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A review on humanistic care assessment tools for nursing students Li Yinglan, Zhao
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tion of Clinical Nursing, Xiangya Hospital, Central South University, Changsha 410013, China

Abstract: The evaluation of humanistic care is of significant importance for enhancing the quality of nursing services provided by fu-
ture nursing professionals. In recent years. there has been a growing number of tools available for assessing humanistic care among
nursing students. This paper organizes and summarizes the various evaluation tools for nursing students’ humanistic care both do-
mestically and internationally, and analyzes existing problems. The aim is to provide a reference for developing a more comprehen-
sive, scientifically reliable, and culturally appropriate evaluation tool for nursing students that aligns with the background and cul-
ture of nursing education in China.

Keywords: nursing students; nursing education; humanistic care; evaluation tools; review literature

Bt AT A e R SRS BB 384 i, x4 3R 55 e LR R 5 N B S I PE O T P 2 A
W T E R RN AR RS T AUE SR IT LA B e 3 O s B A 3
EEE S0 At Sl =B e R NG o b NV AN A R N E = £ 5 QI A T K=l E AU E AL NG @ <7
. AR ™, BAERENE 2T RK ML T ARES %

JEH L 2023 4 R PARBAE(HE — B BRI ER g *ﬁikz;&ﬂ:,ﬁ!ﬂﬁzlﬁ.ﬁqu&ﬁﬁ

AT EHI (2023 — 2025 4F) ) 4@ L 4 2 G O eS8
/\i?@f\%i/”\,T%%i‘)ﬁliﬂﬁ%iif%*%%f%%ﬂlﬁ}i 2 PHEATERMETEMFES MBS
%a/n%éE‘L‘HETFXHJ\jC%W Jf_FTF$1' EE‘ ]:DTHG 1979 E,Waston:m ﬁUET)\‘Ti?@WE%Vb\#ﬁ

E,%Jéf%o FBE Ll 2 A CT AR A2 AR Dl PR 3 1
()5 # J14E  FE NSO 5 R R 19 47 B 55 o o
FUIMIC . BRI s 4 A B B e KT g A
FKARBE ST A B T R T R R R oK 4R AR
FHWEREE X R B R R R 92 B4
B BUBCAR ANy $2 71 7 2 19 N SO K F . il

Bk 2] S A I P T EL R E AR DAL B A N SCR I KR o e \
T T TR A0 1 I A O R AR A o o B i HL BT Ao B8 C B A S B R RO N R HE T

SR L SGEHN S SR L Ry O ARBPRIRTIERS T IV 120
BB 2L 0L 5 50 5 6 T g RSB BURMRILSCARE AT, JESh Py O i
BRI 5 P T T P AR e 7P LIBTXTOAR S S BR L 8 B if
M T4y T 70 B SL R 55 (5 3k e = T A 2o o CBT 3 % T DU Il IR 47

¢ s FR s 40] ~ . i
He S ) 5, PR A S e A S pp g R EOASCRIRAT  Labrague S (U CBLAT VL,
e e H A A i 4 AN EE R 467 4 9048 vE AT
P B 1 R R NHE BR e i R 4 B2 O GBI K A S M7 R A 45 SR I A A SC e R AT o 4R
V5 ,410013) 52, 1B 5K % 4F 35 9 I IR 5 24 00T 5% v o0 COMTRE I8 65D W B E A NLLAT““I%FH?%{WH:TF}E}\
e s A VR I 50 5 4B 5 T NCCAT Xf 4
B 0 s 5 ) 0 syuyan Ysina. com P
1 5155 819876978 @aqq, com éEE’J)\i?éfi\nnﬁ%ﬂiﬁﬂé,,n%Em,TFEE’JJ\jC
BHFEITH 5 A SRR 2 3 4 M K R 2% 3 4 30 H (72064037 5 K L 55488 0 VIR IR E e A1 ¢, AR R
AR IR X AR 4 T [0 H (2020D01C149) HAFAE—E X an g Hoas 3 5 A9 e 0 BRI
RS 2024 - 05— 163 #& A1 : 2024 — 07 - 06 PREE5 , fie B 4 1 oy S8 3 $ At N SO M IR 55 L i 4 2R

U NPE SRR — 3] AT IT T 97 B SR 58 1Y
RIT o EAN A SR T2 AT 45 B, A4 i # 4K
N T BT T B O A Rt N e MR
ZE/NR AT 2001 AR ORI R ST AT
IR 22 A A A T R OGNSR BE T
L0/ 2 DAL R A = R (SN B A EE (s 1 2 = ¢




« 112 »

ey PR 52 (ke 22 36 AN A2, oF B 9 N SO M 5 SR ik =2 1
,Jyﬁu%ﬂﬁﬁyﬁQMAI%WWﬁW%$
Ko I B X F & B9 TR

AE XE LA E B J

Journal of Nursing Science

Oct. 2024 Vol.39 No. 19

IFHIE.

W A NSO A . ROR AT 8 1E T IX 26 T
FLI L AR 3 2B B R A0 D P T B 2% R AT 9 S

%z 1 AXEFUETIRENERISE
T & x4/ g LR . .
= THA [ X7 - HENE TR
Wolfl1%) SR AT R R P /ER Watson AME EIE/ WG HIE ARG LML IE R B % KA 4EE Cronbach’s o RN
(CBD ik KA fib 1 W A2 KT AR 5 AN 4ERE 0.83,0.8~0. 92, H1 IR Cronbach's «
a2 A& B FRINTE N ST R FHHN 0.93
Nkongho!?)  X#ffig i % #L/fEK  Mayerofl N\ HIT IO GAEL B3 AL 37 A& B R K45 4EFE Cronbach's o« RELH
(CAD Koz REMER ERE SIS C SN 0.75,0. 71~0. 84 ; i 4 & J& 4% 4k i )
4 HEEH 0.75,0. 64~0. 805 Y 25 R 46 4L
5 0.80, H1 ML Cronbach's a Z%kH 0. 86
Strickland KMAT MR R b /AER M SR fbIE B 12 AN E R INPEA SO AT R Bt Cronbach’s o RELHN 0. 92, W&
zl21] (CBO) ks FLES VN AR ECN 0. 80
Hughes 22! HAEWH B P 4E Noddings 36 A AEUEG UL GES 90 4 N 4ERE S 39 S UEEE Cronbach's « RELN 0.88~0. 92
] % (OCCQ) WY HE I ANG& SRR I BN SC K R AR B R R SO Cronbach's « %N 0.917
Coatest? X ABER R P L/ER Wason AP AIE G EKKBEL HREMES 2 AMEEI B Cronbach's « RER 0. 84
(CES) Fake PEINEL TN AZH AT N SO RE
Bandura 1 4>
OE A IR Rk
JiHk %k K 10
AMIHA T
Watson 26724 SEMR4E B M % Prb/fER OASCR S EIE EEPEAE PEIEE T H R R B Cronbach's « BN 0. 91; WA
(CDD KEAp R KR AANYEEAL 25 A4 HCHRDPEASC AEREECR 0,99, H1 LRI Cronbach's «
4 KM FHN 0.97
Hughes?* [l BE A R AL S AWM A | BB O T 2 MRS 16 M &H,  BEFE K 2 AN4EJE Cronbach's o RECH
TR (PG FPk L3 EEI YN IV T 0.94,0.91.0.91; N AKX ETRHCH 0. 83
CIS) MR Cronbach’s o ZEH 0. 91
Cossette MY B R FERE Watson A AW/ WEHE YR R KRBT, S Cronbach's o RECK 0.73~0.91
2 [26] Jif % (CNPD PS5 fbor R A EA“%%L NIE HCE A 10 A4
JEAL 70 A2 H L HRINIE A SCEMAT R
Wade 251270 poEXF X fERPAE S Watson AME HITE @é‘ﬁiﬁﬁﬂ PR 5 RN AR AE TR bR Cronbach's « RECH 0.97
W& ) % K B SR A 2 B DL A ST T
(NSPIC) {50 5 AN AR 31 A5 FL IR WA
S PR
Duffy 28] FHCWIEM b/ Watson A¥E AW/ B&IEEH GE PFAJREK 3 A4 IE 38 Bt R K4 4 ¥ Cronbach's « %éﬂlij
# (CAT-ad- ¥4 S PR B fobE ANZE R IR A SC e fiE 0.94,0.96~0. 97, 1 3CHTL A 1A B 45 4k J&
min) Cronbach's « %N 0.97,0.93~0. 96
Lee-Hsieh KWAT I & TP A N KW B AibiT WL AT M ELR LR E 2 44 Bt Cronbach's o RELH 0. 97, W
2 129] (CBM) EL 2538 B3t 28 A4 H L HRMTE A ST A RO ECR 0. 90
X MG WAT N SIPE K& BT SRR 4 R MR M ARk Cronbach's o RECHN 0. 96
3£ (PCB) FOrk AR E) 5 A YERE L 32 A& H LA
PN S N-3:]
Kuo 231 WG HR I % e E Noddings % flLiT LT SR R E AR 6 R 408 3 A dE JAREE Cronbach's o ZECH 0.93
(PCM) P HLIE | Nod JEIE 17 A H RIS ASCEWATH
dings & ¥ %
HHE
k3 PELEL K FAdd A Watson A AW S RUET RS W B MR F A R AR M R K& 4E B Cronbach's « RALH
H N SC R F RE KA U IR A P B R SE AR TR R SECE N 0.90.0. 64~0. 84; TN AF B K 0. 825 43
Ji it # (HCA- TR A (UL T A5 B R e T) RS 0. 93 MR AUESR R 0. 96
NU) RS 8 AN FE IR A5 A B R T
A SCKARRE S
s s P AN FERAE S Watson A AW & ASUOCHEM A SCRMAE S A MR Cronbach's o« RECH 0. 91, F
il 3 1) B (NC- K PRATRN N SC O PR B & 4 A4 B 3L 44 A 5% {519 0. 935 4% 4k & Cronbach's o Z 4
CQ EMS AR E SR NS SN H0.71~0.76
Fafy BB [7 S A [ AR R S K AL R FAE AL X R BN A T B S R . B hE R K 4% 4E E Cronbach’s o« R HL N
X B BE 56 MR 4 ob [F] A 22 T6] S PR 110 JE% T % I PR HE 0 48 0..98,0..97~0. 93 WAL FRH M 0. 93
OB % T C R R A R 5 A B4
(NSPCCH) THC WA 4 A4 R I 58 A 5

ERE S RPN S Sy Vil




PELAE AR 2024 4F 10 A 39 BB 19 1) e 113 -
ZR1 ANXETRNTETEMERSFE
R X4/ HiE T
s T EA i % A%
fe# HR e — Sl ot HRNAE (GE:
HEA BEE AR TERES Watson APE AT AL B0 S E AR AR AR) 8E3R Cronbach's o RN 0. 90; F I
WoaE B E/ERY LS fls 7 A dEEESL 42 AN SH DRI NSO (FHEER 0,855 402 {5 0. 84

(HCCMS) 4 N =W
[TEP N SN NS LN PN S S
MRS 4 A4 2k 29 A~ 4%

) T g 26 PN PE/ER NSO YS AT

fhT R (NC- DAL A

CAT) H o F 2 02 N SR il
it 4 LT N W g TP (CE AT

1] % (HCAQ)

AR LS S N EREIE 37 A5
ERIE S RN S SN ]

SR K45 4E B Cronbach’s o 4K
0.93,0. 71 ~ 0. 855 N 25 4L J& 45 ¥
0. 99343 (5% 0. 80

H b3 Cronbach's o ZECH 0. 96; H
HHEH 0.99; ABEIRECH 0. 98

TE : 24T M % (Caring Behaviors Inventory, CBD) , 5& £ fE /1 1 % (Caring Ability Inventory, CAD , & #4147 A & 2 (Caring Behavior Checklist, CBC) , £ 21 3¢ P4 4 [Hl
7] # (Organizational Climate of Caring Questionnaire, OCCQ) , X 1F %4 i £ % (Caring Efficacy Scale, CES) , X 44 i 7] % ( Caring Dimensions Inventory, CDD) , [a] % B 4
Fe M H. 3y ik 6 (Peer Group Caring Interaction Scale, PGCIS) . Je M 47 8 ¥ fit 6 (Caring Nurse-Patient Interactions Scale, CNPD) , 41 A= X % Iifi 5¢ 78 /&% 1 7] # (Nursing
Students’ Perceptions of Instructor Caring, NSPIC) , 45 ¥l 5 #4137 fiti it % (Caring Assessment Tool administration, CAT-admin) , 5 £ 47 J 6] % (Caring Behavior Mea-
surement, CBM) , H1%E 3 M 47 4 4 & (Perception of Caring Behaviors, PCB) . [d] ff 3¢ 4[] 4 (Peer Caring Measurement, PCM) , 7 Bl %\l K 24 42 A SC M6 1 2 % (Hu-
manistic Caring Ability of Nursing Undergraduates Assessment Scale, HCANU) . 3+ A 3C K& M & 5 [71] #: (Nursing Caring Characters Questionnaire, NCCQ) , Ilfi R 52 2J 47
He 2 B 5 PR 4R LG 200 i 5 (Nursing Students’ Perception of Caring Climate in Hospital, NSPCCH) , I 2% 4= A 3 36 ¥ fig J7 18] # ( HumanCaring Capacity For Medical
Students, HCCMS) , # + A 3 € 4 i it 5 % (Nursing Caring Characters Assessment Tool, NCCAT), A 3 5 4 & /1 1] # ( Humanistic Care Ability Questionnaire,

HCAQ) .

3 FAEAXKXPNFEIEMNERLIEETEHR
— iR

PRI SRl T H g F il g2 THESR i T H N
RMGEAY BE B A Rl D Mg R, 2503 T
LR T i AP g0 et A TR
R B LA 55 000 BT Watson AR A
B 1 I = T R s o
K [ AP X Watson AME G VR BEIE T3z A T
FEAS W7 b B0 IE , B 52 H B 4 4 S L B e
AE g 4 Az N ST PRI 6 B ) 42 Ak S B B HE 2
HAMFE S04 Mayeroff /\ K G2 £ Noddings
KW HE L | Noddings 3¢ W H P K {2 1
3= R ) O 117 = N O 7o o 7 1= 7 N i B = N
B N SCSE PR BR300 T B0 i A S e PR B
S DB AR R R AR 0 T RS X 2k
T HAAHEE IR LS A Fw A AR L o
L2 RG5O SC R B E 45 A 1 BIF R B AT O AR
S AR A SCOE AT T LAY A K $E S 5 A 2,
HAAT T BB = Big 45 S0 0000 UK 3 A 3¢
FeM LRI M SR AT 2 0 5 BN S
TR D 0+ A i B A P R X R A L R e T B
FTREEARBIBEIE I LLRAIE . 25 b AEBF 0 A A Sk
PR C B, N 38 5 3E B0 BRI, 0 Watson AP &R
L \Mayeroff /N KM ZEE (Noddings XMW H F H
W RIS, ] 25 & (2 AR 72 O B R4S
P 25 S o R PR KW L LR S B AR R TR B R
P KA B
4 PEAXXTEMFEFTENATELEL

PAE T H A R B A SO AT N L BE
T3 G S R U R AR B NS T o T
LR R - I NE/aB o S R AR ZS o g e
B i VL R | YA B IS - N A SO - =) = B R

VLB 5T A N SCR M AT N AR R B ST
PN SO AT D 1 AT I Bk AT 2% R A A X 26 T
Hoo MPP4 A2 N SCORPRRE Ay iy T RLe02e2092 05T R Y
KA NSO 55 M A5 AT 25 TR 4 L ib
FAL AT M RE A AME R BL L FH rpa o TR
VPRI T E A1 Y e A R R E Y G B e
HAIAENM A, T e B scf . A 6 AW
IS SNE o8 R TANE RO N CI K SN 2 2 O N ES NS S 76
GRS 222 T A U R B
T RAF B NSO A 2 3T 2 B NSO T
NEAE ST . MAF R [ A A R I ST A 5 AR B 9
A P50 IR 9 N SC O AT R S T 5 T 2% R il 47
A AP BRAE B A SO PR RRTIN TR ) —
i R AP A N SCOR MR IR I £ S . R T
A N SCOGMR TR TR0 Y A A4 g 2 SO
PR BE 7 L S8R R R R, HC b o] B A
HAF RS i HRE RSt Rk A S
AT , 0% T Bk = A SCRAMAT 59 I 3F
BRI TE L A N SO b TR AN AT AT 45 &
0 AT N A AT, £ b RORWFSEATI AR
AIF S T A2 S e T P 97 A N SRR T R S DA B o
B A 37 A2 NSRRI L D 7 BT B0 R A
A TS
5 PEAXXTEIMFEIREMNUITETXEE
=

Z2 T T3 SO 25 5 AT SR b B — I D7 XA A
R BESR I B A N SOOI TRy R
3R VT (AP 2 ffy ) 0222025092 il 3 (g A [ A
B AR D R A T A A A3
Fra. A PFRES s 3P A 9 EOLAR I L (B AE R A
LG B L T X [ 3R AR AP B AR BE L AT RE 2 AR — sk
i T 1 P9 [ 225 o 60 45 30 52 ) AELRE RDIR 285 X L B v fy S



114 -

<o U A1 T R 7 N (19 Ll = K- ¥ S £
A 2 2 BN 5 A0 BIDIR S b S R BE AR
BB KO- 45 2R Y 52 e, AT 1 B I 45 SR A7 7E D
U R E P/ PR AR G A Y O BB S TR b B —
DPE 5 2 e Bs . 25 b R 4 AR N SCOG PR 1T
T HRCEE B PE A2 7 XA S5 A O [ AL R
A A S A B S TR K SR I 2 R
AR PF o DA PR — By = X AF 9 25 2 o i 25 .
6 FPEAXXFMNTETENEIEETEH—
F I IE

15 0B S0 UE o] DABA PR T EL A st ] SE L
T HMF & AT el g IR0, MR, £
BN IT T LA A g g A Rk R
{H/3 4y T B4 B Cronbach’s o & %0<<0. 794, &
MAF <0, 77 HAG BE AR, i Tt — 2 i T
FLE BT UE . 53 A ¥ 4 T 5 AR P9 45 3L
JE O o T — A K 5 AR SRR | W s R R AT
B UE 3432 SC R T L Ak B R SO BT
F [yt sl o o 3 i CDIFY | PGCISTY
CAT-admin"™ 32 3 T B {5 &% B 8 b, vl 45 39
TN E AR FUG 5 %l . NCCATS J& 4R 4 & [ 5S¢
AR5 SR B B A SOOI B T £ RO
T s TRk 27 o A b P TR A AN SRR KL E T
FEFR E B EE W R NN L (T B 2 R
BT PE T B e = RO 96 R A L N A
FH I T 360 £ AR L DL AR T Y AT A e K0
P
7 NG

AN B AN AR N SOOI T AT T
RG4S, HorR E AN 10 ASTEE T B, shE 9 AN
T H., Ht CES.CNPI,NSPIC,H it CAT-admin,
CBM.PCM .NCCQ.HCCMS.NCCAT #] F 3 I 3 47
A BN SCRME 38 43 T2 AR 4 B BF 4, DL A PR Bk
b g OB L O 5L ek A T A £ A0RE B IE ,
WHFFE & AT S X 28 T 2. CBC.CDI, PGCIS,
PCB.NSPCCH &k = # i 935 F . i 75 KB A B ot
FFEUE s HCANU #8434 B 1 15 B #AK , F 55 3 1 1)
12 T EL i 5 35T R 90 15 A0 s HCAQ iz A i ik 3L
AT R BEGE ) Zis . Bk, Rk B 5
N FE T Watson APESC M EELIE Mayeroff /N K &4 2
# .Noddings S # A HLIE 45 W2 I8, 5 R i
Xof G o BT A T A T P 2L O 2 A 2 R T
KXAFH B ERE R U TREP S EHFT W
N SCORMINF T, DAAE HE 40 R0 0 o i R
S Z k.
[1] Wang Y, Zhang Y. Liu M, et al. Research on the for-

mation of humanistic care ability in nursing students:a

structural equation approach [ J]. Nurs Educ Today,

[2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

[6]

7]

(8]

[9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

(13]

[14]

Oct. 2024 Vol.39 No. 19

Journal of Nursing Science

2020,86:104315.

Létourneau D, Goudreau J, Cara C. Nursing students
and nurses’ recommendations aiming at improving the
development of the humanistic caring competency[ ] ].
Can J Nurs Res,2022,54(3) :292-303.

E R TR R 2. 2 E P I R AR (2021 —
2025 ) [EB/OL]. (2022-05-07)[2024-04-07]. http://
www. nhe. gov. en/yzygj/s7653pd/202205/441175ad347b
4ed68a7d2{2972{78e67. shtml.

Taghinezhad F, Mohammadi E, Khademi M, et al. Hu-
manistic care in nursing: concept analysis using Rodgers’
evolutionary approach[]]. Iran ] Nurs Midwife,2022,27
(2):83-91.

Sk R B EE R A, I 2 G MR 2 i) L) i i RE RN
W2t [T, BR2E 515 ,2024,45(6) : 78-81.

B TR R DL os . 20 s B B R 55 AT Bt R
(2023—2025 4£)[EB/OL]. (2023-06-20)[2024-04-04].
http://www. nhc. gov. en/yzygj/s7659/202306/1ba5e5b
3291044cb8aa0albd2999c967. shtml.

LIRS, IVE B SRR 9250 37 A R 22 U AR 15 g

X A SCORARRE 7 5w L) 0. v ) i e 0 B 27 4 K 2024
32(4):610-616.

Jouzi M, Vanak Z, Mohammadi E. The essence of nur-
sing students clinical competency in internship period:
humanistic patient-centered care[ J]. Educ Ethics Nurs,
2022,2(4):51-59.

Létourneau D, Goudreau J, Cara C. Humanistic caring,
a nursing competency: modelling a metamorphosis from
students to accomplished nurses[J]. Scand J Caring Sci,
2021,35(1) :196-207.

Létourneau D, Goudreau ], Cara C. Facilitating and hin-
dering experiences to the development of humanistic ca-
ring in the academic and clinical settings:an interpretive
phenomenological study with nursing students and nur-
ses| J]. Int J Nurs Educ Scholarship, 2020, 17 (1)
20190036.

Lai L, Ding S. Zhong Z. et al. Association between po-
sitive mental character and humanistic care ability in
Chinese nursing students in Changsha, Chinal J]. Front
Psychol,2022,13:896415.

T, Tk TR X 2% AR 30 AN 0 IR e AR N
N ST SR AT 18 IR K 5% i PR 3R 43 A [T ). v A e B 2
#,2024,59(3) :324-330.

Jian' S, Ya M, Qian Z, et al. Research progress on hu-
manistic care ability and influencing factors of intern
nursing students[J]. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci,2022,
26(23) :8637-8643.

AT B G, TR A AU B 2 T B RN
MR EE N B SRR B 53 4, 2022, 43
(13):68-72.

Wang Y, Zhang Y., Liu M, et al. Research on the for-
mation of humanistic care ability in nursing students:a
structural equation approach [J]. Nurs Educ Today,
2020,86:104315.



PR 2R 2024 4F 10 A4 39 &4 19

[16]

[17]

(18]

(19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

REIS 0 S22, R AT AT, A 4P Bl RN SRR B B
PRI A R 9 g ] L) ], 3P B2 2% 75, 2021,36(4) : 11-15.
S VR A B e B N S e NS O SR e
BOREFRIT ] 9 B2 200, 2020, 85(11) : 69-T1.

T i E »Dahal S, X1 325, 45, 5 55 B &8 30 B Ll 2% 2R X
NSRRI A [T ], 35 A4 75,2021, 36 (16) : 63~
65.

Wolf Z R. The caring concept and nurse identified caring
behavior[ J]. Top Clin Nurs,1986,8(2) :84-93.

Nkongho N. Measurement of nursing outcomes|[ M ]. New
York: Springer,1994 . 3-16.

Strickland O, Colleen D. Measurement of nursing out-
comes: client outcomes and quality of care [ M]. New
York: Springer,2003:236-237.

Hughes L C. Relationships among the organizational charac-
teristics of baccalaureate schools of nursing and the student-
perceived organizational climate for caring[ D]. Austin: The
University of Texas at Austin,1993.

Coates C J. The caring efficacy scale: nurse’ self-reports
of caring in practice settings[]J]. Adv Pract Nurs Q,
1997,3(1):53-59.

Watson R, Lea A. The Caring Dimensions Inventory(CDD :
content, validity, reliability and scaling[J]. J Adv Nurs.,
1997,25(1) :87-94.

Hughes L. C. Development of an instrument to measure
caring peer group interactions[J]. ] Nurs Educ,1998,37
(5):202-207.

Cossette S, Cara C, Ricard N, et al. Assessing nurse-pa-
tient interactions from a caring perspective:report of the
development and preliminary psychometric testing of the
Caring Nurse-Patient Interactions Scale[]J]. Int J Nurs
Stud, 2005,42(6) :673-686.

Wade G H, Kasper N. Nursing students’ perceptions of in-
structor caring:an instrument based on Watson's Theory of
Transpersonal Caring[ J]. ] Nurs Educ, 2006, 45 (5);: 162-
168.

Duffy J R. Quality caring in nursing and health systems
[M]. 2rd ed. New York:Springer,2013:42.

Lee-Hsieh J, Kuo C, Tseng H, et al. Development of an
instrument to measure caring behaviors in nursing
student in Taiwan[]J]. Int J Nurs Stud,2005,42(5) :579-
588.

4 WL TR I A A R I PR W M AT O S
SR EAM L Z AR ID] Gt B &b B A B,
2006.

Kuo C L., Turton M A, Lee-Hsieh J. et al. Measuring
Peer Caring Behaviors of Nursing Students Scale deve-
lopment[ J]. Int J Nurs Stud.2007,44(1):105-114.

B UK. PR R AR SOOI BE DT AT A B SR T 5
[DJ. i M« el B2 RL R 2, 2007.

[33]

[34]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[46]

[47]

(48]

[49]

+ 115 -

IR . LA SCOCPRHOE R B 5 S IR 5T
[D]. L8 ZZEE R4, 2011.

FEA). 1 R S T 4 A X R B 6 P 40 LR R 114 9 A B 5T
[D]. BB AR R R, 2012,

HOIEAT 4 75 AR 31 B, 4. B8 2% 4k N SCRIR B D) 1) 4
F) 2 i) B HE I LT . B0 = 72 B R 2 i, 2013, 35(15)
1609-1612.

X F 4L BN GG R RN TR B [D]. b
1 5 AR K%, 2015,

Jil = A7 h T2 AR A R S 2T 4 A NSOGB RE TR
4 i i) Sz IR IR A LD 951 < 95 M 2, 2023,

Watson J. Nursing: The philosophy and science of caring
[M]. Boston: Little, Brown and Company,1979:15-25.
NI AR SR U . OGRS P B [T [ AR BE A (G
2245 M) . 2001,20(11) :498-501.

Labrague L. J, McEnroe-Petitte D M, Papathanasiou 1
V., et al. Nursing students’ perceptions of their own ca-
ring behaviors: a multicountry study [ J]. Int J Nur
Knowl,2017,28(4) :225-232.

B A OB R R SEL I S g x4 AR e ) Y
SO R TN SO R R B A AR T LT . % B
2023,40(7) :52-56.

Elahi M, Mansouri P, Khademian Z. The effect of edu-
cation based on human care theory on caring behaviors
and job involvement of nurses in intensive care units[ ] ].
Iran J Nurs Midwife,2021,26(5) :425-429.
WRELTE R, T W3+, 45 BUM W 3K 5% % B R B IR 5
SN I 1F) R R kSR L) ). BEA 5T %, 2021, 42
(8):32-36.

De Gani S M, Nowak-Fliick D, Nicca D, et al. Self-as-
sessment tool to promote organizational health literacy in
primary care settings in Switzerland[J]. Int ] Env Res
Pub He,2020,17(24) :9497.

m TR S0, kR L S5 LR A B AR N H T4 R DL
5 EEIT MRS T Bt OC A LT BE A 5 Ak &, 2023, 36
(8):55-59.

deBoer M, Leontjev D, Friederich L. From language to
function:developing self-and peer-assessment tools[ ] ].
ELT J,2023,77(1) :94-104.
FF, A, X HW L A R R BUIE S BT A T
Fepgwrge ok e ()], b I 2 B B2 2%, 2023, 26 (22) - 2816-
2822.

L'Ecuyer K M, Subramaniam D S. Reangsing C. Deve-
lopment of the Preceptor Self-Assessment Tool and use
of the content validity index[]]. J Contin Educ Nurs,
2020,51(10) :469-476.

Ahmed 1. Ishtiaq S. Reliability and validity: importance
in medical research[]]. ] Pak Med Assoc,2021,12(1):
2401-2406.

OR3CHnts #ME, RO



