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The Effect of the Simulation Training 
on the Care of the Febrile Child: 
A Randomized Control Trial

Ateşi Olan Çocuğun Bakımında Simülasyon 
Eğitiminin Etkisi: Randomize Kontrollü Bir Çalışma

ABSTRACT

Objective: The purpose of this research is to examine the effect of simulation training on the stu-
dents’ knowledge of pediatric nursing care of a febrile child.

Methods: This study was conducted with 48 students. Students were randomized into experi-
mental (n = 24) and control (n = 24) groups. Data were collected through Sociodemographic 
Characteristics Form, Trait Anxiety Inventory, and Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child. 
Statistical analysis of the study was performed in Statistical Package for the Social Sciences 
program. Wilcoxon and Mann–Whitney U tests were used for statistical analysis.

Results: It was found that the students’ knowledge scores in the experimental group were 
increased from 10.25 ± 1.51 to 11.33 ± 1.30 following the simulation training (P = .010). In the 
control group, it was found that the students’ knowledge scores decreased from 10.33 ± 2.07 to 
10.20 ± 1.66 after the theoretical training (P = .596).

Conclusion: In this research, the simulation training was useful, and the student's knowledge 
scores increased. Simulation training is recommended to increase the knowledge of pediatric 
nurses about the care of children with fever.

Keywords: Pediatrics, nursing education, simulation training, febrile child

ÖZ

Amaç: Bu araştırmanın amacı, simülasyon eğitiminin öğrencilerin ateşi olan bir çocuğun pediatri 
hemşireliği bakımı konusundaki bilgilerine etkisini incelemektir.

Yöntemler: Bu araştırma 48 öğrenci ile yürütülmüştür. Öğrenciler deney (n = 24) ve kontrol 
(n = 24) gruplarına randomize edilmiştir. Veriler; Sosyodemografik Özellik Formu, Spielberger 
Kaygı Envanteri ve Ateşi Olan Çocuğun Hemşirelik Bakımı Bilgi Formu aracılığıyla toplanmıştır. 
Çalışmanın iststistiksel analizi SPSS programında yapılmıştır. İstatistiksel analizler için Wilcoxon 
ve Mann–Whitney U-testleri kullanılmıştır.

Bulgular: Deney grubundaki öğrencilerin bilgi puanlarının simülasyon eğitimi sonrasında 10,25 ± 
1,51'den 11,33 ± 1,30'a yükseldiği bulunmuştur (P = ,010). Kontrol grubunda ise eğitim sonrasında 
öğrencilerin bilgi puanlarının 10,33 ± 2,07'den 10,20 ± 1,66'ya düştüğü bulunmuştur (P = ,596).

Sonuç: Bu araştırmada simülasyon eğitimi yararlı olmuş ve öğrencilerin bilgi puanları artmıştır. 
Öğrencilerin ateşi olan çocuğun bakımı ile ilgili bilgilerinin arttırılması için simülasyon eğitimleri 
önerilmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler:  Pediatri, hemşirelik eğitimi, simülasyon eğitimi, ateşli çocuk

INTRODUCTION
Facing the complex environment in hospitals is a challenging situation for students who have just 
gained their knowledge and have not yet fully acquired their skills. Students need support to develop 
the knowledge and skills that they will use in healthcare settings.1 After graduation, newly graduated 
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nurses have to think critically to solve challenging clinical prob-
lems and meet conflicting patient needs.2

However, traditional nursing education is based on theoretical 
lessons and clinical training.3 For this reason, educators should 
provide sufficient clinical training experience to their students. 
However, the limited time spent in the clinic4 and working with 
pediatric patients may cause the students’ lack of clinical experi-
ence and a gap between their theoretical knowledge and practice 
experience.5 This important problem can be solved with the help 
of a training method that combines theory and practical skills. 
This training method is a simulation.6

The Society for Simulation in Healthcare defines simulation as 
follows: “a technique that creates a situation or environment to 
allow persons to experience a representation of a real event for 
practice, learning, evaluation, testing, or to gain an understanding 
of systems or human actions.”7 Simulation in nursing has positive 
effects on increasing the clinical experience of students by adapt-
ing them to pediatrics,8 palliative care,9 cardiovascular intensive 
care,10 emergency care,11 pediatric oncology,12 and pediatric burn13 
scenarios where students do not have the opportunity to gain 
experience. An increase in the knowledge level of specific nurs-
ing care,10,14 nursing skills,15,16 self-confidence,1,17 satisfaction,18,19 
and critical thinking skills20 is observed in the participants who 
received simulation training.

Since fever is one of the most common symptoms of childhood 
diseases,21 “fever management in children” is a very important 
nursing intervention. Nursing students’ experience of what to do 
as a nurse in the face of this situation, which they will most often 
encounter when they start working in pediatric clinics, allows a 
more comprehensive understanding of fever management,22 and 
thus, their self-confidence and skill can increase.1 Therefore, this 
research focuses on fever management, which has an important 
place in pediatric nursing education. Although there are many 
simulation-based studies with different scenarios in pediatric 
populations in the literature,23-27 no study on fever management 
and nursing care has been found. This distinguishes our study 
from other studies in the literature. 

Aim
This research aims to examine the effect of simulation training on 
the nursing students’ knowledge scores in pediatric practice care 
of a febrile child. 

Hypothesis
H0: The nursing care knowledge about the febrile child of the 
students who had simulation training is not higher than the stu-
dents who had traditional training.

H1: The nursing care knowledge about the febrile child of the stu-
dents who had simulation training is higher than the students 
who had traditional training.

METHODS
Research Design
This research is a randomized controlled experimental one, and 
the INACSL Standards of Best Practice were used for the method 
of this study.28

Participants
The research was conducted with 48 students who took the 
Pediatric Nursing Course for the first time in the Fall Term of the 
2017/2018 academic year and who are not working as a nurse, 

volunteering to participate in the research. This course was car-
ried out in the form of 5 hours of theory and 8 hours of practice 
every week. In the control group, students received only tradi-
tional theoretical education. In the experimental group, students 
received simulation training as well as traditional theoretical 
education. 

During this period, the class size was 101 students. The 48 stu-
dents reached corresponded to 47.52% of the class size. In the 
sample calculation, it was aimed to reach 63 students with a 
confidence interval of 80%, but only 48 students volunteered 
to participate in the study. However, in the post hoc analysis 
conducted with the G* power program (version 3.1.9.7), it was 
concluded that the effect size of the difference in knowledge 
level between the groups was 0.75 and the power of the study 
was 0.81.

Intervention Protocols
Stage 1: Before randomization, all students filled out the Sociode-
mographic Characteristics Form, Trait Anxiety Inventory, and 
Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child forms. 

Stage 2: Nursing Care Simulation Training in Child with Fever was 
given to the students in the experimental group. 

Stage 3: Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child was admin-
istered again to both groups 3 weeks after the training (post-test) 
as seen in Figure 1.

Simulation Training
Simulation training was carried out with 3 baby medium-fidelity 
simulators in Nursing Simulation Laboratory. Expert opinion for 
the simulation scenario was obtained from 3 faculty members 
who have doctorate degree in Pediatric Nursing and have stud-
ies on simulation. As a result of the opinions received from the 
experts, necessary arrangements were made and the scenario 
was finalized. The implementers of the simulation scenario are 
faculty members and staff specialized in the field of Pediatric 
Nursing.

Simulation Scenario
A 12-month-old baby patient presented with the complaint of 
febrile convulsions that lasted for 2 days.

The knowledge that students will acquire:

• To know how to measure and evaluate the baby’s body 
temperature.

• To know how to make the warm compresses for the baby 
correctly.

• To know how to apply the antipyretic drug given at the request 
of the physician.

• To know how to calm the mother and baby.

The process of the scenario took approximately 15–20 minutes. 
The scenario was carried out with a total of 3 people, a nurse, a 
mother, and a baby. The role of nurse and mother was performed 
by the researchers. A medium-fidelity simulator was used for the 
patient.

Outcome
The outcome of this research was the students’ knowledge 
scores.

Randomization
Randomization of the students was performed using Simple Ran-
dom Sequence Generator through the website www. random.org.
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Data Collection
Sociodemographic Characteristics Form, Trait Anxiety Inven-
tory,29 and Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child were 
used to collect data in the research.

Sociodemographic Characteristics Form
In this form, there are 2 questions about the students’ gender, 
and graduated high school (medical-health educational high 
school or not).

Trait Anxiety Inventory
The Trait Anxiety Inventory is a 40-item scale developed by 
Spielberger et al30 and adapted into Turkish by Oner and Le 
Compte.29 This scale can be applied to individuals over the age of 
14. An increase in the score obtained from the scale indicates an 
increase in anxiety. The score that can be obtained from the scale 
varies between 20 and 80. Cronbach’s alpha coefficient of the 
scale is between 0.83 and 0.87.29 In this study, Cronbach’s alpha 
coefficient of the scale was found 0.545.

Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child
In this form, it was aimed to determine the nursing health 
care information that should be given to a 12-month-old male 
patient who came with the complaint of febrile convulsions 
that lasted for 2 days. Students were given 16 knowledge sen-
tences about fever measurement in children and evaluation of 
factors increasing-reducing fever. The students were expected 
to evaluate these given knowledge sentences and to mark the 
“True” or “False” option. Expert opinion was taken for the form. 
For the use of the form, the opinions of 3 faculty members who 
are experts in the field of Pediatric Nursing were obtained. For 
each correct answer, the student was given 1 point and for 
each incorrect answer, the student was given 0 points, and the 
total knowledge score was found. There was no cut-off score in 
the form.

Statistical Analysis
Descriptive statistics such as number, percentage, and mean were 
used in the research. The knowledge scores of the experimental 
and control groups pre-post simulation were compared with the 
Wilcoxon test. Knowledge scores and anxiety scores between 
the experimental and control groups pre-post simulation were 

evaluated with the Mann–Whitney U test. The statistical signifi-
cance value was determined as P < .050. 

Blinding
To avoid bias in the research, information about which group the 
students were in was not shared with the researcher who per-
formed the statistical analysis of the research, single-blind was 
provided. 

Ethical Considerations
Ethical approval was obtained from the Non-Interventional Clini-
cal Research Ethics Committee of the Non-Interventional Clini-
cal Research Ethics Committee of İzmir Katip Çelebi University 
(Date: August 9, 2017 approval number 156/2017). Participants 
were informed about the research and written consent was 
obtained from them.

RESULTS
As shown in Table 1, 70.8% (n = 34) of the participants participat-
ing in the research were female students. The participants' mean 
age was 20.75 ± 1.24 (min = 29, max = 26). As high as 4.2% (n = 2) of 
the students graduated from Medical High School.

As shown in Table 2, there was no statistically significant differ-
ence between the experimental and control groups in terms of 
pre-simulation trait anxiety score (P = .820) and knowledge score 
(P = .482). In post-simulation, the students’ knowledge scores 
in the experimental group were found higher than the students’ 

Stage 1: Before randomization, all students filled out the Sociodemographic Characteristics Form, Trait 

Anxiety Inventory and Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child forms. 

Stage 2: After randomization, Nursing Care Simulation Training-Febrile Child was applied to the 

experimental group of students.

Stage 2: Nursing Care Simulation Training in Child with Fever was applied to the experimental group of 

students at three different stations, respectively.

Stage 3: Nursing Care Knowledge Form-Febrile Child was administered again to the experimental and 
control groups

Figure 1. Flowchart of the research.

Table 1. Sociodemographic Characteristics of the Participants

Sociodemographic Characteristics n %

Sex

 Female 34 70.8

 Male 14 29.2

Graduated high school

 High school 39 81.3

 Medical high school 2 4.2

 Other 7 14.6
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knowledge scores in the control group and this difference was 
statistically significant (P = .026) 

As shown in Table 3, it was found that the knowledge scores of 
the students in the experimental group in pre-simulation were 
10.25 ± 1.51 and increased to 11.33 ± 1.30 in post-simulation. 
This increase was statistically significant (P = .010). In the con-
trol group, it was found that the student’s knowledge score was 
10.33 ± 2.07 before the training but decreased to 10.20 ± 1.66 
afterward, but this decrease was not statistically significant 
(P = .596).

DISCUSSION
Fever is defined as “a state of elevated core temperature, 
which is often, but not necessarily, part of the defensive 
response of multicellular organisms to invasion by live micro-
organisms or inanimate matter recognized as pathogenic or 
alien by the host.”31 However, there is no definite clarity on the 
diagnosis of fever in the literature.32 Approximately 10%-40% 
of annual admissions to pediatric emergency units are due to 
fever.33-37 Because body temperature varies according to the 
body area where the measurement is made; the thermometer 
used; the measurement time; and the age, gender, and race 
of the child, it is obvious how devastating the lack of knowl-
edge will be.38 Especially in the days of the coronavirus disease 
2019 pandemic that we have experienced recently, while the 
increase in body temperature is accepted as one of the symp-
toms of the disease, the diagnosis of fever becomes even more 
important.39-41

In recent years, there has been a noticeable increase in learning 
opportunities in nursing education. The use of simulation has 
become important as it is desired to prevent crowded clinics and 
facilitate the teaching of some skills that are not suitable to be 
taught in the pediatric population.42,43

In this research, we found that the knowledge of the students 
who had simulation training in clinical practice increased. Simi-
lar to this research, Komeagaç and Bektas44 determined that the 

knowledge level of the students who had simulation training was 
higher than the students who did not receive simulation training 
as a result of the simulation research they conducted with 110 
nursing students on the evaluation of children with fever.44 Simi-
lar to this research, Rideout and Raszka45 provided simulation 
training to all students in their research and observed that stu-
dents’ knowledge scores about fever management increased in 
the post-training period.45 Similar to this research, Ha46 worked 
with a simulator and a standardized patient in nursing students 
in her research and observed that the students who received 
fever management training with the simulator had a shot at 
clinical performance proficiency.46 In their research, Chang et al47 
gave training to the participants in the experimental group 
about the management of fever with brochures and additionally 
gave simulation training. Participants in the control group were 
trained only with brochures. Chang et al47 compared the partici-
pants’ knowledge scores after the training and found that the 
participants’ knowledge scores in the experimental group were 
higher.47

It is essential to develop nursing care knowledge and skills in 
nursing education. In this research, it was found that the knowl-
edge scores of the students who had simulation training were 
higher than the students who did not have simulation training. 
The results we obtained are important results of the Remember 
category, which is the first category of Bloom's taxonomy.48 It also 
provides a solid basis for the Under stand -Appl y-Ana lyze- Evalu ate 
and Create categories, which are the next categories of taxon-
omy.49 Our results demonstrated the importance of incorporat-
ing simulation training as a part of the curriculum to improve the 
cognitive skills of nursing students.

Study Limitations
In this research, we only evaluated the knowledge scores of the 
participants. This situation can be considered a limitation of our 
research.

Ethics Committee Approval: Ethics committee approval was received for 
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Pre-Simulation Post-Simulation Wilcoxon P

Knowledge 
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10.25 ± 1.51 11.33 ± 1.30 −2.579 .010

Control group

10.33 ± 2.07 10.20 ± 1.66 −0.530 .596

Table 2. Differences Between Groups in Terms of Anxiety and 
Knowledge Scores

Experimental 
Group

Control 
Group MWU P

Pre-simulation

Trait Anxiety 
Inventory Scores

41.70 ± 8.16 42.54 ± 7.82 277.00 .820

Knowledge Scores 10.25 ± 1.51 10.33 ± 2.07 254.50 .482

Post-simulation

Knowledge Scores 11.33 ± 1.30 10.20 ± 1.66 183.00 .026

MWU, Mann–Whitney U test.



88

Journal of Nursology 2023 26(2): 84-89 l doi: 10.5152/JANHS.2023.22204

İşlemesi – E.A.A., A.K., P.D., Z.D., B.Ö.Ö.; Analiz ve/veya Yorum – E.A.A.; Lit-
eratür Taraması – E.A.A., A.K., P.D., Z.D., B.Ö.Ö.; Yazıyı Yazan – E.A.A., A.K., 
P.D., Z.D., B.Ö.Ö.; Eleştirel İnceleme – Z.D.

Çıkar Çatışması: Yazarlar çıkar çatışması bildirmemişlerdir.

Finansal Destek: Yazarlar bu çalışmanın herhangi bir fon almadığını beyan 
etmişlerdir.

REFERENCES
1. Zengin D, Ardahan-Sevgili S, Yardimci F, Başbakkal Z. Effect of com-

puter-based simulator use on students’ self-confidence, satisfaction 
and perceived learning. Int J Caring Sci. 2021;14(1):461-467.

2. Shin S, Park JH, Kim JH. Effectiveness of patient simulation in nurs-
ing education: meta-analysis. Nurse Educ Today. 2015;35(1):176-182. 
[CrossRef]

3. Leighton K, Kardong-Edgren S, McNelis AM, Foisy-Doll C, Sullo E. 
Traditional clinical outcomes in prelicensure nursing education: an 
empty systematic review. J Nurs Educ. 2021;60(3):136-142. [CrossRef]

4. Egenberg S, Karlsen B, Massay D, Kimaro H, Bru LE. “No patient 
should die of PPH just for the lack of training!” Experiences from 
multi-professional simulation training on postpartum hemorrhage 
in northern Tanzania: a qualitative study. BMC Med Educ. 
2017;17(1):119. [CrossRef]

5. Eyikara E, Baykara ZG. The importance of simulation in nursing edu-
cation. World J Educ Technol Curr Issues. 2017;9(1):02-07.

6. Koukourikos K, Tsaloglidou A, Kourkouta L, et al. Simulation in clinical 
nursing education. Acta Inform Med. 2021;29(1):15-20. [CrossRef]

7. White P, Champion JD. Transitioning undergraduate maternal-new-
born and pediatric hospital clinical experience to immersive simula-
tion-based education. Clin Simul Nurs. 2021;61:10-13. [CrossRef]

8. Arslan FT, Türkmen AS, Çelen R, Özkan S, Altıparmak D, Şahin A. Com-
paring traditional and simulation-based experiences in pediatrics 
with undergraduate nursing students in Turkey. Clin Simul Nurs. 
2018;16:62-69. [CrossRef]

9. Pastor DK, Cunningham RP, White PH, Kolomer S. We have to talk: 
results of an interprofessional clinical simulation for delivering bad 
health news in palliative care. Clin Simul Nurs. 2016;12(8):320-327. 
[CrossRef]

10. Williams BK, Pendergrass TL, Grooms TR, Florez AR. End of life simu-
lation in a pediatric cardiac ıntensive care unit. Clin Simul Nurs. 
2021;60:3-10. [CrossRef]

11. Mohd Saiboon IM, Musni N, Daud N, et al. Effectiveness of self-
directed small-group-learning against self-directed individual-
learning using self- instr uctio nal-v ideo in performing critical 
emergency procedures among medical students in Malaysia: a sin-
gle-blinded randomized controlled study. Clin Simul Nurs. 
2021;56:46-56. [CrossRef]

12. Helt J, Gilmer MJ, Connors L. Clinical simulation training in nurses 
caring for pediatric oncology patients. Clin Simul Nurs. 2020;47:73-
81. [CrossRef]

13. Sarmasoglu S, Celik N, Elcin M, Senel E. Pediatric severe burn mou-
lage: recipe and evaluation from the burn team. Clin Simul Nurs. 
2020;49:32-39. [CrossRef]

14. Stellflug SM, Lowe NK. The effect of high fidelity simulators on knowl-
edge retention and skill self efficacy in pediatric advanced life sup-
port courses in a rural state. J Pediatr Nurs. 2018;39:21-26. [CrossRef]

15. Bowling AM. The effect of simulation on skill performance: a need for 
change in pediatric nursing education. J Pediatr Nurs. 2015;30(3):439-
446. [CrossRef]

16. van den Bos-Boon A, Hekman S, Houmes RJ, et al. Effectiveness of 
simulation training and assessment of PICU nurses’ resuscitation 
skills: a mixed methods study from the Netherlands. J Pediatr Nurs. 
2021;59:e52-e60. [CrossRef]

17. Oanh TTH, Hoai NTY, Thuy PT. The relationships of nursing students’ 
satisfaction and self-confidence after a simulation-based course 
with their self-confidence while practicing on real patients in Viet-
nam. J Educ Eval Health Prof. 2021;18:16. [CrossRef]

18. Hung CC, Kao H-FS, Liu HC, Liang HF, Chu TP, Lee BO. Effects of 
simulation-based learning on nursing students’ perceived compe-
tence, self-efficacy, and learning satisfaction: a repeat measurement 
method. Nurse Educ Today. 2021;97:104725. [CrossRef]

19. Pence PL. Student satisfaction and self-confidence in learning with 
virtual simulations. Teach Learn Nurs. 2022;17(1):31-35. [CrossRef]

20. Maneval R, Fowler KA, Kays JA, et al. The effect of high-fidelity patient 
simulation on the critical thinking and clinical decision-making skills 
of new graduate nurses. J Contin Educ Nurs. 2012;43(3):125-134. 
[CrossRef]

21. Potts N, Mandleco B. Pediatric Nursing Caring for Children Their 
Families. 3rd ed. New York: Delmar Thomson Learning Inc; 2011.

22. Kim SJ, Oh J, Kang KA, Kim S. Development and evaluation of sim-
ulation-based fever management module for children with febrile 
convulsion. Nurse Educ Today. 2014;34(6):1005-1011. [CrossRef]

23. Kahraman A, Gümüş M, Binay Ş, et al. The effect of simulation-based 
education on childhood epileptic seizure management knowledge, 
skills, and attitudes of nursing students. Epilepsy Behav. 
2019;100(A):106497. [CrossRef]

24. Siebert JN, Ehrler F, Combescure C, et al. A mobile device app to 
reduce time to drug delivery and medication errors during simulated 
pediatric cardiopulmonary resuscitation: a randomized controlled 
trial. J Med Internet Res. 2017;19(2):e31. [CrossRef]

25. Vinks AA, Emoto C, Fukuda T. Modeling and simulation in pediatric 
drug therapy: application of pharmacometrics to define the right 
dose for children. Clin Pharmacol Ther. 2015;98(3):298-308. 
[CrossRef]

26. Wu ML, Chao LF, Xiao X. A pediatric seizure management virtual real-
ity simulator for nursing students: a quasi-experimental design. 
Nurse Educ Today. 2022;119:105550. [CrossRef]

27. Saied H. The impact of simulation on pediatric nursing students’ 
knowledge, self-efficacy, satisfaction, and confidence. J Educ Pract. 
2017;8(11):95-102.

28. INACSL Standards Committee. INACSL standards of best practice: 
simulationSM simulation design. Clin Simul Nurs. 2016;12:S5-S12.

29. Oner N, Le Compte A. Manual for the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory. 
Istanbul: Bogazici Universitesi Yayinlari; 1985.

30. Spielberger CD, Edwards CD, Lushene RE, Montuori J, Platzek D. 
State-Trait Anxiety Inventory for Children. Palo Alto, CA: Consulting 
Psychologists Press; 1973.

31. Commission IT. Glossary of terms for thermal physiology. Pflugers 
Arch. 1987;410(4-5):567-587. [CrossRef]

32. Mackowiak PA, Chervenak FA, Grünebaum A. Defining fever. Open 
Forum Infect Dis. 2021;8(6):ofab161. [CrossRef]

33. Woll C, Neuman MI, Aronson PL. Management of the febrile young 
infant: update for the 21st century. Pediatr Emerg Care. 
2017;33(11):748-753. [CrossRef]

34. Pitoli PJ, Duarte BK, Fragoso AA, Damaceno DG, Marin MJS. Fever in 
children: parents’ search for urgent and emergency services. Cien 
Saude Colet. 2021;26(2):445-454. [CrossRef]

35. Elkon-Tamir E, Rimon A, Scolnik D, Glatstein M. Fever phobia as a 
reason for pediatric emergency department visits: does the primary 
care physician make a difference? Rambam Maimonides Med J. 
2017;8(1). [CrossRef]

36. Rathner JA, Madden CJ, Morrison SF. Central pathway for sponta-
neous and prostaglandin E2-evoked cutaneous vasoconstriction. 
Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol. 2008;295(1):R343-R354. 
[CrossRef]

37. NICE. Fever in under 5s: Assessment and Initial Management; 2019: 
NG143.

38. Mackowiak PA, Morgan DJ. Feel the heat: a short history of body 
temperature. In: Br Med J Publ Group. 2017;359:j5697. [CrossRef]

39. Huang C, Wang Y, Li X, et al. Clinical features of patients infected with 
2019 novel coronavirus in Wuhan, China. Lancet. 
2020;395(10223):497-506. [CrossRef]

40. Viner RM, Ward JL, Hudson LD, et al. Systematic review of reviews of 
symptoms and signs of COVID-19 in children and adolescents. Arch 
Dis Child. 2020;106(8):802-807. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2014.09.009
https://doi.org/10.3928/01484834-20210222-03
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12909-017-0957-5
https://doi.org/10.5455/aim.2021.29.15-20
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2021.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2017.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2016.03.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2021.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2021.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2020.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2020.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedn.2017.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedn.2014.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedn.2021.01.029
https://doi.org/10.3352/jeehp.2021.18.16
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2020.104725
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.teln.2021.07.008
https://doi.org/10.3928/00220124-20111101-02
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2013.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yebeh.2019.106497
https://doi.org/10.2196/jmir.7005
https://doi.org/10.1002/cpt.169
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2022.105550
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00586542
https://doi.org/10.1093/ofid/ofab161
https://doi.org/10.1097/PEC.0000000000001303
https://doi.org/10.1590/1413-81232021262.40782020
https://doi.org/10.5041/RMMJ.10282
https://doi.org/10.1152/ajpregu.00115.2008
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.j5697
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30183-5
https://doi.org/10.1136/archdischild-2020-320972


89

Journal of Nursology 2023 26(2): 84-89 l doi: 10.5152/JANHS.2023.22204

41. Consolini R, Costagliola G, Gattorno M. The challenge of managing 
children with periodic fever syndromes in the era of COVID-19. Front 
Pediatr. 2021;8:914.

42. Cobbett S, Snelgrove-Clarke E. Virtual versus face-to-face clinical 
simulation in relation to student knowledge, anxiety, and self-confi-
dence in maternal-newborn nursing: a randomized controlled trial. 
Nurse Educ Today. 2016;45:179-184. [CrossRef]

43. Hudder K, Buck-McFadyen E, Regts M, Bushuk K. A quasi-experimen-
tal study comparing virtual simulation to lab-based learning of new-
born assessment among nursing students. Clin Simul Nurs. 
2021;55:59-66. [CrossRef]

44. Komeagac A, Bektas M. Effect of the evidence-based pediatric fever 
management training given to nursing students. Int J Caring Sci. 
2018;11(2):860-867.

45. Rideout M, Raszka W. Fever and seizure in a young infant: a simula-
tion case. MedEdportal. 2016;12:10468. [CrossRef]

46. Ha Y-O. Effects of high-fidelity simulator and standardized patient 
on nursing care for children with fever in nursing students. Korean 
Child Health. 2017;20(1):10-17.

47. Chang LC, Lee PI, Guo NW, Huang MC. Effectiveness of simulation-
based education on childhood fever management by Taiwanese par-
ents. Pediatr Neonatol. 2016;57(6):467-473. [CrossRef]

48. Bloom BS. Taxonomy of Educational Objectives. Vol. 1: Cognitive 
Domain. New York: McKay. 1956:20(24):1.

49. Kim BN, Kim MJ. Analysis of knowledge in nursing management 
educational objectives based on Anderson’s Revision of 
Bloom’s Taxonomy. J Korean Acad Nurs Adm. 2019;25(3):198-207. 
[CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nedt.2016.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecns.2021.04.002
https://doi.org/10.15766/mep_2374-8265.10468
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedneo.2015.10.011
https://doi.org/10.11111/jkana.2019.25.3.198

