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M 2 Nursing, [NLN])IX = & F49 d&2 1 F=3 82
A 3 E ATShe A wge] 84S xS IPE
ool EeM AgS AN, s uSedA IPE 5] A4dS 9s o
F Y wsHE ANEE A Jlel=RES ALkt

AEZ] 7F w-8%-L(Interprofessional Education [IPE]) & ©|/4 (National League for Nursing [NLN], 2016). ©|x¥ Zt&wS
A e ol A FEE bt stn A 2 odAlAl IPE= At 2383 43 AlnE Hal 875 e Ak
HE NE] Al AR gt w¢a, G RRE o] A SHoM 2 F8A0 —O]'Zc]% & T Uth
W, M2 A wee AL ov|gth(World  Health Bros FoplA IPEE 3hEAte] AR "dH=9 A
Organization [WHO], 2010). 5L A&EZ 2+ 5 Whe 2, 71e, s A7, 32k F4 X859 S Eole
olglE E& YuPom AREle] Agomio] FH|EZ & 93 247 B9 9tiGuraya & Barr, 2018). ¥ 7|4k
T den, Aed 1 AAREEe 4 740l 7R e A7EA FAe AEA AF 5892 HAE B ol
es HASE ¥ oy Al #ElE FHIE o v Ao A AFol= AR TS Fe AR 49
A7AH 25 AFsles WHS olsisiAl " tHWHO, 2010). Y thZwarenstein et al., 2009). 7t ez AYES] AEZ
Hros FoldlA thekA| 3k dadeEe] FeAdo] g 2w digh A2 29 £dnE Aol w2, A&
w2l (Zwarenstein, Goldman, & Reeves, 2009), U|=r7t& w53 T wEE REE, SAREE, FEH, AFgE, 9 o8 &
o3lE I o/ BRI wETAe HHE B o FAR APHAUL, ol AELA AAFER ol B
Interprofessional Education Collaborative (IPEC)7} 20091d¢] A, FE, JAART 71E, AR BT Bl Qe Aem
= HQx, 79 &8, 9839 A, ARZF 7F rAE, H 1% tHGranheim, Shaw, & Mansah, 2018; Park, Cho, &
g3e] A RS A A8F] thInterprofessional - Education Chu, 2018). 7t383} SHPSCA] AEZ] 7+ wKol A|EY 0]
Collaborative [IPEC], 2016). IPEX o] Hzieolg, Hu} u Me Agalge u grAE, HYa, A wIslel go
< 14733, Eedoln H|E ENAQ] BAEAAY] BX T4 7& ?:J oflel, A& AEA 1t HEx
gAS 9 A Fdor FREtHInstitute  of S7kle ASZ UelhsthLabrague, McEnroe-Petitte, Fronda,
Medicine, 2015). ©|=+2] 7t& w &9 (National League for & Obeidat, 2018). H3F, A/FAFoNA AEA 1+ ns%S 84
F0f: 2tsstnt s MEZA 7h 25 us
* o] = 2016V AMEY 7HEHE g ATHIE AYE AEA 7 AARA JHASE % 8% B4 shedT AY d3e=
1)) _lo_;i]%].fi}ﬂ 7P st W, ARJAVS AL
2) AA Uty ke e 20, ARIT AT
3) Mgy 2+EtE AFuSg, ARAFE AT (LA A AL E-mail: kjh129@outlook.kr)
Received: March 29, 2019 Revised: July 15, 2019 Accepted: July 24, 2019
312 sh=7ts WKsts|X| 25(3), 20194 8¢



X,

[«
o~

A g oiAaE H9as g & olgsle
ACHLim & Noble-Jones, 2018). ©]x &, =<]2
S0 AEA 7+ de slely] 93k A
o] ttFet o] FoA 1 =
AES 9% IPE w59 A7
13l 59 Aol S7He vhre] ws T2
4 $A]9KRiskiyana, Claramita, & Rahayu, 2018), o}
Tl M= 3t wsHA| FFE IPES] Alellol thaiA
340l A IPE =S et
IE vehlir] Haixe ks

bt shgse A8

2

4
)
AR

EJ

N L

)
fol
o Ry *

S
)

M oont
N Ho |o 3@

r:l

ol o
AT
Al

J
s

o

\

73

AP
THMcFadyen, Webster, Maclaren, & O'neill,
2010; Wong et al., 2016).

w3k IPE o

¥

SO L

1__\4\__

iﬁ‘ o gt FFAC HE9 A
S Z(Wong et al., 2016),
HRIste AxeE &
Pirﬂ?‘%‘ ezl B s

L840 thate] FALH
A WHKim, Hwang, & Shin, 2017), }Z—I 7R EhE 5“3'——4
el A e

L
2

oo (A, o
N
2 A e

>
© @t dg o

-
=
7

T R TR [ o A R 0

)

=4, =l 4
CECISEE
AR, 2 4
Ao A
w3t}

=}
24

S53|X| 25(3), 2019 8

A7

o M

E d7e sl € dEy tsd 9o Bioadd
93 geuse ARY 7 s Fse] Aolde shok
7 S8 NEd g zAkl T,

o1 ChA

2 A7l oaAe 9 gt s 9 urieladd
sao] st Z<l B2 EQshd F AnHoz ool 4
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7hsetn, 9143] & ©|&dloi(Behling & Law,
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o & & 2
A Yol 7P =%a, 987 AUgte] 326802 I IRlE W ofet BAHUSFE 2, AW, B
Witk B BosdY Sz ®aet o] FdEA 29 AR wF AF, a9 dFselE] IR,
398402 7HF wskm, A4 Agdzte] 292508 P ¢ B g AF ST FAAES Ttk et
< Ag gRlsiitt. tsdtael e Biicsdd gte] o (F=7.98, p<.001) 2 E} HA|FFA I(F=3.46, p=.009)<]
oAl zlo]lE RIS wl, tudtte] A "2t ¥ ARG Agaidet. T tadte 76~.8901901, €
(=215, p=032), AR HAGES Jeple F343(=3.19, Bro @A = 90~.992 1HTE =gtm, BRIz}
p=002), 2HA AE2 FHAL(=2.16, p=032), &} AUzt (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF)E 7t&83} 1.12~1.32, B X
o|(t=3.90, p<.001) B} BALIgwA stulol] vlajA o8l A9sdd e 1.01~1.119 10ntes gsgagde ¢l
S AL NG & Uitk BAA ARY FAH dd9e = ez RIFET 1 A, g g dF SAETS]
7Y WSS A7) wEe, d4vt =255 B B g7 dol ztaek(p=37, p=001), B} BHgH gakg
o AF MEL I FFste FAA gl de e =23, p=00D)l|A Zzt g W4z gk
ofn] gt
= 9
HEZ 2t &5 FEHIEH HEE 0jX|= 2l
AT sy tsdts 9 B Biiosd gkl £9
Ztzstziel B} Bos @A gy gAYEe] AR 3t g hd s A7 3t G FHIE FES Telsta, Apol
+ oH = 9FgFE FE WFE I Hd dedAR e gRlstaa A==k
A& Aldatdti(Table 3). SHYWFE 2F 25004 frof ot B AT tsstatel g Biiojsdy state] iF

Table 2. Comparison of Level of Readiness for Interprofessional Learning by Nursing/Other Health—-related Discipline

Students (N=325)
; Other health-related
Nursing students L
Domain (No. of item) (n=76) discipline students t (p)
(n=249)
Mean+SD Mean score’ Mean+SD Mean score’

Teamwork & Collaboration (9) 37.34+4.70 4.15 35.83+5.54 3.98 2.15 (.032)

Negative professional identity” (3) 11.63£2.63 3.88 10.51£2.90 3.50 3.19 (.002)

Positive professional identity (4) 16.2142.25 4.05 15.46+2.78 3.86 2.16 (.032)

Roles & Responsibilities* 3) 9.78+1.91 3.26 8.76+2.01 2.92 3.90 (<.001)

Total (19) 74.96+8.96 3.95 70.56+9.77 3.71 3.50 (.001)
* Reversed scoring; ' S-point Likert scale
Table 3. Multiple Regression Analysis on Readiness for Interprofessional Learning

RIPLS

Other health-related

Variables Nursing students desiline sueEis
B p B o
Gender (ref: female) .19 .082 .00 983
Experience of exchange with health care professional discipline students (ref: no) 21 .050 .03 .637
Experience participating in extracurricular union club (ref: no) .16 173 -01 821
Class experiences with other major students (ref: no) 37 .001 23 .001

R? 310 .054

Adjusted R? 271 .038

F (p) 7.98 (<.001) 3.46 (.009)

RIPLS=Readiness for Interprofessional Learning Scale
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A 2 AGALE] A didA et dEE ookt dEE
wl-%-1 ATHKim, Park, & Han, 2011). whebs], o]s} #& =
g5 Bl 15 HEZA T EEE olEo] # £ e
F9 gEow yotdr,

w3 B AF EHRY FAAPe tseItet 8 By
oledHd oA AEA Tt ol frolgk WeR JEw
th AgAFolN BAdd 3o Sdgsoe] il A7t
o] B3 atiF 9 ZAF3A, g5 R, FARK Fe
WS e o Ha 9 o] P, AEA FAA
o] Z7Vet 1 (Zaudke et al., 2016), Zt=3}, <o|g, =4Hs}
(midwifery students), 2|°]8}3} SYE Fol 3ol e
A TR ST 43 Ade] e e A5 A
do] gle S HlaiA AwF] 3t gE FHIErE Esitt

(Lestari, Stalmeijer, Widyandana, & Scherpbier, 2016). w4
B} gaole] £ AP 2 g AT gAY FHy

PIEEE ZANA AAAY ALY 1 GHHES A

& de e B5d gre SAedA YA, 28 »
= 954 A9 9 Ag $29 Aow BN Kim et

al, 2017). T3t =) QAL 73A), tEEte waEs dide
2 3 AFEdAN FFuFHAelA IPEZF Basitta 3
3 A$E 50% vl L(Kim et al, 2017; Lee, Ahn,
Moon, & Han, 2014), 7t 83} w49 7tSAMES] °F 1%
IPEE 21 & FFCZ(Kim et al, 2017) 52 SYE
of W3t IPES <l4e] v AL & F Uk 53|, 1txgy)

AT} bt Hle) AEA 3 @elel WaAdl v 9

2l o] B AF(Kim et al, 2017) ZFAS] IPE 214
U 2 HAEA 1 ws i A9} dd g ws
ol 48

gt og AF e A s FAE 28 Nk g%
A H(Reis, Faser, & Davis, 2015).
&

o A 2 9l welow
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AT

B = =
2e19l 71w ol Tigtel B AL AHEET
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o & & 9
724% ol 1-"?_-] H. (2006). Development of standards and criteria for
accreditation of a baccalaureate nursing education program:
2 AFeM e 115 gAE dEd 1 g FHl= reflections on the unique characteristics of the nursing
7} B B0 g#d gyt =2 AS ERIsen, oe profession. Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing, 36(6),
9, A5 BAY, 983 A9zt B gatEg w2 A 1002-1011.
< ujgitt. mEbA tsws o] HEH 7t s B Kim, K. H., & Hwang, E, & Shin, S. (2017). Current status
skl AA Al g ko] ARA 7 G FHIE FEE 1Y and future direction of interprofessional education in nursing
glof & Aolth ofHAx] I tsEe] HEA 3t g education. Korean Medical Education Review, 19(1), 18-24.
TH =] digk A7 2 QAe F£Fe v, AAZ A4 Kim, M. W., Park, J. M., & Han, A. K. (2011). Analysis of
T3 o o go] Jdoerg 28kl JH sk 5o uict curriculum of 4-year nursing schools. Journal of Korean
weks Bl AEF 1 guE SV deUt gioh E3 Academic Society of Nursing Education, 17(3), 414-423.
B AF e usAdS B3l qE 2 JiAES T Labrague, L. J., McEnroe-Petitte, D. M., Fronda, D. C., &
s, B} ZAFel digt olgiet 93 9 AARE I Obeidat, A. A. (2018). Interprofessional simulation in
AL Adgt undergraduate nursing program: An integrative review. Nurse
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to investigate the level of perceived readiness for interprofessional
learning and its differences between nursing and other health-related students. Methods: A web-based survey was
conducted from April 25 to June 30, 2017 in one university in Korea. A total of 325 undergraduate nursing
students and other health-related disciplines completed the structured questionnaire consisting of Readiness for
Interprofessional Learning Scale and general characteristics. Data were analyzed by descriptive statistics, t-test,
ANOVA, and multiple linear regression. Results: The scores of readiness for interprofessional learning in nursing
students were significantly higher than those in other health-related students (t=3.50, p=.001). Nursing students had
higher collaboration, professional identity, and roles and responsibilities than other health-related students. The class
experiences with other major students was a significant factor related to the readiness for interprofessional learning
both in nursing (p=001) and other health-related students (p=.001). Conclusion: The findings suggest that nursing
educators consider the different level of readiness for interprofessional learning between nursing and other
health-related students while integrating interprofessional education into nursing education curricula.
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