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Abstract  

 
IMPORTANCE 
Many organizational and personal factors may contribute to burnout and poor job satisfaction 
experienced by nurses. Adverse Event Reporting System (AERS) is a key component of 
organizational-level quality improvement system which impacts workplace wellness for nurses. 
However, little is known about the underlying influence and mechanism that AERS have on 
nurse’ well-being.  
 
OBJECTIVE 
To explore the relationship between the implementation of AERS, burnout, and job satisfaction 
among psychiatric nurses in China. To uncover the mechanism through which AERS influences 
burnout and job satisfaction, while examining the mediating effect of workplace violence from 
patients. 
 
DESIGN, SETTING, AND PARTICIPANTS 
This cross-sectional study used the multilevel linear regression analyses with a national sample 
of 9,744 psychiatric nurses from 41 psychiatric hospitals across 29 provinces in China. Data 
collection was performed in March 2019, and the analyses were conducted from May to July 
2022. 
 
MAIN OUTCOMES AND MEASURES 
The main outcomes were self-reported burnout and job satisfaction. Burnout was measured by 
the Maslach Burnout Inventory and job satisfaction was measured using Minnesota Satisfaction 
Questionnaire. 
  
RESULTS 
Among 9,744 nurses (mean [SD] age, 34.7 [8.8] years) interviewed, 8064 (82.8%) were female. 
AERS was positively associated with job satisfaction (β=3.70; p<0.05), but negatively with 
burnout (β=-3.42; p<0.01) and workplace violence (β=-0.55; p<0.1). Workplace violence was 
positively associated with burnout (β=2.27; p< 0.01), while negatively associated with job 
satisfaction (β=-0.81; p<0.01). Mediation analysis indicated that the association between AERS, 
burnout, and job satisfaction was mediated by workplace violence. 
 
CONCLUSIONS AND RELEVANCE 
This study highlights that the implementation of AERS is associated with less workplace 
violence in hospitals, and it may also contribute to lower levels of burnout and higher levels of 
job satisfaction among psychiatric nurses.  
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Key points 
 
Question  
How does hospital’s Adverse Event Reporting System (AERS) impact nurses’ well-being? What 
are the underlying mechanisms? 
 
Findings  
In this cross-sectional study of 9744 psychiatric nurses, nurses in hospitals with AERS reported 
significantly lower burnout and job dissatisfaction than those in hospitals without AERS. AERS 
seems to impact well-being by reducing workplace violence.  
 
Meaning 
Although Chinese authorities recently stipulated AERS, not all healthcare organizations have 
fully implemented it. Reporting and consequent quality improvement actions seem to alleviate 
workplace violence, especially in patient-provider relationship. This will inform hospital 
management to further leverage AERS for workplace well-being and satisfaction. 
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INTRODUCTION  

Burnout and poor well-being have been recognized as common occupational hazards among 
physicians, nurses, and other healthcare professionals1,2,3. Nurse burnout and poor well-being are 
found to be associated with job turnover4,5, medical errors6, and poor patient care7,8.  Many 
factors including individual, institutional and social factors may contribute to burnout and poor 
well-being in healthcare professionals, therefore multi-level interventions are often needed. 
Individual-focused approaches such as those aimed at mental resilience have been taken to 
reduce distress and promote well-being among nurses9. Institutional or organizational factors are 
also important. Since burnout and low job satisfaction are occupational problems and may 
potentially influence health quality, healthcare facility management needs to ensure a positive 
and healthy workplace10,11. 

Workplace violence from patients is an increasing threat to the safety and well-being of 
healthcare workers in China. In recent years, high rates of workplace violence against healthcare 
professionals have often been reported in different settings12,13. In cases of serious violence, there 
were murders and injuries, such as a doctor who had acid poured on his face and another whose 
throat was cut14. A national survey showed that 82% of psychiatric nurses reported encountering 
either physical or verbal assault during the past year15. Further studies demonstrated that as 
violence increased, healthcare providers often experienced higher levels of burnout and lower 
levels of well-being16,17. The violence initiated by patients and their relatives is at least partially 
caused by poor healthcare quality18. Accordingly, minimizing workplace violence could establish 
a safe and healthy workplace, which would be a potential solution to burnout and job 
dissatisfaction. A specific strategy for improving healthcare quality has the potential to promote 
well-being. 

       Adverse events negatively affect the quality of medical care19 and contribute to undesirable 
harm in patients due to medical errors or improper management20. Investigation of adverse 
events provides information on incidences that can be used to identify areas of risk and to inform 
amenable actions21,22. In 2011, a new policy of medical quality and security incidents reporting 
was launched by the China’s Ministry of Health23. The policy defined list of information for 
hospitals to report to health administration while investigating the cause to prevent it from 
occurring again. Adverse Event Reporting System (AERS) is a hospital information system that 
farthest facilitates the collecting of adverse event data and supports investigation of data for 
quality improvement24. In China, some hospitals have adopted AERS that consists of functional 
modules such as Event Reporting, Event Inquiry, Statistical Inquiry, Statistical Analysis, 
Authority Management, and System Configuration25. For hospital management, the reporting 
data enables them to analyze the root causes of adverse events and prevent recurrence26. AERS 
also brings indirect benefits.  Health professionals become “secondary victims” when patients 
experience adverse events27,28. From this perspective, AERS is a strategy to improve healthcare 
quality at the organizational level to address a safe and healthy workplace for nurses. It can 
promote providers’ well-being by preventing medical errors and workplace violence29,30,31. 

Existing literature on AERS has paid much attention to factors that impede healthcare 
providers from reporting adverse events32,33,34, while ignoring that AERS may promote a healthy 
workplace and boost nurses’ occupational well-being. To fill these gaps, our study aims to 
investigate the impact of AERS on burnout and job satisfaction of nurses based on data from a 
national survey of psychiatric hospitals in China. We further explore the possible channels 
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through which AERS reduces burnout and drives higher job satisfaction for nurses in China by 
analyzing the mediating role of workplace violence. 

 

METHODS 

Study design and Participants 

A cross-sectional study was conducted in 41 psychiatric hospitals across China. All nurses 
working in the sampled hospitals were invited. A self-administered questionnaire with two-level 
data was distributed among healthcare workers and hospital managers. Personal information, 
burnout, job satisfaction, and physical health status were asked for psychiatric nurses. 
Information about the AERS was collected from the hospital managers. This cross-sectional 
study followed the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology 
(STROBE) reporting guideline. 

The study was part of the National Hospital Performance Evaluation Survey (NHPES) 
conducted in March 2019. The survey aimed to cover all 31 provinces in Mainland China except 
two provinces, Gansu and Tibet, as these two had no psychiatric tertiary hospitals. Accordingly, 
41 psychiatric tertiary hospitals from 29 provinces in China were included in the study. The 
sample was representative by geographical area (eFigure 1 in the Supplement): 14 hospitals in 
Eastern China, 9 hospitals in Central China, 12 hospitals in Western China, and 6 hospitals in 
Northeastern China. The questionnaire was sent to healthcare workers by Wechat anonymously, 
which is a widely and frequently used app for instant messaging and social interaction.  

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee of Chaohu Hospital of Anhui Medical 
University (No. 201903-kyxm-02) before initiation. Informed consent was obtained from 
participants before they started the questionnaire.  

Measures 

AERS is a binary hospital-level variable (1 for hospitals that have an adverse event reporting 
system in place, and 0 otherwise). AERS is one of the questions concerning healthcare quality 
management approaches answered by hospital managers. Respondents working at hospitals with 
AERS will be further asked to provide the name of the system.  

Workplace violence was measured by two questions concerning the verbal and physical 
violence participants had experienced in the workplace from patients. The first question is “How 
many times, in the past 12 months, did you find yourself in a situation of verbal aggression (e.g., 
expressions of abuse, slandering, contempt, insulting, or humiliating without physical contact) by 
patients?”. The second question is “How many times, in the past 12 months, did you find 
yourself in a situation of physical aggression by patients (e.g., pushing, hitting, inflicting, and 
physical harm on persons or violence with weapons)?” Answers are scored as: 1 = never/almost 
never, 2 = <12 times/year, 3 = once a month, 4 = 2-3 times/month, 5 = once a week, 6 = 2-5 
times/week, 7 = almost every day. The prevalence of experienced workplace violence in this 
study was the sum of verbal and physical violence. The intra-class correlation (ICC) of 
workplace violence is 0.077. 

Burnout was assessed using the Maslach Burnout Inventory (MBI) scale, a widely used 
scale to assess burnout35 which has been used in Chinese samples36,37. The subscales include 
emotional exhaustion (EE, 9 items), depersonalization (DP, 5 items), and personal 
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accomplishment (PA, 8 items). All items are scored on a seven-point Likert scale, ranging from 0 
(never) to 6 (every day). In this study, a high degree of burnout is composed of high levels of EE 
and DP (ranging from 0 to 84)38,39, with Cronbach’s alpha being 0.8864. Aggregation of the data 
at the hospital level was justified (ICC=0.051). 

Job satisfaction was measured using the 20-item Minnesota Satisfaction Questionnaire 
(MSQ). The Chinese version has been widely used and has demonstrated good reliability and 
validity40.  All items were answered on a 5-point Likert scale, ranging from 1 for “very 
unsatisfied” to 5 for “very satisfied”. The total MSQ score (ranging from 20 to 100) was 
calculated to indicate the extent of job satisfaction among healthcare workers. A higher score 
indicates a higher level of satisfaction with their job. Cronbach’s alpha was 0.9557. Aggregation 
of the data at the hospital level was justified (ICC=0.129).  

To adjust for regression models, hospital characteristics and nurses’ characteristics were 
taken into account as covariates based on the theoretical causal pathways between AERS and 
well-being. Hospital-level potential confounders selected from NHPES included: the number of 
available beds used to capture the hospital size, the outpatient number applied to account for 
service provision, and the amount of training for patient safety employed to express the emphasis 
on patient safety in the hospital. Each of them was transformed by quartile, i.e., 25th, 50th, and 
75th percentile of the number. Individual-level factors included age, gender (male or female), an 
education level (associate degree or lower, bachelor’s degree, or master’s degree or higher), 
monthly after-tax income (less than 5000, 5001-8000, 8001-12000, or more than 12000, in 
Chinese Yuan), and night shift during the past month. 

Statistical analysis 

Descriptive statistics such as frequencies, percentages, means, and standard deviations, were 
given in Table 1. Multilevel linear regression analyses were carried out to examine if AERS 
impacts burnout and job satisfaction, and to identify the impact of workplace violence. 
Associations between AERS, workplace violence, burnout as well as job satisfaction were 
examined after adjusting for hospital and sociodemographic confounders. The median 
standardized β and standard error (SE) were reported for all model specifications. To evaluate 
the mediating role of workplace violence, we used the procedure proposed by Baron and 
Kenny41. The mediating effects exist when the independent variable (AERS) has a significant 
effect on the mediating variable (workplace violence). The mediating variable also has 
significant effects on the dependent variables (burnout and job satisfaction). In addition, Sobel 
tests were used to assess the significance of the mediating effects42. We used 0.1, 0.05, and 0.01 
as the cutoff points for the significant levels. All analyses were done with STATA, version 17.  
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RESULTS 

Descriptive analysis of hospitals and participants 

Basic demographic and hospital information were collected in the NHPES. Of the 41 hospitals, 
the number of available beds ranged from 169 to 2141. The total number of outpatient visits 
ranged from 60,755 to 1,780,102 in the last two years. The amount of staff training sessions on 
healthcare quality improvement and patient safety provided by hospitals ranged from 2 to 145 
during the past two years. Of the 41 hospitals, 28 (68.3%) had AERS, whereas 13 (31.7%) had 
no AERS. More detailed information on difference between AERS and non-AERS hospitals 
were reported in eTable 1 in the Supplement. 

A total of 13,867 psychiatric nurses were invited to participate, and 9,744 of them 
completed the questionnaire (response rate was 70.3%). Table 1 summarized the characteristics 
of the participants. In this study, the average age of the participants was 34.7 years old, and most 
of them were female (82.8%). More than half of the participants had a bachelor’s degree (64.9%). 
19.6% of the participants had worked less than 5 years, and more than half (64.8%) of them 
worked less than 40 hours per week. In terms of the monthly income, 43.5% of nurses earned 
less than 5000 RMBs (approximately $773 USD). The average number of night shifts during the 
past month was 4.46.  

Table 1 Demographic characteristics of the participants 

Characteristic 

Total participants 
(n = 9744) 

Hospitals with AERS 
(n = 7045) 

Hospitals without AERS 
(n = 2699) 

Age, mean (SD), years 34.7 (8.8) 34.91 (8.81)  34.22 (8.68) 

Gender    
Male 1680 (17.2) 1236 (17.54) 444 (16.45) 
Female 8064 (82.8) 5809 (82.46) 2255 (83.55) 

Education level    
Associate degree or less 3361 (34.5) 2229 (31.64) 1132 (41.94) 
Bachelor’s degree 6323 (64.9) 4766 (67.65) 1557 (57.69) 
Master’s degree or above 60 (0.6) 50 (0.71) 10 (0.37) 

Working years    

<5 1911 (19.6) 1316 (18.68) 595 (22.05) 
5-9 2564 (26.3) 1875 (26.61) 689 (25.53) 
10-20 2756 (28.3) 2001 (28.40) 755 (27.97) 
>20 2513 (25.8) 1853 (26.30) 660 (24.45) 

Monthly income after taxa    
Low: ≤5000 RMB* 4237 (43.5) 2890 (41.02) 1347 (49.91) 
Medium: 5001-8000 RMB 3463 (35.5) 2657 (37.71) 806 (29.86) 
High 8001-12000 RMB 1732 (17.8) 1272 (18.06) 460 (17.04) 
Very high >12000 RMB 312 (3.2) 226 (3.21) 86 (3.19) 

Night shift during the past month, 
mean (SD), days 

4.46 (4.2) 
  

≤ 4 5148 (52.8) 3660 (51.95) 1488 (55.13) 
>5 4596 (47.2) 3385 (48.05) 1211(44.87) 

a 6.47 RMBs = 1 USD at time of the survey. 
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Prevalence of burnout and job satisfaction in different settings 

As shown in figure 1, nurses in hospitals with AERS reported significantly lower burnout than 
those in hospitals without AERS (25.53 vs.28.13, p<0.01; Figure. 1A). Similarly, nurses in 
hospitals with AERS reported significantly higher job satisfaction than those in hospitals without 
AERS (68.93 vs 65.97, p<0.01; Figure. 1B). Workplace violence among nurses in hospitals with 
AERS was less prevalent than it in hospitals without AERS (5.54 vs. 6.10, p<0.01; Figure. 1C). 
Details for each hospital were summarized in eTable 2 in the Supplement. 

 

Figure 1 Difference analysis of burnout, job satisfaction and workplace violence in settings. The left three bars 
show the mean value of burnout, job satisfaction, and workplace violence in hospitals with AERS and the others 
without AERS. 
 

Factors associated with burnout and job satisfaction  

Table 2 presents estimated coefficients of the relationships between AERS, burnout, and job 
satisfaction using multilevel regression analyses. Results of model 1 and model 2 indicate that 
nurses in the hospital with AERS have lower levels of burnout (β=-3.42; p<0.01) and a higher 
level of job satisfaction (β=3.70; p<0.05), after adjusting for other variables.  

Table 2 Multilevel analyses for AERS associated with burnout and job satisfaction a  

DV 
Burnout Job satisfaction 
Model 1 
β (SE) 

Model 2 
β (SE) 

Hospital level   
AERS (ref. No-AERS) -3.42*** (1.12) 3.70** (1.46) 
Hospital size (ref. Quartile 1)   
     Quartile 2 0.49 (1.62) -0.80 (2.11) 
     Quartile 3 3.42* (1.86) -3.36 (2.45) 
     Quartile 4 -0.23 (1.74) -1.41 (2.28) 
Outpatient (ref. Quartile1)   
     Quartile 2 -3.34** (1.68) 7.35*** (2.20) 
     Quartile 3 3.65** (1.62) -0.57 (2.11) 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 14, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.13.22279881doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.13.22279881
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 9 

     Quartile 4 4.09** (1.97) 3.21 (2.58) 
Training (ref. Quartile1)   
     Quartile 2 -0.84 (1.35) 2.67 (1.77) 
     Quartile 3 -1.95 (1.40) 3.09* (1.84) 
     Quartile 4 -0.73 (1.46) 1.94 (1.90) 
Individual-level   
Age (ref. <30)   

30-39 2.16*** (0.46) -2.41*** (0.36) 
40-49 2.65*** (0.60) -4.31*** (0.48) 
> 49 -0.29 (0.76) -4.03*** (0.60) 

Female (ref. Male) -1.53*** (0.51) 2.84*** (0.40) 
Education level (ref. Associate degree or less)   

Bachelor’s degree 0.49 (0.43) -0.27 (0.34) 
Master’s degree or above -5.38** (2.39) 4.57** (1.89) 

Monthly income after tax (ref. Low: ≤5000)   
Medium: 5001-8000 -1.57*** (0.49) 1.99*** (0.39) 
High: 8001-12000 -3.32*** (0.71) 4.17*** (0.57) 
Very high: >12000 -4.07*** (1.22) 5.99** (0.97) 

Nightshifts  0.59*** (0.05) -0.40*** (0.04) 
a Standard error in parentheses; *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01. 
 
The mediating role of workplace violence 

Table 3 shows the mediation effects of workplace violence using multilevel analyses. Hospital 
and individual level sociodemographic confounders are included in the models. Model 3 found a 
significantly negative association between AERS and workplace violence (β = -0.55; p<0.1). 
When AERS and workplace violence are set as predictors and burnout as the dependent variable 
in Model 4, workplace violence had a significantly negative effect on burnout (β = 2.27, p<0.01). 
When compared to the total effect (= -3.42, p<0.01), the direct effect of AERS on burnout was 
reduced (= -2.14, p<0.05). Similarly, when job satisfaction was set as a dependent variable in 
Model 5, workplace violence was negatively associated with job satisfaction (β= -0.81, p<0.05), 
and the direct effect (β = 3.25, p<0.05) of AERS on job satisfaction was also reduced when 
compared with the total effect (β = 3.70, p<0.05). The decreased coefficient further confirmed 
the mediating role workplace violence played in the associations. The mediation analyses were 
represented as a path diagram in Figure 2. We examined the mediating role of verbal and 
physical violence respectively as sensitivity analyses shown in eTable 3-4 and eFigure 2-3 in the 
Supplement. 

 
Table 3 Relationship between workplace violence associated with burnout and job satisfaction  

DV 

Model 3 
β (SE) 

Model 4 
β (SE) 

Model 5 
β (SE) 

Workplace violence Burnout Job satisfaction 
Hospital level    
AERS -0.55* (0.29) -2.14** (0.84) 3.25** (1.36) 
Workplace violence  2.27*** (0.05) -0.81*** (0.05) 
Hospital size (ref. Quartile 1)    

   Quartile 2 -0.16 (0.42) 0.89 (1.22) -0.92 (1.97) 
   Quartile 3 0.13 (0.49) 3.15** (1.40) -3.25 (2.29) 
   Quartile 4 -0.22 (0.46) 0.27 (1.31) -1.59 (2.13) 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 14, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.13.22279881doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.09.13.22279881
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 10

Outpatient (ref. Quartile1)    
   Quartile 2 -0.24 (0.44) -2.89** (1.26) 7.15*** (2.05) 
   Quartile 3 0.08 (0.42) 3.32*** (1.22) -0.50 (1.97) 
   Quartile 4 0.40 (0.52) 3.13** (1.49) 3.52 (2.41) 

Training (ref. Quartile1)    
   Quartile 2 -0.24 (0.36) -0.31 (1.02) 2.48 (1.65) 
   Quartile 3 -0.44 (0.37) -0.89 (1.05) 2.72 (1.72) 
   Quartile 4 -0.32 (0.38) -0.08 (1.10) 1.68 (1.78) 

Individual level    
Age (ref. <30)    

30-39 0.29*** (0.08) 1.47*** (0.42) -2.18*** (0.36) 
40-49 -0.20** (0.10) 3.06*** (0.55) -4.48*** (0.47) 
> 49 -0.26** (0.13) 0.24 (0.70) -4.25*** (0.59) 

Female (ref. Male) -1.13*** (0.09) 1.10** (0.47) 1.93*** (0.40) 
Education level (ref. Associate degree or less)    

Bachelor’s degree 0.05 (0.07) 0.35 (0.39) -0.22 (0.33) 
Master’s degree or above -0.80* (0.41) -3.69* (2.20) 3.93** (1.86) 

Monthly income after tax (ref. Low: ≤5000)    
Medium: 5001-8000 -0.09 (0.08) -1.37*** (0.45) 1.92*** (0.38) 
High: 8001-12000 -0.17 (0.12) -2.90*** (0.65) 4.04*** (0.56) 

    Very high: >12000 -0.24 (0.21) -3.51*** (1.12) 5.81*** (0.96) 
Night shift 0.12*** (0.01) 0.31*** (0.04) -0.30*** (0.04) 
Note: standard error in parentheses; *p<0.1; **p<0.05; ***p<0.01. 
 

 
 
Figure 2 Mediation analysis. Path diagram shows that workplace violence was the mediator between AERS and 
burnout as well as job satisfaction. All values indicated were calculated as follows in model 1-5: Burnout = c1 × 
AERS + e1; Job satisfaction = c2 × AERS + e2; Workplace violence = a1 (a2) × AERS + e3; Burnout = c’1×AERS + 
b1×Workplace violence + e4; Job satisfaction = c’2 × AERS + b2×Workplace violence + e5. *p<0.1; **p<0.05; 
***p<0.01. 
 
The Sobel tests provide additional support for the mediating effect of workplace violence on the 
relationship between AERS and burnout (Zsobel = -1.89; Std. Error = 0.66; P =0.06) as well as 
on the relationship between AERS and job satisfaction (Zsobel = 1.88; Std. Error = 0.24; P 
=0.06). In summary, workplace violence was negatively and significantly associated with AERS, 
suggesting that the implementation of AERS in the hospital is associated with a decreased 
prevalence of workplace violence against nurses at the individual level. The association of AERS 
with burnout and with job satisfaction was attenuated by workplace violence from patients and 
their family members. 
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DISCUSSION 

We analyzed data from a large national sample of nurses from 41 psychiatric hospitals in China 
using a multilevel modeling approach. We found a positive and significant association between 
AERS and nurses’ well-being. Compared to hospitals without AERS, nurses in hospitals with 
AERS reported significantly lower burnout and higher job satisfaction. These associations were 
consistent after adjusting for a wide range of confounding covariates at the hospital level (i.e. the 
hospital size, the outpatient number, and the amount of training for patient safety) and individual 
level. Moreover, we observed a mediating effect of workplace violence on the association 
between AERS and nurses’ well-being. Our findings provide evidence that AERS is an initiative 
to create positive work environments to reduce the risk of burnout and foster professional well-
being43. 

A considerable amount of work has been done to promote nurses’ awareness44 and 
knowledge45 of AERS, such as surveying their adoption willingness46,47 and perceived barriers48 
toward voluntary reporting of adverse events. Nurses were found reluctance to report adverse 
events49,50,51. For instance, nurses may be afraid of negative consequences, and they may view 
the reporting system as a burden due to work pressure and insufficient time to report52. These 
perceptions of AERS vary by individual characteristics and personal experience. At 
organizational level, previous studies also revealed that the implementation of AERS would 
increase the rate53 and the number54 of reporting medical errors, and also decrease the error 
severity55. However, existing research has neglected the system-level improvement of 
implementing AERS, which influences all nurses in the workplace simultaneously and 
equivalently, regardless of their individual experiences. Existing research has neglected this 
influence. Our study addresses this knowledge gap using a multilevel modeling approach and 
provides new evidence for the system-level improvements in the work environment can reduce 
nurse burnout56. According to this study, though nurses were afraid of negative consequences and 
hesitant to report adverse events individually, AERS would reduce these concerns by addressing 
the issue systematically.  The finding from our study informs hospital management to further 
leverage AERS for workplace improvement in other areas. 

The current study found that AERS was significantly associated with decreased burnout and 
increased job satisfaction among psychiatric nurses. AERS was developed to primarily reduce 
adverse events57,58, and experiencing adverse events may contribute to burnout59, moral distress60, 
and job dissatisfaction61 in nurses, which could explain our findings about the associations 
between AERS and nurses’ well-being. Our finding can be explained by previous findings that 
the more helpful information system was perceived by healthcare providers, the more satisfied 
they were with their job62. In addition, these results are consistent with a previous finding that 
hospital nursing units with a greater number of adverse events had a higher rate of burnout 
among nurses63.  

In the present study, the prevalence of workplace violence in hospitals with AERS was 
lower than in those without AERS, and there was a significantly negative association between 
AERS and workplace violence. The possible explanation is that AERS provides better channel 
for data collection and transparency that weren’t possible before as patient-provider tension is 
often exacerbated by mismatching information. Also, when the AERS is integrated with other 
hospital information systems such as electronic health record systems, drug management systems, 
and clinical decision support systems, this may enhance root cause finding and preventing patient 
care errors. AERS can also facilitates patient-reported adverse events data, which empowers 
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patients and enhances patient safety64. Our finding indicates great potential in optimizing the 
information system and utilizing AERS in conjunction with quality improvement tools such as 
Continuous Quality Improvement, Lean Six Sigma Initiatives65. With the right tools, the 
management will be able to handle the incident promptly through risk assessment and follow-up 
action plans66. 

Our results also showed that workplace violence played a mediating role in the association 
between AERS and nurse well-being. On the one hand, the results align well with previous 
findings that AERS could improve patient safety67, which is a key determinant of patient 
satisfaction68. Additionally, our findings are in accordance with numerous prior findings that 
workplace violence was associated with burnout and low job satisfaction among healthcare 
professionals69,70,71. Our findings provide fresh insights into how AERS improves nurse well-
being. In other words, the implementation of AERS to prevent adverse events may reduce 
workplace violence between providers and patients, which would be beneficial to well-being. To 
amplify the positive effect of AERS, a non-punitive culture accompanied by supportive policies 
such as anonymous procedure, staff education, audit practice, and feedback procedures should be 
encouraged to eliminate the fear of being blamed and improve healthcare quality72,73,74.  

Several limitations need to be acknowledged in this study. First, the survey only asked if 
AERS existed in the hospital or not. We did not collect data on the details about the specific 
functions of AERS. The functions performed by AERS may vary, which may provide more 
insights into individual module within AERS. Second, our findings and conclusions are derived 
from a survey of psychiatric hospitals. NHPES is the latest nationwide representative survey in 
psychiatric settings and reflects the current situation of psychiatrists. Our findings may not be 
generalizable to other healthcare facilities, such as general hospitals where workplace violence is 
less intensive. Future studies need to include different hospitals. Third, limited by the data 
resources, more mechanisms with other potential mediators (i.e., patient safety, care quality, 
medical errors, nurse-patient relationships, or job performance) need to be studied. Finally, our 
study is cross-sectional so causality cannot be inferred. We assume that the direction is from 
AERS to workplace violence and well-being. However, the reciprocal causation or third variable 
cannot be ruled out even by a multilevel research design. In addition, although we have 
controlled a range of covariates both at the hospital (organizational) and individual levels, there 
remains the possibility for unobserved biases. Due to the limited access to data, we didn’t 
consider other confounding factors (e.g., organizational culture, resource levels) that would 
influence both workplace violence and nurse well-being.   

Despite these limitations, this study is, to our knowledge, the first to shed light on the 
association between AERS with burnout and job satisfaction. Our results demonstrate the 
importance of organizational strategies to reduce burnout and improve job satisfaction. 
Specifically, the application of AERS can improve individual well-being, regardless of their 
personal experience or perception of AERS. The system for adverse event reporting would also 
benefit the hospital overall. This study also verified the unintentionally favorable impact of an 
error reporting system through establishing a safe and healthy workplace. 
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