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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to analysis the manuscripts rejected for publication in the Journal of Korean
Academy of Nursing Administration during the last three years six months (2012~2015 Jun). Methods: Seventy eight
rejected manuscripts were analyzed focusing on manuscripts characteristics, such as rejection rates, year of sub-
mission, occupation of first author and corresponding author, number of authors, funding, thesis or dissertation, ar-
ticle type, study participants, number of reviews prior to rejection, and 3rd reviewer. Also reviewers' quantitative evalu-
ation scores and subjective comments were analyzed. Reviewers’ subjective comments were analyzed using con-
tent analysis methodology. Results: The mean rate for manuscript rejection was 28.9% and for quantitative research,
qualitative research, and review papers the quantitative evaluation scores were 2.54+0.70, 2.39+0.69, and 2.39+0.69
out of 5 points, respectively. The most frequent subjective comment on rejected manuscripts was ‘lack of rationale
for research need’. Conclusion: In this study the characteristics and the reasons for rejecting manuscripts were
identified. These findings can be used in developing effective strategies for researchers, reviewers and editors to
improve the quality of research and research reviews of nursing administration research.
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Table 1. Characteristics of Rejected Manuscripts (2012 ~ June 2015) (N=78)
Characteristics Categories n (%) or MESD
Year of submission 2012 31(39.7)

2013 25(32.1)
2014 16 (20.5)
2015 677
Occupation of first author Professor 43 (55.1)
Clinical nurse 19 (24.4)
Student 12 (15.4)
Researcher 2(2.6)
Part-time lecturer 2(2.6)
Occupation of Professor 63 (80.8)
corresponding author Clinical nurse 8(10.3)
Student 4(5.1)
Researcher 1(1.3)
Part-time lecturer 2(2.6)
Number of authors 2.40%+1.09
One author 14 (17.9)
Two authors 33 (42.3)
Three authors 22 (28.2)
Four authors 6(7.7)
S or more than five authors 33.9)
Funding Yes 18 (23.1)
No 60 (76.9)
Thesis/dissertation Master's thesis 8(10.2)
Doctoral dissertation 2(2.0)
None of above 68 (87.2)
Atticle type* Quantitative research Experimental research 2(2.6)
Survey research 58 (74.4)
Methodological research 2(2.6)
Secondary data analysis 1(1.3)
Qualitative research Phenomenology research 1(1.3)
Grounded theory research 4.1
Focus group interview 2(2.6)
Qualitative content analysis 1(1.3)
Review paper Research paper 4(5.1)
Analysis of research 337
Ethical consideration Verbal consent 18 (23.1)
Written consent 17 (21.8)
Institutional review board (IRB) 26 (33.3)
None reported 5 (6.4)
Not applicable 12 (15.4)
Study participants* Nurses 47 (60.3)
Nursing students 12 (15.4)
Nursing assistants 3(3.8)
Patients 2(2.6)
Literatures/study reports 14 (17.9)
Other (General population, elders, adolescents) 339
Number of reviews prior One 66 (84.0)
to rejection Two 12 (15.4)
3rd Reviewer Yes 53 (67.9)
No 25(32.1)

*Multiple responses.
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Table 2. Reviewer Scores: Quantitative Research (N=127)
Variable M=£SD Range
2.54%0.70

Subject of research 2.53%0.70 1~5
1. Appropriate subject? 2.55+0.81 1~4
2. Feasible subject for research? 2.70%0.72 1~4
3. Original/creative subject? 2.36+0.88 1~5
Research need and objectives 2.26%0.68 1~5
1. Research need addressed? 2.17£0.79 1~5
2. Specific and clear research question and aims? 235+0.73 1~5
Literature review 252%0.59 1~5
1. Key words and prior research logically addressed? 2.15+0.74 1~5
2, Most recent literature used? 2.88+0.67 1~5
Research methods 2.72+0.43 1~5
1. Study instrument 275%+0.55 1~5
1) Appropriate appraisal for instrument validity? 2.65%+0.79 1~4
2) Appropriate appraisal for instrument reliability? 2.84%0.78 1~5
2. Study participants 2.76%0.50 1~5
3) Adequate participants to study objectives? 2.78+0.69 1~5
4) Appropriate sampling methods? 2.61£0.67 1~4
5) Justification of sample size described? 2.59+0.83 1~4
3. Data collection and analysis 2.75%0.54 1~5
6) Ethical issues in data collection considered? 2.88+0.76 1~4
7) Adequate methods for data collection? 2.82+0.61 1~5
8) Appropriate data analysis? 2.46%0.70 1~4
Reporting results 2.53+0.56 1~4
1. Exact statistics reported? 2.56+0.66 1~4
2. Results reported consistent with research objectives? 2.51%0.65 1~4
Discussion 2.35%+0.55 1~4
1. Discussion based on study findings? 237+0.68 1~4
2. Actual study results and interpretation of researcher separately discussed? 2.47+0.69 1~4
3. Clearly and logically discussed? 2.21%+0.65 1~4
4. Study findings linking to prior research sufficiently discussed? 2.27+0.69 1~4
Conclusion and Suggestion 2.347%0.50 1~4
1. Summary and conclusion appropriately described? 2.43+0.58 1~4
2. Contributions of study findings to health practice, research and policy? 2.24+0.65 1~4
Others 2771048 1~4
1. Author guidelines of references and citations followed? 2.78+0.61 1~4
2. Acceptable English abstract? 2.75%+0.52 1~4
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Table 3. Reviewer Scores: Qualitative Research (N=16)
Variable M=£SD Range
2.39+0.69
Subject of research 229%+0.43 1~4
1. Appropriate subject? 2.87£0.83 1~4
2. Specific and clear research questions and aims? 2.00%0.63 1~3
3. Research questions and methods in alignment? 2.00£0.63 1~3
Research need and objectives 2.16£0.54 1~3
1. Philosophical stance for proposed research method presented? 1.88+0.62 1~3
2. Sufficient reviews of prior research on subject of research? 2.44%0.63 1~3
Data collection and analysis 2.38%0.53 1~4
1. Ethical issues in data collection considered? 2.81£0.98 1~4
2. Appropriate eligibility for participants and key informants? 2.63%+0.72 1~3
3. Training and readiness of researchers described thoroughly? 2.06%+0.85 1~3
4. Prejudices of the researchers excluded? 2.19£0.83 1~4
5. Cyclical data collection and analysis process? 2.19+0.66 1~3
6. Process of establishing trustworthiness addressed? 2.38+0.89 1~4
Results 2.09+0.52 1~3
1. Adequate description of results according to research objectives? 2.25+0.68 1~3
2. Clear understanding of research objectives and phenomena? 1.94%£057 1~3
Discussion 2.44%0.58 1~4
1. Adequate discussion of study findings? 2.19+0.66 1~3
2. 2. Contributions of study findings to nursing science (research, education, practice)? 2.56%0.73 1~4
3. Further directions for research addressed? 2.56%0.63 1~3
Others 3.03£0.34 2~4
1. Author guidelines of references and citations followed? 3.25+0.45 3~4
2. Acceptable English abstract? 2.81£0.40 2~3
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Table 4. Reviewer Scores: Review paper (N=15)
Variable M=£SD Range
2.3940.69
Subject of research 2.69%0.56 2~4
1. Appropriate subject? 2.64%0.63 2~4
2. Feasible subject for research? 2.79%0.70 2~4
3. Original/creative subject? 2.64%0.50 2~3
Research need and objectives 1.82+0.54 1~3
1. Specific and clear research question and aims presented? 1.86%0.53 1~3
2. Research questions and methods in alignment? 1.79+0.70 1~3
Literature review 2.30+0.44 1~4
1. Main variables relating to study subject included? 2.07£0.47 1~3
2. Citations of prior research primarily used? 2.50+0.52 2~3
3. Most recent literature used? 2.57%0.76 1~4
4. Critical analysis of researcher presented? 2.07£0.83 1~3
Research methods 2401042 1~4
1. Ethical issues in data collection considered? 3.00+0.55 2~4
2. Adequate study participants? 2.43%+0.65 1~3
3. Adequate study instrument to study objective and methods? 2.36+0.74 1~3
4. Adequate methods for data collection? 2.21£0.80 1~3
5. Appropriate data analysis? 2.00£0.55 1~3
Results and Discussion 1.79%0.58 1~3
1. Adequate discussion and interpretation of study findings? 1.79+0.58 1~3
Conclusion and Suggestion 2.32+0.67 1~3
1. Summary and conclusion appropriately described? 2.36+0.84 1~3
2. Contributions of study findings to health practice, research, and policy? 2.29+0.73 1~3
Others 2.61%+0.56 1~3
1. Author guidelines for references and citations followed? 2.50%0.65 1~3
2. Acceptable English abstract? 2.71%£0.61 1~3
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Table 5. Qualitative Content Analysis of Reviewer Comments* (N=78)
Categories Sub-categories n (%)
1. Overall 1. Insufficient logical writing 53 (67.9)

1-1. Insufficient consistent description of research process 35 (44.9)
1-2. Lack of systematic description of study structure 18 (23.1)
2. Insufficient references 18 (23.1)
3. Noncompliance with author guidelines 15 (19.2)
4. Poor editorial practice 12 (15.4)
5. Poor quality of manuscript for journal publication 11 (14.1)
6. Not relevant to the scope of JKANA 7 (9.0)
7. (Revision) Incomplete corrections according to reviewer's comments 4(5.1)
8. Ethical issue-1: plagiarism suspected 3(3.8)
2. Subject of 1. Research needs lack description 19 (24.4)
the research 2. Lack of creativity in study topic 14 (17.9)
3. Inadequate choice of study subject 4(5.1)
4. {Qualitative research) Inconsistency between research questions and methods 2(2.6)
3. Research need 1. Lack of rationale for research need 69 (88.5)
and objectives 1-1. Lack of description based on logic, literatures, evidence 40 (51.3)
1-2, Insufficient evidence of major variable choice 16 (20.5)
1-3. Lack of theoretical connection between concepts 13 (16.7)
2. Lack of clarity in research questions and objective 34 (43.0)
3. Inadequate use of terms and explanations 23 (29.5)
4, Improper research topic 15(19.2)
5. Lack of study hypothesis rationale 8(10.3)
6. {(Qualitative research) Lack of presentation of philosophical stance for proposed research methods 5(6.4)
4. Literature review 1. Literature review not adequate 12 (15.4)
2. Lack of logical connection to key words and prior research 7 (9.0)
3. Insufficient use of recent literature 4(5.1)
5. Methods
1) Study design 1. Lack of sophistication of study design 9(11.5)
2) Study instrument 1. Lack of appraisal for instrument validity 25(32.1)
2. Insufficient description of test for instrument reliability 18 (23.1)
3. Lack of explanations of instrument (e.g., scoring) 15 (19.2)
4. Lack of description of key variables and operationalization 13 (16.7)
5. Ethical issue-2: Missing permission from original author of instrument 4(5.1D
6. Over-selection of variables 3(3.8)
3) Study population 1. Error or lack description of participant selection criteria 21 (26.9)
2. Inadequate description of sample size or calculation 20 (25.6)
3. Inadequate sampling methods 5(6.4)
4) Data collection 1. Inadequate data analysis methods 34 (43.0)
and analysis 2. Lack of logic and clarity for data analysis methods 30 (38.5)
2-1. Unclear and unspecific description 18 (23.1)
2-2. Lack of evidence for sub-grouping 8(10.3)
2-3, Poor control of exogenous variables 4(5.1)
3. Lack of specific description for data collection 19 (24.4)
4. Ethical issue-3: Lack of ethical consideration of participants 14 (17.9)
5. {Qualitative research) Lack of description of training and readiness of researcher 4(5.1)
6. {Qualitative research) Non-cyclical data collection and analysis process 4651
7. {Qualitative research) Missing process of establishing trustworthiness 4(5.1)
6. Results 1. Exact statistics not presened 46 (59.0)
2. Inconsistency between research purpose and results 29 (37.2)
3. Careless interpretation of results 18 (23.1)
4. No alignment between method of analysis and description of results 10 (12.8)
5. {Qualitative research) Inadequate findings (category, sub-category, etc) 4(5.1)
7. Discussion 1. Lack of description in discussion 46 (59.0)
1-1. Lack of logical linkage among findings, researcher's opinion, and prior research 33 (42.3)
1-2. Discussion of researcher's personal opinions 13 (16.7)
2. 2. Lack of clear, specific and in-depth discussion 35 (44.9)
8. Conclusion and 1. Inadequate description in summary and conclusions 24 (30.8)
suggestion 2. Lack of suggestions for application to practice, research, education, and policy 22 (28.2)
9. Others 1. Noncompliance with guidelines from references 22(28.2)
2. Inadequate English abstract or table formatting 13 (16.7)
3. Inadequate choice of key words 5(6.4)

*Multiple responses.
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