PRI S 2003 4F 9 A 18 %% 9 s 655

4 I BARE S 2 T O R 2T

FoP A ES RER Y LA ERAR, BEAR
CENA#4EPEFR/EBEERPER, HIl K 610041; *FHETAK¥, FH)

RE-BM AAVPEAMAFE(THAPAINEIFXUARAY AV L FIFTXGAE . AR ELHFPEALER
HMABBERE., AZ AALIIRFNEASPQN 5744204 PANFIFXBEFAS. GR PLEHAT A
RAEMAiRFELET  PLEAFR FEARARTAEHARALEITIFTAEYAOY P>0.05) ;P46
HERZHAMET RS FTES WA LEHAH(P<0.05 K P<0.01), &it PLEARPHOFI IR
FF X ERBEOBTHEPASNEREDIPAERUBFFFPLAA ML I EAA TFRERLFIF X,
R . FAEAH. PR, FIFX; HBKE

MBS HEE.G525.5;R47 NRARIAW.A  XEHRS.1001 -4152(2003)09 - 0655 — 03

Investigation on Learning Approaches of the Whole-time College Nursing Students// LI Jiping . LIU Suzhen, ZHAO
Huiling. et al // School of Nursing/Nursing Department of West China Hospital , Sichuan University , Cheng-
du 610041, China

Abstract: Objective To explore the learning approaches of college nursing students and their influencing factors,
Methods The study process questionnaire was used to investigate learning approaches of 157 nursing students. Re-
sults Nursing students were prone to use deep and achieving approaches during their learning process; Learning ap-
proaches of nursing students were not affected by age, grade, and reading newspapers {P>>0, 05); The motive
and strategy approaches were influenced by working experience and reading habits directly (P<{0. 05 or P<C
0.01). Conclusion The college nursing students had positive study motivations and strategies. Consciously guiding

students participating some social activities and reading some books were propitious to improve learning approaches

for college nursing students.
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