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a

awmanidninareaussauznsiasaUANIINITNETUIAYRinAnwIng uIa diegehe dnAnwineua

FUTF 2 - 4 Inerdenervranesinun Inerdeneruianewinde Inenduneiutanmseinia Inede
WEUIAATI WaLlSUTEUNEIUNATINTUR AnzurmemanslsmenutaTaIBuR S 839 au tadesile
Aldlunsidedo wuvasuamdadeiifsdfuanssaugnisiansaumanisnisneIuia uazanssauznsy
A1TAUMANIINITN VA T erdeyalagldadfdeusseny wasnsinszilunaanuduiusidaniveg
A8lushnsy LISREL

HANTITENUTN UnAnwingruialiseAuanssaugmMssansaumaninIsng1uIalaesiteylusedu
Aout 99 (M = 4.15, SD = 68) uazluinanuduiusiBaavg id sy wasoaussauznnsiarsaume
MINIneIUIavestindnwinguiaiinugenaneiuteyaldwsedny (3 (df = 32, N = 839) = 117.36,
p = .000, CFl = .997, GFI = .980, AGFI = .936, RMSEA = .056, SRMR = .026) ﬁ?LLUiVT’m’]EW?\mNﬂﬁWN’ﬁﬂ
SfueSUIgaNTIaUENTIANTAUMAN N SNE I UIaTRsinAnYIneUalaTesas 54.10 uariiBvsnasaniy
famensauazmadenludun nansideiiduusslenideorasdlunsiamlusunsulunisdaasy
ANITTOULNITTATAUNANNNITHEIUGVRILNANWINEUIA LA
AEARY : ANIIOULNTTANTAUMAVNINTNG TR, TRFnwneuta, mlneilinaaunislaseEs
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Abstract

The purpose of this research aimed to study the level of nursing informatics literacy
competency and to explore the causal relationship model affecting nursing informatics literacy
competency of nursing students. The total research sample was 839 students, who were the 2™, 3™
and 4" year of nursing students from The Royal Thai Army Nursing College, Royal Thai Navy College
of Nursing, Royal Thai Air Force Nursing College, Police Nursing College, and Ramathibodi school of
nursing. The instruments for data collection were questionnaires including factors related to nursing
informatics literacy competency of nursing students and nursing informatics literacy competency
questionnaire. The data were analyzed by using descriptive statistics. Furthermore, the causal
relationship model was also analyzed by using LISREL program.

The result showed that nursing student had a rather high level of nursing informatics literacy

competency (M = 4.15, SD = .68). The causal relationship model of nursing informatics literacy
competency of nursing students fitted the data (}(2 (df =32, N =839) = 117.36, p = .000, CFI = .997,
GFI = .980, AGFl = .936, RMSEA = .056, SRMR = .026). The factors in the model could together explain
54.10 percent of the nursing informatics literacy competency variances of nursing students and have
positive direct and indirect influence among all variables. The results of this research provide
information for instructors to develop a program to promote nursing informatics literacy competency

among nursing students.

Keywords: nursing informatics literacy competency, nursing students, structural equation model

anudunuazanudguasldaym
AUTIOULNTIANTAUMANINITNG VA
(nursing informatics literacy competency)
Iegnussgiiunlundnanswenuiasans Ui
Yossmmanizouin eltlunsiFeumsaeu
Fauslutael a.m.1988 TayanTalsindnw
WmmaLﬁaL‘%w%lwé’ﬂqmwmmamam—
Tudiaundl a1115011909A A0S N9 1Y
walulagansaunaluuszgndldlunisqua
AUrsuundlinlaagagnees Yasnsis (Jacobs,
Rosenfeld, & Haber, 2003) @anAa 84U
UTZNIATENINITHYIUIALS DIANTTOUTHAN
YosdansansAnuluseiu3yges In uay
W8N aussausdl 7 druwmeluladuaransaune
fo weruravgdesdiauddi ugiui eafy
AONNALADS LUTLATNAISITU a3AUTENDU
YounAluladaTauna LazTrUuaITaUmNe
ATUAUNINUAZNITNEIUIA HATIZUUNITTIUN

Taan1en1Ing1uia arunsaldlusunsy
povfinmosiugiui snudulunisufiien
TuUsunsafinsziugu Tusunsuiiaueny
nsUszana dafiu wazidnauedeyatnians
T4ip3etnedoasmediannseindlunisauduy
TRYAVIIAITANUAVAINUALNITNG VD WAL
ArudiiAendes suvishnsiodeas uanideu
FEUI TENINYAAINTIUTNNAVANUATYAAR
wald fdusalunsdafudeya iedavi
LAz IUTaLaN1INITHEIUIA UagnIsll
drusulumsinnssuvansaunalundieny
(Thailand Nursing and Midwifery Council, 2018)

N13UsELl UANTTOULNITIANTAUNA
yensneu1ad adud sdd i olfuuladn
HasansfnuilundnansneruiaransUngie
gannunsey Inuwsiazauausalunisly
weluladasaumaiioduadunisneuiad
Uaondy uwazanunsalindngrudalseindly
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n1suuAn1sneuialaeg1eiusednsam
(Choi & Bakken, 2013)
MATelussUssmafinuLn wudn
AvLLRABALsToUEAumAluladasaume
YRIUNANWINGIUIARAE N1V YT NeE LU
sgAun lnlanignuwenisszyne 14
arsaumalazn1sulultlundiln (Abdrbo,
2015) Tutusgnalnewuidndneineruianas
wgruIalI v wlanssauza1unalulad
ansaumasgluszauliunas lnsanizay
aradlalunisd eule i evveasulesd
N1IATNUARITOUT DUUIAANE N LAY
Auatnnsalunisfauuazasuii v
ansaumne (Khumyu et al, 2021) agviaulwiidiu
1UNANWINYIUIALAZNEIUIBITIT NG IR
ANTTOULNITIATAUNANNNITNY VA
N1TYINAUTIAULNITE A1TAULNA
nan1sneruia i wlenalunisgaide
Al gelun1sdneneIuIanIndy uazena
daabignilesfesaindaymaaninlunisl
nsneIUIakAEUIe TIudsdamadaninanyal
YOINYIUID AADAIUAINANTZNUADDIANT
(Silapavitayatorn & Chitpakdee, 2020) N3N
amiauzmii’msaumﬂmqmiwmmaéjaLLm'
Wsunsnwlundnansnetuiamansiudin
Fodud @ fy nsnuniuaud Sed Haun
wuin Jedeiidmareanssaurnsiasaune
MININeIUIa lakd n1ssuianuaunsaves
A189011UN155 ¥ 19T AT TANA (information
literacy self-efficacy) (Khezri & Abdekhoda,
2019) LAARADETITAUNA (informatics attitude)
(Hwang & Park, 2011) nMsUjURAlaedmang 1
\9Uszdne (evidence-based practice) (Park
& Hwang, 2020) A ATNATSH NBUTUULAY
n1saduayum 1ua1sauna (quality of
informatics training and support) (Kleib &
Nagle, 2018) mmﬁiumﬁﬂgjﬁﬁ (frequency
of practice) (Park & Hwang, 2020) Jaduwianil
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annsnasidutiedoiidinadoaussouy
N133ENTAUNANIINITNEIUIALA 3 AU FiD
1) MITUIANNENINIAVBIFNBI NIV
a1sauwe (information literacy self-efficacy)
2) LAnARRDANTAUNA (informatics attitude)
wag 3) MU URLAdamang Ut sUssIny
(evidence-based practice) Laga1NAITA AW
NAToTRILN WU MsPnwsEUALTIauY
MsfansaumaAnIsnIsweIIa wazdaded
AIHAFRANTIOUENNTIANTAUMAN N TNEIUA
drulugilduns@nunludndnvineivianay
wervra3vdwlusnslsena @ eluindnw
wg1uravesUsyinalnedslinsiuszav
AUTIOULNITFANTAUNANNAITNG IV Uy
Jadeiidawasoanssour T ansaumaAnIg
nsweTUaTesinAnwaneIua Sy HAvY
IR NYITLAUANTIOULAIT ATAUNAN
mManerua uariladeiidwasieaussnuznnss
A1TAULNANIAITNYIUE Lﬁ'aLﬂm’J’agaTﬁ
A USYIN SN0 SURAYOUNE NG A TNEUIAAERS-
Jadia dlulgTunsdanisAne uazwaun
TUsunsud od as ulfind nwineunad
AUTIOULNNTS ATAUNANIINTNGIUIAANT
ANINITNYIVIARAENANGATNETUIAATERS -
UUNAAIANI

IUszaIAITY
1. i efnwsedvaNsInuEnITy
ANSEUVANIINITNYIVIAVDIUNAN NG TUNE
2. fionTI9d0UAIINADNAR B IVEY
LulAad NS NaveaNsTIaULNITS A1TAUNA
IN1INEIUIATRIlnAnwIne I uIaiuteya
Wauszany

NSAULUIAANITIVY
MRl LA B UaNS ALY

N33 A15AUMANIINITHYIUNA (nursing

informatics literacy competency) ﬁﬂiaUﬂqm

Journal of The Police Nurses (JOPN) Vol. 14 No. 2 July - December 2022



NsUsEdIUeIAUIENOU 3 AU AD AuNIISU3
ANHANTAYBIRILBIUNNTIWIWIUEN AU
(information literacy self-efficacy) LanA# ¢ 9
ansaune (informatics attitude) wagn15UUR
lnedmang uielsedny (evidence-based
practice) TnsauI Sod unnudn nsug
ANHATNTAYBIRILBINUNN TSI WIUEN AU
(information literacy self-efficacy) 18 W& wa
NIIATIH DANTIAULNITY A1TAUNAN
MINYTUIA UNANYINETUNGUTENEIUIAIVIN
Afanud o9t anuanansnlunigd
aTAUNANINNTNEI VAL TIanAfA 7 A de
ansauwa i dulfifaussouznisiansaume
N1IN1INYIUIa (Bandura, 1977; Khezri &
Abdekhoda, 2019) TuwazL@ oan il n@ nwn
WAV eNeUIA NI lumNaanga
yososazudifimsufUalnedmdngu
Fesedneg andugdfiflanssousmsiansaume
N19N15N8IUa (Park & Hwang, 2020) oty
FAdedadouiunsounnfinnsive danm 1

@

INF.SE  vnglla  m3suiannuannsnvessiiies
AUNTTVINTIUA T

INFATT vnefis  LanARseansauwme

EBP wneda  nsUJURlaedmang sy Ing

NILC  vangfll  aussausnIssanIaumaAIenIsneIuIa

AN 1 ASOULUIANNITIVY
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W/ATUNNSIY

msAnwlusd e uns3 sedsussens
(descriptive research)

Uszanns Ae tndAnwmeuia fudi
2 - 4 Yn15Anw 2564 FeianIenNIenanlng
9 nd1UNITUATITIILNITIA Lazdann
N3ENTINTYAUANYT INYIA1ENT TT8UAL
UIANTTY

fae814 Ao UnAnwimeruna Sudd
2 - 4 flawmndewdoululnsinw 2564 39
161191001548 ona@a 1t uf ¥ n15@ ne LUy
@ANILL1ZAY I1UIY 5 dn1UU Ao INYI8Y
NYIUIANDIVIINUN INYISYNIUIANDIVINLS D
INYIFUNYIVIANNITOINA INYIGUNLIUA
$1579 Laglsals guUNYIUIaTINIT UA
AEULNNYAIANS LSINYIUIATINE UA
W Ingrdeuiing §Idulaendieg1auna
anvunuulpan Juday 50 AU sniuves

[
N v

Tsafguneuiasiuisua Yulag 100 Au
sz uaatunsdnefifivndnwineiuia
1NN & daTudingnaun
MAUATUINA DL AT DLAUBLUY
984 Hair, Black, Babin, and Anderson (2010) 7
52UI1AI5LERI08 19081900y 5 - 20 AUkD 1
s fiwesfidesnsuszanaa Wesnluea
AULAFIWITYUALNTBULLIAANTINE (AN 1)
Tuafeiiiinnsimesidosnsussanumsuam
35 Ws1ilmes ety suinfiednei A
175 - 700 AY mﬁa‘ﬁ’sﬂﬁ%yjané’umﬁ%wm
839 Au Fafissmesenmsthluinziteya
WNUINISARLADN AD FAIBE19ITERABY
wer s Seuseiv i atumeluladuay
FNTAUNFANIATNGIVIA WY 1 - 2 NU2EAR
Iuiwdwﬁﬁwé’ﬁﬂmag
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wiasflefildlun1sise Usznaude

1. wuvaeuaudeyadiuyana 1Ju
LUULALAaZLARNABY UTENOUAIY LA 87Y
syfutul nsawasaray wazaualunsly
uwmaluladaisaunalunisiseunsay
3187391

2. LUUARUNINNITTUI ANENNNTATDS
AL 1UN153 Wi UasEWNA (informatics
literacy self-efficacy questionnaire) {3 3eRAUAS
NRUUTANITTUS ANUAINITOVRIH D90 U
M33iviuensaumna (information literacy self-
efficacy scale: ILSES) U89 Sommer et al. (2021)
Usenaurederiany 11 e wuadu 4
29AUTENBY bAKN NagNsnNI1TAUNI (search
strategy) 390 n1sUsgLT uwwaztv1laly
a1saduLna (assessing and comprehending
information) 4 U8 N1sWUaNa NISAUATILH
warn1slgansaune (interpreting, synthesizing
and using information) 2 99 wazn1TUTELIUNG
ANGLarNIZUIUAIT (evaluating product and
process) 2 40 1 uLuUTANIATUTEUIUAD
(rating scale) 5 s¢du Ao Yesiian Yoy
Urunans 11 LLazmrwﬁ'qm Juneua nngba
AYLUY AB 1, 2, 3, 4 khay 5 ANUa19U wUana
TngldAadouuadu 5 szau fe

1.00 - 1.49 vneiis dmMssuiemueninga
YOIFUOWI

1.50 - 249 yneiis dMssuiemmeninga
YOI ADIRBUT 1

2.50 - 3.49 el ImsSuiaruannse
Y una N

3.50 - 4.49 vngnia IMITUIPHENINSe
VDI ADIA DU

4.50 - 5.00 venia IMISu3rIEnIen
VDI UDI

3. WUUABUNIULANAR M 0ANSAULNA
(informatics attitude questionnaire) {3 edAKUa3
PALUUTALANAR M oAl ulag @15aUNAR 11
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dun1n (The Information Technology Attitude
Scales for Health: ITASH) 989 Lee and Clarke
(2015) Usgneumsdamau 10 9o wualu 4
p3AUsENaY louA N1sgua (care value) 2 70
vinugBinUfUR (training skills) 3 4o Ausiula
(confidence) 3 98 warn15¢91u (workload
value) 2 9o uluuinunsusyanue (rating
scale) 55U Ao Yowiian Wou Urunans un
LLasmﬂﬁqm TaginumnsiATLUY AB 1, 2,
3,4 uaz 5 audru wlanalaeldriaie
wiadu 5 szau fie

1.00 - 1.49 yyeda fanafs

1.50 - 2.49 mneds Sanafraudie

2.50 - 3.49 wens AanARUIuNaNg

3.50 - 4.49 Mg dnARABUT9ES

4.50 — 5.00 wghs LInARa

4. wuvasua UM U URlaeBamang
T 9Us2d N (evidence-based practice questionnaire)
398 ALUAIIINLUUABUNINANTTOUSY
n15UURlned wmdngud ssedny dwmsu
UnAnwne1uia (evidence-based practice
competence questionnaire: EBP-COQ) U84
Ruzafa-Martinez et al. (2013) Usenaun1899
Moy 11 U9 wuadu 3 srusznou leun Llanefd
(attitude) 3 U8 Winwe (skil) 4 Vo wazAI1u3
(knowledge) 4 Vo JuwvuTaunsuszanuan
(rating scale) 5 s¢ifu Ao tiasfign os U1unans
1N wazaniign Tneinasinsliazuuy Ao
1,2, 3,4 war 5 uddu wanalagldeade
wiadu 5 szhu e

1.00 - 1.49 nungda dn1sufuRlaede
vidng Ui szdnge

1.50 - 2.49 nngda dn1sufuRlaede
vidngudeseingroudaei

2.50 - 3.49 wuede MU URIeB
AN IATIUTEINEUUNAS

3.50 - 4.49 vanedle InsUURLAeB
E VNI PR GRIVIREGR
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4.50 - 5.00 nugie ANMsUHURlAD s
VANIUTUTEIN UG

5. WUUABUNNANTIOUEMIIANTAUNA
N19AITNEIUTE (nursing informatics literacy
competency questionnaire) H338AALUaIN
LUUUSELT UANTIOUENITS A1TAUNANIS
N15NeIU1a (Nursing Informatics Competency
Assessment Tool: NICAT) 984 Rahman (2015)
Usenauried ooy 15 ¥ wuadu 3
peAUsgneou laun N1y AouNILAes
(computer literacy) 5 98 N135 @15AULNA
(informatics literacy) 5 98 Wagyin¥eA19ANTT
da19autna (informatics management skills)
5 98 WuwuuTnunsuseanuan (rating scale)
5 5wy Ae tosilga oy Urunans 11n uay
mmﬁqm Tnediineusinisiiaguuu fe 1, 2, 3, 4
waz 5 auaisu wlanalpeldanadswiaiy
5 5¥AU A

1.00 — 1.49 vanedi Slaussouss

150 — 2.49 e Saussouzaautwi

2.50 — 3.49 Wi Jaussaugdiunans

3.50 - 4.49 e TamssauzAeul g

4.50 — 5.00 ¥eDa Taussousas

13 oeflauwuudeuaud 2 - 5 W
N15A51980UANATIT LT 897 (content
validity) Inernsananal 5 v laun rzgv‘zﬂj‘a’mm
pruwmalulaguazansaund 31U 1 U
mmiéwmmaﬁLﬁ?fmmmﬁmmﬁmiaumﬂ
NINTNEIUIE WY 2 111U LL@%I}EL‘?JIEJ’J“U’]QJJ
FUNSIALarUsEluNan19nNISANY 91U
2 YU WAaEUalANNYNAINEBAARBIUDITD
Mo uingUseasd (tem-objective congruence
index: 10C) WU .60 - 1.00 Lagnaasslgiu
UndAnwmeruna sauau 100 au Seanudies
F833duUsEaNS LoarhveATauUIA WA
.94, .96, .94 way .97

nsfvingans maadeildumaeyiti
PINAUENITTUNNTISYSIIUNITIVY NTULNNE
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330 1@vil RPO11/65 Sufl 12 iwwien wa.
2565 AMYAUNTTUMINANTAUNIATINTITUNTY
uWMgyvnsun 1avil Q009¢/65 Juil 11 iwey
W.A. 2565 AMENTTUNITITEETIUNITITE Y
ywd 151U InaenagaY NINLNNg
NMN5INE LR 37/65 Yuil 18 wquaAw
WA 2565 AMEAUNTIUNITHINTUIRITITY
ns3delunywd Tsameuiaiisia tavi
0G36/65 Tuft 20 Law18U W.f. 2565 way
AENITUNITITESITTUUAY AMlEUNEAIAnS
T5aMe1U1aTWNBUR 1avil COA MURA2022/283
Fuil 24 wenan WA, 2565 FATedndunsve
AMNEULDUVRIAIDYNTITUNUNUILINVDY
wuvdeuniueaulal wagasunanisidely
A Taglaiseyde - uwana ielillidwa

Y o v A

ASTNUADAIDYIIVY
ERRN RV IEGR

n1siusIusIntaya
YBOUYINLAUTIVTINTOYATIHUTNITN 5

e

4010UNISANY LasE LD9318a5L8 8nUes
N33 UszaIuaIuvetani iy waddelv
Link e QR code Wevhuuvaeunweeaulad
W Google Forms wnefUseaIuau 99970
ausandwaeg1933elade wasUfuRny
wpsmstlasiumsundssunvedseindiolda
1Alsu1 2019 (COVID-19) @193 d8a1u15avin
wuvasuaIuk 1ue Unsailnsdwyid et o
wAuldn vsemaunines tnaldailunisin
wuUgBUMNALaTUSEINaL 20 — 30 Wil

nsATIEidaya

1. Uayaduyana JiAaTesilagly
adfussee eun anud Seves Aads way
drudsauunmsgu

2. SEAUANTIAULNITT A1TAUNANIY
nsNeUNa Aesieniegliai fusseny leun
AndsuarduDsuuULNATI

3. NSNAABUAINADAAR DIYDILULAR
BV NAYDIALTIOULNT] AN TAUNANNTNEIUA
ve nAnwIng1uIan ud ey aldalseing
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TTusunsy LISREL wagldinasilun1siaisan
ANLADAAR BIVBILUAAANUF U UT T e 1190
el 1) lunaleaues (A fienp > .05
2) ANATTTAAINUADAAEG BINAUNEY
(Goodness of Fit) le n" Comparative Fit
Index (CFl), Goodness of Fit Index (GF/),
Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGF/) @1
117131 .90 way 3) Aeailinanuligonaans
(Badness of Fit) 1@ wA Standardized Root
Mean Square Residual (SRMR) Wa g Root
Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA)
Alanan .08 (Hair et al., 2010)

NAN15IY

1. ngusaegvdulvaflunsinuniidu
UNANINYIUIAFEIA AT NYIH INYIUIARTTIA
(Sovay 22.41) 50909 AD FNALSISIUNLIUEG
FWNBUA (Foeay 21.93) neng)s (Fovay 94.40)
oendn 2145 U (5D = 107) tulifiseusuudeus
wnniian Ao TuT7 2 Gevar 34.60) T0%an fo
U7 4 (Govar 33.10) uardulil 3 Fovaz
32.30) fUAIAY LﬂimLa?{aazauagiuﬁaa 3.01 -
3.50 (Spway 55.50) 5898911 A 2.51 - 3.00
(Seway 31.20) wag 3.50 - 4.00 (Spway 8.80)
AUAIAU

2. ﬂ'mﬁﬂausiawmﬁm'ﬁammma
N1sNgIUIaTeIlnAnwIneIuIalagsiuey lu
S¥UADUUES (M = 4.15,SD = .68) Slefiasan
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FIUANY WU AIUN1TABUNADT (COMLIT)
fieinlad ogaga (M = 4.19, SD = 72) 1998931
AD AT NYENITTANITAITAUINA (NFMX)
(M = 4.13,SD = .72) Laga 1UN153 A15aULNA
(INF.LIT) (M = 4.13, SD = .72) 9uaeiu

3. AUANITUS Yo auUsV anualu
NIBULLIAANITIVY U3 AIuUsnngian
uanAnaRnud eg iRy saRAnseAy
01 wazdanudunusniauvinnng lagden
duUseAvd anduiusious 357 89912 uawd
fuusifanudiusfunnilgneg diud iy
NNEDA Av inwen1siansansaumne (INFMX)
Auns3ansaume (INF.LIT) (r = .912) 9489
Ao AN (KNOW) Ausineg (SKILL) (r = .900)
uazafifiaudiniusiutiosiign Ao maulana
nsdaasizinaznisldansaume (INTER) Au
ns3Aeuimes (COMLIT) (r = 357)

HAMTILATIZI Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity
WU ANIAY 12933.909 (df = 91, p = .000)
ARSI LUV NDANANRUSTZNINAIUTAUNR
If i annavosanssauenITyarsauLnanIs
NISNYIVIBANINLUNT ND LN Nwalog 14l
HedAyn9aia Layial Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin
Measure of Sampling Adequacy (KMO)
WU 916 waneifuUsdanalsviomaves
AUTIOULNITS ANTAUNANINITNY VIR
ANANNUS AU Laztieanenani1sild
TATALUADLTIANYS] AIN1T 1
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M1579 1 Atade dudeauuinnigiu wasdulssdnsandunusiuumesduresiwlsdunalalulumaigave
AUTIOULNTTATAUNANNNITNGIVIA (n = 839)

fiauwls 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

1. COM.LIT 1.000

2. INF.LIT 775 1.000

3. INF.MX .849 912 1.000

4. SEARCH 513 .570 .563 1.000

5. ASSESS .483 .559 .545 .826 1.000

6. INTER 357 .486 467 .666 789 1.000

7. EVAL 447 515 517 724 .836 .845 1.000

8. CARE 537 .564 .570 .586 .609 537 570 1.000

9. TRAIN 578 .588 .589 .609 573 463 537 .804 1.000

10. CONFI .553 610 .601 .598 578 533 .580 .740 .838 1.000

11. WORK 557 .547 .544 537 526 .380 463 789 .844 735 1.000

12. ATT .501 616 .592 511 518 497 524 571 .601 .602 .588 1.000

13. SKILL 442 .549 527 .502 .539 .600 .580 571 517 .578 422 136 1.000

14. KNOW 495 .563 .547 .533 571 .596 .598 612 .582 .615 .493 135 .900 1.000
M 4.192 4132 4141 4005 3899 3.687 3804 3.892 3935 3834 4046 3932 3745 3783
SD 721 123 717 725 739 .828 779 738 126 731 768 .720 .710 715

Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity = 12933.909 df = 91 p = .000
Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy (KMO) = .916
wnewe: naiseduiudidymaadadisysu 01 (o < 01)
COM.LIT = m3jmouiinnes

SEARCH = nagmsn1sAum

EVAL = msUsziiunadnsiaznszuiuns
CONFI = pnusiula

SKILL = vinwe

CARE = NIIRLE
WORK = a15291U
KNOW = anu§

4. NAN1SASIVADUAIUFDAANR B9VD
Twamameui g3 TeAnuniudoyadasying
Wy luead ado7 d awas oaussouznisd
ansaunANIINISNEIUIa (NILO) Ml Ussnousag
N155U3 ANUANNTAVBIAUBINTUATTS VT
avauna (NF.SE) lanadnoasaumna (INFATT)
wazn1sUfURleeBavangudessang (EBP) 4
PaenARBsuTe A UTEINY () (df = 32,
N = 839) = 117.36, p = .000, CFl = 997, GFI =
980, AGFI = 936, RMSEA = .056, SRMR = .026)
8wl eleaneds () dsde gvnead
fiseutionmin .05 (o < .05) usdevnAdmsan
laauensduivs (relative y%/df) wuindawiniu
3667 T ailAtounin 5 uazAe il CA > .90,
RMSEA < .08, SRMR < .08 e?fqagﬂut,ﬂm%ﬁﬁmum
(Schumacker & Lomax, 2004) uans3 1luiaadl
ANNARAAD B UT oy AL IUTEANYT ety
N155U3 ANUANLTAVBIAUBINTUATTS VT

INF.LIT = ns¥ansauma
ASSESS = nsusviliunazidnlaluansaumne

INF.MX = Yinegn199aN1SasauLne

INTER = nauUang msdaesesiuaynslyensaume
TRAIN = vinugHnUju

ATT = LAk

ansauwme (INF.SE) Lanadis aansauwme (INFATT)
wazn15UY UA led wmd ngudausednyg (EBP)
81301503 WA UBT UIBANTIOULANTS AN TAUmA
ansneuna (NILC) lndesas 54.10 (R? = 541)

NanT3ATeansnavestadedidma
FOANTINUYMTIANTAUMANNTNEIUIA (NILC)
WU NNITUANUANTOVDIRA DA TN TF N
Muasawne (INF.SE) 1815 wani9aasugauan
wnnilan (B = 329, p < .001) 509851 Ae LaAAR
siaansaune (INFATT) (5 = .306, p < .001) haz
n15UNUA laed anang g sUsedny (EBP)
(8 = 158, p < .010) @UBNTNANG DU WU
N135U3 ANANNTAVDIF BN 1UNNTS 17U
a5auLnel (INF.SE) 3185 wan19e ug suanme
AUTTOULNITI ANTAUNANIINITNGIUIE (NILC)
HLRRARABENTEUNA (NFATT) Wagnsujus
lagdandng1usdaUseang (EBP) (B = 380,
p < .001) AUAASILUAMN 2 LagaTN 2
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192 223 .180 337

v v v v

CARE TRAIN CONFI WORK

344 —P

320 —P ASSESS
INFLIT € og0

406 —P  INTER

COM.MX [€— 093

373 —Pp

ATT SKILL KNOW

£ 5 3

291 244 .165

}(2 (df = 32, N = 839) = 117.50, p = .000, CFI = .997, GFI = .979, AGFl = .932, RMSEA = .056, SRMR = .026
MY ** p < .01, ¥* p < .001

A 2 LparUdTUSdaavn NilNaf oAU IOUL M IFENTAUNAN NS NGV IAVRIINANYING TUA

{ [

M1519 2 A1BNTNAN19ATY BNTnan1edeuuazdninasiundeeaussausnis;arsaumnanig
NTNEIUIA (n = 839)

FauwUsuelanglu
o LANARADENTAUINF nsUURlaeBandngu AUTTOULATSANTAUNA
AILLUTHNIN1BUDN - Y . N °
(INF.ATT) 1BeUsgan (EBP) NIN1sNEuIa (NILC)
DE IE TE DE IE TE DE IE TE

mM3suimUEINTITe IR Y
Ms3viwiuensauma (INF.SE)

lanAfideansauwme (INFATT) = - - - - - 306 = 306%**
nsUURlnuBamang UG

.828%** 828***  803*** 803*** - 320%%x - 380***  709***

Useiny (E8P) i i i ] ] . e

fdszAnniswennsel () 685 645 541

MUNGR: ** p < .01, *** p < 001, DE = dnFwanemsy, IE = BvSwannedey, TE = BnSwasiu
N150AUTIEHANTIIY AfinsiFeunisasudumaluladansauna

1. wanisfnwiadeid wansliifudn MINsNeIUIa i ldnAnymetuialaiseus

UNANYINYIUIATAUTTAULNNTS A1 TAUNA walulafasaumedislunenguinazufos
NaNINeIUIReg lusEAUADUT19gINNeY Tud luadeou deanrunisainisunsszuin
fadun1sdreniianed Wnwgn1sdans vaslsafndoladalalsun 2019 (COVID-19)
ANTAUNA WAZN1TTANTAUMA 1 99970 danaliinisdanisdnwiniangudluguuuy
VANANTNYIU1aANANTUNARLAUTIITIETY ooulatifouiionun dmnaufiRannsusy
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sUsuunisiZeunisasuidunisilnd e
anun1saidnasaaiiouass (simulation) lng
T¥vusraouneluladdugemisnisneiuia
(high fidelity simulator) ilinAnwine1uia
dnstdmaluladarsaunanianisdnu
wnu aenedaatunsAnwes Foibe (2020)
wud1 WnAnwineruiadaussausniss
ANTAUNAGIUNITT ADUTILABTUINT g0
TOAINT AD VINWENITIANITANTAUNA kg
N133ANTAUNA AUFINU WAZN1IANYIVRY
Phalasri, Khakkunmalee, Maneesi, Lalun, and
Kwathai (2021) wu31 tndnnenunadingingsy
nsldimaluladansaumai on15U U7
nsneUReglusEAuIn

2. lutaaidaainn 7 Usenous g
N155U3ANNANTAVDIANBINTUNIT LYY
ATHUNA LIRARADANTAUNA UaznSUHUR
lngdanangruidausedng danSnase
AUTTOULNITIANTAUNANINITNYIUIADF
uazilauaenndfulayaldeuszanyd lag
N155U3ANNANNITAVDIANBINTUNITIINTIY
ATHUNA LIRARADANTAUNA warnSUHUR
lnedmdngudesedndanunsasiuiuesuiey
AUTTOULATTS ATAWNANIINITNE VA LA
Fouay 54.10 LarMsTUIMINAINTIVDIA LS
AUNS SN SEUIMA fivisnaT ey
N198 DUA BANTTAULATT AVTAUNANIINTT
WeUIRINNTR L8991 UnA nwIneuaiil
M33U3luANNANTAVRIRILEY AEAAAIY
fuladeauazuanimginssudienisasilev
Femuosudnsa vdludiumsiuineni
ABINITUBYAATAUMA NITAUM N15UTEEUY
nsdaasisinaznisiiaisaumalulydegng
WNEAN QNABINNUNANITYTITURALNY MUY
yilsfunAnwineruaidu 7 finueUf oa
faruarunsaufjudfanssulafanssunis
I d a7 @ nwineiuiaii vianissus
AMNANT0v0eA 0 § udulunungu]

251

M3¥U§ANLANLNT0YRIR BT AN N
nuni1siseus nedeaudgyn (Social
Learning Theory: SCT) 984 Bandura (1977)
LATEADAAA BINUIIUTTUDY Kim and Sim
(2020) WU ATTUIALAINITAVDIAILEY
ADNTNaNIINTUTIVINA DEUTTOAUENY
NISNEIVIAVDINETUIAIVITN

Yena1nd LanAd AeansauLnAd ]
NTNAN1INTIA DANTIOULATS A1TAUNA
n19n1sneIuIa 1 eeann Yndnwineauia
fanusdnuazanuAniud ddemalulad
asauwmnd azviauld 91nn157 Ynd nwadl
auauladnaiu asulusenitanisifeu
ASABUT NNTUANIAINA AR UK 1UTTUY
poulailuganemig 9 1Wu LINE, Facebook
waztivled vesan1vun1sAnwIn 19 9
wenand i enudgunsldinalulad
A1TAULNALUTENT 19N15L5 sUNISao U
YAAneINeIUIai AuNe 8 U7 9w b
i ol 15 auA anssulunisissunisasy
sallla denmassiun1sAneIv8e Prior et al.
(2016) WU LANARADENTAUNALAUEUNUS
WauInfuaussaugnssansauma (r = .636,
p < .01) @aAAdeIAUN1IAN®IYOY Tubaishat
(2014) WU YnANWINYIUIATLANARLTIUIN
sowmalulagasaumne wagsunAneInenuna
Adaussauzasyarsaumaluszaugs
ﬁgmmLﬂu@’:ﬁﬁwm@ﬁﬁ@famiamm Lay
N15A N¥I1UD9 Thongpaknum (2017) WU31
dnAnwingiruradiana@bunisidinalulad
asaumANINIINEIUIReglusEAUAB UL
(M =391,5D = .75 lagilanAfR A 1UAIY
doanrsldimaluladarsaunauind an
(M = 4.40, SD = .75) uonannd lun1sdnwn
989 Warshawski, Itzhaki, and Barnoy (2019)
Wwud1 dndAnwineiuiaiianafiiane
arsaumadunaniannissuiauaiuise
YDIADY
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n15UUAlneamangIuidauseing
ANTNANNATIADAUTIOULNT ANTAUNA
N1ININEIIA L osanndndnwineuiadl
nsumangIudelseinvanldlunisdndula
msnddn ilelinisguasnuineiuialiae
IneeilsfenauaveaiUieilud Ay saudaiy
gAfianuannsalunisaniiasei uonues
Usgliluaanm uazagUasaumnanaudn e
NAndngudasedndninssnanegidu
Usgiunlglunsufifinisneuia aennaed
AUNITAN®IUD9 Park and Hwang (2020)
Wu31 Nskavangruedausednelunasiv
n1sneIUIadiaNNduTuSISIUIN AU
N153 A1TAUNANIINITNGIUNR (r = 460,
p < .001) kagn13An®Ive9 Herliani, Harun,
Setyawati, and Ibrahim (2018) wua1 tinfine
weruaiimdngudsusyngluldlunnsla
NISNEIVTE ATLAUAUTTOULNINITNEIUTS
Tusziugs
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