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Abstract The objective of study was to identify perceived medication administration Competence of
senior nursing students. A total of 128 students were recruited. The instruments for this study were
self—efficacy for drug dosage calculation, anxiety for drug dosage calculation and perceived medication
administration competence. The data were collected from November 2018 to January 2019, analyzed
by descriptive analysis, chi—square, t—test, Scheffe test, correlation coefficients, and multiple regression
using the SPSS 25.0 program. The main predictors of perceived medication administration competence
were identified as confidence in drug dosage calculation (3=.463, p<.001), Attitude of participation at
clinical practice (B=.168, p=.040). These two factors explained about 29% of variance in perceived
medication administration competence (F=26.93, p<.001). It can contribute to improve their ability to
administrate medication in practice, with the accuracy of prescription, recalculation of prescribed drug

dose, and observation of adverse reactions in clinical practice and simulation with collaborative approach.
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Table 1. General Characteristics (N=128)
Variables Categories n (%)
Age <=22 92(71.9)
>=23 36(28.1)
Gender Female 105(82.0)
Male 23(18.0)
Grade >=4.0 12(9.4)
3.0—4.0 95(74.2)
3.0< 21(16.4)
Yes 65(50.8)
Satisfy department
No 63(49.2)
Yes 74(57.8)
Satisfy clinical practice
No 54(42.2)
Attitude of participation at Active 85(66.4)
clinical practice Not active 43(33.6)
Yes 87(68.0)
Drug education experience
No 41(32.0)
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Table 2. Score of Self efficacy in Drug dosage Calculation,
Anxiety in Drug Dosage Calculation and
Perceived Medication Administration Competence

=128)
Item  Total Actual
Variables Number Mean Mean Range Ranue
(SD)  (SD) g
Self efficacy in Drug dosage Calculation
Mathmethics concern
and confidence in drug 6 3.32 - 19.94 6-30 10—30
. (.66) (3.96)
dosage calculations
Confidence in drug 2.99  20.95 _ o
dosage calculations 7 (.80) (5.57) 730 835
Anxiety in Drug Dosage Calculation
2.52  17.64
Self concept 7 (81) (5.64) 7-35 7-30
3.17  12.61
Request help 4 (67) (2.66) 4-20 4-18
. 3.35 113.87 _ _
PMAC 34 (58) (19.81) 34-204 75-161

* Perceived Medication Administration Competence

(t=2.669, p=.009), Y% W= (t=2.803, p=.006),
o)Al ko] B (t=4.092, p=<.001)°] W} 52151
TH(Table 3 #11).

Table 3. Perceived Medication Administration Competence
related to general characteristics

=128)
Variables Categories (i};&%) F/t D
<22 113.62+20.72
Age 0.54 817
>23 114.53+17.54
Female 113.01£20.56

Gender 1.12 293
Male 117.83+£15.77

>4.0" 128.50£16.70
Grade 3.0-4.0° 113.12420.05 419 OV
a>b,c
3.0<¢ 108.95£17.13
Yes 118.37£20.97
Satisfy department 2.67  .009
No 109.24£17.52
isfv clini Yes 117.96£20.25
Satlsf3 clinical 280 006
practice No 108.28+17.90
Attitude of Active 118.68+19.43
participation at 4.09 <.001
clinical practice Not active 104.37£17.11
i Yes 115.39£19.20
Drug gducatlon 196 209
experience No 110.66£20.93

* Perceived Medication Administration Competence
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Variables

5. Perceived medication administration competence
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dosage calculations
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Table 5. Predictors of Perceived Medication Administration
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