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ABSTRACT

The clinical judgment skill of nurses can affect many patient outcomes, and therefore nursing
students should develop their clinical judgment abilities. The evaluation of clinical judgment
requires standardized instruments. The Lasater Clinical Judgment Rubric (LCJR) is widely accepted
and used to evaluate clinical judgment; however, the Thai version was not available at the time this
report was prepared. Aim This study aimed to evaluate the psychometric properties of the Thai version
of the LCJR (T-LCJR). Design, Participants and Setting A cross-sectional descriptive studies was
used to validate the Thai version of the LCJR (T-LCJR) in three colleges of nursing under the jurisdiction
of the Ministry of Public Health in Thailand. A translation and psychometric validation study was used
with 220 undergraduate nursing students in the simulation laboratories and clinical settings.

Methods A back translation method was performed in the process of translation. All participants
completed the high-fidelity simulation coursework as well as the regular clinical rotation on maternal
and infant child nursing and midwifery practicum course Il. Students then evaluated their clinical
judgment from their simulation performance using the Thai version of the LCJR (T-LCJR).

Results The reliability using Cronbach’s alpha was acceptable, with a Cronbach’s alpha coefficient
of between 0.653 and 0.775. The overall internal consistency reliability coefficient was 0.881. The
confirmatory factor analysis with 4 components fitted the data well. The fit of the model was satisfac-
tory in all indices, with a ¢2/df value of 1.45, x2 46.44, df 32, p 0.755, GFI 0.96, NFI 0.97 RMR 0.024
and RMSEA 0.032.

Conclusions Thai version of the LCJR (T-LCJR) showed satisfactory psychometric properties as
to those of the original version. The T-LCJR and can be used to evaluate clinical judgment among Thai
nursing students.Keywords: confirmatory factor analysis, reliability, Lasater Clinical Judgment Rubric
(LCJR)
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NITRRUAUDY 6 2.967 0.781 75 0.875 0.89
AaKFULENNg 7 3.033 0.809 742 0.86
8 3.071 0.774 715 0.83
9 2.967 0.090 .702 0.77
N19ATIaU 10 3.138 0.690 679 0.771 0.69
NARNS 11 3.121 0.697 722 0.81
994 1-11 3.057 0.524 0.811

a I3 L4 a = Qs
HAdLASIzURdIA UsenauLTdasuwew
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis) N1TUATIEUAIA
192N AL LU LT LRUN AR A UNNARIN
a & A [ <
4 99Alsznen AB N13AANALIL N1TkUanaN
NI N1IADUAUBNFRETLLTNT WAaznITaziau
o/ & a I's 1 % a o el
HAANE NAN13IAITS Wudn TeyaiTetlsraney

v A o a Ao >
ﬂqqﬂﬂﬂmﬂ@ﬂ\iﬂﬂﬂﬂ@uﬂ‘uLLu’JﬂmV]f]H{]V]ﬂqﬂuﬂl/LQ

AadAdleldmuvaninasfresnnunawiniznes
fansunldannen pvalue = 0.755 Geldiiiudndny
NARALAIMNILANFNNTEUINANTIANNNEUL LTI
%33@‘17’1'Lﬁumﬂmmmﬁummﬁuuﬂﬁqmmuuu
$1a89 (RMSEA) l&ANFL 0.032 daiiAntfaendn
0.05 uananuafRAai Tl ARA AL Wl
PN UART MeasEEnfaRg 4
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aae

A5 4 AradadpANNaNnauTedliinanIslssiunIfndunRalin Audeyaidallsyand

AT IR inusivdiniulannudaya ATle
Chi square - 46.44
df - 32
b >0.05 0.755
RMSEA <0.05 0.032
SRMR <0.05 0.040
CFl >0.90 0.99
GFl >0.90 0.96
AIC - 1767.35
BIC - 1813.53
NFI >0.90 0.97
RMR <0.05 0.024
SRMR <0.05 0.040

HANTIILATI TN VTN a9 AlsTnel W97
avAlsznauAIuNIsduNaWi AT uganIUNITR]
sznavsiog 3 ﬁqm'% (r1-r3) mﬁmﬁﬂmﬁﬂi:ﬂﬂu
89211914 0.73-0.90 mmmmmmﬁﬁlﬂummﬁm
88j31dN9 0.29-0.57 NNINARBLULAATYNNEDA
(Anadf t) denagszndng 8.33-10.55 uazAn An
ﬁ')’mLﬁ?;lﬂuﬂ’]ﬁ"i/mﬂ\‘lﬂrﬂ?::ﬂﬂ‘i_lﬂg'i‘:ﬁfi’]\i 0.70-
0.74

avAlsznauAunIsulanuunng dsenay
fingl 2 ﬁqm% (r4-r5) ﬁﬁmﬁﬂmﬁﬂi:ﬂ@mfgiwdw
0.65-0.78 m'ﬁmwmmmLﬁﬁ@umqmaﬁﬁu@fﬁzmdw
0.38-0.57 N1NAdaUtEANATUNNADR (AVADA t)
fiAnagszving 8.33-9.74 uaze R Aaanaifieslu
n199RadALsENaLBLILNdng 0.62-0.82

B9ALIZNALANUNIIABLAUBIFADEFLLTNNS
Uszneudng 4 FaLid (6-9) Sinminesdilsznen
B¢7¥114979 0.76-0.83 ﬁhmfmmmﬂ'ﬁ@ummgm
8921919 0.31-0.43 NINAFBUNEAIATYNINATIA
(Aadid t) Henagszndng 11.67-13.22 uazAn R?
ﬁ@m’mLﬁ'miumﬁmmﬁﬂiznamﬁ_jawdw 0.77-
0.89

a9AsznausIuNITasiauNadNslsznay
fae 2 Faried (r10-r11) ﬁﬁwﬁﬂmm‘ﬂa:ﬂ@mg
7211914 0.70- 0.90 @i’mmm@mmﬁéummﬂm@ﬁ
721919 0.19-0.51N1 AR UUNAVATYNINADA
(ANaDA t) AANagIvnIg 9.39-12.09 wazA Aa
rﬂq’mlﬁm‘lun’m"mfmﬁﬂizn@ufag’iwdw 0.69 -0.81



0.29 —> 1
0.46 —> 2
-0.07
0.50 —> r3
0.38 —>| r4
0.57 —>] 5
0.31 —> 6
0.07 0.34 —> 7
037 —»| 8 ? .
0.43 —> 9
12 / :
-0.13 .0.50—>] 10 / .
0.19 — r11
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Chi-Square = 46.44, df = 32, P-value = 0.0755, RMSEA = 0.032

nM1sanUsiana
LULIANIIARAUNINARTINLBIAN TN AR TR
A g (T- LCJR) srunszuqunisudalagld
wmARANTLUAR LU N TmuasN wuuwilalildna
v U o 1 dld
PLazLUagaunay NungzuIunisulani
g o da 4 Y
AN TAENITRaNELUANHAMNT LT eI
nslnguaznisdengy ANinnauiy
v . . 4 4o 4
Auatun1s gy Wesanidunzeailanniy
dl v = o
nszuaunisulanldinissaunauuuudnge
v e o A v e . .
muaumummﬂ@muﬂau (Semantic Equiva-
lence) ANMANIBINTHUNBRANTTUNAHUNIZAN
2930111 NNt lineassldlunguilszains
ARANMNENIZ9TAMLETIN I unNFANE
NI1INANTUIAUNINYBILATAINAAN
nsdnziesAlszneudsEuiu Inenistiudume s
wazaaAlsrnauMiulnseaireaeanuudn LCIR

Fuatiui 4 asfUsznay Téur nsdunmiu ns
WHAAINYNIY NIABLANBNABEFULENTS WATNIT
AzHRUNAANS O HAAINNNTALAT TR ATBILLL
9m T-LCJR Audayaidalszdnynwudn wuudn
T-LCJR Haruaanadasnauniuiuuudannsii
SrnunldeefTudrAynieadfnsydu 01
frihminesdilsznevvesdifve 11 TR BETENIN
0.64- 0.90 lnefiansaunAiminesdszneyd
aanfulAsasuinnda 0.55'° asAtlsznausu
nsdaneiiu dszneusag 3 88 Taun 1) nsdans
WLLIANZAY 2) NInsenindiegluuunisiiademi
paanlaiulmuanevang waz 3) N1suan
daya avAdsznausunisutlamanuunig Useney
g 2 JF leun nsdpansumNdATynsdays
waznisdnladeys asAlsenausun1TRaLAUDS

1 ¥

pefFuLENIssznausag 4 15 Teun mnugyuuay
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nsugasaanatefinaudula psudaiauly
nseans fnsneuauiinuaiirondnudueas
ANHENIINEIUIA AT 4) B9AUIENaUAIUNIg
azviaunaulsznaudon 2 FALAWN n1sdssiiiwnig
?Jmm:ﬁmwmLmzm’mgqﬁuﬁ@%ﬁum ANLUIAR
MafnAWN9AATING 4 aedtsznewnii auauimeg
dauna LA EuRd AnAnE IndiAes vie
waAnRALate TN AUNNIARTN WU 3R
Fa070uyn NIFLEMBHANINARTEN N13ATTaUAR
nsdsviiuiuuesAsn ToyeyUfiid (Practical
Wisdom)'® 1lsznaufasuanaasdilsznatuazifly
NIEUIUNNT TALHENNUBINIT PAMBHANINARTINGA
Lﬂuﬂi:mumiﬁﬁﬁusﬁ@uﬁﬁmmi antlyn1 (Meta-
cognition) waznyg) suideu-AaNFianiziu (Disci-
pline-Specific Knowledge) T luAusausINLa
FipszridayafuLTnig UssiliuaaudiAny e
faya waldiminnaiennssin'® Anmesda
(Victor-Chmil) agunad1lunaslinisnenuiagsu
1FnsneLnaldnszuuNIWNsNaY ARNAY Lay
Wnwendy fevdinineilaaldnishneat 19d
Fan30ury10s Usegnaldnanssunianisnenuialag
nsldwnnaneAatinieun1sdJuiRn1Ine1LNa
waztPimnsneunalagrunisfndunieeain?®

NN3ALATITTRIALIsTNaLIENEUIU LuLdANIg
Fadun1epATinavavaa 4 eafdsznay n1swAn
AoruifiaslaeldAndudszdnizesnsauunn
(Cronbach's &) léAuansiesmeatiuuaees
sznay 4 Au ”Lﬁ’mmﬁﬁﬁmﬁumm’mLﬁ'mum
pumsesfliznen nszAanafiasianldnng
iﬁmugﬁgmdﬁﬂﬁmm%ﬂwmmLmudvmﬁLﬁm
aadtsznatiAen (Unidimensionality) wUU4aRd
vaneeeAlaznay msuanmenuAdlsrdvaaes
pIauL AR NEIFLlTENaL HINNdNTiazaEeILIIY
Faatu?! msznismeeuiatuazinlilaan
Fuilszdnivesaseunnagaiiunanuiiuaie®?

NANTTIAENLINAUNNTLLaAMNNTNNY (o0 = 0.672)
fnpnuiiinssingn idulumaunnst Taefatnn
AnANdNLsY AN 109 ATRULNATIHENF LR AN
521974 0.70-0.9523 GapndutlsrAntaesnsaring
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LUUTANNIAARUNINARUNTRIANTUALS AUNNT
wdamnuvanaiiies 2 J5(A10N) aenAfeaiu
auyAzIUAanaatnamu ugnaniflunisfianson
Lmu*;"mmiﬁmaumm'ﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬂLLﬂ@”LﬂLﬂummrﬁmj
WLINANALIZNALAIUNNTLLAANNYTNNE WAZRIA
Usznaudunisasieunduiifidiusudediniy
duan 2 (5 (A1ow) sTndAdudszAniaesnse
UUNARINI N TARIMUALT Y A1unng dziia
NARNS (0 = 0.683) TBILLLIANTAARUNINAALN
2 TUNEUNUA (K-LCIR)'® Andiuilsz@nanesase
ummﬁ@@ui@ﬁﬁmu%’@ﬁu@@n((:ronbach’s o if
ltem Deleted) Ua4ULLIANITAARUNNARLNALTL
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AnduilsrANEreeATaLLNATIRLTL (oo = 0.881)
waAgINdaAInINTANEBAAAeY (Homogeneity)
fudiadnnudun TunsTliiuiuuniasadunie
ARTNIaaATAe SR Ina il uesedlefisl
AMNITiEmss desnnufianusenndesiuanansn
il EnsnAunepatnTugBaulne s
LULIANTIFARUNINARTNTRIATLADT UL
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