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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to explore the direction for development of the Korean Journal of Adult
Nursing toward becoming an international journal through analysing the accepted and rejected papers during the
last three years (2007-2009). Methods: Two hundred and ten accepted papers were analyzed focusing on
research methodology and key words using descriptive statistics. In addition, rejected papers were reviewed to
analyze their study designs and key words. Results: The proportion of quantitative research was 86.4% while the
proportion of qualitative research was 9.5%. The majority of the qualitative research design was survey (71.8%).
Sixty percent of the research had verbal consent and 32.7% had written consent from the participants. The
prevailing data collection settings were hospitals (52.1%), and community (22.7%). The most frequently used
research domain was health. It was noted that theoretical framework was rarely presented. The paper rejection
rate was 31.5% and among the rejected paper, 75.3% was survey. Conclusion: The results of this analysis suggest
that published studies have been improved and diversified compared with the papers published before the year
2007. However, translation research, clinical trials by nurses, and more detailed evaluation process for ethics in
research need to be facilitated.
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Table 1. Comparison of Research Design and Data Collection
2004~2006 (n=210)  2007~2009 (n=220)
Design Data collection
n (%) n (%)
Quantitative design 185 (88.1) 190 (86.4)
Survey 124 (59.0) 128 (58.2)
Questionnaire only 103 100
Questionnaires/physiological marker/medical records 9 10
Interview/physiological marker 2 5
Interview using questionnaires 10 8
Literature review 4
Participatory research 0 1
Experimental design ~ Questionnaire only 61 (29.0) 62 (28.2)
Questionnaires/physiological marker 30 28
Interview/physiological marker 22 24
Interview using questionnaires 5 3
7
Qualitative design 11 (5.2) 21 (9.5)
Phenomenology 5 8
Ground theory 1 4
Ethnography 0 2
Narrative/ Descriptive analysis 5 7
Others Methodological study, concept analysis, meta analysis, 14 (6.7) 9(4.1)
review paper, Q methodology
Others Others
> Education & nursing
Qualitative stduy ) e rention
1d B 3007~20093 n=220(%) B 3007~2008 3 n=62(%)
Experimental design .2004‘“20065 n=210(%) Exercise L] 2004~2006 9 n=61(%)
i . Complimentary
DescHptivede e . alternative medicine
0 20 40 60 0 10 20 30 40 50
Figure 1. Comparison of research design. Figure 2. Comparison of intervention used in experimental design.
B, AT 4RES Asiwd T B we 497
1329 (60.0%)01 9131, #5018 Wgkehar 7148 7971
723 (32.7%) O & 2004~200613 9] T-F59] 155% (74%),
N5l 178 (8.00)1 T} Z7he i), AT A BEE
Aelg AR AT

A2 A= HYdol 1104 (52.1%) 0.2 71
AR oY =917 T2 X HALS]| 7} 48 (22.7%), Tralr}
253 (11.8%), =2l 8ok7|do] 178 (8.1%), AL X

HAA A 8% (3.8%)] <=o| T}, 2004~2006\F =2} v F)]

R
=

SAF SR Folg vt AT (p<.05) (Figure 3).
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3. 97 280 24
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Figure 3. Comparison of data collection settings.
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1) AAEHE
20073 1¥€5E 20093 12971419 7]17F Fot ;ﬂx}ﬂ

FAL 2718k A3)e 78S T3 AAE H F

L 1018S o2 AAE7F AlS E4 8t 3»#7}
E3¥ & =529 5= 32130 Ed], o]F0A] 1013 9]
AAE7E HA & wro} AAETHES 31.5%8] A2 e
st

2) AAEZt B =E=9 AT FA
AN E7F 8RS e =2E T 639 (62.4%)0]) ZAHAT
oller, A7 AT 209 (19.8%), AAAT 139 (12.9%),
2|3 =2 A 5 (4.9%) 9] =0l ATk (Table 3). 4
AT T FARNE ANLEFA (6), A EFR
(3), ok=rka ] (49, &ot8W ), KIS 2), 72

N

Table 2. Comparison of Key Word Classification by Nursing Domain

Domains Characteristics

2004~2006 (n=698) 2007~2009 (n=803)

n (%) n (%)
Human being Developmental stage 45 (6.4) 101 (12.6)
Patient 101 (14.5) 9(1.1)
Nurse 8(1.1) 20 (2.5)
Family 13 (1.9) 15(1.9)
Student 14 (2.0) 20 (2.5)
Environment Operating room, ICU, social support 10 (1.4) 22(2.7)
Health Physical health 118 (16.9) 190 (23.7)
Cognitive and social health 37 (5.3) 38 (4.8)
Psychological health 69 (9.9) 52(6.5)
Health promotion behavior 117 (16.8) 224 (27.9)
Nursing Nursing intervention 91 (13.0) 66 (8.2)
Nursing administration 34 (4.9) 23 (2.9)
Nursing service area 12(1.7) 15(1.9)
Nursing diagnosis & classification 1(0.1) 0 (0.0)
Nursing theory & research 28 (4.0) 8 (1.0)
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MG - EXM-UHH F
T, 2deM (), 2=AE (D) Tl T 135708 = 23} ALl AAE7E B8-S e 73-¢7F 40 (39.6%)
Aol ok, 87, A W ks MR BRI WA 2 b Btk 7 (8,200 1, 23 A} F A 54
o] 607 (44,49 0.2 714 BISEOP], Thg o2 Atk F AMACE B4 wstor} R uxrl W8 shelon,2
o] 467 (34.190), HE G 267 (19.3%), DAL 38 A ol FA Ak oAk A Wkl i) spol B 9190
(2.2%) 8] <=0l At} (Table 4). 3]oA E7} BAL E3AT (Table 5).
AR AL el 7198 BSE RS 2,
3) AAE7 =2 AALER L WA 24 o] Wl AR SRl The Rl uls) Al Hel A B
S0 ol thal 13} Al T e AN BT T bg e A48 F AR ekt 8 93 A4}
o elsh AARTFE B 208 28796001900 R, 13 A o Fela A 1S e] WA S0k vl e w) o] A}
At Al EZFE 2 F Ao 23k AR HoZk Al ol Frofgl 340] B% W HEE Foel, A T ES
ANE7F HAS -2 A9 213 (20.8%) 0]k, 12k AAF - Al Qlskals B 707 ofste] A& FUT (Table 6).
I AALT ) 54 F AN e Aog ngont  FEA Ao U182 gels) 1 A me) AAkel go
2ZRE U gokd 515711 9] AALg F|A] AA L2
Table 3. Research Methods of the Rejected l\/lanus(,c\lri:p:%” =84 247t 1067 (21.9%) 02 7 Bkew, thgo
2 A7ade] g B AEA do 953 (19.7%), S
Variables n (%) _
ol Tt ©F 837 (17.20), ATFA] H34 Ao
Quantitative design Survey 63 (62.4) 5071 (12.200), 822/ 7+58F4 o]o] Ao 5871 (12.0%),
Experimental study 20 (19.8)
A7AR w29 v1F 3971 (8.1%), AW AToe] 2P
P29 A6y 347 (7.000), HR ) Y FA #4207 (6.0%), 227
549 F 87 (1L6w), dAWFe BA FIE 47 (0,809 2
LEFstT (Table 7)
(N=135)

Qualitative study
Key words

Review or
commentary papers

Table 4. Key Words Classified by Nursing Domain in the Rejected Manuscripts
Human being 46 (34.1) Women (17), elderly (13), nursing student (3), patient (5), nurse (2), cancer patient (2), family (2), male (2)

n (%)
Irregular labored worker (1), intensive care unit (1), patient safety (1)
60 (44.4) Heart disease (6), arthritis (5), stroke (6), depression (4), obesity (3), insomnia (2), diabetes (4)

Topic
Environment 3(2.2)
Health . i itis (5), s
quality of life (6), dementia (2), stress (2), hypertension (1), metabolic syndrome (1)
smoking cessation (1), cancer (1), fall down (1), anxiety (1), sexuality (1), pain (1), stigma (1)
physical health (5), self-efficacy (2), symptom (1), internet addiction (1), surgery (1), physical exam (1)
Nursing 26 (19.2) Nursing care (8), self-efficacy (2), aroma therapy (3), knowledge (3), music therapy (2), massage (2)
fluid therapy (1), heat therapy (1), intubation (1), exercise (2), laughing therapy (1)
Table 5. Review Results by Reviewers (N=101)
Reviewer 1 Reviewer 2 Reviewer 3 n (%)
Rejected Rejected Rejected 29 (28.7)
Rejected Re-review after revision Rejected 21 (20.8)
Rejected Report after modification Re-review after revision 40 (39.6)
Re-review after revision Re-review after revision 7 (6.9)*
Editorial committee Rejected by double publication 2(2.0)
Review Out of journal scope
*7 cases: Writers rejected revision
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ot M: A L A= 7=2 24 (2007~2009)

Table 6. Most Frequent Flaws Pointed out in the Reviewers' Objective Appraisal

Reviewer 1 Reviewer 2 Reviewer 3
Categories
M=ESD M=SD M=SD
Topic & introduction 73.1+8.6 74.6+9.6 70.1+7.53
Research methods 72.0+7.6 72.7%£8.4 69.41+7.8
Results 72.8+8.8 74.1£9.9 68.7%£7.1
Discussions 70.6%9.2 73.0£9.1 67.9%+06.6
Conclusion & significance 71.4£8.7 72,4198 67.9t7.4
Total score 71.3+£10.9 73.7+8.3 69.5%6.0

Table 7. Summary of Reviewers' Subjective Appraisals

Reviewer 1 (N=204)

Reviewer 2 (N=215)

Reviewer 3 (N=96) Total (N=515)

n(%) n(%) n(%) n(%)

Lacks of logicality of 47(24.2) 46(23.8) 13(13.5) 106(21.9)
general thesis

Lacks of validity and 35(18.0) 38(19.7) 22(22.9) 95(19.7)
reliability on research results

Insufficiency of 32(16.5) 30(15.5) 21(21.9) 83(17.2)
statistics analysis

Lacs of creativity on 24(12.4) 26(13.5) 9(9.4) 59(12.2)
research topics

Lacks of 24(12.4) 25(13.0) 9(9.4) 58(12.0)
academic excellence

Insufficiency of 17( 8.8) 17(8.8) 5(5.2) 39(8.1)
research draw

No difference in 11(5.7) 15(7.8) 8(8.3) 34(7.0)
previous studies.

Problems about 10( 5.2) 12(6.2) 7(7.3) 29( 6.0)
sample representative

Insufficiency of 4(2.1) 4(2.2) - 8(1.6)
writing skills

Insufficiency of control of - 2(1.0) 2(2.1) 4(0.8)

exogenous variable

*Subjective evaluation were categorized and summarized by number,
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