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Research on the relationship between college medical students’ caring ability
and gratitude

YAN Yumei
( School of Humanities and Social Sciences ,Hunan University of Medicine ,Huaihua 418000, China)

Abstract: Objective To study the relationship between college medical students’ caring ability and grati-
tude. Methods The Caring Ability Inventory and The Gratitude Questionnaire-6 were administered to 203 col-
lege medical students. Results Significant positive correlation was found between the students’ gratitude
and caring ability (7 =0.590,P <0.01) , knowing(r =0.593,P <0.01) ,patience(r =0.510,P <0.01) ,courage
(r=0.264,P <0.01). The more caring ability,the higher of gratitude of college medical students correspond-
ingly(t=9.679,P <0.001). Caring ability had a strong forecast on the gratitude of college medical students.
Conclusion The college medical students’ caring ability significantly affected its gratitude.
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Mol Genet,1993,2 (1) :43-50. DOI: 10. 1093/hmg/2.
1.43.
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