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[ Abstract] Objective To grasp the present status of empathy in nursing students so as to provide refer-
ences for improving their empathy abilities. Methods A total of 230 nursing students practicing at our hospi-
tal were selected by convenience sampling method. The Jefferson empathy scale was used as a research tool for
assessing their empathy abilities. Results Their mean empathy score was (111.98 +10.434) points, view
sampling dimension (54.37 £5.930) points, emotional care dimension (40.63 +4.807) points and transpos-
itonal consideration dimension (16.98 +2.493) points. With regards to different school systems, whether or not
as a sole child in family, serving as (deputy) group leader or league secretary in a class and whether or not lin-
eal consanguinity as medical professionals, the empathy scores were different (P <0.05). Conclusion The

empathy ability of nursing students is at a moderate level at this hospital and has much room for strengthening
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especially for those with junior college education, a sole child in family and never serving as a class leader.

[ Key words] Nursing student; Empathy ability
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Table 1 Empathy status of 230 nursing students with different characteristics (n =230,x £5)
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