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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the potential profile characteristics and associated factors of professional commitment
of nursing students under the background of COVID-19 epidemic.Methods From February to March 2020,250 nurs-
ing students in Shanghai and Zhejiang were selected by convenience sampling method. They were investigated by nurs-
ing students’ professional commitment questionnaire,and the potential category model was introduced to explore the
category characteristics of nursing students’ professional commitment.Results About 45.6% of the students expressed
that their professional commitment level had been improved after the epidemic,but there were three different groups in
which students showed different professional commitment characteristics,namely,the low level group,the medium lev-
el group and the high level group,accounting for 38.8%,43.2% and 18.0% respectively.Nursing students whose pro-
fessional intention was “non self-intention” (OR =8.263, P <C0.001) were more likely to develop into the low-level
group.Conclusions  Although the epidemic had a positive impact on the professional commitment of nursing students
on the whole,38.8% of the students showed a low level of professional commitment from the perspective of individu-
als,which needs to be further improved to stabilize the nurse team.
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