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<Table 1> Topics of concept analysis by method

Method by Walker & Avant
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Crisis (Geissler, 1984)

Mother-daughter identification (Boyd, 1985)

Intuition (Rew, 1986)

Hopelessness (Campbell, 1987)

Self-nurturing (Nemeek, 1987)

Health (Simmons, 1989)

Reassurance (Teasdale, 1989)

Self-neglect (Reed & Leonard, 1989)

Decision making (Matteson & Hawkins, 1990)

Experience (Watson, 1991)

Hope (Stephenson, 1991)

Power (Hawks, 1991)

Serenity (Roberts & Fitzgerald, 1991)

Belonging (Hagerty, Lynch-Sauer, Patusky, Bousema, & Collier, 1992)
Chronic sorrow (Lindgren, Burke, Hainsworth, & Eakes, 1992)
Empowerment (Hawks, 1992)

Spiritual perspective, hope, acceptance (Haase, Britt, Coward, Leidy, & Penn, 1992)
Feminism (Allan, 1993)

Friendship (Caroline, 1993)

Quality of life (Meeberg, 1993)

Dignity (Mairis, 1994)

Expert (Jasper, 1994)

Trust (Meize-Grochowski, 1994)

Collaboration (Henneman, 1995)

Need (Endacott, 1997)

Normal labour (Gould, 2000)
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<Table 1-continued> Topics of concept analysis by method

Hybrid Method

Evolutionary Method
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Therapeutic alliance (Madden, 1990)

Chronic sorrow (Phillips, 1991}

Withdrawal (Verhulst & Schwartz-Barcott, 1993)
Professional identity of the nurse (Ohlen & Segesten, 1998)
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Human suffering in nursing care and research (Rodgers & Cowles, 1996)
Mentoring in nursing (Stewart & Krueger, 1996)
Parent participation (Coyne, 1996)

Need (Endacott, 1997)
Lecturer practitioner (Elcock.,

Quality of life in persons with non-small cell lung cancer (Cooley, 1998)

Family-centered care (Hutchfield, 1999)
Clinical supervision (Lyth, 2000)
Flexibility (August-Brady, 2000)

Risk (Jacobs, 2000)

Expertise of occupational health nurses (Naumanen-Tuomela, 2001)

African-American spirituality (Newlin, knafle & Melkus, 2002)

Cultural competence (Suh, 2004)

Palliative care in the United States (Meghani, 2004)

Energy (Lerdal, 1998)

Ferninist Approach

Family centered care (Hutchfield, 1999)

Envy (Maijala, Munnukka, & Nikkonen, 2000)
Susceptibility (Steele, 2003)

Nursing informatics (Erdley, 2005)

Coping (Seomun GA. etc, 2006)

Dance (Ravelin, Kylma, & Korhonen, 2006)

Noncompliance (Wuest, 1993)
The mother-headed single-parent family:(Gilboe & Campbell, 1996)
Vulnerability(Glass & Davis, 2004)

Quantitative Method

Qualitative Method
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Social support (Norbeck, Lindsey, Carrieri, 1983)
Uncertainty (Mishel, 1984)

Hope (Miller & Powers, 1988)

Learned helplessness (Quinless & Nelson, 1988)
Loneliness (Mahon & Yarcheski, 1988)
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Critically Appraising the Literature
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Trust (Hupcey, Penrod, Morse, & Mitcham, 2001)
Uncertainty (Penrod, 2001)
Creativity (Fasnacht, 2003)

Quality of life (Warner, 1999)
Vulnerability (Spiers, 2000)
Perceived risk of heart attack (Lefler, 2004)

Method by Chinn & Kramer

Critical Analysis
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Intimacy (Timmerman, 1991)

Social isolation (Warren, 1993)

Dignity (Haddock, 1996)
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Arguments (Waterbury, 2001)

Compliance (Murphy & canales, 2001)
Surveillance discourses (Wilson, 2001)
Spirituality (Bash, 2004)

Dispositional shame (Leeming & Boyle, 2004)
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A Review Study on the Strategies for Concept Analysis

Yi, Myungsun® - Lee, So Woo" - Kim, Kum-ja? - Kim, Myo-gyeong® - Kim, Ji-hyun?

Lee, Kyung-hee? - Lee, Inok? - Lee, Jung-sook® - Hong, Jeong-hee

2)

1) Professor, College of Nursing, Seoul National University & Researcher, The Research Institute of Nursing Science, Seoul National University
2) Doctoral Student, Graduate School, Seoul National University

Purpose: Concept analysis is an essential part of theory development in nursing. Thus, many strategies or
methods of concept analysis have been suggested in nursing literature. However, in Korea, only limited strategies
were utilized, without much consideration on a wide range of strategies in choosing a method that coincides with
the characteristics of each concept to analyze. The purpose of this article was to propose various strategies for
concept analysis. Method: A literature review method was used. Result: Ten methods of concept analysis were
identified in the literature, and they were evaluated for advantages and limitations. In addition to the method by
Walker and Avant and a hybrid model, more advanced strategies, such as triangulation method, critical analysis
and the feminist approach were introduced and described in detail. The examples used in each concept analysis
method were presented in table to provide the extent of utilization of each method. Conclusion: This article
provides a wide range of strategies in identifying, clarifying, or elaborating a concept. It might help in choosing a
method that best fits the concept to analyze, thus enhancing quality of concept analysis research.

Key words : Concept formation, Review literature
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