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(Table 1) Reviewer's review results of not acceptable papers

AAF At F Aol zfol7t = 33 AAR gl o
3l % 16599 AL U2 EAskgnt

a5 Ziut

B woE ANBRAT AN, 54 F A, 53
S AR Ahsel et e Aol e, AT
AT, o], AR W A, 7t Fio e} EAlo] A
kAt s,

AM=27t ALl HE

A 2099 ANRT ERS ANGREY AT 19, Ak
AR 1, B8, 2T 68, A%E Aue) o

S 1, vl 19,

w Mo

63, Q1A ?i? 14,
3

Ao QA AAHE AL oz sl &

el ek 4‘?9] 3 g Ao] olg7} 7HA ek=th= A

BA ), AFEA Y dFEA o] HEEHA OL—‘(/\}E%]

A, ‘T’go]f& FAZ MZELE A2 AASHA] ESHEAD),
argol

Nz w7l ARl e REETAD, F2

m &l
ol

1x ni r1r

Contents area

Contents of review results*

Research Problem

- Lack of statements for the need of the research

+ No clear statements of the research subject and research phenomenon
+ Lack of explanation about the research concept

- Lack of statements about the previous research

+ Lack of logical relevance with the theoretical background

+ Lack of explanation about the concept analysis process
+ Lack of explanation about the rationale of sample size and sample selection procedure
- Lack of specific statements about the instruments

Method . o L .
etho Lack of specific statements about the reliability and validity of the instruments
- Inconsistency of the research design with the study subject
+ Lack of statements about the sample representative and sample selection procedure
+ Lack of the results significance
Results - Inconsistency of the research results with the study subject

- Not suggesting the new knowledge by the research
- Lack of the implication of the research

Result Discussion

- Not suggesting the implications based on the research results
- Mix statements of the previous study's results with the researcher's interpretation
- Lack of logical inference by the results and the previous literature

- Lack of conclusion based on the research results

Conclusions/ .. . . .
. - Not summarizing the core contents of the subject, method, results, and discussion
Suggestions .
- Lack of statements about conclusion of the research
Others -+ Not accordance with the paper submission guideline(reference, Journal name)

- Problems in English abstract

* No. of papers=21
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(Table ) Reviewer's review results of review after revision

o] $E(N% APF gl AHHck
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o] A4 ¥ 3ti<Table 1>.

Contents area

Contents of review results*

- Lack of statements about the treatment and lack of rationale of the treatment
- Lack of introduction about the research trends

Research Problem

+ Lack of statements about the research subject
+ Lack of clear statements of the interested phenomena

+ Need of the hypothesis statements
- Need of the statements about rationale for the sample size
+ Need of the statements about rationale for the measurement time
Method + Need of statements about the possibility of carry-over effect and recall effect
+ Need of statements about the rationale of the sample selection
+ Need of specific statements about data collection procedure
+ Need of specific explanation about the instruments

Results + Inconsistency of the research results with the research subject

- Irrelevancy between research results and researcher's interpretation and implication

Result Discussion

-+ Lack of logical explanation

- Not inferring based on the previous research

Conclusions/ - Insufficient statements about the conclusion
Suggestions -+ Lack of clear and specific implication
Others -+ In case of review article, lack of critical review and unique analysis about the articles

* No. of papers=17

oistzt= &3l x| 36(1), 2006 2&

199



71 AAZE BoFEAT), ARAS

g 22 54 el

A AA, ARsy 2

W AAZE BR3HEFH A

Aol A9 FQ
F7HQl AA7E Do AFAT), ou
REO] QIEURAT), A A
=o7F EFHo] AEH] AU(FA AT

=pass
=M= =

24l A
71998z Al thst W=, &

=pass

71 ghell FAeAM = H]

Z1RthHs w FAl i ekl 7Pk A Fol A4

Cl<Table 2>.

chah o] A3k

(Table 3) Reviewer's review results of accept after revision
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Contents area

Contents of review results

Research Problem

- Problem of statements about the research subject and title

- Lack of consistency and accuracy for the definition of the research

- Lack of logical relevance with the research concept and the previous research
- Insufficient literature review

terms

- Problem of statements for research hyphotheses and research limitations

- Necessity for description of research design
- Problem of research instruments
- Needs for accurate description of research procedure

Method - Needs for precise description of intervention program
- Problem of research subject selection procedure
- Problem of sample selection method
- Problem of data analysis and statistics
- Inaccurate description of results
Results

- Inconsistency of the research results with the purpose for research

Result Discussion

- Lack of accurate and logical explanation
- Lack of logical inference by the results and the previous literature
- Needs for discussion based on the results

Conclusions/ - Inappropriate description of conclusion
Suggestions - Lack of conclusion based on the research results
Others - Not accordance with the paper submission guideline(reference, table)

- Problems in English abstract

* No. of papers=94
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(Table 4) Inconsistencies of the review results among the reviewers

Review results Acceptable Accept after Revision Review after Revision Not Acceptable No. of Papers
Accord L L 3
() ® 10
Poor accord ® ® |
L 2
Inconsistent L L 10
L 7
Total 33
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Analysis of Review Contents of the Submitted P apers

in Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing

- Focus

Cho, Kyung-Sook”

- Hyun, Myung Sun?

*The Submitted Papers in 2003 -

- Cho, Dong-Sook?’)

1) Department of Nursing, Kyungwon College, 2) School of Medicine, Division of Nursing Science, Ajou University
3) Department of Nursing, Seoul Health College

Purpose: The objective of the study is to analyze the review contents of reviewers for the submitted papers in
the Journal of Korean Academy of Nursing in 2003. Method: The review contents of the 165 papers were
selected 217 papers that were submitted in 2003. Among those 165 papers, the 21 papers belonged to the 'Do not
publish' list and 17 papers, 'Revise manuscript and resubmit', list and the 94 papers, 'Publish if revisions are made'
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list. There are more than two level differences among the four levels of decision in acceptance of publication in
33 papers. Results: The analysis of the review contents for the papers were suggested according to review
categories : introduction, method, results, discussion and conclusion. In addition, if papers had more than two
levels of review they were rated poor accord or inconsistent. Conclusion: For the quality of the academic journal
and development of the nursing science, it is important to disseminate and publish the research paper. Therefore,
review of the submitted paper is also important. Implications for the profitable review were suggested in the study.
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