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Investigation of Online Learning Adaptability of Nursing Majors with Different
Educational Backgrounds

WEI Liu-bei, JIANG Li, LI Zhen'

(Guangxi Medical University, Nanning Guangxi 530022)

ABSTRACT: Objective To investigate the current situation and influencing factors of
online learning adaptability of nursing students with different educational backgrounds.
Methods Questionnaires were used to investigate full-time college students and undergraduates
in a medical college in Guangxi. Results The average score of online learning adaptability
of undergraduate nursing students and junior college nursing students was (3.24+0.02) and
(3.13+0.03), respectively, and the difference was statistically significant (#<0.05). There were
significant differences in the average scores of learning motivation and learning ability between
undergraduate nursing students and junior college nursing students. There was no significant
difference in online learning adaptability between undergraduate nursing students and junior
college nursing students in different grades. There are statistically significant differences in
online learning adaptability among nursing students with different personality and residence.
Conclusion The online learning adaptability of undergraduate nursing students and junior nursing
students is lower than the middle level. Relative measures can be taken to improve the online learning
adaptability of students from the level of learners themselves, teachers, families and schools.

KEY WORDS: different educational background; nursing students; online learning; adaptive
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