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Abstract

Purpose: This study was to determine the current
trend of nursing research as exploring both quantitative
and qualitative methodologies, and to provide the
explicit direction to improve the quality of published
papers. Methods: Total of 366 articles published
between 2004 and 2006 was reviewed using the
criteria of analysis. Results: There was more number
of quantitative studies than qualitative studies. More
studies were conducted with subjects who had health
problems, and studies that targeted women and elderly
population have been significantly increased. In
quantitative methodology, utilization of experimental
and quasi-experimental designs has been increased,

however descriptive study was dominant as yet. In
qualitative methodology, studies using grounded theory
and phenomenology were frequently published. It was
noted that theoretical framework and rational for
sample size were rarely presented in quantitative
study. Philosophical position and the process of
preparation for study, which guided the research, were
not clearly described in qualitative study. Conclusion:
The findings of this review suggest that published
studies have been improved and diversified, however,
detailed and clear evaluation tool that assesses study
process and method should be developed as a way to
further improve the quality of published papers.
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(Table 1> Analysis of research {N=366)
Variables Characteristics N{(%) Mean(SD)
Research method Qualitative 307(83.9)

Qualitative 33( 9.0)
Others 26( 7.1)
Classification Grant 112(30.6)
of research Thesis or dissertation 29 7.9)
Research paper 226(61.7)
Length of time 116.95(64.58)

for review(day) range 11-367
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<Table 2> Analysis of research subjects

. . . Total
Variables Subjects N N(%)
Subjects with Children, adolescence 15 159(40.7)
health problems Adult 82

Elderly 12
Women 34
Caregivers 16
Subjects without Children, adolescence 33 124(31.7)
health problem Adult 20
Elderly 32
Women 39
Health professions Nurse 36 54(13.8)
Nursing students 15
Heaith teacher 3
Institutions Hospital environment, 4 4( 1.0)
nursing institutions
Others Meta-analysis, cost analysis 15  50(12.8)
Health insurance data, 35
animal, material etc.
Total 391

* multiple response
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<Table 3> Sample size and length of time for review

following research method (N=340)
Variables Quantitative Qualitative
Range Mean(SD) Range Mean(SD)
Samole size 10-376,451 1744.64 1-207 26.24
P (21701.36) (40.16)
Length of time 11- 367 115.52 38-350 130.21
for review(day) (64.54) (64.46)
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