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Purpose: This study aimed to identify contents and trends of Korean nursing doctoral dissertations in terms of research meth-
odology and theoretical characteristics. Methods: The design of the study was descriptive study and a total of 1,089 quantita-
tive studies completed between 1982 and 2010 were reviewed using the analytical framework developed by the researchers.
Results: The majority of studies utilized the experimental design (51.5%) and the others were survey design (38.8%) and meth-
odological design (5.0%). Study subjects were shown as patients (45%), care givers (11.2%), ordinary persons (40.6%) and
others (3.2%). There were growing trends in experimental design and patients as subjects. The prevailing data collection set-
tings were hospitals (45.8%) and community (27.8%). The theoretical frameworks that studies were based on were the existing
theories (37%) and a newly developed theoretical framework by a researcher (25.2%). a framework derived from other studies
by the researcher (25.2%). Majority of studies (78.5%) employed a single theory as a theoretical framework. However, 31.8%
of studies had no theoretical framework based on. Conclusion: Findings of this study provided the opportunities to shed new
light on the current status of Korean doctoral dissertation and to deliberate on the future direction of nursing studies in Korea.
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Table 1. General Characteristics (N=1,089)
Characteristics n(%)
Yonsei University 208 (19.1)
Seoul National University 146 (13.4)
The Catholic University of Korea 113(10.4)
Ewha Womans University 103 (9.5)
Chung-Ang University 67 (6.2)
Pusan National University 67 (6.2)
Chonnam National University 66 (6.1)
Hanyang University 61(5.6)
Kyungpook National University 59 (5.4)
Kyung Hee University 56 (6.1)
Korea University 42 (3.9
Chungnam National University 3128
Keimyung University 28(2.6)
Kosin University 16(1.5)
Chosun University 9(0.8
Chonbuk National University 5(0.5)
Gyeongsang National University 5(0.5)
Dongshin University 4(0.4)
Daejeon University 2(0.2)
Soonchunhyang University 1(0.1)
Total 1,089 (100.0)
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(31.5%) e, 71 thz0] 5‘-/\} ﬁ:rL 4237(38.8%), =/ A 55

44T(97.1%) 0.2 T ES 2}%]
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1431(2.5%) =0Tk == A AT = F 16002.9%) 2. 2 Z1 S0l A
&5 AT APIARS: AAI7H 10 (1.8%) 0= 71 BRkTE

ZA Aol A BT SA7F 203H(E8%) = 7 BkoH, A

S2 2AF AT 1023(24.1%), A A 803H(18.9%), 7]E} 38%H
(9.0%)°] % TH Table 2).

ArEF HAS Ad) 2AF A7 1980 323 (53.3%)0 A
2000 302H(37.6%) S 2 A2} A E Q) oH, Al L= 237
(38.3%)°1| A 2000 AT} 417 (51.9%) % %7 =] S TH(Table 2).

http://dx.doi.org/10.4040/jkan.2012.42.2.302



512 758} HIAISIQH=20| LHR T} ZEHRAL 1982-20104 &I OiTE Moo= 305
Table 2. Research Type (N=1,089)
. o 1980' 1990' >2000
Characteristics Classifications n (%)
n (%) n (%) n (%)
Survey design Descriptive study 102 (9.4) 32 (53.3) 89 (39.6) 302 (37.6)
Correlational study 80(7.3)
Developing models 203 (18.6)
Others 38(3.5)
Subtotal 423(38.8)
Experimental design ~ True experimental ECG pre-posttest design 10(0.9) 0(0.0) 209 14(1.7)
study ECG posttest design 2(0.2)
Others 4(0.4)
Subtotal 16(1.5)
Quasi experimental NCG pre-posttest design 428 (39.9) 23(38.3) 104 (46.2) 417 (51.9)
study NCG posttest design 17(1.6) 23(38.3) 104 (46.2) 417 (51.9)
OG pre-posttest design 23(2.1)
Time series design 62 (5.7)
Others 14 (1.3
Subtotal 544 (50.0)
Subtotal 560 (51.5)
Developing instruments 55(5.0) 46.7) 15(6.7) 36 (4.5)
Others 51 (4.7) 1(1.7) 15 (6.7) 35 (4.4)
Total 1,089 (100.0) 60 (5.5) 225 (20.7) 804 (73.8)

ECG=Equivalent control group; NCG=Nonequivalent control group; OG=0One group.
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Table 3. Research Subjects (N=1,089)
. . 1980' 1990' >2000
Characteristics Variables n (%)
n (%) n (%) n (%)
Patients* Child, adolescents 81(7.0) 3(4.1) 18(7.6) 60(0.7)
Adults 353 (30.6) 24(32.9) 84(34.2) 245 (29.1)
Elders 118(10.2) 4(5.5) 8(3.4) 106 (12.6)
Subtotal 552 (47.9) 31(42.5) 110 (47.0) 411 (48.7)
Caregivers* Nurses 55 (4.8) 5(6.8) 12(6.1) 38 (4.5)
Family members 74 (6.4) 8(11.0) 21(8.9) 45 (5.3
Caregivers 2(0.2) 0(0.0) 1(0.4) 1(0.1)
Subtotal 131 (11.4) 13(17.8) 34(14.3) 84(10.0)
Normal persons* Children 71(6.1) 34.1) 12(6.1) 56 (6.6)
Adults 154 (13.4) 10(13.7) 34(14.3) 110(13.0)
Elders 86 (7.4) 3(4.1) 15(6.3) 68(8.1)
Nurses 91(7.9 8(11.0) 18(7.6) 65(7.7)
Nursing students 23(2.0) 22.7) 4(1.7) 17 (2.0)
Physicians 9.8 0(0.0) 2(0.8 7(0.8
Office workers 21(1.8) 3(4.1) 4(1.7) 14(1.7)
Subtotal 455 (39.4) 29(39.7) 89(37.5) 337 (40.0)
Other subjects* Animals 7(0.6) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 7(0.8
Environment 10.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(0.1)
Organizations 7(0.6) 0(0.0) 4(1.7) 3(0.3)
Subtotal 15(1.3) 0(0.0) 4(1.7) 11(1.3)
Total 1153 73(6.3) 237 (20.6) 843(73.1)
*Duplicate response.
Table 4. Type of Data Collection Settings (N=1,089)
. o 1980' 1990' >2000
Characteristics Classifications n (%)
n (%) n(%) n(%)
Hospital Hospitalization 210(19.3 20(33.3) 46 (20.4) 144 (17.9)
Outpatient department 167 (15.3) 7(11.7) 50(22.2) 110(13.7)
Others 74(6.8) 3(10.0) 13(9.8) 58(11.7)
Hospitalization & outpatient department 48(4.4) 3(6.0) 9(4.0) 36 (4.5)
Subtotal 499 (45.8) 33(65.0) 118 (62.4) 348 (43.3)
Community Home 95(8.7) 5(8.3 26(11.6) 64 (8.0)
Public health center 37 (3.4) 1(1.7) 3(1.3 33(4.1)
Community welfare center 14 (1.3 0(0.0) 2(0.9) 12 (1.5)
Senior community center 10(0.9) 0(0.0) 2(0.9 8(1.0)
Work place 23(2.1) 1(1.7) 5(2.2) 17 2.1)
Institution 53(4.9) 0(0.0) 62.7) 47 5.8)
Others 70 (6.4) 46.7) 11(4.9) 55 (6.8)
Subtotal 302 (27.8) 11(18.3) 55 (24.5) 236 (27.8)
School Elementary school 21(1.9 1(1.7) 3(1.3) 17(2.1)
Middle school 11(1.0) 00.0) 1(0.4) 10(1.2)
High school 33(3.0) 1(1.7) 8(3.6) 24 (3.0)
College 44 (4.0) 1(1.7) 4(1.8) 39(4.9)
Others 21(1.9) 00.0) 4(1.8) 17 2.1)
Subtotal 130(11.9) 3(6.0 20(8.9) 107 (13.3)
Others Subtotal 140(12.9) 9(15.0) 30(13.3) 102 (12.7)
Not mentioned 17(1.6) 46.7) 2(09) 11(1.4)
Total 1,089 60 225 804
5. HIAISI=Z20A 02X E A8 07 o 2921H(36.3%) &= S7F=QUTE AFAPE E 2 Bl =5
=2 AFESH A 274TH(25.2%) 0. 2 1980 o} 263H(43.3%) 0] 4] 1990
AAFSLS = Rofl A] O] 24 B Abg of RS Al Avk= (Table At 31(138%)2 AAESITk7 2000 0] % 2178(27.0%) 2 Z7H
5)2k ek o] £F S AL A9 7| E0| 2L AL RO Hi ARG Byl T2 S S ol 28 S ALE
403 (37.0%) 2 714 TEekom, 1980¢ ol 53 (8.3%)0f| 4] 2000 0] 3= 3t A7} 6631(6.0%) -2 1980 Tl 138(1.7%)°]| A 20001 0] 2 533
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Table 5. Framework, Number & Type of Theory used in Doctoral Dissertations (N=1,089)
Variables Classifications n (%) 1980 19%0 >2000
n (%) n (%) n (%)
Use of theoretical framework No 346 (31.8) 28 (46.7) 76(33.9) 242 (30.1)
Framework derived from other 274 (25.2) 26 (43.3) 31(13.8) 217 (27.0)
studies by researcher
Theory for only 66 (6.0) 1(1.7) 12(6.3 53(6.6)
program development
Original theory 403(37.0) 5@8.3 106 (47.1) 292 (36.9)
Total 1089 60 225 804
Number of theory used in One 368 (79.8) 4(66.7) 92 (78.0) 272 (80.7)
cisicie dsssiisin Two 72(156) 0(00) 17 (14.4) 55(16.9)
More than three 21 (4.6) 2(33.3) 9(7.6) 10(3.0)
Total 461 6 118 337
Type of theory application Use of original whole theory 140 (30.5) 2(33.3 35(29.9) 103(30.7)
Use of parts of theory 91(19.9 3(50.0) 27 (23.1) 61(18.2)
Concept addition in original whole 107 (23.4) 0(0.0) 27 (23.1) 80(23.9)
theory by researcher
Some of concept addition in parts of 120 (26.2) (16.7) 28(23.9) 91(27.2)
theory by researcher
Total 458 6 117 335
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Qlglo]l " Q 7} X440 7 Z7)sal QIth(Choe et al,, 2009; Kim et
al., 2004; Shin et al., 2008).
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