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Original article
The Effect of a Mobile Application-Based Work Scheduling

Program on the Perceived Quality of Work Life Among

Operating Room Nurses in a Tertiary Hospital

Sataya Panthuen’, Phechnoy Sinschunegchai, Netchanok Sritoomma®

"Master of Nursing Science (Nursing Management), Faculty of Nursing, Christian University,
Nakhon Pathom 73000, Thailand

ZFaculty of Nursing, Christian University, Nakhon Pathom 73000, Thailand

Abstract

Introduction: This quasi-experimental study employed a two-group pretest-
posttest design with non-random allocation of the experimental and control groups at the
hospital level. It compared perceived quality of work life among operating room nurses
between a group receiving a mobile application-based scheduling program and a control
group and compared pretest and posttest scores within the experimental group. Materials
and methods: The sample consisted of 42 operating room nurses from two hospitals,
selected through purposive sampling, with 21 nurses in each group. The research instruments
were the mobile application-based scheduling program and a perceived quality of work life
questionnaire (S-CVI/Ave = .86; Cronbach's alpha = .91). Data were analyzed using
independent-samples and paired-samples t-tests, with the level of statistical significance set
at .05. Results: The results showed that, after receiving the program, the experimental group
had an overall quality of work life score at a high level (X = 4.04, SD = .13), significantly
higher than the control group, which was at a moderate level (X = 3.39, SD = .20), and
significantly higher than its own pre-intervention score (X = 3.29, SD = .34), with a between-
group mean difference of 0.65 (95% Cl 0.55-0.76, Cohen’s d = 3.97) and a within-group pre-
post mean difference of 0.76 (95% Cl 0.61-0.90, Cohen’s dz = 2.31). Conclusion: These
preliminary findings therefore suggest that the program may be associated with enhanced
quality of work life among operating room nurses. However, because allocation was
conducted at the hospital level with only one hospital per group, the results cannot yet

fully separate the program’s effect from institution-specific factors. Nursing administrators
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may therefore consider applying this approach in settings with similar contexts and further

evaluating its outcomes before wider implementation.

Keywords @ Work scheduling program @ \obile application @ Quality of work life

@ Operating room nurses
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3189UluUITeLUU cluster-based Tuuinsugug® Ia DE windu 1.20, 2.00 wag 3.00 Aua1Gy
defiarsanainsuasegiaramun 42 au suasegsUssansna (effective sample size) ngla
fin ICC aunAgananiiAiuszanas 35, 21 uay 14 Au awddu eghslsiny msimseiiiduiie
AsUssaaneldan 1ICC Aaunidy Tdldn1susu clustering Tnenss warldaunsausnnaves

TWsunsueanandaduiamzvedlsmenuialiegisauysal liasasuideanimg

Nan157338 (Results)

1. Yayanluvainguiaagng

[

naansreraIaLiunIde i inidensudvsegyme nqudieg1ansuImag 42

Y

AL (NFUNARBY 21 AU NANAIUAYN 21 AL) LTBIIINAAEBALUULAIZIIIINNYIUIATVITNYTEIN

ignuniiguaudinsununagvaie Jdbifivuneudguinanussninsnguniemseguiasiin

¥

33 ngunaassdulvg i dunands (Fosaz 90.48) o1gwds 32.10 U dalngjegvas 22-30 U (5o

ay 52.38) auUTyansvianun anrunnlandiulng (Fovaz 85.71) Uszaunisaliade 8.33 U du

Tngjegyae 2-10 U (Fewae 76.19) nauemvandiulngilunamdguduiu (Sovay 66.67) angiade

33.43 U dwilvajegde 22-30 U (Sewaz 47.62) audsganiaiulvg (Seear 90.48) antunnlan

daulng (Fosar 76.19) Uszaunisalinde 9.71 J drulngjeyvae 2-10 T (Fesar 66.67) \ile

v U

Wiguiguan v iugIusEninguvaasdaznguaiuaunuriinuassiuls lagly Fisher's exact

v

test A1SUMNA @0 U INANTA ANITANYY LazUszaunIsalnsUJURA MUY 0K IA R waz

a v Y

independent-samples t-test d1115U18 nuIliwanaeiuegddedAyn1eada (p > .05) d

o

d'
M15199 1
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M19197 1 IUIULALTDUATVRINIUIAIVITNTRBIAR TuNGUAIUANLAZNALNARBITILUNANY

anwazMmlUiazA1adAnaaauAUBaTEUBINGUNIARDY kANGUAIUAY

WEIWAIYPIINW  NgunAaes (n=21)  NFUAILAN (n=21)

. - > - -~ dnAnagay p-value
NRBINIAN FT1UIU WYY TUU WYAY
LA Fisher’s exact test  .130
N 19 90.48 14 66.67
ald 2 9.52 7 33.33
21¢) Independent t-test  .571
22300 11 52.38 10 47.62
31-40U 8 38.10 7 33.33
41500 2 9.52 4 19.05
0141048 X =32.10,SD= 621 X =33.43,SD =872 t=0571 571
FAOTUNNAUTH Fisher’s exact test  .697
ldn 18 85.71 16 76.19
dusd 3 14.29 5 2381
eRFCRITARRGT Fisher’s exact test 488
USguees 21 100 19 90.48
Usggglm 0 0.00 2 9.52
Uszaun1salnsufuRnuiesingn Fisher's exact test  .496
2-10 ¥ 16 76.19 14 66.67
11200 4 19.05 3 14.29
21300 1 4.76 4 19.05

Uszaunsaliade X = 8.33,SD = 502 & = 9.71, SD = 8.87

U8R Fisher’s exact test I mumuusine anunnausa Lag@in15Ane1gean Fisher-Freeman-

%

Halton exact test l¥d@msusandsuszaunisalnisuiRnuriesindn (11519 3x2 dwadidraianisday
N171 5 97U2U 4 1wad nieseuar 66.7 39lild Pearson chi-square) ay independent-samples t-test 14

o [ = a ¢ @ v ' ~ ! < A 1
m‘m‘umqmaLﬂiﬂwmumwimamm Tags189UAN p—value RUTC RIS}

wonanil FIdenaaeudennatleiureinisidadfinimaasudl nuin 4n15n58218V09
Uszansvivaesnquiluldsund 39l9adf independent-samples t-test ndsantuisauiieu
ANARYYDIALIUUAMAINAIANITVINNUMIUNITTUIVRINETUIAVRINIRATENINNGUNAGDILAENAY

AIVAYN AINS199 2 Uae 3
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A1519% 2 AzuuWRGY @HUTEIUUNINTIIU HaANARRY LALTUINBYNENATDIALIIUANANAIN
NSYINNUANNNNTTUSVRINGIUIATIDINGR ABUNARDY TENTNNGUNABIALNGUAIUAN TIUUNTIY

AU warlnesIl

NAUNARBY NGUAIUAN

. . Mean diff Cohen's
AANTINITNN - (h=21)  (n=21) t  p-value
- - (95% CI)
X (SD) X (SD)
1. PUNNSYINULAY -0.23
. 292 (.42)  3.14 (.39) -1.80 .079 0.54
ATBUAT (-0.48-0.03)
2. AIUNISYINIUAY -0.08
L 344 (49)  3.52(.25) 067 511 021
A3NUHUASIY (-0.32-0.16)
3. AUUSUNUBINTS -0.05
. 3.62 (.44) 3.67 (.32) -0.40 .689 0.12
Y1194 (-0.29-0.19)
4. PIUNISYINIIUDE93 -0.04
3.29 (.44) 3.32 (.37) -0.29 176 0.09
AUATN (-0.29-0.22)
-0.10
Tne524 3.29 (.34) 3.39 (.21) -1.17 252 0.36
(-0.28-0.08)

v Mean diff Aonzuuunguvaassausonguaiuny noutisanuidosiu 95% vesHamsnzuuy

\ady Cohen's d AWIAN mean difference M358 pooled SD fueaddun19adan p < .05 fu
MsviunEnsNUSTRnuLerAzkuLlag TR TIINUAMNLUTUTINYBARINgHlilvIiURIN Levene's

test (p < .05) 3414 Welch's t-test wnu Tne df Usuidu 29.80 way 33.70 muddiu drududuld

independent-samples t-test LuuuInIg1U (df = 40)

1n91e7 2 AeuldFulusunsy ngunmasLaznaNAIUALTinuN N TIn T aulne T
TndiAeaniu (X = 3.29 wag 3.39 auaneu) lnensunisvaasslinuanuwnnsisegsiiioddgnig
affvesnzuULAMAMTINNTIesEIengY Tnevanendesiu 95% vesHaianzuuLIRde
AsonAAuEYNdu ag1slsfinm wadinanlianansaldBusuauminifiendu (equivalence) vasis

1 v = W 1 a <3
ﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁj}l‘l@l I@EJLQ‘W’]SLNE}ﬂE}NWA@EJWQQJGU‘L!W]Laﬂ
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A15199 3 Azuuafy @HUTEUUUNINTIIU KAFNAARY LATTUINBNTNAVDIATUUUANAINTIN
N19919UANUNITTUTVDINGIUIAVDINGR NFINARDY TENTNNGUNARDILALNAUAIVAN TIWUNTIY

AU warlnesIl

NJUNARRY  NANAIUAN

- . Mean diff Cohen's
ARNTNYINNITNINU (n=21) (h=21) t (40) p-value
(95% CI)
X (SD) X (SD)
1. PUNNSYNULAY 0.64
: ¢ 3.81(.25) 3.17 (.34) 7.01 <.001 2.16
2. AIUNISYINIURY 0.79
: 4.29 (.24) 3.49 (.23) 10.96 <.001 3.38
M3 NUJURU (0.65-0.94)
5 Eus 0.59
- ATUUIUNTDY 4.24 (28)  3.65(.29) 6.68  <.001 2.06
4. PIUNITYINGIU 0.61
: 3.94 (.27) 3.33 (.35) 6.32 <.001 1.94
91T AMAN (0.41-0.80)
0.65
lnasu 4.04 (.13) 3.39 (.20) 12.86 <.001 3.97
(0.55-0.76)

NUBWe Mean diff ABAZLUUNGNNARDIAUAIUNFUAIUAN NTBUYIAMLLYBIU 95% VDINARIIAZIUY
\ad g Levene's test nnaulufded1Ay (p > .05) 9914 independent-samples t-test LUUNINTFIU

Cohen's d A1Wa1a1N mean difference #1568 pooled SD fuatud AN Naaa7 p < .05

INENTNN 3 HAILATUIUTUNTY NEUNARBITIAMAIMTINNTTVINNIUEINTIINGUAIUANDEGE

HedAgynsaianinesulazlaesiu (p < .001) lngkasenzluuadslaesumingy 0.65 (95% Cl

0.55-0.76) uagrundnsnasgluyie 1.94-3.97 ellmrreudieun (Usnglednineniside)
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A15199 4 AzuuURRY @UTEAUUIIANTEIN HAFNALRAY LavYUIABNENAYBIALLUUAMAINGIN

N1999UAIUNTTUTVRINGIUIAVBIHIAR NBULAENEINITNARBY NGUNARBY (n = 21) TIMUNTIY

AU warlnesIl

e naalasy
o nauldsulusunsy
AMNINTINNT TUsunsu Mean diff 0) p- Cohen's
t (20
191U x X wla  (95% CI) value dz
udana
(SD) (SD) Wa
Y o 2.92 3.81 0.89
Loaunsminu Uunand 3170 9.36 <.001 2.04
LAZASOUASA (.42) (.25) (0.69-1.09)
2. fmmshan 54 4.29 0.84 1.72
Yrunan 1470 7.87 <.001
AN (.49) (.24) (0.62-1.06)
UfjuRanu
Y = 3.62 a.24 0.62
3. AMUUTUNTBINTG 110 111 598 <001 1.30
97U (.a4) (.28) (0.40-0.84)
Y o 3.29 3.94 0.65
4. UNIIVINIU Y1unans 170 724 <001 158
asmﬁ@mm‘w (.44) (.27) (0.47-0.84)
3.29 4.04 0.76
g5y Urunang 170 10.58 <.001 2.31
(.34) (.13) (0.61-0.90)

nueme Mean diff Asaziuunaslasulsinsuaumeaziuunoulasulusunsy (Auinuansinaziuy

a & Y] 9 ' A o ] a Y] . .
LWHY URAINTITNAADY) WIDUYWANULY UYL 95% UYDINANIALLUULAA UNDU- NS (palred difference)

Cohen's dz Awadan mean difference #1368 SD of paired differences MuualiedIAyNIadan p <

.05

NENTNA 4 NUIAUAINTINNTNNULALTIIVBINGNNADNNLTUIINTEAUUIUNA DY

Tasulusunsy (X = 3.29, SD = .34) Wusgsuannnasbasulusunsy (X = 4.04, SD = .13) lnenasna

AzLUURATAETINWINAY 0.76 (95% Cl 0.61-0.90) wasNUAMUWANANEENINEEAYN9ETANII1Y

AukarlaesI (p < .001) LoWATUIVUINBNTNaNUI1 Cohen's dz 8gluyas 1.30-2.31 &4

Agut1an (lUsnatednfinueniside)
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dyunan1sIvELazafiUTIENa

A4 A A

n13AnwIASILNUI1 MenaslasuluswnsunisdnaisuuRnuiiuteundinduiiofoq

WAMLWUINI9UB AORN” enunaresrndnngumaaesinanm@innsianulassanfisnduan
szauUunatndusesauunn (X = 3.29 1y 4.04, p < .001) wazlAZLUUNEINITNAABIZINTINGN
AR (F = 4.04 waw 339 nuddy, p < 001) Tsatdvayuauuigiunsideriaaesde sghdlsin
desnnlsunsndunisunsnusmvangesduszneu Taun msdaasssnsidsmuinas nslostu
mnumilesd msdassanuuiidususiuweunaindu nsnszasnsediaiuiion wagnsinass
Finvznaunay wafidanamuniendinslilusunafsmsiasalunmsuvesesussneuian
wazlalansnsaszylainesdusznoulafauduiusiunisiasuuuasinumnniiae

defiansanmunseuaun mIInN51aueIne1UIaTes Brooks Wag Anderson® WU
FrunsvirnunumasUiinuiiasuuuedondinmeassasiian lnedinduain £ = 3.44
4.29 FsenvavvioudanmdNiusTEninsesAUsEneUYedlUIUNSUAUMTTUSFLUANTYUAILANT1S
UFtRNuARTY Haduanuaznnlunmsdiienss msvedeuns wazarunaesialunisuims
A5 NARINaMEENAEIAU Aksu kA Dinc? fimuiinisiweundinduileofdounldviuansseziian
Tunsdannss agveudsuszlonivesmsusegndldmeluladifeafuayunszuiunisdanisn
U UReu

o

AUMTIULaEATEUATITATUULANTUIN X = 2.92 10U 3.81 wilinTuserafived Ay

'
1 a

nsadd widsnaduiuifaiedssiifian safaindnoaduiuiuanudavegureinisinnisuay
nslalemalineruradarusaulunismaunudisuaznisvinenu egelsinig Jsziausiuauna
FENINNULAEATOUATITI013ASUBNENaINTadeidalaTeasne 1wy Aszaulastedninn1u
gnsmaangu1at

naMTUTsUsUsETIaNgudamnuin mendsnavaaes nauildsulusunsusiazuunganmn
FAnmsihanugainitnguildssuuinmasuuuiiedsiifodfymsadia (p < 001) adsnaea
duusdunssuifeniuanunsalunsaiuauansenisyinay deaenadestu Shir wazans™
F1BNUANUFURUTIENINNTINM T UUTAIUTINAUMTTUTAMLALTalUNITATUANLIATYINTY
YUz 89U Gerlach wazamz® s1891u31aud usssu Aulusdla waznisddiusuuas
AuansaluntsauauasadulssinudAglunisdnnisaasvemeiuna @ Persolja® wui

ANWULVBINNTIITNA18UTLNITOIIFUNUS A UAIMUMTLDYAIVDINGIUNA

lgasu wan1sAnwesiivsluleswiuinlusunsunisdaa sl iinuinuneundintuile

P ¢

DeNUszyNARLINIGYDY AORN' 0138 NFUNUSAUAMAMNATANITYINIUNATUYBINE1TUIaT B

]

1%
=

{16 TAglanizAIun1s1inuaIunnssu iRy eg1slsinu nan1sidelaisulananianinu
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szalnszds nannizUssinunsdnassnguvnassuaznquauauluszaulsmeuaiisaniaiedse

nau feseaziBunluidetedninueinsivy

Ya9NAvaIN15IY

msfnwiiifesifefiaasfiansantsenounsulana Ussmsusn mataassnguaniiunisly
seiulsmenuia Tnefilsamdslssmenunadendy winsinsesideyasgluszduyana (n = 42) s
AILAEIRE unit-of-analysis error way pseudoreplication wayliaunsauszuiaen ICC n3ausu

a

clustering $eisfidasendevans cluster 1 ns¥in sensitivity analysis aneldan ICC auuguld
WioUssiiunaves clustering sloawindiegsUszanana (effective sample size) TneUszanauviniu
Taarusaldununisusu clustering lnamnsans snunuavoslusinsuoanantadulanizues
Tsangurald Fsasinunans@nudmeniuszinse faagliasidsain Usensiiaes wadws

dIQJYII

Judeyafdinsinsenumenues (self-reported outcome) waglilansauntanisiasulusunsuy

Y Y

29919419 performance bias, Hawthorne effect Wwag response bias Uizmiﬁaw Lﬂ%@ﬂﬁ@%ﬁ"}’ﬂﬁ
nangiudtuauasudadenuazanudedu wisaideddadiundngiuanunsaddlassaing
(construct validity) Uszn13ia swadvinadinuiienpeudieuin (Cohen’s d/dz = 1.3-4.0) 53a1s
wanasiufudesifnvanisesnuuunsisesasauadions Usensiin Tswasudunsunsnues
wa1eeAUsENaY (multicomponent intervention) 3slidanunsaszyunaveusiazesausznaulaagn
Faau wazdsznsaniing szozadiiulusunsureudisdunaglifinisfnnusveren Sl

AUN3nBUSUANLAIREVBINATHEVT N HAYDILUTUNTHEBNAN novelty effect lnpg1adalau

farsuauusitldannnisise

A1UNITUTNIT HUTMITNINITNYIVIA01ANITUIUMUIANYRIUTUNTUNITTAAII9
UtRnuiueunaiatuiefolunaaeddlumsnuifviuvlndifes TneUssduanumioudi
9n31MAT yaaIns wazszuvasauwma nieufnnunasgaduszuuneufinnsanvenenisidau

AIUNITUINT TN IMIENITNEIUIAB1ANI SN AUAkIU] TR TuNsTams1elvdniay
AsBUAgUANTIBLABUNT MseusiA uaznisnsznensegiadusssuuaslusdla niouduadunisd
AIUTINVRIN VAN TEUIUNTTAANTIUG IR

F1uidvanas Weunsuiiwamnd uenalfiduuuimadesdulunisiaunssuudaniss
UftRnudvsumbenuneuaniviunlngifes lnsasuuvesduszneuveslusunsulidenndos

v v

AUBNWAUZINY DRTINIAY LATNSNYINTVDILFATAUIBITU

v a v & 1
Jalausuzn15I98AIIRalU
AIsAnwlulsangrvianateus TnetiudiuiulsameiuialuniasnauuagAIuIuLIg

megralagailsialaseaiisdayawuusiungy medn intracluster correlation coefficient (ICC) wag
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design effect Aiwingay Wolvianusaliasieiiazoyuunalagaieds clustering lopgamunsay

TuisinmunaluszereiieUssiiuauAtegramaansuazeuendnsnavesladanizaniduy

29NINANUAUNUSND1AL VIR UIUTWNSULATALAUTITU MADAIUANBINAANSDU LU ANISNUA

W pusdlaansen arufiawslasienisdnmisne anudusssulunisnszansins wasdunuuesszuy

ad o a

WD NgUNUITINNITIBUULA
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