) 350:00.42 (.797) 3312044 (.618)
experience 3.37+0.35
death experience of Yes 3.42+0.40 1.37 3.62+0.49 1.15 3.40+0.50 2.09
clinical practice No 1354037 (.172) 3554045 (.249) 3.0740.46 (.037)
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Table 3—1. Awareness of death to general characteristics of participants (N=252)
Variables Awareness of death
Ie . Positive of death Negative of death Anxiety about death
ategories
t or F(p) t or F(p) t or F(p)
MeantSD Schefie MeantSD Schefic Mean+SD Scheffe
Gender Male 3198067 73 335:0.60 949 @ 275083 |7
Female 3204056 (463) 3412054 (62D 2951082 (:282)
Grade Junior 331£0.57 0.70 341052 904 2922083 g
Senior 325:0.56 (479 3412058  (960) 2940081  (:855)
Ci:clisY Yes 3.16£0.57 79 3324058 ;37 3.06+0.89 143
activy 3 N X
No 3312056 (073 3442054 (1700 2894079 (15D
Religion Christianity 3.11+0.48 3.21+0.64 2.85+0.88
1.88 2.68 0.78
Catholic 3.2120.63 (133) 3312091 (047)  305:084 (505
Buddhist 3.42+0.63 3.36+0.47 3.13+0.89
None 3.30+0.57 3.47+0.51 2.91+0.79
Residence type With parents 3.28+0.59 0.04 3.53+0.49° 824 2.98+0.83 039
Dormitory 3.27+0.55 (A9‘54) 3.32+0.58"  (<.001)  2.89+0.79  (.672)
a>b>c
Alone 3.3140.54 3.10+0.59° 2.86+0.86
Economic ability Top 3.36+0.62 029 3.140.56° s 2.89+0.88 058
Medium 3.2740.56 (799)  3.45:0.53"  (.006)  2.95+0.81 (.556)
b>
Down 3.32+0.63 3.12+0.68° ¢ 2.74+0.88
Motivation of Ease of employment 3.31£0.60 3.44+0.55 2.87+0.73
choosing 0.44 1.82 L11
nursing major According to the university : : .
entrance exam Scores 3.23+0.43 (.821) 3.24+0.53 (.108) 2.84+1.00 (352)
Recommended 3.33+0.52 3.38+0.50 2.87+0.65
Voluntary motivation 3.24+0.56 3.38+0.58 3.06+0.91
Multiple reasons including 3.25+0.75 3.38£0.49 2.88+1.08
voluntary motivation : : : : : :
Multiple reasons without 3.0520.30 3.97+0.57 3.45£0.86
voluntary motivation
Last semester grade (35 3.29+0.57 0.22 3.40:£0.54 028 2.87+0.75 12
> 35 3274057 (82D 344056 (772 300:087  (222)
personality Extrovert 3.07+0.55" Sos 3.21+0.59* i3 2.72+0.62 2.07
Introspective 3.46£0.54°  (.006) 3.5540.55°  (.017)  2.90+0.75 (.128)
. a<b a<b
Mixed 3.2940.57° 3.43+0.53¢ 3.00+£0.87
Human relationship conflict ~ Not at all 3.15+0.64 397 3.39+0.50 044 2.80:£0.82 -
experience . . .
Sometimes. 3.3440.53 (.039) 3.4140.56 (639)  3.01£0.78  (.120)
Frequently 3.39+0.43 3.55+0.78 2.73£1.10
Hospice education Yes 3.3140.59 037 3.36+0.59 061 293084 03
experience . y y
No 3274057 (705 3404054 (538 2931081 (974
Family or acquaintance death Yes 332061 L62 3.41£0.57 011 2924085 55
experience . N g
No 3200048 (105 3400051 (907) 5951076  (:833)
Death experience of clinical  yes 3.23+0.55 110 3412061 005 2924083 3
practice y N N
No 3312058 (209 3412050 (956 2944081  (:816)
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Table 3—2. Awareness of death to general characteristics of participants

(N=252)

Awareness of death

Concern of death

Respect for life

Variables Categories
t or F(p) t or F(p)
MeantSD Schefie MeantSD Schefie
Gender Male 2.63+1.08 0.66 3.33£0.69 076
Female 2512078 (509 3214065 (-445)
Grade Junior 2.49+0.73 046 3.15£0.60 15
Senior 254:0.87 (0400 3281069 (-128)
Ci:cliSY Yes 2.52+0.90 0.02 3.39+0.71 223
activy N R
No 2.52+0.78 (978)  3.17+0.63 (-:026)
Religion Christianity 2.54+0.84 3.54+0.78"
0.20 4.05
Catholic 2.28+0.68 (800)  3:23+0.79° (008)
Buddhist 2.52+0.86 3.16£0.59° a>d
None 2.53+0.80 3.16+0.61¢
g;sidence With parents 2.53+0.79 0.04 3.17+0.63 02
c . .
Dormitory 2.50:£0.80 (.953) 3.2940.65 (.359)
Alone 2.54+1.00 3.2440.73
Economic Top 2.54+0.92 0.85 3.38+0.57 065
ability Medium 2.50+0.79 (426)  3.22+0.64 (.520)
Down 2.7540.94 3.1340.88
Motivation of Ease of employment 2.49+0.84 3.11£0.60
choosing ) o 0.36 229
nursing major According to the university entrance exam scores 2.40+0.90 (870) 3.05+0.66 (.046)
Recommended 2.46+0.64 3.27+0.62
Voluntary motivation 2.60+0.86 3.36+0.70
Multiple reasons including voluntary motivation 2.61+0.80 3.50+0.53
Multiple reasons without voluntary motivation 2.68+0.87 2.95+0.96
Last semester grade (35 2.45+0.77 146 3.1740.63 135
> 35 260:0.84 (14D 3081067 (177)
personality Extrovert 2.36+0.77 1.25 3.49+0.71° S50
Introspective 2.63+0.87 (287)  3.02+0.64° (.003)
. a>b, a>c
Mixed 2.54+0.80 3.2140.62°
Human Not at all 2.39+0.78 3.27+0.60°
relationship 1.61 4.27
conflict experience Sometimes. 2.58+0.81 (201)  3.24+0.66° (.015)
a>b>c
Frequently 2.65+1.02 2.69+0.75¢
Hospice education Yes 2.68+0.81 135 321£0.65 0.15
experience X 3
No 2.49+0.81 (178)  32340.65 (-:881)
garrtl]illy or acquaintance Yes 2.58+0.85 153 3.28+0.67 193
cal experience X R
No 2414072 (126)  31140.60 (-:054)
131¢athalexmrit¢nce of Yes 2.52+0.89 0.05 33120.66 188
clmic practice } N
No 2526075 (9 3151064 (-.061)
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field
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Table 4. Degree of department

practice adaptation, college adaptation and

awareness of death

ol

MeantSD
3.38+0.39
3.58+0.47
3.33+0.48

Min Max

Range

Item

23, p<.001), &< o

AZF A}

440
4,94
5.00

1.87
1.82
1.32

1-5
1-5
1-5

Department adaptation

o thak Bokr=31, p<.001) ©L =gol th

3 AAA(r=0.16, p

Field practice adaptation

.009)7}

College adaptation

Awareness of death

001). Z2of 1

FAAATE DA r=-21, p

3.28+0.57
3.41+0.55
2.93+0.82
2.52+0.81
3.2240.65

5.00
4.80
5.00
5.00
5.00

1.60
1.80
1.00
1.00
1.33

1-5
1-5
1-5
1-5
1-5

Positive of death

Negative of death

p<.001), AHEFASE o FBRAZL AATH=15,

Anxiety about death

.012)(Table 5).

p

Concern of death

Respect for life

Table 5. Correlation between department adaptation, field practice adaptation, college adaptation, positive of death,

(N=252)

negative of death, anxiety about death, concern of death and respect for life

Awareness of death

(%)

®)

(7

(6)

4

(3)

2

O

p)

Department adaptation (1)

56
(<.001)

Field practice adaptation (2)

48
(<.001)

79
(<.001)

College adaptation(3)

-05
(:406)
-15
(.016)
10
(.106)

-02
(723)

-08
(.184)
-15

Positive of death (4)

06
(333)
.001
(.981)

-.06
(:282)

(.016)

Negative of death (5)

31
(<.001)

-05
(377)

05
(375)

Awarene

Anxiety about death (6)

ss of
death

23 16 48
(<.001) (009) (<001

-05
(388)
32

(<.001)

1
(.060)

-.09
(116)

Concern of death (7)

-07
(:241)

-15
(012)

-21
(.001)

-01
(812)

16
(.009)

33
(<.001)

Respect for life (8)
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<.001
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