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Study on Current Situation and Influencing Factors of Emergency Rescue Capacity of

Higher Vocational Nursing Students

LI Zheng',CHEN Huiqun',LUO GeLian', FAN Limin',ZHU Hongyu', LI Xueyan?

(1.Fujian Vocational College of Bioengineering, Fuzhou City, Fujian Province , China 350002
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the current situation of emergency rescue capacityof higher vocational nursing students and its
influencing factors.Methods By convenience sampling method,712 nursing students from 9 higher vocational colleges in China
were investigated by general data questionnaire ,emergency rescue capacity questionnaire , general self—efficacy scale and medical e-
ducation environment assessment scale.Results The questionnaire score of emergency rescue capacity of vocational nursing students
was (29.79+7.72) ,and the passing rate was 80.62%.There were statistically significant differences in emergency rescue capacity a-
mong higher vocational nursing students of different grades ,interest in emergency rescue knowledge and skills ,whether they had re-
ceived emergency rescue training, whether they had experienced trauma or witnessed on—site rescue process ,and there was a signifi-
cant positive correlation between emergency rescue capacity and general self—efficacy and medical education environment.Conclu-
sion The emergency rescue capacity of higher vocational nursing students is at the medium level.The influencing factors are grades,
interest in emergency rescue knowledge and skills,whether they have received emergency rescue training , whether they have experi-
enced trauma or witnessed on—site rescue process.The general sense of self—efficacy and medical education environment have signifi-
cant influence on their emergency rescue capacity.
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Table 1 General information of the two groups[n=712)
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Figure 1 Q-Q chart of the normality test of the total score of the
emergency rescue capacity questionnaire for vocational nursing students
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Table 2 Score of emergency rescue capacity questionnaire of higher
vocational nursing students (xts)
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Table 3 Comparison of scores of emergency rescue capacity
questionnaire among higher vocational nursing students with different
characteristics (x+s)
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Table 4 Possible influencing factors and assignment of the total score
of the emergency rescue capacity questionnaire
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Table 5 Results of multiple linear stepwise regression analysis of the
total score of the emergency rescue capacity questionnaire
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Table 6 The score of the questionnaire of vocational nursing students (x+s)
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Table 7 Correlation analysis among the factors
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Analysis of the Status Quo and Influencing Factors of Pain Psychoelasticity in Patients with
Temporomandibular Disorders

LI Ming,YUAN Lulu,GAO Yugin®
(Stomatological School of China Medical University * Stomatological Hospital/Liaoning Provincial Key Laboratory of Stomatological
Diseases, Shenyang City , Liaoning Province , China 110000)

Abstract: Objective To leam the current situation of pain resilience in patients with Temporomandibular Disorders (TMD) and
identify the influencing factors,so as to provide reference for psychological intervention in such patients.IMethods The convenient
sampling method was used to select 164 patients with TMD who were treated in a Grade—A dental hospital in China as the research
objects.The general data questionnaire , pain psychoelasticity scale , craniofacial pain and disability inventory, perceived stress scale,
perceived social support scale ,as well as revised life orientation test (revised version) were used for investigating.Results The
score of TMD patients’ pain resilience scale was (34.63 + 14.60).Their age , gender and whether they had bad habits related to oral
cavity , marital status,optimism and perceived social support were the influencing factors of their resilience.Conclusion The pain

resilience of patients with temporomandibular disorders is at a medium level.Clinical medical workers should combine the influencing
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