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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to identify the characteristics of doctoral dissertations in nursing science sub-
mitted since 2000. Method: Three-hundred and five dissertations of six schools of nursing published from 2000 to 2006 in
Korea were analyzed with the categories of philosophy, method, body of knowledge, research design, and nursing domain.
Result: In philosophy, 82% of all dissertations were identified as scientific realism, 15% were relativism, and 3% were
practicism. Two-hundred and fifty dissertations (82%) were divided into a quantitative methodology and 55 dissertations (18%)
were qualitative methodology. Specifically, 45% were experimental, 23% methodological, 13% survey and 17% qualitative
designed researches. Prescriptive knowledge was created in 47% of dissertations, explanatory knowledge in 29%, and
descriptive knowledge in 24%. Over 50% of all research was studied with a community-based population. In the nursing
domain, dissertations of the practice domain were highest (48.2%). Conclusion: Dissertations since 2000 were markedly
different from the characteristics of the previous studies (1982-1999) in the increase of situation-related, prescriptive and
community-based population studies. A picture of current nursing science identified in this study may provide a future
guideline for the doctoral education for nursing.

Key words: Nursing philosophy, Methodology, Knowledge, Research subject, Domain
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Table 1. Philosophical Orientation by School (N=305)
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otk A4 AFHE 9 7]Ere] At ¥ 55%(18.0%)0] ©]
ol FAAA AT HH2 AR A7 1367H(44.6%) 2
2 7P RldstA o] RolH L, oo
(23.0%), A& A 53H17.4%), A
B4 A7 3HAL0%), TE A 2%(0.7%), Akl A7t 1
(0.3%) =08 Vepstt), sty A
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e

Sl 20l Bl 579 PAATE B AT B 4F
o] AT FALS Ho|w, Feine] 39 ojshE 9I3 WA 47
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[e]
H(24.3%)°] 7154 A4 9] AE B3 itH(Table 3). w1

Table 3. Knowledge Type by School (N=305)

Philosophical  Reglism Relativism  Practicism Total

Knowledge pescriptive  Explanatory Prescriptive  Total

Schoohfentaion n(%)  n(%)  n®%)  n(®) Shodh¥Pe (%) n(®%)  n@®)  n(%)
A university 67(848)  10(126) 2(13)  79(100) A university 24(304)  34(430) 21(256) 79 (100)
B 25 (75.8) 7(12)  1(30)  33(100) B 8(24.2) 4(121) 21(636)  33(100)
© 58(1000) 0 0 58 (100) ® 2(3.4) 8(13.8) 48(828)  58(100)
D 42 (80.8) 9(87) 1(19) 52 (100) D 11(21.2)  19(365) 22(423)  52(100)
E 26(59.1)  14(31.8)  4(91) 44 (100) E 20(455)  17(386)  7(159)  44(100)
F 32 (82.0) 6(154)  1(26) 39 (100) F 9(23.1) 7(179) 23(59.0) 39 (100)
Total 250(820)  46(151)  9(30) 305 (100) Total 74(243)  89(292) 142(46.6) 305 (100)
Table 2. Methodology by School (N=305)
Methodology Factor-isolating Factor-relating Situation-relating  Situation-producing Understanding Total
School n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
A university 12 (15.2) 37 (46.8) 17 (21.5) 0 13 (16.5) 79 (100)
B 1(3.0) 4(12.9) 19 (57.6) 2(6.1) 7(212) 33 (100)
© 2(3.4) 8(13.8) 48 (82.8) 0 0 58 (100)
D 2(3.9) 19 (36.5) 19 (36.5) 2(3.9) 10 (19.2) 52 (100)
E 2 (4.5) 18 (40.9) 6(13.6) 0(0.0) 18 (40.9) 44 (100)
F 2(5.1) 7(17.9) 23 (59.0) 0(0.0) 7(17.9) 39 (100)
Total 21(6.9) 93 (30.5) 132 (43.3) 4(0.0) 55(1.3) 305 (100)
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Table 4. Linkage of Philosophical Orientation, Knowledge Type, and Methodology (N=305)
Philosophy and knowledge type
Methodology Realism n (%) Relativism n (%) Practicism n (%) r;l'c()(t)z I)
Des Exp Pre Des Exp Pre Des Exp Pre
Quan
Factor-isolating 21(6.9) 21(6.9)
Factor-relating 1(0.3) 88(28.9) 4(1.3) 93 (30.5)
Situation-relating 131 (43.0) 1(0.3) 132 (43.3)
Situation-producing 4(1.3) 4(1.3)
Subtotal 22(7.2) 88(28.9) 139 (45.6) 1(0.3) 250 (82.0)
Qual
Understanding 1(0.3) 45(14.8) 1(0.3) (1.9 55(18.0)
Total 23(7.5) 88(28.9) 139(45.6) 45(14.8) 1(0.3) 6(1.9) 305 (100)
Quan=Quantitative; Qual=Qualitative; Des=Descriptive knowledge; Exp=Explanatory knowledge; Pre=Prescriptive knowledge.
Table 5. Research Subject (N=305) Table 6. Nursing Domain (N=305)
Subject n (%) Categories (%)
Hospital Client domain 84 (27.5)
Patient 71(23.3) Client-nurse domain 6(2.0)
Family 8(2.6) Practice domain 147 (48.2)
Medical staff 32 (10.5) Environment domain 68 (22.3)
Community Total 305 (100)
Individual 152 (49.8)
Family 14 (4.6)
Organization 6(2.0)
System & policy 7(2.3) 2. B oY
Cost 3(1.0)
Others 12(3.9) 3 153} BrA)Eke Dol ZQ o A}
4 o]l3& 7153 A& |
o 5 (100 20004 1 7b5:3F HhAIEHS) o) e AT AR A
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