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anaidusnuazanudmauasilam

anuitanalazesgthe/gliuims fuwil
Tushaiamaswsmamsnentng meliAamsuszdiu
iaudtymuazaausuasanudasmssasihe
wagiiddneligihedidunulumsdadulalu
MUV RIZUUMIUIMTFUMNTBIUGAIE A
V3N WaEssUUYaIMsUIMsgumwlog s

wenaunilsluiivguaiwuasdugi
umnnindaiinligiheiaanuiianaladens
uims dlesnnduyeminsngulvajiigaluao
wennauasianulnddagihemniigaluns
1¥msqua (McDonnel & Nash, 1990) uazwui
anwaulaiies foamuuwumsquagunwaas
fthe manlduamaguawluaouuims iendas
fumatineuadludaudemsgua enwlaliile
dola mslisulaluanuaansozaswennagl
U3M3 waredimadanmsgumwassgiheluiige
(Hayes, 2007; Knudston, 2000; Wagner & Bear,
2008) m3sUsziiuanuianalazefihadans
wimanennasaihuFasidlumsnannammn
MIUIM3

Tumedud  msTaanuiiawalazesihe
snnuhiidymlumsusnuszhanuienalaty
Wuwamnnnmanszizaswenuaiiiesadaden
wiahannmannusasyaansgumwiavaely
#iu (Chang, 1997) lagamzMsUenLazANNR
walafifidayamnsmemsunngisinlimsgua
meludunadoudmiu wazgtheaniumadnm
ilsamemnasnaiianuduaunialisansodiuun
sanladarunlasihilas (Pascoe, 1983) uaAINE
Yy lunsusziiivanuianalazasdsuusnis
FAMIUIMINNBENNNENUNNMGDDE (roof

effects) (Dozier, Kitzman, Ingersoll, Homberg, &
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Schultz, 2001) wazainliasaunaululsziauuas
anutBaems vhale 2B 1iM3Qua (Newsome
& Wright, 1999) swliduatesiioflalumsuszdiu
unlailashumswannaghaiuszuudasiinanmn
nsauwnaenguiilfiduwmelumstssdiug
ANNBAMNYME LNTALRY LBLIAMTINENUTINST
wmaauqmmwmuﬂ%’aqﬁa (Bond & Thomas,
2006; Lin, 1996; Walsh & Walsh, 1999) fviu
msdssiinenuianalazasihaasassniings
Ussifiuludasrnuasiuasamnaiemaauuulsediv
(Dozier et. al., 2001) wazmnaaimsUsziiiuv
anuiianaladamsusmswennalagnss wiasiie
FlFUsziiumsiianunzmzasiumswena
w%ami@Ltaﬁqjﬂaﬂvlﬁ'%'umﬂwmmaimﬂmq
NAEMNGINEN LiemsUstiuHaaNEMINS
wenwalumuanuiawalagamsusmMsneIua
Toanse  mswannadasiiafidenuassdlumsia
LAZWAINANINNTDULUIAAN B NNMTWEN IS
Rflanudaguazanansnihlugmsusaiivuaans
mamsnemnandaaulasasela

[

ngUszaaAuaIn Il

D NAINLAENAFDUANNATIUBILUUFTD U N
ANNINeladaAMMWMIUIMINEINIMNMS
FuFveisuuims

NFAULUIAALALITTUNITNNLN IV

Mn mmﬁﬁwahwm@ha (patient satisfaction)
wazannianalazgasfihedansuimsneIuia
(patient satisfaction with nursing care) Teamsiienu
Bagoadeiy weiienudanlaszwhianugams
AuMAvRIuazUsTaUMSalasU31 (Donabedian,
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1988; Pascoe, 1983; Smith, 1992; William, 1994 )
d‘y =3 LAl Vet a
wannnil anwitawslazasthelainsiieny
Ii'ﬁ'ﬂuag.uumL%mﬂﬂauazl,%ﬁwu luLﬁqqﬂﬂa
fienauiduanuidnnuesnzasyaeaiitiomelu
a Yo a < aaa '
Jnlawessuuins leathfitennauauasdans
a 4 Yo [ [~ v d'
USMINlesu wazamadunawiulennmsulaauilas
wamn@nssqumwﬁuamaan (Pascoe, 1983)
o w a 4 =1 U
dnuynnaudssuy Wuanuiiswelazasthe
TuLﬁqszuuu%miqwmwh Wumsnasaneadu
TazaegFuuimstaaumwmsguanlasuaiud
L \ vV Y a Y a
manishazlannglduimsguann wazlaasune
windnIdunilunadwszesgannmsgua
cll v a < ER d' v
guamwilanannanuaaiiueihe edes
nuanumanitwazAlenyesfiiaarnnsi
Yfduwusssninayananugliuinisuasznis
Usmshld anansalglumsiiasanammumsgua
lunng e Wuduniheesmsussiivaaans
PReszUUFIMNLazMIguanisnansaih lugnaans
MUU 4 (Donabedian, 1988) ANuNIWalaves
Yo a - lﬁ‘ v 4 L
H3uuimsdeiadunendasnunsaadulalums
TFusmsgumwmisumssnmuasmsinte 5w
TUdamsansumssnnaeeaatiieg NaLNULazANE
(Guzman, et al., 1988) 35y?) ANNAWawalazes
w a 3 ] o =2 <
Huuimsiy analiamansadmilsdelszouan
v o
gnassuazmanzanlumsgualalunniies
e mmﬁqwﬂ%m@'ﬂmviamsu’%ms
WeNuIa (patient satisfaction with nursing care) Hu
HANNINZADNS LEMSUSMSUBINEN B LAEA T
a 1 4 [ v
Toadiena Wuszaurss “enudanaand” szWiN
2 A v « @ ulyw a
angthe “mani” Mazlasumnmsusmswenina
o vql“dl‘lww ™ ¢ &
nuMIIu; “nlasuase” andssaumsal neil ms
a -1 o~ -3 Al o 14 4 ° a'
wnsanhiawalavde bty fihedndudanias
fenavnumsusms WuSsumeunulssaumsain
Yo a . < a
1a5ua%e (Risser, 1975) waztlumsuszdiums
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mauaumﬁqﬁ'ﬂumsﬁﬂi'uasmsmﬁﬂm@'ﬂmﬁu
Wunannnmsiudunussenineanuaanis
°ua<1pj’ﬂawiamswmmaLLaséqﬁQ'ﬂm%'ufmn
wqaﬂssuﬁLﬁm’%nLmzmnqmé'ﬂwmzwmwmma
wazannianwalazashedamsuimsneiuia
ﬁlﬁ'ﬁwaummagil,ﬁmmmmmmL%ﬁm%wwhﬁv'u
uisanlUBawaswsmensuenunanuanmiialy
PINNTLUIUNSTNNARUNUAENISUITANINAIS
WeNUa Q‘lﬁ’ﬁagaﬁﬁﬁqmﬁaQ’ﬁﬁﬂ‘ssaumiﬁﬁmﬂ
mﬂﬁmsu%msqwmwwaqamuu%miﬁzu 9
(Ericksen, 1995) fatiu msUssduanuiianala
waqﬁﬂaﬂﬁu dpslsziiiunneithalasnsananling
(Z]LLaKLﬂé"?iﬂWh‘l?u (Ericksen, 1995; Newsome &
Wright, 1999)

fisnsnumsiensissdlsznauiisdamas
mmﬁqwahwaqpjﬂawiaﬂﬁu%miasiwimﬂm
ToeSoimas (Risser, 1975) LANMUINTBULUIAA
(RenfuanssauzEinnaw Tu 4 Tavdnvainginssu
A9 WOANITNAMUMATALILIZEN WYHNTINAIY
Udunusssninyana msliiladela wazmsl
LDYIMNEUFUMNW DNMTNUMUITIUNTINNUD
winAauazaIasiialseiiivanufianaladens
usmswenwalasdiulvadanaassnuuifaues
S7es (Risser, 1975)

Fuzaiuasuan)a (Hinshaw & Atwood,
1981) Wannuuulssiinenuiawalazesihe
#suliuazsnnlulsanenunauazneaaUANNAY
Balaseadrenaninaiia HAMIIATHINGN
svAUsznauld 3 asddsznaunan de m3lidays
UYMW mslvenuliiiledels uasinuzida
FonEw uaznuasdlsznausu wu smwanuEuthe
N AMMWAITAUAIINMITTUTUBINEIUD
uazAMWMIQUamNMITuathe wa il
waz@adz (La Monica, Oberst, Madea, & Wolf,
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1986) lawaedasiialssiliuanuiianalate
La Monica Oberst Patient Satisfaction Scale (LOPSS)
Usenaumeeaadlsenaund 3 MU AoMUFNITIaUS
BIBW (technical-profession) anuliiladala
(trust) M3lvgadny (education) Fusznauly
3 #fdps P AaNNNawala mstawaslszau
Uszaaa wazannlsevulang

= U a =~

Utpasdau (Peterson, 1988) a5UN8MIINNY
walazasthedanisuimsnervianzengaan
4 v v I aa Y o v
Wuvaeey  Teswuaduifouemansiranms
QUa MIENIIMIUINITUILANNTLAINTUIY 61
LATHFNY FMWINFDNINMEMN ANNADLLBY
BINIQUA USLENSHALALHAAWS dIUNTUIIY 99
wariiaeas (Greeneich, Long, & Miller, 1992)

o Y o o Ae v a

NUMUITIUNTINLNEINULATBIN N L USRI Y

=3 LAl 1 vV aa &
anuiawalazeths wuhisznauee 3 {d fe
FUAMANHUYBIYATANEIUID  INHULMITOUD
wazANNENINTOLUMIUS  UANNMANIIBY
YV vV k4
{1 wazmuamMwiInaax

83@du (Ericksen, 1995) NUNIUITIUNTIN
wazagUuwAazasanuiawelazesadams
uSMsweNUIaN Usenaumeasdusznaudn 5
Usems e anmheis anuiulaluganw
ANNSURagEU M3 lidayaeeuguMW M3Lien
iula wazmsquamumMeMw/amwiaden uaz
wathiniaunduedasiiaUssiiulugihely
NUBUNNSNNMN LUTSAWENIBNDUNAULNY  HAM5
a % o & P
Aenzilasiaueznadauana® Unnnasdlsznau
a0 2 Uszns Aa Aadzmsgua LAZAIUMEMN/

v s vV =

amwinnaen asddsznaumudalzmsgualsznau
ludhemsTvinm anwgmwliifesd eanmjnuws
MIFDENTNEAAY ANNBANU MSIENTHIEYFD
BaANB9IMS MIBSLNELNBTNAINTTNMITNENUS Waz

Ms I dumumamn/amuwinsaNlsznau
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k4 v td' \ =1 =1
MIENSMSWENNaNAABNaY ANNiseiiau
= v v LAl a lﬂ' vV F Al
BeuSesvaiasihy msadaiaaesmslikihe
HIYNFoOUB MIMUANEFNIRaIUTTHTUNIU
MINUMUNITIUNIINUNINFU (Mahon, 1996)
ssywIAaaNNiewalazathadansuing
nenwalsznaulumessddsznaudnw 8 Usems
= = Gl = a v o o o ld'
Ao Aaumsquaniemsiuduius msnszvin
inswenniunyed maila/qamumsqua M3
@NHAMSUSMS/AaNNEzaIn  ulssanam ldane
AMNWDAFDNN MM NYBIBIANT TMNIAFDN
PNMINENLD mmeimﬁaﬂum‘sgua wazUszanona
WIOWAANS WWULRENNULINIUBSUAZIUS (Wagner
& Bear, 2008) MNMIIATLHULUIAAA NN
walazathe wasnenuNANENBHUE LN
wawalazasthedamanennade mMsuansaan
BawganssumMsnemassivayy mslidayamsg
MuguMN MImuaNmMIfadula uasanssous
@enzw Teewg@nssumsthemdeativay et
M3suiduIndanginssngasneItaluns
val o £ o I o
wnswdy matmswludnaadzesanutunyeed
YV Ve 1 Yo 1 k4
wazgftheganilasuanuviinlauazgua  Aaua
k4 = Qlld' td' v 4 Vo
MNAUFEMN  angieeNuNnedasiuie
waTHansEnUNNeaImssiuddia  madenlu
P < & @
Msquagumwiiianziuiheeauduase
mamuaumaaaala vaneth anumaniwesithe
td' $4 o 1 L = d' 4
napansidnsinlumsaadulaneaiumsgua
FUMWUBIAULBY UAZINTIOULBNITITW a8
L a a = dl a va w Y d} v
Yinwsdingninervaljuanueireiely
UII9ANNABNM IR MANEIUIATANY
d' Y Y 4 k4
@enmalunuresauuazuaasligihasugle
szauaNNawe laeihedangeudie
NNMINUNMIUITIUNTINAING NN 13D
o Id U '3
Wndszanatldumnsin wun avedsznauza
M3UseUANNNINB AN NUINNABANNNIND 13
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lumsTvideyamuguan (Ericksen, 1995; Hinshaw
& Atwood, 1981; La Monica, et al., 1986; Wagner
& Bear, 2008) ANNLB88INS tiuaniivlaaugsu
wimstiaeul3iiadela (Hinshaw & Atwood,
1981; La Monica, et al., 1986) MIUNNHLLE
dw Wieanuansalumsqua (Greeneich et
at., 1992; Hinshaw & Atwood, 1981; La Monica,
et al., 1986; Peterson, 1988; Mahon, 1996) e
mslimshemaeaiuayy  (Ericksen, 1987,
La Monica et al., 1986; Wagner & Bear, 2008)
waziiseazdanluasdlsenavdas wWu MuUsTUY
wazgouilumsliusms wu eanwiswaladems
ENINMSUSMS  EMWNAFDNNNMEMN AN
Gial,ﬁaﬂums@u,a wazanune ladeUssansnares
M3qua (Mahon, 1996; Peterson, 1988) udu
msussiiuanuiianalazesgihadans
USMINENUIAMTHAINNEY LA NTBULLIAANNMS
WENNANILFTDUANINFDUAZMSUFAIBDNY DI
NYHNTINYBIWENIUIA LUMIT LAUSNITREIUNRS
{ivedelaiinsavuuifnvesunauatiiea
(McDaniel, 2003) Wuwnmemswandadonu
'ﬂmLmuaaumummmwm%m’wmﬂﬁmsgua
(caring) (Humsudstudszaumsaluasnyuduaz
Unnglisugle ms@uaﬁy'uwmmaﬁmﬁﬁﬂuﬂa
Lﬁmﬁumwmﬂumgwﬁwmqﬂﬂa WnTAuARma
Is\il,ﬁﬂﬁuﬁﬁ]ﬂs\il,ﬁﬂLLiﬁgﬁlﬂﬁgaﬂﬁiﬂizﬁﬁLﬁ:aﬂﬁ‘i
aua laguenszuiumasquasaniily 4 stau da mMs
FUFANUGBIMIMIQUA msaasulafiazlims
Qua MINTZIMIGUD wazUszaumsaliiwanniy
NNMIUTIaNANNAInelaluawes unauales
(McDaniel, 2003)

a J v Y v < a
BRI NIITUIANHANMIMIQUD Wumsh

DEUNYUANTITHZYDNNTOU

WENUNANSEHUNINUSEaUMSalI DY HaukazAne NN

d' ' v o
°llﬂﬁGI‘L!LENal‘uﬂ']’i'Vl?\)SLLUQﬂUﬂiﬁﬂUﬂTﬁlﬂMﬂUI’dau
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< v o d' v a
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RINTEUIUNTOUD MmN UFNRUS MW
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wazmslasunmsgua (Uszaumsallugiuzelasu)
mslasuidensquanalitinanueannuuay
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1 Y a 3 < :d' v
wuh msldusmaneamanenany Wumsig
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Vo = Yo = L -3 \] =1
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U'i'iqmmmwi’qﬁgﬂﬁmﬁmL‘Tjummﬁqwah
damsusmsueanenng msannluaiadl ;ﬁ%ﬂ
latnsavuuAauazasdlsznauapenN g
naladanisuSnisweIuIavesLNALALile
(McDaniel, 2003) tazNNITNUNIUITIUNTIN
Lﬁaa%'nifaﬁmmLtaz(ﬁuﬁumwmaaugmmw

LUUFDUN
AoMHUNTIVY

WumsTedaussensuuuminasndany
Fuiusiilanadouamumwiaiasiie wiamsdnm
sandu 2 szoz Aa MIWANLUUEBUMNLREMS
UsaifiuanuianalazesgTuuinsaenisuins
NENUID LATMINATDUANINATIVBULUUTDUDY

szaEi 1 MINAUILUUFIUDIN

LUUFRUAINANNTNWE lRABMSUSMINENLNS
Wannzuanmsldnseunnaesaiunauatiios
(McDaniel, 2003) azaNMINUNMIUITIUNTIN
hnaHludadondmsugiheniagunly
WBmsmamswenna Usznaugeiamanaiudataan
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Foyameduguam uazmafianudasaands
anudeons wiveniula  wazmsieswlu
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M mniaau 15 1a dammusjaiums
Usmsiilismnzunnnzduthesiialaniianile
iaaziaumsuimanennaiivsziiulasgld
uimslasmll luudasdagaaunuusaumussy
anuianaladansusmsiluanawuudiiod
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Wannwuudaunu ludausnigamenuiiies 10 99
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1991) msdniiiiuanmsdwentnalunguiihms
ANUANAUKBINSINSNENVIAINUIU 5 U
MmMshiazuuuNdam oI NN NFNWUS U5
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a [~ I < v [~ v
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vingralunndauasziidaiduauusIitiadnge
aornludiuzasanuisnalaluanuiaiy
FINTUBFOINTNYDINENVID  NWAUTDAI N
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WNBN 5 28 Wiy 15 28 uﬂﬂmaauqmmwmu
WNTAENISIIAIANNLEDNUUALAITHIANINATY
@lassasnlugtheuanmludnnu 20 au ez
amanuaNule .94 wazlifidadusuusivams
YSULNTBA N NLNNLHN
szashl 2 NISNAFAUANNATITILLBN)
WAZANINATAUBITATIFTNYILUUFIUDIN
' L4 0 < UAl a{' 1 a a'
nancagn Wugthenniuuimsnaany
WIS I 146 AW MUIUUNANGNAIDEN
T#vranveanasuazane (Hair, Anderson, Tatum, &
Black, 1995) laglviszanaaehatias 5 wihuasda
. “a , - 23 a0y
MON  WIBLWNIANT 100 MSANHIASIH 1
U5zl 10 (2a9amoy @8 150 AY ARLABN
NaNIEN TaeMIEaNUULIRILAN ANENTGREY
Huhswdnwnde 1) a1y 20 U 2uld 2) aglu
FEVTNMIFUUINIFVMWIFNUUINS 3) 50
1 = v 1T vV a k4
suwsandeauld 4) lifidymeumsaag uas 5)
Tmstuganlumsitnnumsane nawimsanaan
. . . & 1 < U
(exclusion criteria) AaWANUNIMITE@UTIE
suusaulianinsalidayamemsdumualle
A0UNNINSAN L‘ﬂuamuu'%msqwmw
MuUNHUaUa N2l SN U gNIULAE N
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1. MENFILATINISHIUNITSUTBINN AN
ASINMTIVLYBIFMNMSNEIUID LASFIUUIMS
o < ] a o o
gumwayana ivnmsiiudaya Kzie39evinms
UL AINUNEIVIA VIV UIELINDNITTURIID
MItAuNUTINaYa
Vo a o L =~ YV o Y
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uazlasens losadueingussaduadlasamauas
Yssleminaainasiinzumenasdugalnsanis
wazaamausaNaglyuumenissanauay
1 [~ v o a Vv %
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MSMSIae
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3. fehedTedanmneeiImsdnn Il
Y d'w = v 1 £
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F0UUIMIUN ) BN TINLANNINBUKULER LN
TagldnaUsean 15 i
= v o ¥V d' v
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g . . v ¥ Ao [
1828 (item-total correlation) WaLAHAUBNNTLAU
ANNFINUNBYRHINT .40 pan (Hair et al.,
vV dgl YV k4 =Y r'd
1995) nadaUtannaloInuuaImslamsianzy
J = v Y aa
2905200 NAFIUANNASIBIIASIFN TR
MINANLYIFUsENDU (factor analysis) 1ae3d
AN TN UTINSE TGS 9 (exploratory
factor analysis) tNBM3IANGNLATIET dafman
:d' v [ U va 1 a ¢ =
nldndanaulithinguonuuamsiensyt GeuGes
waz@iauamsedaananale
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HANITIVY

NIMAeNTaya ludinsuuimsinu
150 98 wuudauaNiaNNaNysal 146 98 udz
inanldiensiiemsinmneil giursmaiudihe
NNNURUNETEUBNYRlNNENUYNTY T
30 ey unungiheuenguduimsgumwlgug i
31 U uasunungtheuanlsaneunanminenay
MUYINIIN 25 AU uarAdiingihenzSumuy
60 A Fayaiienfunguinaen fineans 21-80 1
Wume 67 au (SpEar 45.6) il 80 AU (Sa8ay
54.4) Deindn 49.7 T wamsAnmeanuiiswel
yaagthediamaguazaanenta Wuhiissaunziuy
anwutanalaaglugrszauihunasdennn (mean
= 3.69, SD = 0.91) ‘[ﬂﬂﬁmm?{ﬂswﬁaagﬂuﬁw
3.55-3.84 Mnwdeiiulld 1-5

ANNEaNTBILUUFa U

nagauAaNNEuranuuda v ly
naju@'ﬂmuanﬁm%’w?msﬁ‘[sqwmma WA
IAZ8FDA Cronbach’s alpha coefficient laan
mmt%aﬁ"u‘[@asmﬁ%@@ (r) WnNU .94 mmﬁ}aﬁ"u
1828 (item-total correlation) HANSLWIN .79-.90
NAMSIANLRANNTUNUSTENINYD (inter item
correlation) fienagluzag .64 A .82 MAMsiien
anuEeiunedaliidalaimmni 40 Falud
Falafigndmaanuazinmndaliiesianuass
Falasaasaaly

MIaNnzlaseaieasndsznay (Factor
structure)
msAnmasaEl Thmsnagausannatiiag
AUPBIN IRV B9AUsENaY  Aa  MSATaN
ANUFNNUSTEHINNIUUT uazANNENITO LUNS
Fangulasiadin  waznagauanumIzanlums
THmalianmsienzioedusenau (Hair et al., 1995)
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MINAFDUANNFNWUS TIN5 1 FFDH
Pearson’s correlation ¥NAAANNENNUSIaeEIU
Tuaivieani .30 azbisainsaldadamsimsnzy

s v . ~
aadUsenaule (Hair et al., 1995) MINAdaUNUN
{ [ tv ] =3 Id
MANNFNNUS (1) oglure .64 §9.82 1 WulUow
L4 dQI v
2aANALUDIAY

MINNIANANNEITOUMITINGN NaFDY
Toel Bartlett's test of sphericity Iﬂﬂﬁauuaﬁ’m
guinlifiennduusseningiuys (Hair et al.,
1995) wamsnaaauasiil Ujiasannagiugudn
SLAUNEAAYNNFDAININY .05 waaeNNaUs
P v v gw v & ' v
nenuduNusiuwazansodaungulaadi
v 1
sy 1 nau (° =1565.524, df =105, p <.001)

UBNNNY HANMSNAFDUANNTNNUSTENIN
s laaldadd Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)
yianadauIIeIlsHaNNFNWUS D uNInLAu
IUNTIU UAZAITAAUNAIDINNIB LA HaMSANEN
WU @ KMO Z9Un@Rensznine 0 9 1 Taanall
(a2 KMO 3N .90 uaeanianuwsnzanty
pEaE uasmniianiaandn .50 udasdayalsl

o U a s s .
wisnzannazlgIS M nevesddsenau (Hair et
al, 1995) Kan3AnAIIL loa KMO 1A .96
waeaNHANNTINzENlUMSIeEdUsenau

1 a o o o v v 2d w
wazlaiiadamisasmudsianudunusiideu
fusnnuly

Msuunlaseasie (extracting factor)

ld' vV [~ Vv lﬂq’ vV =
nnmsfideyadulumudaanauiodu Iq
FIMIANLHNUUNDNAUSENDY  AI8NSNNTYB
Hair uazatiz (1995) lagddinnevinsdusznau

Y .. . Pt a
vian (principal component analysis) #LUUNAIA
‘:4' o @ o [ 1 v 1 4
Mzhdmuwlmae g mandanguliidungueed
Usznaunsetlhde  1dnaliamanyuunuieds

a P . A o g v s v
Tuung (varimax) TN IERWILBIAUSZNBULDE
Vigauaian factor loading 3nn¥iga luudasadlssnay
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1% W scree plot Usenaumsmvuaa Eigen
HAMIIAHNNITOIANGNANNAINE 1R
o P P < ]
Nnnalsnmmsanmnlaitlu 3 asdlsznavunas
aamlsenaulsznaumeaiulsadatias 5 s
Puunlaamnuae factor loading uilluany
duussznIndmuUsnunauadlsznaunduun
FMNINNI .40 (Hair et al, 1995) HaMIIANEH
WuudasIuUsiian factor loading (r) loasinag
T2 .538-.817 dhwlsimhms@Ensnaansaasing
anninelalasnundulasasas 83.1 uaaAzUY
ANNIND LANIVNG IHBLLDLANIMNITNN 1
29AU3ZNaUALNITNATAUAINTUNUS
Malulaseasia
ivuazanguaeInNianalany 3 naw
8 ANNVNLEDDINT MSENDINISUSIS wae
ANNAIIENMIN  leanguanuianelade
ANV LELDBDINTUAZANNAIWD LAA DN D
usMs ﬁm%'aﬂamammuummLLﬂiﬂsmqqqm
Y o L = k4 = \
wazlnaLAeNn Y 599893130 MuANNNINalasa
aNNENsaENmIw aalusasaz 30.2, 30.1
Az 22.6 289ANNLUSUTIUNIVNG MNEIOU
1) anuynladaains Ussnaumemus
o k4 =l k4 ld' = a
U 6 98 PaaN 1-6 afuraaNnNwlsUsIUA
< v = v o
Wudewaz 30.2 vasanuiknelalaasin naueuys
U Id
nsawtaanuvinalagsinn Wulssaumsal
L%qmnﬁ@'ﬂmvlﬁ%'umﬂmi@u,af\nnwmma Taesu
k2 v = E4
Flawerualaieanudasmsuazdaym
guameaeithe wadnssunuaataanda liany
aulavaziolald Sudlvenudewvidawdiauilu
anfias wazwenenulimadanennumssnmn
wenuaadday augsuuimsianlineda uas
a = \ v % 4
gudiantdamlvnenuiansiy  mudsmelused
Usznau Nseauenuanusluszauihuna Hauinn
4A15E9INN . 73-.82
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M99 1 wanIRamMsIeNLiaedlsznay (N = 146)

Factor loading (r)

AN

1 2 3
1. 514161’%’11m‘s@LLamnwmmaﬁ"’mﬂ’numﬂﬂLaﬁawfi«ﬂumgﬁﬁm 768 .383 .320
2. suldsumeseaiifumsinvmenunasgainmy .698 .386 .410
3. wennauhlalutlymusssiudiiio .813  .372  .307
4. wenualiamudemdernuiiiesudaims .668 .318 512
5. wenuaaulavaziolaldludymagunneesaiu 622 507 .430
6. Aulilauazdudedymaummnasulinernais 538  .488  .538
7. fuuzhilasunnnenamansoh lWUfoale 382  .278  .817
8. wmmaslﬁ'nmﬁ'uslunﬁwumqﬂLﬁ'mﬁ'uﬁmumwmﬁu 478 587 476
9. wenwalvhesiuazaansutiuieanuiiuauaaiu 497  .607 .304
10. wmmaammmﬂigmwmﬁ'uasiwsimﬁm 514 771 .109
11. wenunareuntamassaule 460 595 .461
12. Auehsuusmsnnnena laheuasazain 270  .783 .408
13. susilahsulesuusmsiannuenna .353  .618 .609
14. FuldFuudmsnnwennaidanuduasa Ny 508 520  .564
15. dudenladudasmsmausmamiiouiilasuaguasi 358  .699  .478
Variance explained (%) 30.2 30.1 22.6

GLaENUNINEDIAT Factor loading §Ngo

2) mMsindamsusms Useznauludradiulsiiunu 7 4p Aeren 8-13 wazls asuNEANY
wsunudaillusesa: 30.1 2asennitanalalossin ngududsansaudannuminalossind {u
Ussaumsaidanniigihesdndemaidamsuimsaseiiiesd sudndeduasemuunyud Tasdusld
Pwennaliidssduassaniuivieanuiuau imaguadisanuuiiiien wodnssuiiuansaan
m‘ﬂﬁnaﬂumi%'uﬁqﬁtymLLax&ﬂmuﬂﬂgmwm@ﬂwaahwimfim fFanuazanlumsinsuuims muus
fiszauanudnnusiueluszauiunandann sening .69-.87

3) anuannsaEdinin Uszneuludmeimulsinnu 2 78 davadi 7 uaz 14 asuNEANN
wlsunudaillusesa: 22.6 2asennianalalossin ngududsansaudannuminalossind {u
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msﬁ'mmmuuaaumzuﬂavwﬁawaiaﬂaa@'ﬂmm'am5u§m'jwmma

Ussaumsalizauanigihedeaiuluanuansn
pawenaludNman  Tumsheudladamle
LAl a = 1 v
Togrthagudandaymaguaneasaulvneuaiila
FananuNMuuzihilasunnweruasmuse
W ldUHuale  dudsiszauanudunusluszau
unane imnu .74
managaumsianguesdlsznau lag

NAFDY internal consistency JzWINAIUUIMBAY

melundazesrdsznau Taamsmanyszansaanh
ATAULISA (r) WNHAINAAN .65 BBIINTIN
NENNANNWNIZEN (Hair at al., 1995) HaN3
3Lﬂ'ﬁsﬁmﬁmmju1d’ﬁhﬁqmiwﬁ' 2 WALIATIEA
ANUFNNUSTLWINTD (inter-item correlation) WU
fanudunusiududrulualuszauthunanada
nn (.64-.84) lﬁﬁﬁattﬂiﬁﬁﬂnwuﬁuﬁuﬁﬁugq
uAulUiionaiienuideusudasdaasn

M99 2 LFAIHANISNAFDU internal consistency waqna:uaaﬁﬂiznau (N=146)

ANHaNala ABAIDIN Cronbach’s alpha Factor loading
coefficient (r)
mmﬁaﬂm?}amm 1-6 .96 .538-.813
MSENBINSUSMS 8-13, 15 .96 .587-.783
ANUFANTOFNITTN 7,14 .84 .564-.817

anUsaua

mafnmasil TiagUssasdiawanuas
nadaugaMNLUUFaUNNUsziiuaNNianela
paegthedamsusmanenina lasunuusaunu
#lFaRnanalsznaumetafmanduIunasy
15 %0 oaug 1 (Wﬂiﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁ?jﬂ) N5 (weﬂﬂmnﬁqm)
78 wamsienzilawuusaumuitsnanseldlaly
PYTLAUVBIFULIMS LUUFBUMNENNTOBSLNY
enuianalalagsinneausosay 83.1 93N
wisUsiuasazuuuanufisnalanie

HANISNAFIUANINASIEILA5IT5192 84
wuuaaueN sInsanuunaNNienelavagihe
damsquazasnennasantu 3 sadusznaunan
AsemuvsleEeams msEhiaimsusms uaz
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ANNANTOBONTN TIFDAADDINULUIAANSN
= . A o <
289UNABALINES (McDaniel, 2003) #hadu
n58UTUMSWAHUILUUFBUDINNWEIUI DA BIN
ﬁﬂuﬂaLﬁmﬁ'mnmtﬂumgm‘fwamﬂﬂa ATEHUN
NeNuENLazNaNaNY assrlinluAmNEINo
L?fﬁm%WLLasﬁmaulalﬁnWiQLLa LALENIRDNTN
a d' CAl [ v d' CAl

wqmnﬁwgﬂmmmsmuﬂm Wumshethaana
Mazlasunnglimswentna wazmsihiamsusms

& v s & s P
wanMNil laseaeeedlsenaum 3 avdldsenaui
Unngasaadasnumsdnwnauminluaelseimne
(Ericksen, 1995; Risser, 1975; Wagner & Bear,
2008) Fanadszanalenasddsenaum 3 munle
nnmsannluasil msdhunuasasdlsznauvian
(core components) Tumsuszifiuanuiawalazas

oy ' a & a o 7
Qﬂ?ﬂ@lﬂﬂﬁﬂiﬂﬁwm‘um LﬂanﬂNHHﬂnﬂﬂu
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wianwal qﬁﬁyj UBLANI WYIYNA

@’faqm'5Ltasm@m’iaLﬁ'auﬁuﬁmiwwﬁme}wmwmn
wenna Togdama Sausssuanaliiidiuiendas
anuuaniraiiuifisdnsdendauandeiu
200l  WaLEIARBAINTANNLIL LUUIEIUYBY
m’sguaﬁﬁuww

yanani wqﬁnﬁuﬁ@%’uﬂ%msmﬂwiﬁLLa'z
Aaenufiawelannmsinunluadeil fianndes
ﬁuwamiﬁn‘mdauwﬁ'ﬁﬁwsmwuiwqmé’nwmz
°11mwmmaﬁ@'%uu’%msmmﬁqmummﬁmﬁuwm
Hsuusmsguawlugnou Inguanansmevande
mativeniulagzuuims mstienng/vinwens
Upuanumemsnenng msienuihAmnawluy
MU msﬁqﬂaﬂﬁﬁ wasmMsiaNusSuiinzay
UAZAIEUHN [UAB U MSTNNUYDIAULEY LagnT
Wuaniulagzuuims  msiienug/vMnuzms
Upuanumemsnenna msienuihAmnanlu
MU Lﬂuéauﬁﬁ%uu%msmmmﬁqmm‘w%a
Fugwa@Anssuasnanle (Sivamalai, 2008)

HaIeeimMeaaanhaulavasasannil
Ao sadsznauamuvnsleanuiEeams uazms
haensusnsilusedUstnauiiasunanay
LL‘\Jiﬂsmwamamﬁmalwmﬁqm (Sagaz 30.2
waz 30.1 mudey) Havaulifiudienume
wiwazmssuilaluwgfnssumsquazaswenung
ﬁmﬁ'ﬂwmmmLﬂuquﬁﬁtﬁﬂaamwQ’ﬂmuaz
ftheddnUasany Suitamshiemsusmsanngld
uimsiianuaanse dldmsusmslasmg U
FawamsAnmiaNuEaAAdaIRUNTIULLIAAT
T duwnmalumsiannuuusauau

uenNTl wamsAnw Saenedadniiuees
LWL DS (Paterson, 1988) ﬁisqﬁwﬁmmm
ﬁwdwmmﬁqwﬂwm;j%uu%msﬁmahimmm
MiladeUsziauanugndauasimanzaalunis
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v - ¥ a4
quale wansEnwluasatinuyanafianasnly
v E N~ 1 « 4
Togasvoulviiud  “anngndsuazmvanzanly
MIQUA” INGNINT BNNANNNILINANNANY
gnaasuaziinsanlunIsguanINaIuIzIng
mamsuwndgmswenalosml Taswmmzludiu
C} = A( a a =
nllumnansusgndidainnemans anuiswalazes
) a I v A Yo oa
HSuusmsnnwenaiuanuean i ngsuusnMs
v Yaor v = v
goamslasunnglimsuimsgumwlunats 9 eu
Toganinsaldusziiiumanenviainszriaassu
a aa « [ <
uimslagasalufifizes “enutuyana anuiu
wyEd”  wazdsviauAnMWMINEIUIA lua U
“Liadn” Tunnandmms
luideadd  wuvaavongsusmanndem
qﬂaiiﬂﬁwumnlumiﬂ'mﬁummﬁqwah Aams
finamsUszifiunfiengeass (roof effects) aula
ATIUNANNUANINLE waznd IAamsanau
o A o v o ' v .
TanRawmadaihdayadinanlulyd (Dozier et. al.,
2001) wamsanwasiiladnutlymasnan wull
mwdzagluszauthuna (mean = 3.69, SD =.91)
HANNTONAIALUUUYBINANTIATIEH  WUNH
Famanuuedaiian factor loading NAINNITOINDE
s o vy A A -
Tuasdlsznavaule wWanansanaazidenvad
FaMNWUNIWGANTINGINaNAATUNHNTTH
Toaasauaztunavaanginssuiu g fnelviie
ANNININD 1 LUGEDIDUMNIN 8NeIBENN U AT
Hihelilavazudiar daymgumulinenunans
anaiadisannnwenwalinalumsyaaanu
Y o YV Ve d' ﬂ'l L% a a = =y
Hihe nlvsanieiulurineaddnin iaany
e laluduanusnsantiamsusmsle was
ANNABDIMIMTUSNSNADN 199 FDAADBINUKS
msnadaunmwlsienuanwusiy  lealsana

[

KMO uganuaunusaglussauniinnumanzas
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1. nmsiianuiwalazasgiheunadws
PAIMSUSMSHEERaURININGBINMS ANNMAnST
Ltaxﬂszaumﬁﬁa‘%qﬁlﬁ%wmgrihﬂ (Donabedian, 1988;
Ericksen, 1995; Risser,1975) HamMIATILHANY
M50 391ASIFNIVBIUUUAD U NTW LT Ui
aansnsziauliiiiudamsiassuuuimaguani
wiugthadlugudnars msiiulawnauszmsUjud
msfiafuayunmMeaanam  asdiiiumsas
Wugusssn wiu msdassuulidayaunginlduims
mslimuustnanadugumnlasnss wasiindny
MIFUUTYUUNUIMNEIIS IUNTQUaKFUUINS
Afluszuu assfunseunAmBwuaiay uananni
mMsuaneandaanuiletdanns anuanse
BTN wazmsh i deamsusms daehlanu
wndemsguameilazasenuduiyed mnms
Ujuamswenuasansahuwndaaanananiy
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aanuianaladanaansnisusnswerviale
pENTALAU

2. MsnagavLuUFaUMNNEN Tagly
msanmnasiifiladmiiumsludusaimsnagou
criterion related validity ﬂ’lS‘VlGlﬂE]UL‘ﬁ'NLaNﬁw“ﬁ’JEJ
Tumsussiiupmmmuuuaaunulddamy vananil
msulanaszauanuiianala Wumsulanamu
szauanaraaya mamsnasaulungudiagg
fifnaluainhilsnligmsmmuassiuamui
walaiFauanniu

3. Mswannuuudavanbiianuiine
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famsusms WuunuaadUsenaunanuaannuie
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Development of the Patient Satisfaction with Nursing Care

Questionnaire

Nongluck Suwisith* Ph.D. (Nursing)
Somchit Hanucharurnkul** Ph.D. (Nursing)

Abstract: The purpose of this study was to develop and validate an assessment tool
for measuring patient satisfaction with nursing care. The Patient Satisfaction with
Nursing Care Questionnaire (PSNQ) is a 15 item-questionnaire developed based
on McDaniel’s framework and related literature. The PSNQ consisted of a 5-point
Likert-like scale ranging from highly dissatisfied (1) to highly satisfied (5). Content
validation was validated by experts. Construct validation was done by testing with 146
consenting patients recruited upon their visits at the outpatient clinics of two district
hospitals and one university hospital. Results revealed that the internal consistency of
the questionnaire was determined, and Cronbach’s alpha coefficient for overall scales
were .94. Using the principal components factor analysis with varimax rotation,
factor loadings for the scale items were high on three factors explaining 83.1 % of
variance in the remaining fifteen items. The factors were named: 1) Being Sympathy,
2) Accessibility to the Service and Care, and 3) Professional Competent. The study
supports that the questionnaire is reliable and valid. Also, it can be core attributes of
measuring patient satisfaction towards nursing care. Further instrumental development
and validation studies in various groups of patients are suggested for the future study.

Keywords: Patient satisfaction, Nursing care, Assessment, Questionnaire
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