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[ Abstract] Objective

Nursing Informatics Competencies Scale (SANICS). Methods

To check the reliability and validity of Chinese version of the Self-Assessment of
SANICS was translated and back translated,
culturally adapted and pre-tested in strict accordance with Brislin model to form Chinese version of SANICS.
The Cronbach's «
values of Chinese version of SANICS was 0. 931,and the retest reliability was 0. 883, the content validity was

The reliability and validity were evaluated in 124 postgraduate nursing students. Results

0. 950. Five common factors were extracted and each item had a load value of >>0. 4 on its common factor. The

accumulative rate was 70. 659%. Conclusion The Chinese version of SANICS had good reliability and validi-

ty.
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