BoziEein

M182 X3z, 2018 9&

(o) 37
OF X1t Y1 X]
5| F2F? . 0|4

Asian Oncol Nurs Vol. 18 No. 3, 154-162

http://dx.doi.org/10.5388/a0n.2018.18.3.154
CrossMark

click for updates

Text Network Analysis Related to Disclosure of Cancer Diagnosis among Korea and other
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Purpose: This study aimed to identify and compare research topics related to disclosure of cancer diagnosis among Korea and oth-
er countries using text network analysis. Methods: Abstracts from 119 studies for the period of 2000~2015 were analyzed. An inte-
grative literature review and text network analysis were applied to examine the research. The keywords from each articles abstracts
were extracted by using a program, KrKwic, and analyzed using network-related measures including degree centrality, and cluster-
ing using the NetMiner program. Results: The most important core keywords; ‘patient, cancer;, diagnosis, disclosure, truth; ‘physi-
cian, family; ‘telling] ‘information, ‘preference, ‘member, ‘age and ‘tell' ranked highly. Asian countries as Korea, Japan, and China
showed a similar high centrality of degree of connection in family, which appeared as a factor that influences cancer diagnosis dis-
closure. Conclusion: These findings showed knowledge structure of disclosure of cancer diagnosis and its research trends. The 11
topics identified in this comparative study can provide further starting points for research of communication with cancer patients

and their family.
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-Visualization of keywords
network and analysis
«Degree centrality
analysis of op S0
network for top 50 keywords in the network
keywords linked at 2,304 =25 Core keywords
times selected as top 50%
degree centrality
«Analysis of 25 core
keywords for 5 countries

«Developing co-
occurrence matrix and

RISS= Research Information Sharing Service; NDSL= National Distal Science Library;
NAL= National Assembly Library; NLK=National Library of Korea; 5 countries= Korea, Italy, Japan, China, United States.

Fig. 1. Flow diagram of study selection and process to network analysis.
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Table 1. The Degree Centrality of Keywords in Total Studies g} ook 22 123(10.0%) O &2 7H Eokal L oh5:0
Rank Keyword Degree centrality U 113(9.2%), F=7 103(8.4%), 1]=1 103H(8.4%) 2] =0] Tt &
! Patient 1.00 A2 A H opAJop7} 613(51.2%), 77 403 (33.7%), Fofe)7}
2 Gancer 1.00 123(10.1%), oF3Z2]7} 33(2.5%), @ Alotjo} 3w (2.5%)0] 21tk
3 Diagnosis 1.00
4 Disclosure 1.00 i"ﬂtﬂi oF Rtk 31.2] AL9] 2o & wkotalr] s =Fhol 10
5 Truth 1.00 3] o)A} 225 22 ARslck 1197 oF ATt 17 A o
° S s ol 227 o % 8 1A o 1S
amily . )
- EQ|FE L6l Hw B A Ao Bl of
9 Information 1.00 2t 12] o] JaFS vlR= 89S whotdt 4= 9l= 2ol d
10 Preference 1.00 Zolt}. 11 A3} BA tho| & 3h= o]ghg|o}, Y&, 2k n|Zo 2
i ember o ROITE b AR B4 BAS F3 ) FA0] 5
12 Age 1.00
13 Tell 1.00 AT 244 214 AF) 50%2] 257) S AIZEA| 0] Table 29} 7k
14 Care 1.00 24 g Sl i o Alet WIS BAst Apolold )
15 Disclose 1.00 = 5540 2 ‘patient’, ‘cancer’, ‘diagnosis, ‘disclosure 7} L5 A
16 Men 1.00
o] ot 3 QlH = A “family’ 7} 22+
17 Treatment 1.00 floll YA 2= L2, F=rollA family 7} 2}2F 29, 591, 29]
18 Health 0.98 = 249181 vhd oje]of, ml=oll A= 109, 1791 % S5H9]of
19 General 0.98 =3 olEPof Y, wl=rof A= ‘communication] Z3FE|SLC.
20 Different 0.98 _ -
Bk = A= Zlol & 2= ol )
o1 Hospital 0.98 U = ol A= ZrokE 4= glgiet
22 Practice 0.98
23 Communication 0.98 = 9|
24 Questionnaire 0.98
25 Doctor 0.98
H L EHAE YEQ g HAL 0]43F
27 Professional 0.96 SY7IA| = W9 oF X1k aLA] T Ao &3 ‘357} =& nz—xﬂ
28 Disease 096 olZ 2at 7 UENAS THol0] QAR FHAL K49}
- = - ck 1213 oF At 3] B A Aol PER 2l
30 Medical 0.96 ’ T =
. csue 001 o12) FAlo 5 74 TS BhaIstaL oF gk o] S ul)
32 liness 0.94 L BEH EAS o]ssa} 5190k
= a— - AR e AH FET 12849 AT FA0] 5 d=ale vt
erminal ;
AT = 7 = E_ 1 1 i =]
35 Experience 0.94 = ol & 72 ARS A8 nurse = 5P| Tol 2 S35}
36 Prognosis 0.94 o 333]9] 9 RS Hof Atof| H|g| &3 WlwE7} ot
37 Life 0.90 0]+= =] DNR (Do Not Resuscitate, 2| A7 5 e =50 &
" Tenen o Ao} Esto] DNR 20) 29l A 4 BAIT Aol
40 Difference 0.88 /\i 7]—E/\]—Eq‘ "]/\]—"] ﬁ ]{157}-%3 ;-]\44' OE] ]é‘l—q‘lg) O]E—]ﬂ—
41 Disclosing 0.86 A= sz} oF Aoh-2 1 X|5H= 50 2 oALE YskALE A
- o o A2 o 215he AT h-2o] ol whitolm kAL ok
urse .
2T}l 71 2]5) Alg| = AFHA © xqcﬂg__o I ol o
= T — A5kg TR Al A0 2 4918 Slnlgick of ol
45 Advanced 0.82 AgyARol olefix e AR E = Aufo ek EE THE AR E g
e s 082 SR Y 78S 2R ] Y2 A A SPEA
o ot oo o Ale 7] oA 1BAte] SR L A S-S AR
48 Caregiver 0.80 "
49 Japanese 0.78 o
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Table 2. The Top 25 Keywords in Degree Centrality of Disclosure of Cancer Diagnosis among Korea and Other Countries
e Korea Italy Japan China United States
Keyword DC Keyword DC  Keyword DC Keyword DC Keyword DC
1 Patient 0.94  Cancer 0.88  Cancer 0.88  Patient 0.84  Patient 0.76
2 Family 0.92 Patient 0.88  Patient 0.88  Family 0.82  Cancer 0.71
3 Tell 0.90 Diagnosis 0.84  Disclosure 0.86  Disclosure 0.82  Physician 0.65
4 Cancer 0.90 Men 0.78  Diagnosis 0.84  Cancer 0.78  Diagnosis 0.63
5 Truth 0.88  Physician 0.78  Family 0.80  Truth 0.76  Disclosure 0.59
6 Men 0.86  Disclosure 0.78 Men 0.71  Age 0.71  Men 0.55
7 Telling 0.84  Information 0.69  Prognosis 0.69  Attitude 0.71  Information 0.55
8 Care 0.82  Medical 0.67  Physician 0.69 Men 0.69 Practice 0.53
9 Doctor 0.82 Age 0.65 Tell 0.67 Tel 0.69 Age 0.47
10 Diagnosis 0.82  Family 0.63  Member 0.65 Telling 0.69  Prognosis 0.45
11 Medical 0.78  Cultural 0.59  Truth 0.65  Member 0.67  Effect 0.43
12 Treatment 0.78  Doctor 0.57 Age 0.61  Questionnaire 0.67  Questionnaire 0.43
13 Hospital 0.71  Care 0.55  Information 0.61  Information 0.67  Disclosing 0.41
14 Disclosure 0.71  Practice 0.55 Telling 0.61  Diagnosis 0.683  Medical 0.41
15 Disease 0.69  Prognosis 0.55  Advanced 0.55 Disease 0.55  Treatment 0.39
16 Physician 0.69 Attitude 0.55 Communication 0.55 Disclose 0.53  Preference 0.39
17 Experience 0.65  Factor 0.53 Disclose 0.53 Bad 0.53  Family 0.39
18 Questionnaire 0.65  Oncology 0.53 Hospital 0.51 Stage 0.49  Factor 0.37
19 Terminal 0.63  Truth 0.53  Attitude 0.51  Different 0.49 Life 0.33
20 General 0.61  Treatment 0.51  Disclosing 0.49  Doctor 0.49  Communication  0.33
21 Preference 0.61  Hospital 0.51 Care 0.45  Physician 0.49 Bad 0.33
22 Nurse 0.59 Difference 0.49 Japanese 0.43 Care 0.47  Disclose 0.31
23 llness 0.57  Communication 0.49 lliness 0.43  Oncology 0.47  Oncology 0.29
24 Information 0.57 Disease 0.47  Life 0.41  Terminal 0.47  Experience 0.29
25 Factor 0.55  Questionnaire 0.47  General 0.41  lliness 0.45  Self 0.27
DC= Degree centrality.
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