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Abstract  The critical thinking has become gradually important in nursing education for the era of
convergence. The literature review was undertaken to identify the study trends of critical thinking in nursing
education in Korea. 75studies from 1996 to 2014 were reviewed. The studies related to critical thinking were
highly increased from 2006. The study design was identified descriptive studies to path model. The predictors
to critical thinking were an academic system, age, interpersonal relationship, academic achievement, the duration
of clinical practice, satisfaction on nursing, self-esteem, self-efficacy, learning methods and so on. The
consequence variables were clinical practice stress, cognitive stress, the ability of problem-solving, clinical
competency, emotion control, communication competence. It is necessary to develop education programs and
curriculum based on evidence from the researches for increasing critical thinking.
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(Table 1) Characteristics of the research methods

Years 00~ ‘02~ ‘04~ ‘06~ ‘08~ ‘10~ 12~ " N(%)
Characteristics and category ~'99 01 03 05 ‘07 09 11 13 °
Number of research 1 1 2 5 1 11 10 16 18 75(100)
R Experimental | Quasi- 11 2 4 2 7 8 25333
e design experimental
S Comparative 1 1 2 2 1 1 1 9(12.0)
e
a | Quantitative Correlational 11 5 3 3 1 4 18(240)
r research Survey  |Predictive 2 4 7 2 15(20)
c study
h design |10l 1 120D
testing
d Instrument 11 1 3(40)
e development :
S Qualitative research 1 1(1.3)
i
g Triangulation research 1 1 2(2.7)
n
Academi 3-year 1 1 10 3 4 3 24(32.0)
sastznr;w 4-year 1 2 1 6 8 11 12 41647
v All 1 1 2 2 1 3 10(13.3)
Participants Ist 4 5 6 5 5 3 28(19.4)
2nd 1 2 9 7 4 3 3 29(20.1)
Gradex 3rd 1 1 1 3 7 6 7 11 14 51(35.4)
4th 1 1 1 3 1 5 5 6 8 31(21.5)
RN-BSNV 1 2 1 1 5(3.5)
<=29 1 1 1 2 2 709.3)
Sample 30799 2 1 1 2 1 4 4 15(20.0)
size 1007299 2 6 3 4 5 7 27(36.0)
>=300 1 1 2 3 5 4 5 5 26(34.7)
Evidence of sample| Yes 2 4 14 10 30(40.0)
size No 1 1 2 5 11 9 6 2 8 45(60.0)
Method of | e fence(randomization) 11 2 50 1 um 10 160 181  75100)
sampling
CTD" 1 4 11 10 10 16 16 68(91.9)
Tool CcTS™ 1 2 3(4.1)
All 1 1 1 3(4.1)
* All grades contained in Articles 1 piece included.
™ Critical thinking disposition ™" Critical thinking skill
THo| 47 100~2999 0] 277(360%), 3007 o] HE 313 HRET
BT R 100%0] 4] 97k A T0.7% AEAE] B s S B 19
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Az F7velE AEdS BT Watson-Glaser critical thinking appraisal( WGCTA)[7]

REFEHS BE A7t AYgFEHSE AHEsa 7} Facione et al (1994)o] 7legt California Critical
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(Table 2) Factors related to critical thinking

CTD CTS
Categories Factors Significant Non significant Significant Non significant
n n n n
Sex 6 8
Age 6 4 1
G Al Religion 5 3
char;i:i%tic% Marital status 2
o Academic performance 5 1 1
Academic system 5 1 2
Academic grade 8 6 1
Maj 15 2
Satisfaction & | e :
Adantation Clinical practice 8 2
P Interpersonal relationship 6
Logic 3 3
G Philosophy 5 1 2
O‘Epleted Critical thinking 1 1
Subjects Decision making 1
Nursing ethics 1
Clinical practice 1 2
PBL & S-PBL 5 5 1
Simulation 6 1 1
X Standard patient 1
Instructional ;
Feedback learning 1
methods ; :
Evidence-base practice
Writing 1
Team /Individual 1
o} 7+& 8ol A 7HakE Yoon (2004)[10], Kwon 5(2006) 3.2 AFLHE
o = 17F 1o, vakA Abas SA4E 9% = 3.2.1 H|THE ApmQ} AT Q01
23 Youst Kim (2014)0] e ={12]7F gick 5H0 BA th AT =5 F 12H(96.0%)°0] FH
& ATl B =] 68¥(91.9%)0] MHA AL wmnojglon] AA =R (W, Edfo]dEY o] =E 2
s S Ao, AFH Ve EFE S Ho|olu). dHm=EoA ANVOA, ttestS Hg3}o]
&= 30AL%), Wi AlER AR =S wa Amel) Aols ekl weE B 4
3%(4.1%) oItk 20149 WjdA Aba]s =7 L gl BAE mREo] 22 o]R9la, 7E AT
sof 5 odishe] HjahA Al7|ES THEE = gy Aael #EE WEE 21 89 2] v
°of 57kd Ao otk A ARLAES AL ghAalae] Q) vlgA Alae] Ay wisg pRE
= =i 68U B AT T 7ES BF UE ags s e d% Az u)wny
=i 39E P F 19Tl Yoono =T7F 38 13 Aere] e RS solal= o7 )
(535%) o5 71 Wol ARE-H 1 2131l CCTDIE W ANOVA, t-testZ o] -&-3to] |32 Abre] 2po]2 1}
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Learning

Academic

Perceived stress(1),

Information
Decision
ability(4),
motive(2),

Learning

skill(3),

Metacognition(1),
Emotional regulation(1), Professional

Major variables(number of research)

and critical thinking disposition
Clinical competency(12), Problem solving ability(7),

Self-efficacy(3), Self-readership(1), Ego-resilience(1),

attitude(3), Satisfaction of learning(2), Self-esteem(1),
Confidence(1).

style(rational, 1), Satisfaction of clinical practice(1),

Communication

Self-directed Learning
achievement(1),

self-concept(3), Intelligence(1)
Stress of clinical practice(1),
Decision making style(passive,1)

ability (1),

(Table 3) Correlation among the major variables

correlation
Positive
Negative

Type of
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