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The development of educational strategies that facilitates nursing students®
adoption of an effective learning approach
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In order to improve students’ competence within a limited time-frame,
educators must encourage students to adopt the deep approach to learning (DAL), with which students
are motivated to understand learning topics in depth, and apply their newly acquired knowledge to
the pre-existing knowledge and reality. Therefore, this study aimed to explore nursing students
perceptions of the teaching context that facilitated their adoption of the DAL, and the relationship

between the use of the DAL and their academic achievement.

Based on interviews with and a survey on nursing students, the following three factors, which
educators exhibited in classroom, were identified as facilitating student’ adoption of the DAL;
encouraging learning activities, providing knowledge and explanation that facilitated students
understanding, and showing enthusiasm/support. The results of a systematic review suggested that the
DAL was positively correlated with nursing students’ academic achievements.
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