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A scoping review of debriefing assessment tools in simulation-based medical educa-

tion 7zhu Xiuyuan, Luo Yuyin, Ye Qin, Liu Ning. Department of Nursing, Zhuhai Campus, Zunyi Medical Univer-
sity, Zhuhai 519041, China

Abstract: Objective To summarize and analyze the content, development process, characteristics and application of debriefing as-
sessment tools in medical simulation-based education. and provide reference for the selection of debriefing assessment tools in the
field of medical education in China. Methods The JBI scoping review guideline was used as the methodological framework, and the
CNKI, Wanfang Database, VIP. com, SinoMed, Embase, Cochrane Library, PubMed, and Web of Science were systematically
searched from the establishment of the database to November 1, 2023. Literature was screened according to the inclusion and exclu-
sion criteria. Results A total of 21 full-text articles were included, involving 8 debriefing assessment tools, In these 21 articles, 10
were about the development of tools and 11 were about the validation of tools. Commonly used tools were mainly Debriefing As-
sessment for Simulation in Healthcare (DASH), Objective Structured Assessment of Debriefing (OSAD), Simulation in Health-
care retrOaction Rating Tool (SHORT) ., Debriefing Assessment in Real Time (DART), Peer-Assessment Debriefing Instrument
(PADD , Debriefing Experience Scale (DES), Facilitator Competency Rubric (FCR), Debriefing for Meaningful Learning Evalua-
tion Scale (DMLES) and so on. Conclusion There are various types of assessment tools for review skills in simulated-based medical
education. It is recommended that nursing educators comprehensively consider and evaluate my country’s national conditions and
combine relevant teaching scenarios to reasonably select assessment tools to promote effective and high-quality medical simulation
education review teaching activities.

Keywords: simulation-based medical education; debriefing teaching assessment; assessment tools; nursing teaching; simu-

lation teaching; scope review

= 22 B 2L & (Simulation-based Medical Edu- Gy kY S A |7 Sy =Y [ B s el |51 N O = 2e8% |
cation, SBME) J& | F 5 /5 L i 155 40015 ¢ R 30 A8 &% PEXFGE 0 A 3 S A AR DL o 1 R R O B 3R
BB RS AT IR R E S e ey e i M B SO R 5 v A &R B 22 A
£, L (Debriefling) BA DA RINME R R FFESOR . X REEETTEAR B B PG HOL 2 B
T4 9 5 A R0 S B SR o at pe . DI TR TR A5 ORI A 5 2
VRS SIS U A s i i B S R MEWHE e E R WA R A IR T
B, ol fii i 2 8 nis HACR . 2 & s i B A
P L R SRR A BRI AL IX 1 4P B R 20 SRl e o Y BE SRR P A X A AR R AL T
R R SR 0 JF 42 15 02 11 e T 26 W B T B TR
AT A BUL AR B BRI, 767874722 0. com R L LGS T 5 4 PR S T O 2 o PR A 1
FEBESUE SO 0 FS0E MO P ORI (o e T e e
YISIGKT20211034) 3 2 X BRI 2 B 52 1 3B 0% 4K 5 ﬁj‘f#" Z"; j”'tﬂij SRR 79 7k
SOULEIL FT (ZYKO5) « X B B A% 7y g sty TR W BRSE BRI o AP A L AGE — A
(X]1G2021-37) ML R Ok R B R IEAE TR BB 5
R 2024 — 09 — 17 ;418 : 2024 — 12 - 06 PRAES % B P R H O R SO AL S E AR




PR IRE 2025 4F 3 4 40 B 5

fili TR e e 30 = 40 PR TF R B2 A R 2 8
2EE S ST IR E B PSS A E 1 A

1 #ERERE

1.1 WEMREE VLHERMENT.OBE
FREUAE P E RIS T RAML? O&% TR
MY FEA AR 7 QA JCPEAL T B 78 B2 7 0| Sl 1y 1
FHE L2

1.2 ®WEFKME MREORHN, RIS R D E
] A R IR 55 6 4R L e AR R
ik B IE 2 . Embase. Cochrane Library,PubMed, Web
of Science, i % o W MR 45 4 A 8048 FE A B FF 2L AT
AF R ] 2, A R I BR O AR 2 2023 4F 11 H 1 H,
o R BG4 R, SR 3 R RN R i
giam TR R,
lation training; debriefing, simulation debriefer; as-
sessment tool N 9& LK R inl, DLE A H F; #HL
i, BAHCA R B RS I0 PEAE TTH  h SOR R 3
LL PubMed 4 ] , K R AW WLIET 1,

Ll education, medical; simu-

#1 "Education, Medical" [ MeSH Terms |

# 2 medical education [ Title/Abstract] OR health care education
[ Title/Abstract ] OR medical

teaching [ Title/ Abstract] OR medical pedagogy [ Title/ Abstract ]
#3 #1 0OR %2

#4 "Simulation Training" [ MeSH Terms ]

#5 simulation education [ Title/Abstract] OR simulation pedagogy
[ Title/ Abstract] OR education by simulation [ Title/Abstract] OR
simulation teaching [ Title/Abstract] OR simulation teach [ Title/
Abstract] OR simulation-based * [ Title/ Abstract ]

#6 #4 OR #5

# 7 debriefing [ Title/ Abstract] OR debrief [ Title/Abstract]

# 8 simulation debriefer [ Title/Abstract] OR simulation facilitator
[Title/Abstract | OR simulation instructor [ Title/Abstract ] OR
simulation educator [ Title/ Abstract] OR simulation teacher [ Title/
Abstract]

#9 #7 OR #8

#10 #60R #9

# 11 assessment tool [ Title/Abstract ] OR assessment model [ Ti-
tle/ Abstract] OR assessment scale [ Title/Abstract ] OR assess-
ment system [ Title/Abstract] OR evaluation tool [ Title/Abstract ]
OR evaluation model [ Title/ Abstract] OR evaluation scale [ Title/
Abstract ] OR evaluation score [ Title/ Abstract ] OR evaluation sys-
tem [ Title/Abstract] OR self-assessment [ Title/ Abstract]

#12 #3 AND #10 AND #11

E 1 PubMed # & 5K/

1.3 XEMNSHERR IR

L3.1 #ANiRE OFFE TR NE &7 kRIS T
Hs QBTE A TR IT % B8 -5 56k /9 J5U6 50
Bk s O Pl TR T PR 2 307 4

1.3.2 HEfRE OXETH2GOLZR SN
2 OE B SO O HAE Bk = s O R ULHIEAG T
FLA 8 sl 1 7 1 s © B0 i T H i R 4T 15 R A
% s QOO VAL TR T 45 /R 4545

+ 115 -

1.4 NXEFESHEBHRER H 2 AR E %%
Y5 HEBR AR TR SCHR AT 06 228 L B S e 5 H A A
BT L T 18 S R AF B 9 AR HE B SCHR 2 — 20 A 4R
JF B BE 4230, 8 B A 5 B8 SCHR, 2 44 BF 9 AT
WECK RS 3 BUTTEE  HEPE & R TR A . X
B LN SCIR AT 23 A AR IR 15 B 4 AR
F LHEAAR BRIES HENR AR . THA
FRWFSE B B PE 5 5 SRR A bR o 4 B/ % B B 4
FE A FRAE R G RUE .
2 H#R
2.1 XETEEER HZK R RN )R B SOk
8 993 i . A EndNote X9 &Pk # & SCHR 5 , 3k 45 3C
BR 7 109 J o Bel AR R S A 2L X SCHR AT HE Bk 5 76
642 o AR B 52 4 S0, W SCHERHE AT HEBR IS . A
SCHR 19 f o P BEAN A SCHR IS 225 SRS b 78 SCRR 2
R I Ak 21 BT
2.2 MAHRERFLE WK1,
2.3 $HIMNEEFETFAIAENZRENTESR
2.3.1 DASH  Brett-Fleegler 2" F 2012 4EJF
R — RV B BT O B Y 2 DA B SR (Be-
haviorally Anchored Rating Scale, BARS), % T. A
HTEREET AR RIS, &R EET
AWl I 2 BB (4 A5 BD IR R R A 09 5% 2] 3
BGAZE DA T AHRE G AKHED .
S F S HWHE G DS D U AR B R R
2280 (2 A 20 HD (T Bl 27 A2 38 B B4R 7 B3 09 R Ok
RIGBADFHEI6 ANLERE 20 DM FH L IFZSRIWE 0 H R
ML BRI G E LR ET IR, & FHERH
Likert 7 & 3F 0%, N 1 43 IR JCR/ A ED 2 7 43
AR W 6O VEO W53 8w U B 2 B AT 19 58
BT R . AR 1T PR ASG B B R AR A A 4 4
MAERE 2~6 WL T AL 2 F e 19 &2 &l A
15 % Cronbach'sa 200 0. 89, 4 N #H K R %L (Intra-
class Correlation Coefficient,ICC) 4 0. 74,
Olvera-Cortés 251 6 H B3 1 76 BE 2 38 . 3 1 FH
T U I B AU R I R AU BRI S
AR 30 44 500,338 Z AR EFN 7 4 BT 4 D
TE MBS B ) R B, R 0HZ L HAE B0 0t b i 5
Brops FRCR . AR 6 M AN B A [\ DASH 43
DASH-RV.,DASH-SV H1 DASH-1V 3 ™ RRA, 45l
HH A2 1 ol 85 A PP Al 52X S 00 173 45 L2 A X
R HEATPE 43 LA S0 B R PF 4. 4 A Cronbach's
« 2N 0. 97. DASH-RV Y IF5 & {55 M 0. 78,
DASH 38 K45 AN WA 17 Hh 388 1 93— 350vk
HVRLGF (DY 43 2 ] — SoPE AT Af Ff 1 I 3 295 2R 1Y
AEEVE, B CHEMM R R AL T AR 7
255 AT RE 23 5 e FLITF A0 7 1 A
2.3.2 OSAD {1 Arora &Y TF 2012 4EJF & 1Y 45



* 116 -

AL T H, OSAD $2 4t 7 —FFIE R . FA S 5 H A
T 005 36 R 2 AT F R 8 LA AR TR & 400 T
W, BRSTENR . S5E N a2
Wi N 8 N4k H L %4 H R A Likert 5 1433, A
14y CROAAR 22) 21 5 2 (AR AR &) PR 24 8~ 40
Gy AR R E RS, &% ICC=0. 881,

Journal of Nursing Science Mar. 2025 Vol.40 No.5

Abegglen % B 5% ¥ 1% T H B 3% 18 5 R A
(GOSAD) , IF7E 57 A s il 19 &2 25 B0 4t v i H 1 T
o, DR 56 H 0 2 R, 2T 3 44 DR 40 BRI A
ICC 0. 848 97 2 A4 BidF 40, ICC 24 0. 790;
BASPEAY BLPE 4y ), ICC 2 0. 650, Cronbach’s o &
0k 0.865, 2 A5 ©=0.930,

R1 MNFREERFAE

E# [EES mE RSO ES FEA THARK I EH B
Brett-Fleegler %% 3| HiE UL Ui 114 DASH THIFkR
Olvera-Cortés 2100 B g5 PEBEA T ML /2 A/ BERLPE 4 5 30/338/7  DASH-IV DASH- T EIiF

SV DASH-RV
Arora %1 Y [ i HNER AR B BE A DL e R = A1 33 OSAD THF%
Abegglen %11 i+ fraaeey B3 Ui 14 G-OSAD T HEIE
Runnacles %% B Yeify JURHE A 16 JLFF OSAD THIFR
Runnacles %{'[H] e i JLBHE Y U 10 JLEL OSAD T HEUE
Zamjahn %1% X H YEiE ENEES N3 VE-E Rt i 7t 4/2 eOSAD THIF .
Riviere g1 % YiE F R/ E B B 11/2 SHORT TEI%
Baliga %17 WM Yl AL R 8 DART THIFR
Baliga %[1%] BWAFT  WiE TS B 12 DART T HIIE
Saylor %1% | i B E R LR BB 1/2) 15/5 PADI TR %
Saylor 4gL20] xH Bl BB E R E#ER 13 PADI T HIGHIE
Reed %211 EQE| HiiE P 130 DES THEFT%
Tosterud /5?[22] Eil9 0 v Eials iy 146 DES T EBE
Almeida %1% T % wWELE Pt 103 DES THBE
Farrés-Tarafa 2624 PUPEA VPR PRk 290 DES-sp T HIE
Xie %12 Tt Mg PIER 34 DES T I
Leighton %% X H BiE P4 B /4P R 0 S 7/18 FCR THIT .
Forbrig %" e g B AL 100 FCRG T HIIE
Bradley 2% eS| ik P A DL S U 3 DMLES THIE
Bradley*"- ESE| Yeil B ALY 234 DMLI T H 0 5 5k

7 : DASH(Debriefing Assessment for Simulation in Healthcare) & & 2 & £ 5 % , DASH-IV(DASH Instructor Version) 4 & 2% 155 41
ALV B R A A , DASH-SV(DASH Student Version) 2 & % B & 817 M 5 38 5 4 )i A< . DASH-RV (DASH Rater Version) Jy P& 2 5
A PR iR PE A B MUAS ; OSAD(Objective Structured Assessment of Debriefing) 5 % W45 #4916 5 25 3E45 T B . G-OSAD M55 il OSAD, eOS-
AD FH,F R OSAD; SHORT(Simulation in Healthcare retrOaction Rating Tool) & B #4520 & 18 W #E 2% T. B ; DART (Debriefing Assessment in
Real Time) N 32 & #1744 T H ; PADI(Peer-Assessment Debriefing Instrument) 2 [f] 17 & # ¥4 T B ; DES(Debriefing Experience Scale) i & #%
R i3, DES-sp P4 PEF 1 it DES; FCR(Facilitator Competency Rubric) 4 51 5 # JEAE J1 7P & % , FCRG i #8135 It FCR; DMLES(Debriefing
for Meaningful Learning Evaluation Scale) 4 & X 2 ~) & # 11 Ml i % ; DMLI(Debriefing for Meaningful Learning Inventory) N4 & X 2% > &2 #15

L.

PE 2 Runnacles ZM F 2014 4F163T T OS-
ADJER T L 1714 X LRG89 OSAD OJLE OS-
AD) 8 M4 H 43 il 4 i S I 0 7 ik S A )
W AN S 5 RN R R AT 2 W
B . % T EALRERS 5 FPE Al LR 205 B35S 1)
R EEAE DL B REAE R B A R o B B B A S St IR
S 5#% W & B . Runnacles 1Y F 2016 4@ i 10
LB LB R IGIE T 3% T EL i n] 5 M A s
15 Mg Cronbach's « 2804 0. 78,ICC 4 0. 643,
Zamjahn £ F 2018 4EJF & OSAD 1 H, T [t A
(eOSAD) , 5 H AP K F 4 7 ik 5 OSAD A A, i
BB BOANIE X E £ B By ICC 43 %128 0. 955 F
0.853, Z L HBEWRMLEERE Fad25 A0
AE 1% it ) i 1t £ 28 37 1], B IRF S 1 00 20 A B3 . DA T
P T A R

OSAD 7¢ {5 FE RN Jy T R B0 R 4 A 5
PR — B CEE A B N AR VR AR B R ZE R R
B DL KR R SR g . LB OSAD 7 JF & B Bt
RIATERERT L . SR, 78 50 UF B B, A 56 45 21
N T EPE B R AF, JUI N — 3ot Jr R R
th o RS T, 3R 5 AN AR U W R R Y
M, Nt A& R ICC 3R F+. eOSAD
TEWE S AE B 1ICC ) Bon By BA s
JEE 14— B AT SR
2.3.3 SHORT SHORT & —FiTAl# 8l 2 & )5 A
A AR T i Riviere 2 F 2019 4E R &, IR
LT 208 F B ST BRI A &R 2 s e b . A W 45
G4 #, SHORT (45 5 N4 H R85, & 4 2%
OB A VR RS R 1 A B F RIS, R
A Likert 5 0.1 0 WA E.2 NI



PR IRE 2025 4F 3 4 40 B 5

SURMNRIE S N Rl A1 N3 v Bl W i s B s
SRR EUBE UL A R RO AR B .
TATA 2% H BURAR AL 0945 40 <<3 73, U B % JE X &2
B DR AH OC T T 26 B A A AR B

SHORT J& F# 5k 28 B 52 % T H, YFTe % o
JICAE — 5 B (0] b, 38 2o ) % 28 ) S 40 BR AR
A 35K # 7 BRI B, SHORT fig 83l 5 3% 5 1
WIRCILUR TR — N — A M A D R 8, i R AL
Z 31 (Generalizability Coefficient, G R E) & &, N
0.78~0.82, K WiZ LT H BA B W15 A AT FE 0,
SR 5 i AN 12 2L R A7 R0 B2 A6 9 0 B85 SCAR B0 i
2.3.4 DART DART T HJE & 9 LR FE A )
HE Pl B BOMAR 4 U5 B A 2500 L AR BE YT AT Mk
AN B 5 BT & 1Y o B 45 3R B S i 7 WL A 6 s
#EEY . DART H Baliga 257 F 2022 4F 1 % F F1F
fili 5 22 BT B S 05 3. DART HEAC s T 2
ENESNQORATESAIR AN K VE 5o INEE I DININ N EIRTRETS
CloR i A5 40037 S5 R A2 80 0 O 0 15 45 o I [ - 8 i ]
Y a5 o) 52 BT R ry )b L 52 8 7R v IR TR
% TN TN =R D B S o V8775 = o Sl Rl N 2
H AR B KA B i 5 L B S K SR s K
(8 b 23 TR 45 UK LA A T3 A0 A B ) R E )
I3 AE OCHEAE B . HL 34 A 1Y DAl AT DUAR 48 52 PR 1
DUA 2 15 A RBE AT IO . TR AL R
7 E S B R 3 AR BRI B2 B R b
42 7] (Instructor Questions, 1Q) » 5 Ifi B4 & (In-
structor Statements, IS), %% 51 & & (Trainee Respon-
ses, TRO MR IIATHT 4. T =Ml Ak 1~10
ANTTHRE S E8, 43 BOBR R e 7 26 I O R AR 40
Bgira R, R R R IR R 5 S 00 R R 6 L)
(AQ = 1) LA Je 2 A= 45 T il i 1 A9 LE 1) (TR = [1Q +
IS 1), AT LABE A S0k A B N PEAL 202 i b & 0 5 2
A E SR, 2023 4F . Baliga %06 DART
N T 8 ANE LA X 45 BRI ET ENE &
AT T PEAE, M43 DART 9 Cronbach’'s o &%k
4 0.852~0.978, 4 —FiE & IFAG L H . DART
RE A% 5 (b A OC 2 2= B 400 52 B A AT S 854l . B BT LA
{7 = N O B A D/ QR I o = G
DASH # SHORT 45 & ], DART T HAETF & B
BRI T & ZOP A X — ik X ] ge bR il 7 H Tk
i R
2.3.5 PADI J&il Saylor %" JF & 1 [ 3 A [F) 47
A TR, BELRT I E R AR ABOT R E f W
fRRE ) RN B RBOR 36 T 4% BT # R R G 5.
PADI B & & £ M4 AL 18T MRS 5058 .
Ry 52 A FR T TR B0 R B AS B LR e Ak A | [ JB A
PRI B RAT Bl A2 2 A R AR UL AR 3 5 1l R S R
FHIR A L ESE 8 R H L&A HR AT 4 B4 il 1
ANICH B 5E A o b AT B FOR R AT PEAN L1 20 o 3R

« 117 »

AR 2E 4 70 I RIUARGF, B8 N 8~32 4y, /M
i AR RN I Y & AL AR B R . % T H ICC
0. 973, BLIFI HE ICC K 0. 818, Saylor 21 g%
PADI 3 B F LG 0 v, 3 5 38 4 [R] 47 9 o 2 0 2
TS5 EME SN IR Z W E ., fEIF
KL % ROR T SCHER R &R R FOE A A
WL 3 PR B FF R Tk s T LRk, it
A, B RN BTN Y TCC (E 5 5, X on 17 ) &
I B B RN T R

2.3.6 DES H Reed %™ T 2012 4E il , m] k4
A R AT AR B A 0 TR Y 32 LA, DAHS B b A
R . DES - iR S E M 2 Mo ek,
o m RIS A AR SZ (4 2 B J2E S FE L
BRRBE) FIMS FEZ MRS G 4 H) . FIm
WEHETFGEEL N 20N %H., £5ERH
Likert 5 234 (R 50 1 38 M “HEH AN &7 (1 40) 5|
“QEE RGO EEEE RN AEE”
QA F“AEH T (5 /) 5y, R 58 % Cron-
bach's « 2% M 0. 93; HEPE4r % Cronbach’s a &
BR 0. 91, 2015 4F, Tosterud 2% %% DES # % i
W BE T HEAT T Ak R I R L R A R AR L B
ZH R 18 A, kX 146 44 3 B A B A Y
oL AR R IR R R FAE R RGN T HEA R
W F7, Md #% Cronbach's « 2400 0. 91, 2016
4E, Almeida 206 DES §H1% 0H %5 oF 18 . R 46 )%
% B4R R TR IR A A 103 B8 HAER
ZARXT G, AT T A 0% K 56, D A5 1R 58 & % Cron-
bach's o« ZE( K 0. 94 ; FEH:FFE Cronbach’s « BEL
40,96, 2022 4F, Farrés-Tarafa 2529 % DES #1% 4
PEBEA 1 AR (DES-sp) » ] #3 / 5; £ % Cronbach's «a
ZECh 0. 926; H F & 5% Cronbach’'s « 28K
0.933, [A4E, Xie Z I B AL FIHE T DES JE R fii &
H SO S BF 5 AT BA 7R AS 208 D i A U Sl I
INA T IEZS 0 BAE i, (i 2 8 5 T f# . X 34 £
K2 ARG A AT IR S L DU A R 56 & % Cron-
bach's « Z2%0H 0. 90, HEEHEE Cronbach's o &3
H0.92; 5 F ICC M 0. 86, DES &3 £ [H 5 b K
B, T A R R R L i L AR on R
(Cl

2.3.7 FCR i Leighton 2" F 2018 4E 3 T 5
F32) L Z ISP T2, B 78 X209 BE L S
Ui B e 1 K F IR VAL 51 5 38 FE 2 A B B AT T
FCR i3 T E Y 5 BB BIE& (7 5%
EPINTE-EACI O = DINCIE YGRS S DINCE A€
ZEDFIEAE (4 A& EH I 29 M H. KT HEXRHA
Likert 5 i, NFI%H (1 ) =R P ¥4 (2
I3 VAR (3 ) K (4 ) BRRG 4. KB
(R B0 P4 2 R 23 4R v £ B BE LAY 0~ 35
g5 o 0~14 43 R W) 2 35 B B R F HJZ K 15~



+ 118 -

27 43 WEERIZ IR . 28~35 43 AKEE 8 & K2R A
B BLESY 0~20 43, Hoh 0~8 b W12 F Bl | K
WIS FER9~15 43 K )Z IR, 16 ~20 43 A K 8
FNLRZWHI S BLR5 0~30 43, Hf 0o~12 43
T E B SR E )RR 13~23 47 WAL E K,
24~30 43 R oK B L FZ W B M B4y 0~ 40
gy Ho 0~16 43 I 2434 B S R FH 2K 17~
31 43 MR IZ IR .32~ 40 43 A KE 8 2] % )2 VEAl
B B4y 0~20 4%, Horh 0~8 4 Ry ) 2 3 3 &5 e H)
EHER9~15 MR Z IR 16 ~20 4 0 K 38 3
LRZW ., BB 2L K2R 555 0] Loy
FHRFEAPFHEZR N R HE RS S, ZEE
45 F M (=&~ 0. 43~0.92,1CC 2 0.62~0.90,G
Z AN 0.80~0.99, Forbrig 25" T 2023 4E6 FCR
TP BB B R (FCRG) A X i 36 25 46 TN F 43 7 75 it
BT, 45 M B 3 Cronbach’s a 2% K 0. 980,1CC
M 0.986, H#), FCR % 1& H F & 4E W 4 & 1
o HBEE AR LR, E ) N TR
s, FCRAEGE FmERAEE HE, BA
Fo PN — SO R A RN R O R . 45
AR A 2 R o (E S SIS

2.3.8 DMLES i Bradley %" T 2016 4 i%it,
31T AKH B H 8 o0 2k WSk 4, B
TRV SCORAEAE” B TR B RPEAG A R R S
(Debriefing for Meaningful Learning, DML) 1T #.
DML 1EA—Fp & 55 15  ANUAE RS ER 355 o, th 78 H
N7 70 e e = DA S = N S s o R T 75 T 2 N
B RO T4 IR A R U 2E 31 DMLES
FHRIPEM T 5 DML Jrik — 8 vl M4 17 4. Brad-
ley 25 DMLES 3 FH T8 1 DML 551l i) 97 B 42
G, AR BB 3 Cronbach’'s o 250K 0. 88, PF 4%
HIEMERE R 0,86, N T M £ 4 W] # fi Fn
#3T DML, Bradley™' T 2018 4E%f DMLES # 47 1&
1T, 98 % H v 44 4 DML & ¥ (DMLD . 78 {4 B &
DMLES & HNAAT#2 T D Hy w8 57 ~%H.,
ZH 1~52 i B RCH B3 Gt 4 ik ik
FiPF4r. 25 B 53~57 LI“ 78 “ B Zn ik WiF 4,
DMLI H T & # & &AM H 745 DML — 8917
4,423 Cronbach’s a 2 0. 964,

2.4 FHIERB.EREEREATSE W& 2.
e B REE T, LR VAL TR R AT R R 5
DASH, ¢OSAD, SHORT, DART #1 PADI, JL #}
OSAD 78 F & o T v A AT 5 2008 A 3 i 385 S Ak
B 45 R R VR4 W 15 B 48 . DES.FCR HI
DMLES © £ 5 & T {7 BE R &% B2 (9 4 9%, 4% )l 02
DES, CEZNE X # AT THREAVER S, H45 R BoR
HAE S0 ¥ 4E, 4. OSAD, SHORT, DART HI
PADI 78 & FU UE i B v A 2 o A B o 181 0 7 22 3
— A5 BT 5% % 52 DA 3 5 DAk = R A BT S M A 2L

Journal of Nursing Science Mar. 2025 Vol.40 No.5

Pk, 78 1F 45 B 18] 5 [, DASH., OSAD, SHORT Hl
DES Fir 75 i i 1] %5 %6, 1 PADI B 5 B4 i 8] 45 K 5 %
FH A R, R R 2R A VE AR B TR L 7E B Y
- DASH 1 PADI B H ™z iy ¥ 9 T A [
SRV E TG S, OSAD 8 3 T 48R FLRF
B4 . SHORT T HiH TR# AL . DES.FCR Al
DMLES C#E L EP LW &8P HASR
SRR, FAN A . PPN R AP LR BR M KGE Y
AR A e B 2 AP T B R 2R B % 1.
3 itig
3.1 EIAEMNMEMEERZEEINEX B
BB Y PE AL T2 e — R 3L F U3 L PR A 45 B SR
S 4 e LM A S S A e L AR IR g i
WL REMBE T 8 Fh & £ BB AT T H AT
K B UE AN R L. AT R B T B AR A Hom
FEAO % 38 G B8 L R 0 22 b BRI BN A AE AN
. BRI, DASH T H G F & 847 0 10 58 %R
5 OSAD WM 2 F fF & & 8 202 10 5 B AR
SHORT T. B § 76 WAl &2 8 35 09 250 % 2 25 B
DART W4 7 F I & 5 00 Fn 2 5 78 & S f b i &
5B PADI JCHE & 847 1 58 ICBE ;s DES N 25 IR T
WAL A E SRR FCR T B T &5 S H 78
M B 1 £ DMLES W 3 — 25 A% &2 £ 47
FETERE O . X S 2R AL A P T E SR R S $2 T
SR I AR AR T A K HE

A T R R Y B O R R Y O AR A
R RN B AT T AT L X Bl A R R R T IR B
HE AR X T B AT B S
SRR RS S RS ER N S . R
5o it ax £ T H py L[] R4 AT o Bl 27 2 35 o 41
B SRR S, T SR e . T [E] AR R
P A B, TR R @B AA RSB iE
RNERENREGI LB BEEEERAA ISR
SR G [R] B 3 T B80T T HE Bl 2 ) K 2R
NS FREN T b, LB AR L S0 . #
TH®EW KA 5 BT A B P H AR A &
FEI, I AR S5 AT A N A A
3.2 FMIEAEFEZFMBRIERFENER AR
R HA S TR — R, &5k,
TETF A FEvp g A B T 5 2 2R FH SCHR A R M & KT
WA EEANEN, X8 T AEGFE
A6 56 v 22 2R FH PR — BobE AR P AR G R R AL
TE R A 56 v W) 22 R R T 40 B 12k R0 N 2 R0 48 8
)5k, SR, HETA 5 F T B (DASH, eOSAD,
SHORT . .DART .PADD i A & & J™ 4% (14 20 B £ 55
PRI I 5 3 6 T L7 B 2 32 T IR A B AR A R 5, DA B
PR MER R AT S ME . R Y ETAITAE TH K2 H
FE AN A B T DES 4b, Hofth T 5 8 R #4714 1 {056



PR 2025 4F 3 S 40 B55 5

HE o H T B R R R Y 25 e X 4 T AL TR
[ 4 S B B H AT BEAN S8 4 . B B O 1Al
HH A EOR B PPN R AR S TR 22

+ 119 -

R 245 32 L 55 I 5 4 1E i 1) 6 7 D7 3 L A D) eT
RE 2% 3 ZOP Al 45 2R 10 5 1R A 152

x2 FRIERB . BRERERLE
THZK P SR PR T Y
DASH ORI Z ARBEAE; O BA S 2= E K O AR AE[ ] DASH-RV ffi4E  O AL T H O W3 Py 20 & 2 >
Vo 3 ANRA . AT 2 M X R e 2RI B AR s O TR B AN S SEMRN;OM TR A
AT VPAR i 3 7 R A S5 X AT A BN B BV
OSAD OIFAGm VA Q4ERE 7 OfFE A OMRH TECEARE. ¥ ARETIMARET Ol TAMBHRULRE £ 801 31 O 0
B BSOH E R @A LT ROA L IE B OFEAR SR A MELLER it R PRI E A R B 2l
fhEHE , 5 T4 B R A R s © LR OSAD 343 35 ) 5 B2
HhAE A R
SHORT ~ OWAEMEHE; OfFE R4 OF X E# . OlFARSLE XHRIE. 22 OEMTREAWNIUERNEE;OME
P[] 5L AR 28 R s @ RIEATRUE A 5 s OFF A HE D VAL A2 T B I BRI RO L S A A R BE
SEBRAR o T BE ) A BCR e AL e
DART OWI— AL, TRWEER: Q5 T OTAMBIH SR EE: QMAX R & T A IR P 2822 )
FERT AL D UM AT 48 TR A D RT3 5 A A A HIE LR
E s OE BEVPAL TR Z LR
PADI O FAR BT ARG Z:© OB A& AT e Bt A1 & TAREZER ] T2 85 8 3 FT Al
{7 B2 A DN At TR T e B QR IEAG T REZ FIABRE R A EW A 47 A
fii WL AR IR 5 O FE AR H R A BRI T DR
BT A
DES OFEMBERT; OB CAmHE  ONLETEENEE, %A i MG OFH T L &HEEE; OF A
3 5 O B £ 58 UL AR 1) 3631 S BRI s @ DU AR A B REAS e VAl 2% ) 35 76 52 LI (9 K 5
PRG35 B — A B BB W 58 6 IE L
FCAER P AT HE A
FCR R R4 B IREAT B PP A I A G A A B O T B L lk s O TR0 5 0 3 3
P B0V 5 5 0 D 22 BRGE RS Ve TN IR TH R NG N
B 5 D BLAYRE )
DMLES  OfFRUEE; Qe e i BRI p B it (OPA A B SO S BN ZATERAT N OB TH Ll QWA B X ¥

St S A i

B TG AT I 647 S B9 58 B3

PRI TN R AT AE

3.3 WMEMITEREKEARNE T

ARRAETT Je S,

A9 R SR T B 2 A5 SO A 6 R B A

AV TR R M B bR AL O A i A .
FEA DL FIE ARG B8 O 48 T AU T R B SR
(3t FE H Delphi ¥ U5k DL K /N 5 £ 0T
IIEA LGS G I 00 B 7% 2 T L B DR IEAG TR
T a7 1) Jo i ALY LA R R BB 8 T M
R FH B PR R . AN fE X TR AR AT DALY
IV 76 0 25 FE P ) 1Y) 1 2 0 T R R A 48 e S B g
DU X BUAT TR ARSEBEAT RAEAS 22 Pl 1 58 35 R
AR VIR I 2R — 2P R RO B A R
[l if 25 5 H S T4 B2 ROk . eoh b T 245
M5 5G HoARF A FHL App. Blfs /N B 5 PEAG
U1 sl i 52 A R S5 B S R A i A B
o A 1 LB AR
4 INEE
ATAF S, 52 45 3 O AR IR T T PR R g
FEVPAS T A F I 4 2003 T A /b, B B R
PR TR AT ST AL TR A8 B B A R 22 1 L BT 5T AT
2 7% [ A1 G PG T L 45 45 3 7 LR AU

HAT 3 SO (8 1 o o o R S 4 R R A B DAl

TR A BTN A A BORE 1 AR DL L 2 A L

AR B S A 07 1 5 L LAR T A2 48 S 2o R N 45 2R Y o

it SR S AU 2O R R R R . AR BIESER

PYNTRAASCHR  HAL T 18T A S SCRERE, PRI R Ok F

G0 JE SCHR R U, LA i PP 1 2 WAk

SEZ k.

(1] Etfe, T, e 5 EXENAFTRENEE Y
Fe [T, B R BE R R A 2 iR GRS A RRD 5 2020,20(4)
384-388.

[2] Committee I S, INACSL standards of best practice: simula-
tion™ , simulation glossary[ J]. Clin Simul Nurs, 2016 (12) ;
39-47.

(3] 2w, RN, 50, 55, BESBAHE T Debriefing ¥
AR ST b B M 5 R 2 #H 5 2020,4(3) : 258~
261.

(4] W FIBSIR « WEHLEL, XI5, BEAE . 2540 1 51 S P S 15t 78 O
AR A I R 52 T i g i LT ). AR BE 2 R IR R 44
#,2022,21(6) :753-756.

(5] AHWeis, & &, £, %, 3C 51 S R B T 1 on B LB 2%



L6]

[7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

120 -

XFARBR A AL MR e Re s [T, 9 A e A
2024,39(2) :75-78.

JemMe, EVG R KRB % B ELHTF b EfH0y
B0 R AR ZR IR ) ). P AR R 2 B E 24,2022, 42
(3):241-245.

Husebo S E. Reierson I A, Hansen A, et al. Post-simu-
lation debriefing as a stepping stone to self-reflection and
increased awareness: a qualitative study[]]. Adv Simul
(Lond),2024,9(1):33.

Lockwood C, Dos Santos K B, Pap R. Practical guidance
for knowledge synthesis: scoping review methods [ ] ].
Asian Nurs Res (Korean Soc Nurs Sci), 2019,13(5):
287-294.

Brett-Fleegler M, Rudolph J. Eppich W, et al. Debrie-
fing assessment for simulation in healthcare: develop-
ment and psychometric properties [ J]. Simul Healthc,
2012,7(5):288-294.

Olvera-Cortés H E, Hernandez-Gutiérrez I S, Scherer-
Castanedo E, et al. Who can debriefing assessment for
simulation in healthcare? different perspectives on
teledebriefing assessments[J]. Simul Healthc, 2022, 17
(5):308-312.

Arora S, Ahmed M, Paige J, et al. Objective structured
assessment of debriefing: bringing science to the art of
debriefing in surgery[ J]. Ann Surg,2012,256(6):982-
988.

Abegglen S, Krieg A, Eigenmann H. et al. Objective
Structured Assessment of Debriefing (OSAD) in simula-
tion-based medical education: translation and validation
of the German version[ ] ]. PLoS One, 2020, 15 (12):
€0244816.

Runnacles J, Thomas L, Sevdalis N, et al. Development
of a tool to improve performance debriefing and lear-
ning: the paediatric Objective Structured Assessment of
Debriefing (OSAD) tool[]J]. Postgrad Med J, 2014, 90
(1069):613-621.

Runnacles ], Thomas L, Korndorffer J, et al. Validation
evidence of the paediatric Objective Structured Assess-
ment of Debriefing (OSAD) tool[J]. BMJ Simul Technol
Enhanc Learn,2016,2(3) :61-67.

Zamjahn ] B, Baroni de Carvalho R, Bronson M H, et
al. eAssessment:development of an electronic version of
the Objective Structured Assessment of Debriefing tool
to streamline evaluation of video recorded debriefings
[J].J Am Med Inform Assoc. 2018,25(10):1284-1291.

Riviere E, Aubin E, Tremblay S L., et al. A new tool for
assessing short debriefings after immersive simulation:
validity of the SHORT scale[ J ]. BMC Med Educ, 2019,
19(1) :1-7.

Baliga K, Coggins A, Warburton S, et al. Pilot study of
the DART tool: an objective healthcare simulation de-

briefing assessment instrument [ ] ]. BMC Med Educ,

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

Journal of Nursing Science Mar. 2025 Vol.40 No.5

2022,22(1) :636-636.
Baliga K, Halamek L. P, Warburton S, et al. The De-
briefing Assessment in Real Time (DART) tool for si-
education [ J ]. Adv

mulation-based medical Simul

(Lond),2023,8(1):9.
Saylor J L., Wainwright S F, Herge E A, et al. Peer-As-
sessment Debriefing Instrument (PADI) : assessing fa-
culty effectiveness in simulation education[J]. ] Allied
Health,2016,45(3) :e27-€30.
Saylor ] L, Wainwright S F, Herge E A, et al. Develop-
ment of an instrument to assess the clinical effectiveness
of the debriefer in simulation education[]J]. J Allied
Health,2016.,45(3):191-198.
Reed S J. Debriefing Experience Scale: development of a
tool to evaluate the student learning experience in de-
briefing[J]. Clin Simul Nurs,2012,8(6) :e211-¢217
Tosterud R, Petzeall K, Wangensteen S, et al. Cross-
cultural validation and psychometric testing of the ques-
tionnaire: Debriefing Experience Scale []J]. Clin Simul
Nurs,2015,11(1) :27-34.
Almeida R G, Mazzo A, Martins | C, et al. Validation
to portuguese of the Debriefing Experience Scale[ ]J]. Rev
Bras Enferm,2016,69(4) :705-711.
Farrés-Tarafa M, Julian D B, Lorenzo-Seva U, et al.
Cultural adaptation, translation and validation of the
Spanish version Debriefing Experience Scale[]]. PLoS
One,2022,17(5) :e0267956.
Xie Y D, Li X Y, Liu Q. et al. Cross-cultural validation
and psychometric testing of the Debriefing Experience
Scale (DES): a cross-sectional study [ J]. BMC Med
Educ,2022,22(1):272.
Leighton K, Mudra V, Gilbert G E. Development and
psychometric evaluation of the Facilitator Competency
Rubric[J]. Nurs Educ Perspect,2018,39(6) : E3-E9.
Forbrig T A, Gellert P, Biniok M, Griske J. Facilitator
competency rubric in nursing simulations: transcultural
adaptation and validation of the German version[]].
BMC Nurs,2023,22(1) :139.
Bradley C S, Dreifuerst K T. Pilot testing the debriefing
for meaningful learning evaluation scale[ J]. Clin Simul
Nurs,2016,12(7) :277-280.
Bradley C S. Confirmatory factor analysis of the debrie-
fing for meaningful learning inventory® [J]. Clin Simul
Nurs,2018,14:15-20.
Arul N, Ahmad I, Hamilton J, et al. Lessons learned
from a collaborative to develop a sustainable simulation-
based training program in neonatal resuscitation:simula-
ting success J]. Children (Basel),2021,8(1):39-39.
Dreifuerst K T. Getting started with debriefing for meaning-
ful learning[ J]. Clin Simul Nurs,2015,11(5):268-275.
CRSCH BRI



