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Abstract

This one-group pre-test and post-test quasi-experimental study aimed to examine
the effects of simulation-based leaming. The sample comprised 34 second-year nursing students
selected through simple random sampling. The research instruments included scenarios, a clinical
decision-making assessment, a learning outcomes assessment, and a satisfaction assessment.
The content validity indices ranged from .83 to .91, while the reliability coefficients, as
measured by Cronbach’s alpha, ranged from .73 to .89. Data were analyzed using descriptive
statistics and a paired t-test.

The results showed that overall clinical decision-making scores after the
intervention were significantly higher than those before the intervention (t = 4.95,
p-value < .001), particularly in the domains of noticing (t = 3.51, p-value < .001) and
responding (t = 6.52, p-value < .001). Regarding learning outcomes, the highest mean score was
observed in cognitive skills (77.12%), followed by ethics and morality (74.45%) and
interpersonal relationships (70.56%), respectively. Overall satisfaction with the learning
model was at the highest level (Mean = 38.16, SD = 5.15). Thus, simulation-based learning
effectively could enhance clinical decision-making skills and learning outcomes. Nursing educators
can utilize these simulation-based leamning activities in nursing education to enhance students’

preparedness for effective nursing practice.
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Unin

mMsdansis sunsaeunenualutday du
IfUasurIuanasaouiiiun1sussens
(lecture-based) lgnsiFsusiBasniiiufiFou
Jugudnans (leamer-centered)' wii13Uuuy
nsfnwiAN S euianuInung e wided
Fadinlun1sysaunisgnisandulanieadin
Tuanumsala3efifinnududou damalvgiFeu

PIATNBENITANIATIZY N1TTRAIRUAINLEIAY
oo uagnsneuauaw o Uit Ny
Usznaudutedninaudiuiu azauvasndiy
voa e bitinAnwimeuaiilonai nuf Ua
Tuaounisalasanas wazenaviaanuiule
Tun1sufuRanu

AR TRG R AT RN BHEITO PR
(simulation-based leaming: SBL) saui unalulad



o o

78 MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

aelvl Fadunnmeddglumasisummamson
VoL 38ug U URNUAT TnawdumaiSeus
uUszaUNSal lavn1sildius e unsghieseiy
vouji3eu’ BeredusBumsaniiasis msdedule
n19addn uarn1sviaudnAugduedied
UszanSam®® Tngenansdvimiiidugdiuae
ANwazAIN (facilitator) Tunisatiuayumsiann
HiSeussaunU ﬂgﬁmmmi Vinwe woAnIsu
waziinuad ierrlugainudedulunisqua
fUawedraduiionndn®®’

nssindulanieadiin (clinical decision-
making) LYuanssaurdAyesivIdwnena
\IAINNTY TUINTNSARBEET NI Uay
nslivnnansnddn ileussananadeya uay
AuagUigeggneed warUaande® ! auuiAn
283 Tanner” Uszneusiag Msdanm mIuuanyiming
N15MBUANDY WarAITALTBUAR Tedatonde
n1sfnduegruduszuu® Inenisiseuiaae
#401UN15019180998 928 WAIUITIN YL AINETD
Hrunsindndulaluaninuindeniivasade
WeulssuidniumsiinufoR naenauaiuaing
anusiidle wazanumenvesSeulumsufianu
dlewdnyfuaaunisalase 1

uenanil msfamsdeuddieaniunisal
a0darreRmUINaI NSNS e U veinAnw
we1u1a e alenmalidiFeulatinAnegnadl
T3 wazUfoRluuiunilndiAsadu
AnTUMIAITE daaSuvimugnsdeans uasmsvinau
25711 Sy dagaendovasuiiAuaf
AUSURABOULTIIBITN hazAIUATEnTinmaIu

vudiu

2511516 Fafuiuguves

nshiuinisnerutaegelannin luaiunis
Uszidiuwa lneaufianelanenisiieuiiodu
Fudsddnitazviouliiuisnanimuesnisia
msfnw Wesmndanuduiusiuusegala nnsd

mmﬂaamﬁmaqﬁﬂw

dmsm uaskadugYEMenIsiSew®!” egndlsfioy
ANuiaelaealidonndosivanssouzasuaely
TnerfiFoueausuifiunuesgenitauueie®
oo myUszdiuauianalamudiumsindula
epdiin Feflmusnduesned ¢ il eliazsiouds
HadnSNTSeUs e AToURRY
PINNSANBTIRIIN WU nsasuna
M358u3 (debriefing) warmsazvieudn (reflection)
JussrusznevdrAgueanisdanisieugeie
aaumsalanass® % 1 desanvasliigiFou
Imumudszaunsal \Weslosmnudgnisujin
wazaunsindaulanemainlaedraduszuy’®
dawasionsiousiTedn wazauiulovessiGou
aglsfinu nidednlvedalsdneluldndne
nenuadudi 3 - 4 Felusvaunmsainienatnuda
vaurdfidariandngudsszdnyludndnw
WAt 2 ?z'fna&ﬂuéu"mﬂ?i&Juﬂhumﬂmiﬁﬂm
Aangeddnisinwnialfun Inesinddednin
Auinurn1sdung nsUsziliu uagnisindula
mardtin sanedraente wazerside
Tunswdeyfuaniunisalase fafu msdnuide
Tundoil Jujsdnvmarasnisdanisifouddae
anumsaldans safumsasiouRneg 1aduszuy
meldnsaukulAnvee Jeffries™ Tanner” way
Gibbs® sien1sdndulanienddn nadnsnissens
waraufiwelavesin@nvinerviaduldil 2
dedaasuanunieulunsufsieuegied
Uszdnsnn wazUasnasiy
IngUsEaeANISITY
diefnwvmavesnisdanisiseunisasy
ArgdnIunIsaldraeaiouaiinenisindula
MePATN uagnadnsnsReusvenindnymeua
F07 2 univendonasguisug



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.33 No.1 January - June 2026 79

duNAguN1TITY

1. MENA AT IWNTIANSLS UNSdoU
spamumsaiSeeualioutss Tndnufleeuuands
msdndulanendfingindneunisdnsiunsia
ANSL3PUNNTEDUMBANIUNITITIADUAL DU

2. MUNAUVITIUNTTANTLS BUNTEDU
Fresnunsaleewaiousse WA esiuueie
HAGNSN1SSEUINaINTTeusgluseaud

3. MERAADITIANTIANITT BUNITADY
el eeuaious WA Sesuueie
Aufisnalaaglusedud

nsauULLIAATUNTITY

nsAnuideluaded \Bumsysannis
WiaRa 3 wnAavan laun 1) unfemsdnnsSeu;
AUANIUNT5AIT1A09704 Jeffries™ 2) WuaAn

159 ad ulan19Aaiinea Tanner way 3) 2935

MsazviouAnves Gibbs® LiteWaunsFeuives
diseuegnuduszuu tnglduwifAnues Jeffries™
Hunseulumsesnuuuamumsaisaediilasesis
waziud S euduaudnans lnsuwnAnves Tanner”
Lfluﬁugmiumiﬁwmmxmumiﬁmﬁﬂﬁmwﬂaﬁﬂ
Ut umaUMSE IR LUARIUNLNE AOUALDS
wazazTouNadng vauzfineasves Gibbs’ avuayu
nsagviouAnedraduszuy wazn1siseudan
‘Usuaumim ImmimwmwﬂmuLLmﬂﬂuu
ﬁmaaaLaia,mqmumsaammummaug NSEUIMIAR
warn1sasyoulsTTauUNISal @INananISWRILI
nsdmdulaneadiin ausiule wazmsiidusou
VU 5L Fadenlesurmaiianele Sy msUsediy
Anuianalanudfumsded wlanweddn 398
AudAgylunsazNoulsz@nsuarein1sin
nsi3eunIsdeu MaziBuadinnd 1

A15IANTSLIBUNTTHDU
fada1uNIsalINaa Ll aURZ
1. P9NLUUANIUNSAISADLET DUTS
2. msthlUlgluaaunisaldasaaiiouass
3. MsazTioudn 7 Tuneu

(interpreting)

(responding)

1) ﬂ(fW]UV]’J‘LJi']EJawLEJEJmJﬁNL‘VTG]ﬂ’ﬁm (noticing)
2) mmummmaﬂwmammmimmmmu (feeling)
3) WATIEN BFUELANE Uazdna1auaNdALy

4) AneuleuvnnTsalmunanvgNa (reasoning)
5) asumsiseus uazuuinensuidaym (leaming)

6) d=vioun1sUHUR wazn1snavausmaanIunIsal

7) MwsugnmatiluuoRluewien (reflecting)

- msnnaulanmepadn

- HAdWSN9ISeu3

- anuianelavesindnw
FON1TIANISISBUNITEDY
PUENIUNNTNTNADY

AN 1 NTBUBLIAALUNNSIRY



o o

80 MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

F/N1IANIUNNTINY

msfnuiteluadel Jumsideimeaes
WUU 1 NaY IANOU KALMAINITNARB (One-group
pretest-posttest quasi-experimental design)
MsAnyITeluge Weunguniay 83 Fonau
W.A. 2567

UsEBINIUAZNGUAI9EN9

Uszrns Ao UnAnwinzneunameans
FuD7 2 uivendonasguisug

NAAATDEN FD UNANALENENUTRAERS
ST 2 ﬁaﬂwstﬁsmﬁauiw%ﬂmiw&nma;ﬂmi 1
TunmAmsAnufl 2/2566 311 49 518 Teetindnen
nAulasugUuuuniIsInnIsiseunsaaunay
an1unsaldnaotalousss

AIdeninunvuiangudlegnalaely
ANTILATIENBIUIINTNAGDU (power analysis)
AMNUARIDIUIINIINAFBUVNNAY .80 WaZIZAU
Fod1Fyn19adffisza v .05 AMUWUINIIY0I
Cohen” TpafmuamnB B WanaLi 4 e i
204 Tonapa wazAmy’ 151891UA1 standardized
mean difference Wi 56 aglsfinna iiteidial
At defievesnanisite §ideidenlde
qundvEwadi 50 Tun1suan dswalilduunn
nausaeg il esiu S 27 e waniletosty
msgamevesioya JIdelFfinangsiegnedn
Yoray 25.00% Feldndusinosng sausisdu 34 59

nsfny1ifeluaded 1¥nsduiaesng
wuude (simple random sampling) 3NNgNUsEANNS
TflnaueiRmunamiiime lneBurnmsdnden
LUUINLR1234 (purposive sampling) el el
ﬂq'uGT:]athﬁaamé’anﬁ’ui’mqﬂsxmﬁmﬁ%’a
Nty G‘hLﬁumﬁdmwmw%aﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬁm'mmmﬁﬁ
delimnauilemalsfumsandense awiniisuriy
Tnedl wnasinisdad Wud 1) dnAnuvdudi 2
AMENYIUIAFNERT UMINEITETNANUTTNG
2) amgilowSousigivinisnerviagivg 1

MAMSANET 2/2566 wae 3) BugeuiinsmmsIvy
Tneadnsla daunasinsAneen laun 1) venauss
INA1TITY LAy 2) a1een nseliausadnm
Tusednasnanlaasuaiuniirue

w3asilouazanniazasienldluntside

i3esflefldlunisiide wiseenidu
2 @ Usenausie

1. i psilefltlunsdiiunside leun
JULUUNITIANITISBUATITARUAIBANIUNTTE
fraouaiiousss Wuaounisainsdeus (scenarios)
Sﬁﬂﬁwm‘dﬂyummiauumﬁm National League for
Nursing (NLN) 983 Jeffries™ 91wt 8 anunsal
1Hu 1) ey fitgmlmesess
2) nsneuiagdaegluafild Sumskadaen
feugnruIneen 3) ManeruiagUaeglug s
eyt douan a) msweunaRUes e
fifinme Stevens-Johnson syndrome 5) MsnenuTa
ﬂﬂw;ﬂmﬁﬁmw Hepatic encephalopathy
6) miwmmaﬁﬂwrﬂﬁlmgwﬁqmﬁmLmqqﬁwﬁaaﬂ
7) maneuagUaedlngfiflnnzidensonnis
YospaenraUn@ way 8) MsneunagUeg g
ndarndaemngn uazsluvis 2 41e0on Tand
sonuuulunudmsumsasyiouAneg 1illasasng
InelgnseuunnAnnmsanalanndiinues Tanner”
AsUARY 4 seee laun NMsdann msudanuving
NNIABUALDY WazNIazTiouNAdNS Lilenszdu
nszuIunsAanadinvesiiseustaduddiv
TneysannstutuseuniseAuneasioudnniu
Gibbs’ reflective cycle’

2. idosdleldlunafiuusadeya I

21 Feyavilivesnguiieene Uszneusae
FormuAefudnuazUsznns uasdnse 3o
1¥un e 97y insnledsavan uavUszaumsal
MISeumEEnLNNI ARl auTs IneilsUiuy
Judafau Ao wuuidenneu wazuuuiiium



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.33 No.1 January - June 2026 81

2.2 wuuuseilunisandulanienddn
Tne3delausuanainwuuinnisdndunieaidn
w03 039N Yudise wazansy” Inefin1sususauden
Tduas uaznszdunnty wuudssulseneudie
Forauiome 11 9o udadu 4 Frundn 1aun
1) snunisdaunavsesuiteyaddgluaniunisel
FiPRI 2) FrurSUUaP VY 3) SUATSIEUEL
AaRSUUTAIT uag 4) AunITavTiouNadns
Amauldunuulinziuuaiu rubric rating scale
flazuuy faud 1 - 5 Aazuyy Tngdavuuusy
LaTIIERIULIAREE LazuUanI ML YDS
azuuy Tnglignsdunsmady = (Azuuugean -
ﬂxLLuuﬁ’lqm)/ﬁﬂmwﬁgu =(5-1)/5 = .80 lanzuuy
asmsWanamssinaulaveeadn feil

Aty 1.00 - 1.80 Ao tesdign

Aads 1.81 - 2.60 e tow

Al 2.61 - 3.40 s Yrunans

Al 3.41 - 4.20 fi9 17N

Aads 4.21 - 5.00 Ao 1nilan

23 WUUUsEIURAaNSN1TISeUS
ﬂmsﬁiﬁ“aﬂ“@uuﬁumﬂmiwumuﬁimmw
LaZNIOURIAATIA 9097 TnetAzwuLsIY
TULARYATUNIATUIUYNS DUALUDIAL WU ULAL
9ngn3 (Azuuuiild/Azuuudu) x 100 910ty
th3esazvasrsuuudiunSsuiiousunas fad

ovaz 80.00 - 100 Ao szAuMbew

Jowaz 70.00 - 79.00 A SEAUA

Sauay 60.00 - 69.00 Av sEAUUIUNANS

5988z 50.00 - 59.00 AD szAUNELY

snn¥esay 50.00 Ao ERRIETTEN

2.4 wuuUssiuanuiianeladeguiuy
A159ANTSLIYUNITADUABANIUNITU T804
waflouats amzdiTemurtuinnismunau
133UNTIN HAZNTBURWIRATIAEIT8™ tham
Aade uazulanumnevenzuullagligns
SunsnAty = (AZUUUGIAR - %Lmu(ﬁf’wqm/
S1uutu = (5 - 1/5 = 80 uwlanaradgld sall

3.26 - 4.00 vidn8ds danudianalauin

2,51 - 3.25 e danuiianelatiunas

1.76 - 2.50 e danuieanelates

1.00 - 1.75 visheifia ﬁmmﬁqwahﬁaaﬁqm

N1sATIIABUAMAINIATENEI IR

1. wuuusziliunisanaulanieadin
@ma]aaummmal,%qLﬁamﬂm@mmmqeﬁ U
3 vy laAaailaudennanssyninedeniniy
AuingUszasdvesnside (index of item-objective
congruence: 10C) Wi .83 wagUSuugstarany
fifiAn 10C feenin 50 :ntiu neseuAILTesy
futin@nuiiddnuaslndiAsstunguitesn Sy
30 30 IS AnduUsvavis ueaThuesAsoUUAINY 73

2. @01un15idnasailauase AsIdau
mmmqL%qﬁamimﬁmq@mg@ U 3 YU
I Andatlaumsadadom (00) Turas 67 - 1.00
Ansatianunsad aiiomsa winfu .90 andu
ddunismaasy alpha test lnsgidorvgy
ieUS U ENRs W3 9radn uasd W umnsal
Q?ﬁalﬁﬁﬁLﬁumwmaamﬁymﬁu (beta test)
Fuindnw w5 51 Weussdiuarudululs
Tumsiildidasa nuin i3 suaansoid ot uwou
maeus wazadufanssuldaelussesiom
fifmun {3363 wWsulsssazBoadiumade
uargUnsaiUszneulsiliauauy s Buneud g
Tun153d8a39

3. wuuUsEdiunaa wsMaSewus nsveey
arumsnduionilaoransdfasusein dud
UsEaun1salfIuNITINNISIS8UNITEBY LAy
audornaludiemsein Tnefansanay
danndevastamnuiuingussasdnsiseus
(learning outcomes) mmmamqmauﬁuam
wazAMMmInzauvesnw neuthiUldlunsiAu
wTmdeya

4. wuuUsziiupnuiianelaneanisin
ASLSEUNITAOUAILANTUNITUT 1D UET DU
as1deUAIRsATadon 1A 10C Wiy 91



o

82 MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

wazUFuugeternuiiial 10C Yaunin .50
Nty negeumLdetufuThAnwiddnuay
IndtAsaiungusiegna 9113 30 518 laen
Sulszavsuearvesnsouuia Wiy .89

nsvinyansvasnguiaagng

msfneTeluedel dumsiarsanmn
AENTINNSAS B3I TIT ULy e uninende
SWAYUIIE vanelan 014/2567 Fuil 2 wereneu
2567 f33 vl @l sAnUAAENEUIRAENS
wrivedoneigusud Weveiutoya eldsu
nseyifAudrFadntisnasdeaundninw
lusnednn Wnen1sidsunduldineadasle uay
Tyl d awas onsis suns enan1susziiule 9 e
UnAnwgugeudnsumside lnvamwaluenans
Bugendnsmmaie fifedasuivteya lneteya
agnifudunnudy uasiiauslunws sl
s sideanansansusildynile Taglside
dndla 9

nsiiusiusaudoya

flsvwaziBen fail 1) Lﬁusﬁaaﬂaﬁ'ﬂﬂmaa
naufieg1e n1sdedulanisadinvesindnw
nou wagnain1saaes nglwdndneuseidiy
awed 2) iudeyanaansnisiseus 4 A ldun
2.1) AUANTITY ATEFITU 2.2) ATUNNBENIS
Ugyayn 2.3) AuAuduiusseninauana uay
2.4) §1unTIATIET ey nsdedns way
Astdmalulad ansaune AeRaIn1SNAaa
ansdyaouduglvinzuunainnisdunanisel
wazmsavveuRsvesindnwasluny 4 uney
MsFdunng Sl

1. YguimadnAnyuieafugduuy
MSTeU3 UnumE IS ey nMsUssduna nsvieny
Juity wesinueiisndu wu nsdeansiuu SBAR
wagnslawmalulad

2. Fu99n53%8 uazveANUTUYENN
tndnw Inefudunuainsle swwdduaados
MISNeIANNEU ualidmansynusenanisisey

3. \utioyanownnass léiun deyavialy
waguuudanisendulanisadin

4. IpNGUTNANY N 5 - 6 18 Uay
LOUNUBUNUM

5. AL UNITIANITIS UUNITRBUA DY
anmunsalsaes wuseenidu ssezwsununseu
(pre-briefing) szaxUf UAluaaunisal (simulation)
waysrevaziouAn uarasun1siseus (debriefing
Ingldmaiin GAS™

6. lvinAnwrduiinnisasioudn
AUFULULYRA Gibbs® SaufukuAnN1snawla
n9Aadnaes Tanner'™

7. iuteyandannass laun wuuin
nsindulanieaddn nadwsnisiieud uay
Aufanelanan1sTAnIsiSsun1saoune
A01UN1TEIT1AD4

nsAATIzvidaya

o

Aaswideyalaglilusunsumeuiiumes
dusagu (SPSS) Amumszaudoddnmiadaf
05 il
1. Yoyarily seduamdianels waz
HAANSNITISHUS TATI8YA8adflganssaun
1§un Aeds drudesvuiasgiu anud uas
Youay nioudnTEiuATLLLALINATARYLA
2. nsilFeuttsuazuuunisindula
V19AATN NOU WATNAINITTANITTBUNITADU
ABEONLMINITNADAATBUITI NMEVEININTINERU
MIuanuaLUUUNAvestayanieatia Shapiro-Wilk
test WU Yoyaiin1suanuasuuuunAdiasied

Toyamuaiis paired t-test



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.33 No.1 January - June 2026 83

NaN15398

1. %’azﬂaﬂl’ﬂﬂ naudeg 1 dumeangs
mmﬁ‘qm Soway 95.24 a’lqm?{a 20.00 U 1nsLade
avauade 2.85 (D = 33) neufegalivsraunsal
SumuanunsaidaeuaiioudswnneunnAy
Andu Sesay 100 Ineiluszaunisalnisiseusn
mﬂiuiwaiﬂJWﬂWiwawuwaﬁugwu wagdmMsUsEiiy
ANLFUAN

2. WisuiigupguuumMsd adulavneaadn
Ao WATRAINITIANISIS BUNTERUA AN TUNNTE]
180 1aADUITI WU NuAIDEITATLUY
msandulaniepdinlagsiunainisdnnisiseu
ASABUAIBENIUNTAIT AR LENOUTSY (Mean =
33,07, SD = 4.65) Fegeninevldguuuuiidianads
WU 27.69 (SD = 4.42) egnslidedAgynieaiif

(t = 4.95, p-value = .001) dlofosansesi wuin
LM sdanavSeTuiteyadhdniluanumsnl
(noticing) Meramslafg Uiyt (Mean = 9.81, SD = 1.66)
gandneuldsuuuy (Mean = 8.19, SD = 2.04)
a8 idedIAYVNads (t = 351, pvalue = .001)
WAZAUNINBUAUBIABR SUUT NS (response)
vieanslguluy (Mean = 11.84, SD = 2.02) genin
nouldguuuy (Mean = 9.14, SD = 2.02) 9814l
HedAeena (t = 6.52, pvalue = .001) @Azl
Tuduit i wupauand 1veg 19l Wed A e a
sevrinenou waevid sl guwuu dud fmunsua
AU (interpretation) (t = 1.34, p-value = .094)
LATAIUNISALT DUNAANS (reflection) (t = 57,
pvalue = .062) wazidundemnsnsd 1

A15199 1 NSLUSEUTEUALRAEALLUUNISANAUIINIAATNNBY LATNAINITIANISLSIUNTADUAY
anunsaldnaesalouass lnuldada paired t-test

s NAWNAADY AoUNAADY . ovalue
Mean SD Mean SD

nsanaulaniemddinlngsau 33.07 4.65 27.69 4.42 495 .001*

Lnsdunaniesuiveyadidy 981 166 819 204 351 .001*
Tuanunsaliiindu (noticing)

2. MskUannuune (interpret) 544 165 493  1.37 1.34 .094

3 MIOUALDWBN SULSMS (esponse) 11,84 2.02  9.14 202 6.52 .001*

4. Myasviounaans (reflection) 595 156 549 114 57 062

*p-value < .05

3. NauUAI8E 1AL LULLRAYNAR NG
nsseusegluszaud lay 3 suduusn baun
arurinwen1alyyriA1gean sesasun Ao

ANLARISTIN T3EETU Uaraaviefe AuATIEITLS
sewineyana Anduiosaz 77.12, 74.45, uas 70.56
AIUARU S18LDEARINITIN 2



o o

84 MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

M13199 2 Aady dudsluulnsgl WavSeray YaeRTlUUNAaNSNTITEUSveindny

v e A SauazAaie
NAANSNTLTEUS P
Mean  SD AzwuuiTldde wlana
(AZLUUTIN)
ATHUUTIY
1. AIUANTTIU 385551 (5 AZUUL) 3.72 25 74.45 f
2. pnuiinwenetygn (19 Azwuw) 14.65 78 7712 A
3. nupnuduiusseninayena (5 AzwuL)  3.53 40 70.56 7
4. 9UNITIATITUAAY N15HOET way  1.88 13 62.74 Uunang

Astamaluladasaune (3 AvwuL)

4. pnuisnelalne s ansInnIsis ey
MSADUA LA TN RD AN BUA3 9 (Mean = 4.26,
sD = 81) egflusziummuiiselasniian lnedisesy
azuuun i aelanniian 3 Suduusn Tdun
sUluuMsARUMILAnIUNITNT e LA o uZY
gliinAnwiAansiseus (Mean = 4.53,SD = .63)

s debrief ylvidinAnwuinnsSeu; (Mean = 4.47,
SD = .59) LLazg'iJLLUUﬂ’]iaauﬁaﬁlamumiajﬁ’laEN
aileuassenunsainluussy ndlgluanunsnlas
(Mean = 4.44, SD = .70) MUS1AU S18982LD8AA 4
31971 3

M19197 3 A e wagd L dBRULIRTEIY YeInNTiaelas onITAN ST suN SaRUAIan N )

apuElaudTWIUNANY

AUNanalanan15anNIsSeUNISaaU

o ‘o “ a o Mean SD wlawa
faganunsaidnaeaiioudTavasindnm
1. jUsuuMsaewanuMsaiasaiiouswwausgdla 412 79 N
2. sduuumMsasumranuN sl aeuaiiowswwiindnw  4.33 71 wniian
SEUIMEANUNEANGY
3. sUiuumsaeumsamumsalIeesalouaswelitndnw - 4.53 63 uniian
\Winnsiseus
4. sUsuumsaeu sl PreaileutdinanBeusvanean 4.00 93 ly
5. sUuuUNsaeugan U saldnaetaliauasansadly 444 70 Wniian
Uszgnaldluaniunisalass
6. JULUUNMSARUA AUl IRl ot EanTaUsrgnd  4.30 74 wniign
nsldivmgufasdnsuon
7. fimsdndandeuiadouatadunsnsedumsisous 4.19 .88 ly
8. %gumauﬂﬁmﬁumﬂumiﬂﬁﬁ AMaweUaR I IMIReY 379 .99 N

aloussadnlaieligiendudou




Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.33 No.1 January - June 2026 85

M13799 3 AR e wazd I DBAULINEIY YeIRNN el BNSTANISS BUNITAOUA AN NN TA]

PawaloudTweindny (Fa)

AUNanalanan15INNISIS8UNISAU

. ¢o “ o Mean SD udana
frgdaIuN15alTNaeLElaNIVaNINANEI
9. M3 debrief ilvidnAnwuinnsisews 4.47 59 WINVgn
10. rnufiswelalagsusensinmsissunsaoudivaniumsal - 4.26 81 WNign

RGN OIOEN

N1958AUIIIHNANITIVY

nansAnuiTelueda wud maadule
MNIPATNUAINITINNTT BUNIaD LR IEaNUNNTA]
asnaiousluiutuedefiduddymadn
dewdsuifisufuneunisnaaes laglaniy
Tusunsdansvisenssuiveyadnluaenumsel
WATATUAITABUAUDIABETUUTNT HARINE
azviouliiiuin miﬁ'auﬁﬁ'Lﬁumiﬁd’mi’maﬂw
32 a3 ofu uaznM g anunsal ilndiAes
Anuduase dredaasuliiinnszuiunisin
Anse9 waznsanduladeadidn dulug
3R sneIuIaiimingay aenadeaiu
3@ nwadisiiuan fszydn anunisaldians
Frewauinuznsdana mswdtam anuiule
wazn1sindulanisadatdnnieldaninuind o
fivaonfe® " viail nseenuuvanIuN1Taid
T UssaeATnlan sEAUAIINANIT WU AY
waznsazvieuAnegrulusyuu Wutadeddey
fvaeiasuainiansSouitedn uaznsdndula
nepdin" Tnemeluthdnwmeunadudil 2
Famsdeaomunsalesailasaineiadeules
rusdmsuuRliegalivszavsnm egslsiag
linuauusnaegredidediAgluaiunisuda
AURLY UAYNNTALY OUNAG WG (p-value > .05)
oaflesang3oudaiusvaunsalmendiniisrin
yiliinwen1sAndugedeimunlaifiud e
sanatasesuanududeuvesaniunisal
5¥E¥LIAINTTUIUNTATUUNS B (debriefing)

warN15UTTIUALLEY D1ATNARBAIINLANFIY
VDIAZUUY

AR NS M eI ViGN STAMIIS e seiauy
Argan1un1salInaealiondTeegluseaud
Tngameauinuenatayan AN A585TY
wazdueduS rnsyeaa el ovadlemn
nseudiuanunsaiiaendonemAelies s
nsuntgm wagnrsandulanismddnluuiun
filndiAsaiuaniunisaiass dwaliSouannse
YIUIN1SANNIENTUJURARealiuseanEam
denAdoatuN TS AN TR uenani nseud
Tugnunsaldraesdseduaiunsvhouduiiy
Msdeas wazgnsaiaduiusnnszninayana
FeaenndostumsAnuiiien? suvisdeiann
Indrflnaunusssy 9385550 NMsdndula
InefilsdernudaensdevesiUae’ ogelsinnm
NAEWSA USRS IEAiaY nsdeans waznsly
welulafansenina eglussiuuunans evaidlesan
Aanssuigatiumsipalaneedanidundn il
lanalunisiiniinwedsnandelidnda wasdiSeu
ganUsgaunisallunisulanatoyaidessuy

uonandl R1nranIAnyI Fanudn
WnAnwidanud snalas onmITaneis sunisaeu
mganun1saldasaleussiegluszAugann
Taglanigatunisieus wazn1sussyndldly
a01un150i939 azviouliiuteszanininues
mseuifidenlostuiiunmsuitRmlueunan®
N1353AN1TT8UNTABUAIEEIUNIT T8



o

86 MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

adlouaiadalonialiindnwindgaounsel
Tnd A sanandues sluaniwwand sudi Uaenste
aqLaiumim Tnaula waznsunteymn Imaluﬂalm \Ain
m’lmammmwﬁms Yonan nszuIuTg
aqﬂumwu (debriefing) d3ga8lRtin@An w1
1931A31299n15UUR nuniudeianain wag
Tawauiaudladedniisafuuuiniswes
Y grnmanuiianela
lusgaugeiananazyieuliviuil nsseuine
dnun1saisiassadouaseiinuisadesiu
NMsUATRTE wasddasiaiuaieninuiiula
saiernunseunrainvesindnwilaegied
Wedag®

nsguanivuzay

Faduauuzlunisunanisiseluly
FIUNISANYY 81R1TENYIUIAAUIT
PIWUINIIAITIANISISBUNTARUMIBADIUNTE]
aesadousseluldlusedrnisneviagivg
mmﬂmqwgwumilﬁauﬁmﬂgum wasMAUUR

£

ﬂ?ﬁiUuﬂﬂﬂH’]WﬁJ’]Uﬂa“Uu‘UVI 2 lnglaniziate

a

nsUsgiiugUay waznisdndulaniendin

@

Wasndredaasurinvenisdunadeyadifiy

o

N13NBUANDIRBKUILBE1UMIIT AN Uagimul

Auinuenelyan AusIIN AT8535U TINAY
msdeasseninumraneldanunisaliivaende
waglnALAEaRs

Farauauuzlunsinisenseiely

1. A35ANYINAVBINITIANITIT U AY
anunsaisrassludndnefifisssududuie
Usvaumsaliisneiu iaiieuiisurmumnzes
VOIULUY

2. AasWaIuIdaIunIsal 180991 a
rugudewSeysanmvanelam Wiauszdiuna
sonsiadulavsnatingugs

AnAnssuUsENA

veveuAminAnudula 2 mansdnu
2/2566 PRUEHENUTRANERS WMInendesiigu3 Tue
Mdunquiiedndlun1side wazveveunm
AMENEIUIAFERT UNINYIFEINYAYTTUY
Aeynaliaiiun1ide sanfsveveunm
{M59A0AINTIvEE U MNMYBILAT BaTT T dE
1éun feremiansnansed as.fayns Jundu
HUI8A1@N319158 A5.9170 UNININU Uay
wiausatuns anlynisung

LONEISD1999

1. Thammakijpirote K, Maneewong J, Sanongyard J. Simulation-based learning on critical

thinking of nursing students in Thailand: a systematic review. Journal of Boromarajonani
College of Nursing, Suphanburi 2023;6(1):5-28. (in Thai)
2. LYY, AuML, Tong LK, Ng WI, Wang SC. High-fidelity simulation in undergraduate nursing education:
a meta-analysis. Nurse Education Today 2022;111:105291. doi: 10.1016/j.nedt.2022.105291.
3. Tonapa SI, Mulyadi M, Ho KHM, Efendi F. Effectiveness of using high-fidelity simulation on

learning outcomes in undergraduate nursing education: systematic review and meta-analysis.

European Review for Medical and Pharmacological Sciences 2023;27(2):444-58.

doi: 10.26355/eurrev_202301 31040.



Kuakarun Journal of Nursing Vol.33 No.1 January - June 2026 87

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Sim JJM, Rusli KDB, Seah B, Levett-Jones T, Lau Y, Liaw SY. Virtual simulation to enhance clinical
reasoning in nursing: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Clinical Simulation in Nursing
2022,69:26-39. doi: 10.1016/j.ecns.2022.05.006.
Zhuo'Y, Yang S, Yang Q, Dou C, Liu P. Effects of mixed simulations-based interprofessional
education in nursing students: a quasi-experimental study [Internet]. 2024 [cited 2026 Feb 5].
Available from: https://www.researchsquare.com/article/rs-4775168/v1
Konthiang K, Samerchua W, Niramon P, Chaichana J. The effects of repeated practice in
high fidelity patient simulation on self confidence and clinical judgment among nursing students.
APHEIT Journal of Nursing and Health 2023;5(2):e3065. (in Thai)
Wongmak P, Chiengta P, Phanpom C, Khamaurai N. Effects of simulation-based learning on clinical
decision making abilities, secure communicate using ISBAR, and nursing practice for patient
safety of nursing students. Journal of The Royal Thai Army Nurses 2023;24(3):458-66. (in Thai)
Panyoyai P, LeSeure P. Teaching nursing process, improving clinical judgment, and concept-based
instruction: a teaching strategy for the transitional period. Songklanagarind Journal of Nursing
2022;42(1):135-46. (in Thai)
Punsomreung T, Kanhadilok S, Prasertsri R, Inchaithep S. Effects of case based learmning and simulation
based learning on students’ perceptions of clinical judgment and students’ clinical judgment.
Journal of Nursing and Education 2021;14(1):14-32. (in Thai)
Nishimura A, Ota Y, Kasahara Y. Impact of simulation-based learning and previous academic
achievement on clinical judgment in nursing students. Japan Medical Association Journal
2025;8(4):1339-49. doi: 10.31662/jmaj.2025-0299.
Park JM, Jun S. The effects of simulation-based education on the communication and clinical
judgment of nursing students and nurses: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of
Korean Academic Sodiety of Nursing Education 2023;29(3):203-24. doi: 10.5977/jkasne.2023.29.3.203.
Tanner CA. Thinking like a nurse: a research-based model of clinical judgment in nursing.
Journal of Nursing Education 2006;45(6):204-11. doi: 10.3928/01484834-20060601-04.
Kesda R, Phoomilun P. The effects of using simulation-based learning on problem-solving ability
and attitudes in palliative care of nursing students. Journal of Health Sciences and Wellness
2025;29(1):102-15. (in Thai)
Daneshfar M, Moonaghi HK. The impact of clinical simulation on bridging the theory-practice
gap in nursing education: a systematic review. BioMed Central Medical Education 2025;25:1216.
doi: 10.1186/512909-025-07790-8.
Afonso |. The impact of simulation-based learning on clinical decision-making skills in nursing students.
ICMERD-International Journal of Nursing Science 2024;5(2):1-6.
Aldousari N, Aldosari HY. Assessing the impact of simulation-based learning in nursing
education: a scoping review. International Journal of Healthcare Sciences 2025;13(1):658-65.
doi: 10.5281/zenodo.17019492.



88

MIasneIIaienIgad U9 33 adun 1 unsiau - guieu 2569

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Hebel K, Steliga A, Lewandowska K, Majkowicz M, Goral-Kubasik A, Buzanowska M, et al.
Simulated leamning, real emotions: the impact of simulation-based education on nursing
students’ stress levels during objective structured clinical examination: a longitudinal
observational cohort study. Nursing Reports 2025;15(8):307. doi: 10.3390/nursrep15080307.
Kim HS, Kang MJ, Kim JY. A quasi-experimental comparison of debriefing methods in
simulation-based nursing education: enhanced learning with instructor-led debriefing.
Journal of Korean Academic Society of Nursing Education 2025;31(4):417-29.
doi: 10.5977/jkasne.2025.31.4.417.

Seo YH, Eom MR. The effect of simulation nursing education using the outcome-present
state-test model on clinical reasoning, the problem-solving process, self-efficacy, and clinical
competency in Korean nursing students. Healthcare 2021;9(3):243. doi: 10.3390/healthcare9030243.
Jeffries PR. The NLN Jeffries simulation theory. 2nd ed. Philadelphia, PA: Wolters Kluwer; 2021.
Cohen J. Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. 2nd ed. Hillsdale, NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates; 1988.

Polit DF, Beck CT. Nursing research: generating and assessing evidence for nursing practice.
10th ed. Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2020.

Kooariyakul A. Clinical learning assessment of nursing students. Journal of Boromarajonani
College of Nursing, Bangkok 2017;33(2):179-87. (in Thai)

Togan D, Ayed A, Khalaf 1A, Alsadi M. Effect of high-fidelity simulation on self-satisfaction
and self-confidence among nursing students. SAGE Open Nursing 2023;9:23779608231194403.
doi: 10.1177/23779608231194403.

Phrampus PE, O’Donnell JM. Debriefing using a structured and supported approach.
In: Levine Al, DeMaria S, Schwartz AD, Sim AJ, editors. The comprehensive textbook of
healthcare simulation. New York, NY: Springer; 2013. p. 73-84. doi: 10.1007/978-1-4614-5993-4 6.
Jamjang S, Atthamatakul W, Nilliaum R, Wongyara N. The effects of simulation-based
learning on problem solving ability, and self-confidence in nursing care on the patient
with health problem of nursing students. Journal of Prachomklao College of Nursing,
Phetchaburi Province 2021;4(3):178-94. (in Thai)

Lang M, Ghandour S, Rikard B, Balasalle EK, Rouhezamin MR, Zhang H, et al. Medical extended
reality for radiology education and training. Journal of the American College of Radiology
2024;21(10):1583-94. doi: 10.1016/j.jacr.2024.05.006.

Vass E, Simon V, Csukly G, Fekete Z, Kis B, Simon L. Virtual reality-based theory of mind
intervention in schizophrenia: preliminary efficacy results. Comprehensive Psychiatry
2022;119:152350. doi: 10.1016/j.comppsych.2022.152350.

Sung H, Kim M, Park J, Shin N, Han Y. Effectiveness of virtual reality in healthcare education:
systematic review and meta-analysis. Sustainability 2024;16(19):8520. doi: 10.3390/su16198520.



