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2 BNty A, Shel=Rol A Ed EAeM: 23 2857 S A, AR ATtdo] s walelg
APATFHRIAET T, 2004)004 FA7|FoR ETSIE A i QES giEste] AT AUt o T Ao &8st
T 78, AT A, ARl s, 1 Ak

B35 I, A8 A4 52 AT Y FBums &

Grove, 2008)°l 2/l 7z} 719 5ol wel EA5i o Aij}

A, BHetell AFSE o829 EACAE o4 7|5y,

AREE o] B9 FH9l g o8 ARRS BA FE BAVIES HIAJSIQ =20 LI2X EM

2 A3k

o FQ AT ok
Az a8 Uy AT SelEEES ekl o gl e
sfeferdel meh <1k A, 87, ke 9 el 7 =
20061 7€ FFEofSt ohstel M-upab oY skl s o FoolE FHoR AR Al el 3t
AnsR AR mAste] el 54, Anay Wy T AT 44.9% 2 TP WSk, TR b3t 317 9
gl 8-S wSSEISITh 2006 8 51E9] 2Abdo] 379 F O 2 7}7F 36.2%, 11.0%C10th #73 Fooll Fohz Sl
Aot vARerg] =e AEstel WAl Adetes e & 7.9%E YERAUKTable 1>, 1996 ©]F-2 750Gl
g Avs A7dsd Zol dEste] Byt et el AF7E SRR oM, A @ ool ek
A=A Sty Bk °E‘ 1E7} 80% 1%01 5 AT 1 HlEo] st
=F 2AME

1590, 24 ok 52 nelelo o A4A 5§

1919 10~3074 ¥AReHS] =t Hpref =g § 247 HPAFERS] s Kim(1993)0] AR 4714 SRR1 ol A)
ol et A5E A, ST o] FHE AsE o, A Y, A 9, 283 ERREEA 999 A
ATAR] 7} AL wpete] on|EA T EES A, HF A A FEel wet = FAE B4 A% oA SHs
TAE TF #Aoz AT AN FHO] e x| Alef tigk skl ZHt 563H(46.7%),
50&4(41 7%)°] 3 t<Table 1>, At W35 HH 2000:d7H4]
=2 2A g T uldRt S AAA el digk gh9] =Eo] Wk,
2001%3 o]F AN ZHE] AAA el digh g9li=Ee] &
FHE AR 1749 AP d7-do] SPSSWIN 13.0 7kt
programe ©|-&sto], T FA7|Fl et Al MES Carper(1978)7} t=8t 4 AAAE A2 A4, /07
< At A 24 3 5 ek AEu gile] B A2 gyA] A, vF] AAow S V)] ueh £4
<Table 1> The area of research (N=120)
Year 1989—1995 1996—2000 2001—2006 Total
Area n % n % n % n %
Nursing 11 275 14 51.9 32 533 *57 449
Th f K Human Being *17 42.5 7 25.9 22 36.7 *46 36.2
m;’c:rf: ot ey Health *8 200 3 1.1 3 5.0 *14 11.0
P Environment *4 10.0 3 11.1 3 5.0 *10 7.9
Total 40 100.0 27 100.0 60 100.0 *127 100.0
Client domain 19 57.6 13 48.1 24 40.0 56 46.7

Type of nursing Prac‘tice domain ' 9 27.3 9 33.3 32 533 50 41.7
- Environment domain 3 9.1 3 11.1 2 33 8 6.7
Client-Nurse domain 2 6.1 2 7.4 2 33 6 5.0
Total 33 100.0 27 100.0 60 100.0 120 100.0
Empirical dimension 22 66.7 24 88.9 48 80.0 94 78.3
Dimensions of Aesthetic dimension 9 27.3 3 11.1 8 133 20 16.7
nursing knowledge Ethical dimension 2 6.1 0 0.0 4 6.7 6 5.0
Total 33 100.0 27 100.0 60 100.0 120 100.0

*double count
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o ZhsCist HiAlslRl=RO| BMS S5 2155t 0| AE
g At AdH ANA TES 1 9] =2l 78.3%°19 HIAISIR[ =20 QIFHIHEN EM
ok QIBAAGLE QIZHEAL k3 A glojA 1hEAE A4l
RE PUES WGS v AAA FHe] diF = 16.7% o <A 7
gom, Feld A 75 89 = 63(5.0%)010.2m A A72A°] 95 BumsSh Grove(2008)°] wiE= 7IE2
VA A Aol Fohz =iz YSITKTable 1>, BPAFSH9ls=ite] 2 OEAE AT FAAT 983(81.7%), A AT 198(15.8%)
REEl AXNA TE S AlthA sl we A9 2pelzh o]¢aL, Q ol Eefoldgdold dHE o83 =
9= Alow UERsiTh T 33(2.5%)01%tTable 4>, AltE WEE By A
T 1989-1995 69.7%, 1996-20001 92.6%, 2001- 2006
o A7 =7 83.3% 2 A&H s Fhkpold FaE I At AAAT=
o= AT HA o] At gl Fo]5 Bumns$t Grove 1989-1995%d 21.2% %ATH}, 1996-20001d 7.4% = 743k,
(2008)] 7ol ofell wAs Al FAAT TR ks 2001 o Felli= 16.7% = T SR8kl FA AT el
s A AT7F 40%(40.8%), WA T RSS2 AFATEAT 43.9%2 WokaL, BE

=)
rir
e
-
N
X

= 397H(39.8%), HEE gRlstka
AT7F 19 SR 194%°] o]=3ck AAATE= 11
R0 3iglow 1 9 Q ¥
ATE 198 U TTable 2>,
HRARERY] =itellA AfEe] ARERE e TAlE HRAE
9 w52 FE]l AXH S FAN59.8%) 7 F-ABE oA
Ag|A1E A Z=A= A7} 1989-1995 37l A

o] 2001-2006'd¢] 2782 =718k ThTable 3>.

A A7 34.7% 5 AAEHIE DA ATl = A0l
H(36.8%) % @A = (26.3%)7F B3k

oFA Aol A AFATE 1989-1995\ 0] 8H(34.8%), 1996-
2000401 1139(44.0%), 2001-20061 1] 243(48.0%) 0.7 5=
3] T7RloH, I MR vleeA iy A9 A3A
A7F @AM F7ksk] FHATY 25.5% 5 AASkaL vk
<Table 4>. M]3 A (Non-experimental design)= AET3
VA el wel EEFAP) 53R HAdATe] 79
g-o|lor, AFFALE o]FF =2 QIGth AT

2

<Table 2> Purpose of the Research (N=120)
Classification Year 1989—1995 1996—2000 2001-2006 Total
n % n % n % n %
Quantitative research
Identifying & describing variables 5 21.7 6 24.0 8 16.0 19 19.4
Examining relationships among variables 11 47.8 9 36.0 19 38.0 39 39.8
Determining the effectiveness of interventions 7 30.4 10 40.0 23 46.0 40 40.8
Total 23 100.0 25 100.0 50 100.0 98 100.0
Qualitative research
Exploring a phenomenon 6 85.7 1 50.0 4 40.0 11 57.9
Developing theories to describe & manage clinical situations 14.3 1 50.0 5 50.0 7 36.8
Examining the health practices of certain cultures 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 1 5.3
Describing the historical evolution of leaders in the profession 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
& of health-related issues, events, & situations
Total 7 100.0 2 100.0 10 100.0 19 100.0
Others(Q-method, Triangulation)
Identifying & describing variables 2 66.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 66.7
Developing theories to describe & manage clinical situations 333 0 0.0 0 0.0 333
Total 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0
{Table 3> Classification of nursing intervention
Classification Year 1989—1995 1996—2000 2001-2006 Total
n % n % n % n %
Cognitive intervention *23 88.5 *36 75.0 *11 25.6 *70 59.8
Psychosocial intervention 3 1.5 *12 25.0 *27 62.8 *42 35.9
Physical intervention 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 11.6 9 43
Total *26 11.5 *48 25.0 *43 100.0 *117 100.0
*double count
St eS| 15(1), 2009E 6€ 35
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<Table 4> Design of research

Year 1989—1995 1996—2000 20012006 Total
Classification n % n % n % n %
Quantitative research
Experimental 8 34.8 11 44.0 24 48.0 43 43.9
Developing models 7 30.4 10 40.0 17 34.0 34 34.7
Survey 7 30.4 4 16.0 5 10.0 16 16.3
Developing instruments 1 43 0 0.0 4 8.0 5 5.1
Total 23 100.0 25 100.0 50 100.0 98 100.0
Type of Qualitative research
research Grounded theory 1 14.3 1 50.0 5 50.0 7 36.8
- Phenomenology 2 28.6 0 0.0 3 30.0 5 26.3
Case study 2 28.6 1 50.0 0 0.0 3 15.8
Ethnography 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3
Descriptive study 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 1 5.3
Discourse analysis 1 14.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.3
Narrative analysis 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.0 1 5.3
Total 7 100.0 2 100.0 10 100.0 19 100.0
Others(Q-method, Triangulation) 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 100.0
Experimental design
Nonequivalent control group pretest-posttest design 3 12.5 9 36.0 13 26.0 25 25.5
Nonequivalent control group non-synchronized design 4 16.7 1 4.0 5 10.0 10 10.2
Onegroup pretest-posttest design 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 6.0 3 3.1
Interrupted time series design 1 42 1 4.0 0 0.0 2 2.0
Simulated control group pretest-posttest design 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 1 1.0
Randomized control group pretest-posttest design 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 1 1.0
Completely randomized factorial design 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.0 1 1.0
Subtotal 8 333 11 44.0 24 48.0 43 43.9
Type of  Non-experimental design
quantitative ~ Sample Size Sample survey 14 93.3 13 92.9 26 100.0 53 54.1
research Mass survey 1 6.7 1 7.1 0 0.0 2 2.0
design Total 15 100.0 14 100.0 26 100.0 55 56.1
Purpose Correlational study 9 60.0 12 85.7 20 76.9 41 41.9
Descriptive study 4 26.7 0 0.0 2 7.7 6 6.1
Comparative study 1 6.7 2 14.3 1 3.8 4 4.1
Evaluation study 1 6.7 0 0.0 3 11.5 4 4.1
Total 15 100.0 14 100.0 26 100.0 55 56.1
Time-dimension Cross-sectional study 13 86.7 13 92.9 26 100.0 52 53.1
Longitudinal study 2 13.3 1 7.1 0 0.0 3 3.1
Total 15 100.0 14 100.0 26 100.0 55 56.1
Total 23 100.0 25 100.0 50 100.0 98 100.0

Aol whe} AT ZARITE SV FAR FHAT A9
41.9%@1H)Fom, AEd ZAFATE 6.1%(6H), Bl FAE
Aol H7E 2AMAT7F 42 4.1%@H)E A5t Table
4> AT Al wEAE vlAEATY 94.5%0l sEshs 52
Ao A=Fo] APYA AR o|FojF o FAATE= 37
o]% ti<Table 4>.
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<Table 5> Character of data collection process (n-120)
Year 1989—-1995 1996—2000 2001-2006 Total
Characteristics n % n % n % n %
Type Patient *16 432 *15 46.9 *26 41.9 *57 43.5
Normal person 11 29.7 *10 313 19 30.6 *40 30.5
Nurse *4 10.8 9 6.3 *8 12.9 *14 10.7
Family 3 8.1 S 15.6 5 8.1 *13 9.9
Nursing record “) 5.4 0 0.0 1 1.6 *3 2.3
Animal 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 32 2 1.5
Medical personnel 1 2.7 0 0.0 *1 1.6 *2 1.5
Total *37 100.0 *32 100.0 *62 100.0 *131 100.0
. Developmental stage Pregnant 1 2.4 2 3.8 *1 1.2 *4 22
S?i;iCtSEE]t;zis Postpartum 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 12 | 0.6
Newborn 1 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6
Toddler 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.2 1 0.6
Child 0 0.0 *3 5.7 1l 1.2 *4 22
Adolescent 0 0.0 2 3.8 &S 6.0 & 3.9
Early adult *10 23.8 *18 34.0 *18 214 *46 25.7
Middle age *18 42.9 *16 30.2 *29 34.5 *63 352
Elderly *8 19.0 *10 18.9 *22 26.2 *40 223
Not available 4 9.5 2 3.8 6 7.1 12 6.7
Total *42 100.0 *53 100.0 *84 100.0 *179 100.0
Quantitative research
Questionnaire *24 72.7 *19 61.3 *27 37.0 *70 51.1
Psychosocial measure 0 0.0 v 16.1 *20 27.4 *25 18.2
Physiological measure *4 12.1 *5 16.1 *13 17.8 *22 16.1
Interview *4 12.1 2 6.5 93 6.8 *11 8.0
Observational method *1 3.0 0 0.0 & 9.6 *8 5.8
Delphi technique 0 0.0 0 0.0 il 1.4 *1 0.7
Total *33 100.0 *31 100.0 *73 100.0 *137 100.0
Data collection Qualitative research
method Indepth interview & 70.0 2 100.0 *10 76.9 *19 76.0
Participant observation 2 20.0 0 0.0 *3 23.1 v 20.0
Diary ] 10.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 *1 4.0
Total *10 100.0 2 100.0 *13 100.0 *25 100.0
Others(Q-method, Triangulation)
Q sort 2 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 50.0
Questionnaire <l 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 =1l 25.0
Indepth interview Sl 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 & 25.0
Total *4 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 *4 100.0
Probability(Random) sampling methods
Simple random sampling 0 0.0 1 100.0 2 66.7 3 60.0
Stratified random sampling 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Type of Cluster sampling 1 100.0 0 0.0 1 33.3 2 40.0
sampling Systematic sampling 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
methods in Subtotal 1 100.0 1 100.0 3 100.0 5 100.0
non-qualitative Nonprobability(Nonrandom) sampling methods
research Convenience(Accidental) sampling 24 96.0 24 100.0 47 100.0 95 99.0
Quota sampling 1 4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0
Subtotal 25 100.0 24 100.0 47 100.0 96 100.0
Total 26 100.0 25 100.0 50 100.0 101 100.0
Hospital - ward *11 25.0 *10 31.3 *13 20.0 *34 24.1
Hospital - out patient clinic *10 22.7 *8 25.0 *12 18.5 *30 21.3
Home *11 25.0 ¥ 15.6 *4 6.2 *20 142
Place for data Community facility *5 11.4 2 6.3 11 16.9 *18 12.8
collection Public health center 1 2.3 1 3.1 & 10.8 g 6.4
School 2 4.5 *3 9.4 1 1.5 *6 43
Others 4 9.1 3 9.4 17 26.2 24 17.0
Total *44 100.0 *32 100.0 *65 100.0 *141 100.0
*double count
St=7ts WSS X| 15(1), 2009 6€ 37



z H ol 2

& 1996 o]F A& SAslo] 25W(18.2%) 9] =oAL olgg E83 =, 18la kol B ool i
ESItTable 5> Rt AHATE 7EHow Fojxpge] 4 HE o]E2S Al 8 =F To® ERstel Az
THES S8l AR gl o FoiFlon, ojuEE 9 TASE A= <Table 6>3F 2Tk 1989FE] 200613714 BF
AREEE A7 5T20%), FoiAke AAN AmE SR AP =R M= 7bE sl Fofold sitE o]2EH U= E
AT7F 1398(4.0%) AAT<Table 5>, TopollA kg o85S B8 wEEol M Be e
Z ettt S 2okl o] EelM v WAlIE AFeAY
o NREE Bsele] HANS ATT w=Rol HA urpEglERe
EEFZE UYL Bumns9t Grove(2008)2] w5 7]l whet 438%% 7F4 we Aow UERF O Bandurall A7) E50)
<Table 5>°llA] AAJg wiel o] AT 9] d74(non- o] 7P @o] A ItE $H Orem, Roy, Bernard, Pender
qualitative research)ollA] W|EHEXEHQ AT FO| 95HORE = 7kol27}e] o]|RE AZFAL} FLe =RO HH B
deAow gUgton, dFREFWS Q EHE A A=E =l 29.0% % YEREOLE 1989-1995%12]  40.0% 1T}
A@a} 13:131 oﬂ;LoM A}ﬁ }9,13} SEAEFHUS 5H(5.0%) 1996-2000'd ] 23.1%, 2001-2006'3¢]l 20.0% = 7Faskal Stk
o

o1 3213.0%) DWDX“’]%%‘?;}CW A g5 9ict. o o2 A}g9] 57

HRALSE Q= A o] B8 ARRS HAS A4S A o2

o A5 73 A& < Agsh] Ss HHOE FE AG7E 403(83.3%) 0100

AR 9] HA41%)3 21221.3%)04 B o] H ol2E AT S AT 6H(12.5%)°1Ak o2

FOIRETable 5> 2001 o]Felli= 233} 544 52 Wslr] flE FAE AT AA 23@2%)e10oH ol

A GALE] AA(12.8%) 3 HAZ(6.4%) A o] Fo7] Aq-=5 S Y% A7 3 HE QlltkTable 6>, 8hl=iollA

o] F& SRRk olFS ARES A AlUlA WEE A gl AoE U
stk

= 9

o o|E4 V)&

AA BT T oled VES AAgE = 484 2 AT 24y A gigke] 1158 ubAlek e 1989-1995
(40.0%)°1900m, o]&4] 755 AN & =i N2¥ ol 337, 1996-20001A0] 27| A Flef] v]&l 2001-2006'd
(60.0%)°] 2 T<Table 6>. of 60HCZ 2001 d ©o]F AA F7IEtL YT sHe=E

7} Skt AL ediE w4 Q99 STHAEU S s

o Mg o]Ee] Fiet 4 ek, 2007), et B lbg Ay Aelde] SrHA & thet

HALEEQ =t ol A ARSEL o] E7H] olBES, tSolETel i), 2007), PAelAe AT EEe S AES S,
oair] e olge B8 =, B ShEEokelr i 2008), 2754 HEAF] o7 TTHLOW 5, 2004) T
<Table 6> Thoerieed in research (N=120)

Year 1989—-1995  1996—2000  2001-—2006 Total

Theoretical characteristics n % n % n % n %

Theoretical Y 20 60.6 13 481 15 250 48 400

fraif;;;ﬁ No 13 394 14 519 45 750 72 600

Total 33 1000 27 1000 60  100.0 120  100.0
Nursing theory 8 40.0 3 23.1 3 20.0 14 29.1
Type of Theory developed from other disciplines 4 20.0 6 46.2 11 73.3 21 43.8
theories Synthesis nursing theory & theory from other disciplines 8 40.0 4 30.8 1 6.7 13 27.1
Total 20 1000 13 100.0 15 1000 48  100.0
Application 17 85.0 11 846 12 1000 40 833
s Test 2 10.0 1 7.7 3 25.0 6 125
th:)rfes Development 1 50 1 770 00 2 42
Analysis 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total 20 1000 13 100.0 15 1000 48 100.0
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Trends of Doctoral Dissertations of One College of Nursing
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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the trend of nursing research by analyzing the doctoral
dissertations in one college of nursing in Korea. Method: The areas of research, the methodological characteristics,
and theories used in the research were explored in all doctoral dissertations (n=120) published from 1989 to 2006.
Result: Mainly “Nursing” has been studied (44.9%) among four meta-paradigms of nursing science. The “client”
domain (46.7%) and the “practice” domain (41.7%) were most frequently studied in type of nursing knowledge.
The main purpose of the thesis was to develop nursing interventions and examine the effectiveness of the practice
(40.8%) in quantitative research. Almost all (94.7%) of the qualitative dissertation studies were to explore
phenomena in the nursing field. Almost half of the dissertations (43.9%) were an experimental design, 34.7% were
a model construction, and 15.8% were a qualitative design. The majority of dissertations (83.3%) were to apply
the specific theory and almost half (43.8%) studied borrowed theories from other fields. Conclusion: It is necessary
to develop more rigorous and various research designs such a longitudinal design, or randomized controlled trial
and this will lead to expanding the body of nursing knowledge.
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