e 112 Journal of Nursing Science Jun. 2024 Vol. 39 No. 12

- IR -

PEMAREMFACERFTENERERNEE

LA ERE.ET N AR

WE:BH WMAPEFRAERTRLEZRINHRER VEATFNFEART LN ACERZRARE TR, FE UAXFALE
AAEREA XETXREFAA DN AT SN IT P EATERALERR TN TERROB LA ERELMERPINEH T RL
TNETREEANE, GR2BEHEEXBR R E 7 h 100% 4 85. 0%, % K AUE F B K 0.900,0. 921, H /= R fn ik & B 4
0.134.,0.189(3 P<C0.05), ZRAMKRNFEBARZEHAREZ R IINBIAER GF 2A-REFGERFLEZ R . ARH
HREERSA_LEFRFCERR BALESG AARCEEL AARESE BFLENMEL) .31 A= L. &
W HWENPEFARENAREZRTINE R ERABNFEE TEIFEFRENABEZ RN IFNTE,

KBER:FEFRE; FEMH: FHARE;, FHx; EMEEER:; FRALER, ERIEXR: BEAoE
FESES . R47;R-052 DOI:10. 3870/j. issn. 1001-4152. 2024, 12. 112

Construction of an evaluation index system for graduate nursing students’ research

ethics literacy Kong Haoxin, Li Mingxia, Wang Xuebei, LLin Shuhao. School of Nursing, Shandong University
of Traditional Chinese Medicine. Jinan 250355, China

Abstract: Objective To construct an evaluation index system for graduate nursing students’ research ethics literacy (REL) and to
provide a tool for objective evaluation of graduate nursing students’ REL. Methods Taking the quality iceberg model as the theoreti-
cal basis, the first draft of the evaluation index system of graduate nursing students’ REL was formulated based on the literature
review and group discussion, and the Delphi method and hierarchical analysis method were applied to determine the final evaluation
index system and weights of the indexes. Results The response rates of the experts in the 2 rounds of Delphi surveys were 100%
and 85.0% » the coefficients of expert authority were 0. 900 and 0. 921, and the coefficients of Kendall's harmony were 0. 134 and
0.189 (both P<C0.05), respectively. The final evaluation index system of graduate nursing students’ REL included two primary
indicators (overt REL, covert REL), five secondary indicators (research ethics knowledge, research ethics skills, research ethics
competence, research ethics attitudes, research ethics values), and 31 tertiary indicators. Conclusion The evaluation index system
of REL of graduate nursing students was constructed scientifically and reasonably, and can be used as a tool to assess REL of
graduate nursing students.
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