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Purpose: The purpose of this study was to analyze reports of qualitative studies published in Journal of Korean
Academy of Nursing (JKAN) and Asian Nursing Research (ANR) and to determine explicit suggestions to improve
the quality of qualitative papers. Methods: A total of 106 qualitative studies published in JKAN and ANR from 2008
to 2017 was reviewed using consolidated criteria for reporting qualitative research (COREQ). Results: In the
research team and reflexivity, there was a lack of description in relationship building with participants and for
researcher assumptions. Regarding study design, pilot tests for interview guideline development and revision of
a transcript for clarity were less reported than other items. For analysis and findings, descriptions of number of
data coders and diverse cases were insufficient. Conclusion: We suggest that researchers consider and describe
COREQ items in more detail when reporting qualitative research. Also, although COREQ are guidelines for
reporting qualitative studies, they do not reflect the characteristics of all such research methodologies. Therefore,
it is necessary to develop a systematic evaluation standard including questions reflecting the characteristics of
each qualitative research methodology to contribute to improvement of qualitative research.
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£o 2 A3t FE o] F I th(Jang, 2005). Suh 5-(2007)
o 7hmake] A4 B el AE A2 XA A of
Ueh, 159 S48 HE BAelT o] & HlRko 2 2 A4
A A S 2R Ao] Wastthn Bk A
choe A el X4A) AR 2
Hejghed), Bolur) ket B APAEY SR d nat
BT 7 A AR ] AT AL FEH S XS HYE
of o} AR E AL ojn] Y A Aol

3= 7+5 ko) tf AL A 34 A] ¢l Journal of Korean
Academy of Nursing (JKAN)Z} Asian Nursing Research
(ANR)& 2H27b 5 745} 8)7} 21715111 gl BHe A 24, JKAN

£ 197040 942 9] 7Bl PHashElAR AlZe
o, 20089 108575 JKANC=2 F4]2¢] A o] HAH
31, FEeFEAl ANRE 20079 69 o] 7= }ich. JKAN
ANR h&A] 25 AFS] 718} 91-8-X]4=(Social Science Citation
Index, SSCI)9} 78} 18R] 4=-23 3 Science Citation Index
Expanded, SCIE)e]| SAj¥]o] SUj#gt ofyzt ZA4|%ez
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A F7HA] ANR|| 2 =28 BASH dtE ol

JKAN©O] S8 =22 B4 dFoll A e A F7HA 7531
O 2 FA O] YT WA ST AP E R HI st AT
Z$-2, Choi 5-(2000)0] Z7tSHE 19999 =7HX] 9] =B-&
A% RS AlRe R, 2004 =5 E 3WTHe] =22 EA4%
& F(Suh et al., 2007)£} 2007 1} 2008 2 7He] =& B
A2t A=+(Shin et al, 2010)7} ==t o5 A= AT
AEo] EE BE =BG Besho] A B0 =K HikAel

55} o170 5 2ol gt 27 A BSRYThT ol A KT 2
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t ?'j;?-(Kang, 2002), 7t 8t 2] 4]
A7 (Jang, 2005)%h 0] £
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3 Shin 5(2010)9] Q7014 3089} AHATE ok}l 2
43k Aol BT}, %:1 qo170] chet $4 S Al
A7AA, BekA) WA A, APAY o, AR
¥, A7) A2 U s B T3 glo] A AT
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oz =ojg Bast ot
olaﬂ ZlolA choh S 5

B 0 2 BAF 4 9l BE B3 P AL}

zsg—s]_ﬁO] HEg Aoz AR o

H]-E -85 o] & 4= Qlt}(Tong, Sainsbury,
& Cralg, 2007). A AT B3 A| AFGE =T H20 E& W
31 9F4] © 2= Critical Appraisal Skills Programme (CASP)
(Critical Appraisal Skills Programme, 2017) 2} Consolidated
criteria for reporting qualitative research (COREQ) (Tong et
al,, 2007)7} It} ] - COREQ+= A2 A7) Atz
T HEH O ARGSte S HEY 2AL O5S 288
AZ AL H/_Kjoﬂ ZHE = RS ]]'4 o]‘— 232320 2 LA
ol glow ‘ATda iy, AFEA, ‘B4 A Y] 9
oA A5 SHTe=N A AT =t =EHl
BHE SR A 2ER &go] 7hssith A COREQE
JKANT} ANRE Z3eE A7 Sha Aol A DA A7 =& 7
AL o AASo] 2HdsfoF & A AR AER HilE i glor
(Rao & Tharyan, 2011), 4§ AFAE2 AXALE +F
o) o] X FLS w2 =& PAS}7 L (Larson & Cortazal, 2012)
AR AT Yy} 7|0 2 &85k QIth(Lundgren, Begley,
Gross, & Bondas, 2012).

A AF= AAA L A ulE olsfstar Agsin,
A2 TEE AlFshe dTYHERE A= A4 BHe
A55to] A2 L vt A5 el 7] o3f 231 Qlk(Cres-
well, 2007). T A7-2 = FroAbSo] A7t A1 1 4=
TujErs 25| 2ol FAH AT EE Zot7] ol A
2] - A13)4], 2344 8919 2AA Q) ofn|E st o
Al i@t o8l F& el A A4 e B vt
Aokt 7]olake vz} Ioha 2ok(Yi et al,, 2018). 13
£ M7 Aghgo] REs)T, A7 ANE AeksiAlz))
of2}9) 75 AlBo] E-go] x| Frh So) ozjE WAL
Z(Miles & Huberman, 1994), 2 & \3-2] 31224, 477 7]
ojo] el L5 71 912 gk Agoleh. weha] A<l
ol g ol TR, AR AL e, A7
Ato] eule 8-S Folur] 915} A= ATl gt A
ol 243 H71E B sk Rlo] et
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F5o} 1] 8-S b H, 20081 o= 128 (9.9%), 2009 ol &=
5H(4.5%), 201092 63H(5.4%), 20112 7H (8.0%) 0| R &
2012 of] &= 122 (8.6%), 2013 of|+= 13% (11.4%), 2014 10
¥ (8.4%), 2015\ 13 (8.9%), 20164 o= 13 (10.1%), 2017
o= 158 (129%)& ARIsHATh. Hd JKANTF ANRe] 74
H AAAFE=10% v]REe] W2 v]F-S UEiTh

A A ALY FRFAZ=TFTALY] AT H
ojLf Tt At A ThE A F o2 O] HTA g 72 AR
HHE H 0] 393 (36.8%) 2 2 71 whok o v ‘A uk 1
H A o] 37H(34.8%)01 AL ‘B AFAY FH 7 o4
EAER1Y 4 G ES A A3 AE 22 W A
o] Z} 15% (14.2%) 0] At A+ 2§ THE A7 33
H(BL1%) 02 714 weron] skl 228 (20.7%), 7HE 14
H(13.2%), ‘A 117 (10.4%), ‘=21’ 97 (8.5%), ‘TIEHY’ 6
HE.7%)0190tt o] slo] A7eixte] §7o] Bxjet7HE,
)9} 7454}, 7H5A} S} 5 225 o]4kel =Ro] 113
(10.4%) At}

1o et

873 (82.1%) 0] 3t} 2008 olli= IRB Q1 Hh2 =o] 2
(16.7%)01 .21, 2009¢ = 3% (60.0%), 2010Ke]l&= 4

Table 1. General Characteristics of the Study (N=106)
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Themes of research Practice experience 39 (36.8)

Disease experience 37 (34.8)
Caregiver's experience 15 (14.2)
Life-span experience 15 (14.2)
Participant of Nurse 33 (31.1)
research Patient 22 (20.7)
Family 14 (13.2)
Adults 11 (10.4)
Older adults 9(8.5)
University students 6 (5.7)
Others 11 (10.4)
Approval of IRB Yes 87 (82.1)
No 19 (17.9)
Ensuring research- Yes 81 (76.4)
quality and rigor Guba & Lincoln 47 (58.0)
Sandelowski 17 (21.0)
Meadows & Morse 4(4.9)
Others 13 (16.1)
No 25 (23.6)
Funding Yes 43 (40.6)
No 63 (59.4)
Thesis Yes 26 (24.5)
Master's thesis 2(7.7)
Doctor's thesis 24 (92.3)

No 80 (75.5)

A JKANZF ANR BAC 2

(66.7%) 2.2 Az} 27} Zo|2 Ho|thr}, 20132 E 20174
TH A& AAE A EF =& 5 100%7} IRB 591 &2 A
o2 e th AN E =2 5 AT AR 98 Vet =
B0 819 (76.4%) 0 2 Lehg o 0] G19] 2 SRS 915) AL
7120 21 Guba} Lincolno] A A3 7] 0] 477 (58.0%)
© 2 71&F @k o i SandelowskiZ} 17#(21.0%), Meadows
2} Morse7} 48 (4.9%) <=0 th. 1 £)of Corbind} Strauss,
Polifroni2} Welch 5-0] 91 $lth. A& AL =2] A+1H] X
B 3HE06%)0] A UL Wol ATE 2aysgom, 2
HAT =B % =BG ekl AN Z9 268
(24.5%) 2.2 eIt o] T AARH] =2 23(7.7%) 1 3
T, SRR =0 247 (92.3%) 0| AT

2. AMAT

oE!
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1) 99 1: 4743} 6ty

COREQ9] A A g9 ‘AFH} vy’ 02 A2
NN EAT AFoiRtete] AE HESH: Aot ol &
Fol AR ) s A o] AFA T o B A IS
A FA7E B7He 4 QU E st A A Y] AR S )
517] f1gto|th LA 2l £4] A= Table 29} Zt}.

% 12 HE A 23t gt Argo] MsE A=A &
= Ao 2 EA A}, AA A = 106 F 24%H(22.6%)
Tro] WA K Apo]| tiet Argo] 7]e = itk 1 5
A F 18 o2 7|ed =io] 124 sl on G427} 5

Table 2. Domain 1: Research Team and Reflexivity (N=106)

No. [tem Categories n (%)

Personal 1. Interviewer/facilitator ~ Yes 24 (22.6)
characteristics No  82(77.4)
2. Credentials Yes 31(29.2)
No  75(70.8)
3. Occupation Yes 62 (58.5)
No 44 (415)

4. Gender Yes 1(0.9)
No 105 (99.1)
5. Experience and Yes 34 (321)
training No  72(67.9)
Relationship with 6. Relationship Yes  31(29.2)
participants established No  75(70.8)
7. Participant knowledge Yes 103 (97.2)

of the interviewer No 3(2.8)

8. Interviewer Yes 10 (94)
characteristics No 96 (90.6)

IRB=institutional review board.
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A 7S AT A5 Y BHL oA ATFA
AL A Helekn AEsEOu, ol FARDY Bl
B HF SEAY (Song, 20119 B, T A
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AP A%, AT, APIHE BISHA AESHe
Aok TAIH ] 24 A4 Table 33} 2.

R A7E SIS 98] old o 24 B3 A
MES A4IAEA] B PRolth B4 AAAT £8
106%1(100.0%) 55 71&=|glon] @Aeta W Eo] 38

104  jJournal of Qualitative Research

OIS
ST =

(35.8%) L2 71 BtaL, 7 o] 2 " E 0] 37 (34.9%), U]
£H40]18W(17.0%), B517] 2] 58 (4.7%) <031t o] 9]
o W2 el =, Ao, FAEA, A7 a8 E 5ol 8¢
(7.6%) 5T, BAFSHE] WP 2ol 7] 2 17388 FA] T
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(67.0%)0]R o o] F B FEFEL 34H(47.9%)°1%
I HREZEZO 16H(22.5%)0] ¢tk BA A FR=ZHY
Folq qo] EFo| 23W(324%), 0| BH EEZZo] 148
(19.7%)013ick. B3 11 ARl A e e 2
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JHAL ol EEh iRzt § 2, 9]
153 =22 6¥(5.7%) 0| .
Flde A7 AP W&o, FaE st
A grelshz Aolth. 24 A, 1063 F- 92 (86.8%)°] 3
stpom A A FAE TS HeR BAT A, A4
L ZrofAte] “3) o)A o] 54 (58.7%) 0.2 71 gektt. 18]
‘Frojz}e] X'o] 323 (34.8%), ‘=7 279 (29.3%), FHH’
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Table 3. Domain 2: Study Design (N=106)
No. Item Categories n (%)
Theoretical framework 9. Methodological orientation and theory Yes 106 (100.0)

Phenomenology 38 (35.8)
Colaizzi 16 (42.1)
Giorgi 10 (26.3)
Van Manen 9(23.7)
Others 3(7.9)
Grounded theory 37 (34.9)
Content analysis 18 (17.0)
Ethnography 5(4.7)
Others 8(7.6)
No 0(0.0)
Participant selection 10. SalmplingT Yes 71 (67.0)
Purposive 34 (47.9)
Snowball 23 (32.4)
Theoretical 14 (19.7)
Convenience 16 (22.5)
No 35 (33.0)
11. Method of approach ' Yes 106 (100.0)
Face to face 103 (97.2)
Telephone 26 (24.5)
Email 10 (9.4)
No 0(0.0)
12. Sample size Yes 106 (100.0)
<5 4(3.8)
6~10 27 (25.5)
11~15 42 (39.6)
>16 33 (31.1)
No 0(0.0)
13. Non-participation Yes 6(5.7)
No 100 (94.3)
Setting 14. Setting of data collection " Yes 92 (86.8)
Meeting room 54 (58.7)
Participant's home 32 (34.8)
Clinic 27 (29.3)
Cafe 21 (22.8)
Others 29 (31.5)
No 14 (13.2)
15. Presence of non-participants Yes 33 (31.1)
No 73 (68.9)
16. Description of sample Yes 101 (95.3)
No 5(47)
Data collection 17. Interview guide Yes 105 (99.1)
Pilot test 5(4.8)
No 1(0.9)
18. Repeat interviews Yes 67 (63.2)
No 39 (36.8)
19. Audio/visual recording Yes 103 (97.2)
Audio 101 (98.1)
Audio & visual 2(1.9)
No 3(2.8)
20. Field notes Yes 49 (46.2)
No 57 (53.8)
21. Duration of the interviews (minute) Yes 104 (98.1)
<60 15 (14.4)
60~90 65 (62.5)
91~120 13 (12.5)
>120 11 (10.6)
No 2(1.9)
22. Data saturation Yes 78 (73.6)
No 28 (26.4)
23. Transcripts returned Yes 47 (44.3)
No 59 (55.7)

f Multiple response.
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2] (cording tree)E %

o] Aol /\1 FYE 7 (cording tree)7} F&E &S F<lst
ek %‘o S8 AR o8 2At EEEHIEA
et = 6%*1(100.0%) 2% 2FE 27 oA F

A7t 22 azc} B UL ARRHL Y5 AHGT £TES
o7t YEAE B YROE BA A, 7H(6.6%)2] AT
A MAXQDA 10 ©]u} Nvivo 8.0 = ATLAS.ti 6.2 2 72
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Table 4. Domain 3: Analysis and Findings (N=106)
No. [tem Categories n (%)
Data analysis ~ 24. Number of data coders ~ Yes 9(8.5)

No 97 (915)

25. Description of the Yes 99 (93.4)
coding tree No 7 (6.6)

26. Derivation of themes Yes 106 (100.0)
No 0(0.0)
27. Software use Yes 7 (6.6)

No 99 (93.4)

28. Participant checking Yes 61 (57.5)

No 45 (42.5)

Reporting 29-(D Quotations presented Yes 106 (100.0)
No 0(0.0)

29-@) Participant number Yes 88 (83.0)

presented No 18 (17.0)

30. Data and findings Yes 106 (100.0)
consistent No 0(0.0)

31. Clarity of major themes Yes 106 (100.0)
No 0(0.0)
32. Clarity of minor themes  Yes 54.7)

No 101 (95.3)

2 A8 £ 5 A7 eiR}ol A Aol s v =
< WtEA| o Wt FEo R B4 At 61H(57.5%) Y] A+
7t AFRERE 1= ‘—’H% a2 ghelskiet
£ 20 ZA0h Aok A5 $iat QLgEo] A,

Z}7}9] Ql-g-Zo] EI(d: AFFAR HE)E=AE e T
Eolth B4 A3}, 106%(100.0%) ZFo| A Q1-8-2S A A6}
gom Fojz WMF L 887 (83.0%)0) 4] AABHETH £330
o Az o} A7 AT APAL Blaty] 3t FEO 2, 106
H(100.0%) 27+ Atz o} A7t et ol Jle= Flskith
& 312 39 FA|(major theme)7} FESHA| AA|E F=X]
2 FAEshs 320 2 BA3106H(100.0%) AT 2% Hat
SHA| A A = A2 EHRIsHT 3 32+ Thdgt Ak of thgt

Aol 4291 34 (minor theme)o]] thgt =217} =4

J

L 1]

[t ﬁn

£ AEsh= Aoz BEXAAT, 5HA.7%)A ot AHIE
drst a2 elstth

i
1o

£ A7 223X Y JKANT ANRO] A A4 A
& Brieta g AuE o 2K FF 715 5heR]
7} k33| A4 Hgd o 7] ofste g A AT AR



o=

WL AN S E ALk ofo] =EE] ANk 5
COREQ #4] S0 w2 A AT F7HETE FHL=E =
= s}1 gk

2008 E B 2017¢7FA] &< 10¥7F 7t 8k %] 2] JKAN
I} ANROJ AR E F1,223H9] =7 F 2 A7-9 24l
ZE A AT =22 106822, vid 5~15H o] A= A
A1, AAES A =2 tiH] 8.7% = YEbgt ol= 7]8tE
9] %) o] A& = w4 (Park & Kim, 2015)°]lA4] o d 1~3%
o] AR 1L, o197 533 2| o] A A = =4 (Leeetal,
2012)°]| A mid 1~4H o] AR Ao v]af HTiH o2 & |
o]t Ak 20045 2013474K) AR HAZHEEE] A
=BEA A7 (Nam, 201404 HAT ARES 114%2
B35k AR W32 Holw, Impact Factor A9 10$] o]
sfels ZhEate ol ATl =g BAIF 29| AF-(Mant-
zoukas, 2009)ol| A A& A1) AAES 37% =2 B AR
o} -9 & ot} 7hE ek Q1Y 87, 7, 7k5 o] v
2t LollA At fhgS F517] flZefl o] Aty
ol Basty, o3t SH A A AT S 283

T 17+ 9]0l gt ofm| ot FA S EA S Wigtof A 1
Agro 24 we 2Rl olshg wwak o 7lolekn glck
(Yietal, 2018). T3 H = 2 g9 B4 Aik= 745 H 9
H AT S 5 g A7t AR o Ao g
ojujstn 2, Boirc M Ao Sao] Z7fatolof 5}t of
= X B3 5712 ofojAof & R0k,

£ AT T A 0 2 9T AR

r o)
X,
ol
1o
n&

Aol T Aoz dT48 1
o} peiE A o 74 e A2 ekt ol
S o] 7420l 4Fe] AT 4R ofm]
FEAAF ALY F2 BF(Yietal, 2018) 1 £33
Zct. o] ejof = HAY, HAHS, 22, &
A Eol 22 3R °*3'}°“‘:rL
Or= A3 714 3= ‘A 1
SR AT A LAY EE 5 ‘:}
oA ¥ TtEskE ] of Al H 2 A
AFFA tHdShe v 2 AF 9oz o]ofA
goll gt S&E Al Fol A o Yolrh 12 A 7o dskE &
o=t Fa3t 7|2x 771 € Aol (Maxwell, 2013; Suh
etal, 2007; Yiet al. 2018), o]+= A& A1 9] SHEZ {84
gk Q1A o] A A gl 7] ofT Aoz 2t
2 dAgtolA AT A A =2 ARt f o= s

oo BN
L 2

N
filo

2
=
Kl
2
N

Prlr‘
N
o I e b

i)
3
an
<
2l
o2
olrt
T

> d
fr 4
rgt
W
A

o9 it 2

oy

Nt
o
¥
32
lo
&2

(¢
)

rﬂL r
Mo
_\2

A, B, 748, 49, 9, okl 5 cheraiA e 51
g iR o] Aol A Aol GHo] gelstelon, e

o] ALZARE A AT =R 11H o] BTt A7
£ HE, 439 A7} 43S AT vES AHEY,
E371eA7t A 549 - 3H(60%) 2= 7H WteH, W&
E40] AA) 18 2 67 (33.3%), LA o] 2 W E 10 (2.7%),

e 19 (2.6%) 0] At A 2kt thas Zpol= AL
W, 54 @S 471 B2 Aol A A E7] ffa o A
O oz B S A A= ﬂ—“,L&V M4 %7—% 1‘11/\1 Z
ZZ oz olgfistaL, AT AYS TES
(Patton, 2015) 738 2 wre} 12| 7 %%QOM:Q A
ol
| el B AL RD ) 235 2
5} 5.0 877 (82.1%).0.2 20134 0|3 7]
A% 52 BE IRB A1) WS a8 A2 vt o
20079 0f| 4] 20084 JKANS] =88 HA3} Shin S(2010)
Aol A] 7.7% 2 B3 AT} ¥ S v) TEE gt Wt
o ols} 22 Ak Q742 ol A IRB A1) HAE 7
£ 0] ATARE Apololl ] A= Ak 4 Lo, o]
ATAEY ATl et A4 A P 94 7
28] 2ol WRS AT 8189 w2y} TlBol, 347 29
ol 4 20124 129 =127 744 £ IRB Al 0] 2 E3et o
s A °]~— Fauqt o] e oA A&k o AR
¥ o ¥ Al HEA] AR A
ATt 7] ol AojZ HgAzte = Qlsf TS 4= 9l
£ ZoiRe AA1A, FAA Q] EHES desfjof ohn, W
4ok AIZE A A AR A FE] Mol tit
(Silverman, 2011). o] 23t SHo|| A AFA7}F Froj 2] Al
= 125}7] Sl et ol ohat 2AH e 7] v 5T A
o2 bttt Heby £213 2] 714 it o], 34
QTS T2 AHATY B W 7140] olSoiAob
g0z AmEt
A7) A} QYL 7 ET =2 819 (76.4%) 02 o
R}, Suh £(2007)7} Shin 5(2010)9] A3} oq;Loﬂ,q 77t
33.3%, 64.5% 2 ¥ 118 =X KTk AFeh] 27151922 E.P¢
St ol A7AFo] A WS Bush] 9Is) chal
Heg vz AT AR Bk offzt o] & Hao]
A SASHA HolF7] §Ja Fo5] 3t Az AR,
o9 oJu| Q= Wtz AZET A =ZolA A5 A
AAA 3k1 = 93] 713 Wro] AFE-E Guba&} Lincoln?] 7] &
< Atm R, 198590 HhE ARA] (credibility), 287154
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(transferability), E-24d(dependability), 21754 (confirm-
ability) S 28] =Bl 4] 2§31 05, 19814 WEH A}
A 71X (truth value), &84 (applicability), 434 (con-
sistency), 5 H4J(neutrality)-2 16 o] 4| 283} T}. o] &
%= Guba$£} Lincoln (1989, 1991, 1992, 1994, 2004)2] o
A& Jarsto] 285k shAITE A A E FarE A o2
7% A8 =2k 61 AUt ARSE e e 9
A= A7) A} PAH FEE flsf FARTE AP = o
of g FLiol B2 ot gof AMg-F Eelo] . aszltt. Unt
A 0 2 A5 Gubag} Lincoln (1985)9] 7] o] Qo=
T2 A3} 4 SEE QIR g = vkt 444
= gHste A2 AR Aol A9, AL A HE A =T
UEAE Boh= A AFAHET ofy 2, Ao Ak} =
Apo|tt. At Apet Exbe AFFE A of AAE 8-S 7]
Hlo 2 &3ro] HAA-S Hehstth(Rolfe, 2006). 1222 A
TR A YT 2SI Qo 2EH o= Hgsof
31, A AA (trustworthiness) 9] 7]&3} A2 HE3] f=
Zo] WA o]t} (Hays, Wood, Dahl, & Kirk Jenkins, 2016).
TS, A 2o w2 -3 Bl 71ES AEste] E45)
0] Sasith o|AE AA ALY AREE FoliA s
=g AA A7} AL 9 QIZke Fohe eHA ol W o
™ (Maxwell, 2013), A2 Th= 73 8k F 2] 9 A 7o f
&8 A A& AlFst= 7HA e A olghs 4E #0
< 8l $83 &S D Aol o)of| ke sha A of AR of
Al AT A g & B Bl 7] &olaL, AFAEC B 5
3] 7| &5t s AEshs Ao] Yasira AZE
COREQ #4] £°f w2 FA A F7HE7E AR o=
A H A o5 ek WA, e Rkl i MsS A
B, 2 =2 3 828 (77.4%)00l A HEE FHr3R=
A]of sl Zl&skA] eFatet. W -3kl el A& =7 24
H(22.6%) Tl = 35 ATFAEF, AFAF3QL F1210] =3
Akl 7lsdhs 5 of® AR HEolu 2A X 52 113
= SR FAIH SR 7|EHA T FFolle A
T 3 B2 metste] A2 AR =S Pk 4 e
= lgAY] E4S TAA C = Hssfor & Aol 7 AT
A}e] A+ (PhD, RN)Z 7] 8HA] 92 =122 75 (70.8%) °1 %
on o] F JKAN| =& 73HE 27 7|&HA] Gt o=
JKANS] BE17A o] o3t Ao 2 Holrh E3h BA=R &
AT Aol 7]&H o] U= =S 623 (58.5%)0] ATt
£3] JKAN9| 7%, A #|o| x| of| A &}o] 2x&3} 2 915 7| A5t
A g SaA Y Rt we, AR A o] iR
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22l 71eE o] Y8th AFAbe AE S Vet =2 13
o 23l on o= "FANTALY o AAY & FAR T A
T(Kim & Lee, 2017)$ith. G212 AH-2 AAe} 7Hof =t
oto] AP Aol FFS v # ofl}, A7 Holl= I
< X H(Simpson, 2004). A-FAR} o z}-e] A o] thE 7
% QAR IS 7HAIAL ZrojRtel A sl st &
5], o] 540 vt H AFFAI Y tle A2 o] gt Al
WS TS 4= U =s AFAHY] e HEEA] 7l s ok gt
tH(Giacomini & Cook, 2000). S1A}+2] Aot Z&of o
e A= A= 5 72H(67.9%)04 olof w3l 7]&
Sk2] gttt A AT B, AR AHlE AFEFE
4o Zrojziet A 3 28-S 51 B, AFA WA F
A A/ Ao wet HEe o] gEtA| E & (Silverman,
2011) A7ARe] AT EH7E Basit) 2ol A7 AT
o W3 AR S £ 4 AES A7} Peiso] ofw F T}
TS A=Al taf A8 Hsslor & Aot E3, ¥
AT A 44| ARl g A A 9ol 7]=d
ohA A9 AF =5 Fole vl E&o] € Aot
‘ARt A P AFAet iR} 1 A=F
A A=E Yulstet, & EA=E 5 75 (70.8%)0l 4] o]
gt 2 o] A& HA] gttt o] Foll= A= BA B4l o
3t Qgro] RYTHA] G2 == ZFE o] . ol & S0, 4l
2 A7 FAE T B8-S WSktH L 7|& E o] A4A}
O ZHoj R} 7He) T ARG ol Al E| WA =S 21 4 ¢l
th A AT o Aus HHO 2R H A HE R 453
A e S A ALY T2z o]of Tt = Telo]
ol thSilverman, 2011). W2 AAke}t Zrofz}bo] AFs 2}
| 2N2E E 4910, oS AT e HEY A T
ol e T, ol= A= 2| AR (credibility)ol] IS
u]x] 7] W& of(Guba & Lincoln, 1985) X2 o]of i3]
TFAH 2 Aeste s go] Zasit
HEALe] E4of tigt X2 ALARe] HA olu 71y, A+
Ao il T & AR E ulsh= Ao 8, B EA=wol A
o|F &%t =2 10H(94%)°] 23 er, o] & 5HE
van Manen?| 8} 4312 @4}sh HES 283 A+t o
£ @Al gk A)FF ol A Atk HAolU 7Y, T 5=
718t st WHES S0 thE 2otz o AXI A+
Aolut dAtrodAte] et AAF Y HEHS] Brel= A
AFA7E A I A A A o2 Yehd = = YA
& =aL5H shof, Aoy A Q) o] 223t /0]
B ANE e 4 JEE o] HTE Fh(Guba &

of

lo gt

of T

b



X|ofl A &

HMAT 2M: JKANZH ANR S22

Lincoln, 1981). wf2bA A2k AH419 F A A4 & &<
SHaL o]t X2 oA B HE = =T Ak Ao
Zag Ao|rh
°“1—TL’§7JH FGoNA ZHAS & =2l dTEHES
3] A ATl 71EshA] AL, AAEh 27018 5 T
xﬂ?ﬂ,?_l HHES 71T A2 S A ol AAAIY, 283
AFEHEC] o S g A=Al A Ao o
o 2 AT ) BAS vhedshe] 714w ofo s}ri, oo} o
2o} A7 BALS Wit WeHY o] Bt 7148 F o
TAH o2 g Barvt glr(Patton, 2015). 3HH, U7 =
A 8RN FARAE ATHHECR A, o
£ AR AT Ee] obd WA AT 43 A AR EA Yo
AsEe TA A AHATHE RS AT Last gt
AR A Al 2 o Bl 7 e =2 e
EZ71H(67.0%) 22, F2 ol B&T 0|28 &9 =
23 23S AR AR YET ols a7 A&l
et Fde] SR At E Addshe A4 A+ 2SS
2f(Patton, 2015)& & whE A 02 AZHH}. spA|h A&
T YWY OR RAEG HRES AN ol 161
(22.5%) o2 yepgton] 3 W o] tigt A7 glo] FeiAt
AR 71&9 7]1&%t =52 35H(33.0%) 2.2 LERGT]. o]9
T3 U&= AR, Tl 317 oo A dsddel A
= A, tiA Ak ErE o] HIV Ak 2 2] 6711 o)<l
A5 EA Fehs AR7IES AAIEHL o8 T
ot AHE A7 AARR AT ek ARl 2R
7o L ARk Rke A7t ohy=h 2R
T EEFEY F7HA HE)] A SEE s or st
o (Patton, 2015) o]of| thsf} A4 o2 7|@dh= o] d8.
SO AAIG. T, ZA | EAFYH AN M ARG o]
4 2B A5 A HE T 242 <8He
2 ’i ? 5P°4 AR HE ] o] whet vh oA A st
O 2 oz A o] HHeA o 2 ) H ofok girt. 314
1, °l A FEFESTHS ARG TR =2olA A= =
shet 8 kA A7l E wEsheithn /)4 ek 9)
glon, T 2vro] Wga) BAS w84 0% Hastel, B4
Ak et BolA S 37hE ARAURES 7145 AR
o} 2A0|E ATe] A, 0|24 EE3Zo| A2 S
%) eperhal @79 A4l SIS 4 SIthCorbin &
Strauss, 2015). W2bA] o] 22 FEZSHPHS AFR-5H= 49,
ol §FE 7|22 sto] 0|83 EEFZo| AFHE=A
el 285t A4 2.2 7]z o] Hofok s, =] AAkt

[l‘

l

r[r

=]

oA ol thefl & o TS 71& Y Zart Qi
AR Y} 22| 7= BARY =2 B
ANA 71&= ek 7oA A HTshs WA 2 |
i HZHolglen, o= Lee 5(2012)2] Aol A HohH
TS 7P wol ARtk B gk A frAfeE A afo|h.
RE 3715 A EH 11~15 0] 42H(39.6%) .2 713 Wt
o, 24 47 ol A Z|of 2878712 v Theksh itk A
EHZ AR, 2708 WHEY Fojat = 4 8
A 231247 0 2 4t 147 0|3l om, @A 2|4 470l A
Zd 32 o= FHt 1170l et Z37 &A= 24 89 ollA
2|11 30 o2 Ht 179 0]t} Crewswell (2007)2 7 ]
=Y A4 RE 278 WF/ BT 0|28 £ EY

% 9he U7, 20~30% 0] s, BATHE 109, Al
AT 4-5%, B2 &) BAeIA o IZHEHL~14)
HEEA B WY 5 B, Folao] 4 nrh
£ AT Y0 BE AE47IZH o) Fasith 59
o} o]8 71202 BT} ulws) Be, A 0lE HP@E

l

A oAt R A on, @ 2erleAl=
oAzt =7t A sk shAut A2 Ao 22 7 7lv_~:
AFA et FAY o we iy, A ol A
Foj| wpe} gebdch FARTHE A7} A8 o) o
A, 2T i #steA], Ao s HYHEAE S
3h= A o] Fa3lth(Brantlinger et al., 2005). whehA], A4 &
FollA AFAE ST WS TP RS A2 AT A<l At
7hobd 20| I AT EA o B FEF ARE AT
H7he] ofFolh(Yi et al, 2018). &, ATAT} BAFS S 5B
5] ghefstar ofofl gt A - s Eofd & Sl Al
=g mi7hA] 22520 HA=A7E8T A E 7HAY,
ol A= ZIFHE AFTth T2t & A7 BAY
A} =R A Rk= 9] E S} (saturation) S A&3t =L 787
(73.6%) .2 e, 22 37|18 B et Ad Aol 2
ATk $HA] A3 Hlek o] 2] HrfAQl A7} obd &
29| ZoMJH o717 AR A FH Y SHAM B 279
o7k ke e A4Sk 75 s ok & Aol
AT NN Amry Ba2e 3Jo4do] 543 (58.7%) &
2 714 woro o, Zolzle] 7o) 323 (34.8%), 9 27| 273
(29.3%), 7}l 2138 (22.8%) =01 At ©] ol T ol F
oA’ Fol AP FAA N A4S 7€ L Fhod
A7h ks g4, Hekelal 283 A 2 7)) = 89
o AR Aae 73R Aol AE5E 4= AL o
A2 Bhg-& F-28] Eod = 3= 3ol o of grh(Silverman,
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2011). 5, APAHE W SN A AT 9ol ThE A}

#o| 24 ol 28 NeF BAsE Gk B HARE F)H A
3A7E EAR EL BAUGLI%)OI R TR a2
L 7bal, 39, A Solgith. 3] Aol v A o
L WG A4, A 37 EA AT IR oLt E
B 9P F 5 Q002 AL WY Y 24 A 47
FAIS Tfshol stl, WEol] AYSHES 2G5k ol B
48 S 91 A AT B ik 554

N

Ao Ao A A Aol Il Aol
EREREER Tolu}7] $15) A7A7E oA
T
2 %9 "azt g

£ BAERolA A7olxte] ATEANH 4RE W
3R 1019(953%) 0 2 3 =Rl ol& 7143t
AT AFROIAS] BAE BT AL BA} A7
Apo] gpate] BRE efstel AT 4 YRS S, o}
2 189 W vlwekn 2§ 4 A ke ZHo)A
(Tong et al, 2007) 745 ] A7) A4S 7] 93]
w5} 9 & 4 ek

WE Tol= o} eulzAto] HhEk B Aviw, 1059
(99.1%)014 Z.8 We B B 7145k ik ol
HE 7ol S8 714t A HA} A7 F8 232 o3
] Y= =g et ohujeh, FoldEol 441 ook & 2
ALY 5 =S Ao UEAg Bk 247 97 o

Fo 7+t ?:5_ ArA51HA B = o]of gkl (Tong et al., 2007).

¢

osinndl

SR, G oA 250 Wek AR AAH L o,
tﬂ%é‘%ﬂﬂl e AN A A 0 e} ol S g

9 —‘?‘—éf& 11“5.94 A oA mefilel, Sl Ao1
=8 wo]x AT §EHOR Beldt Wa
e Aoz A}EEJEP. e, 2 Wk AEL 7N o]
2AFE 538 A7 O 5H@8%)o) Batsheict. Wk A] B

o] FRF A EE Bolle= AL ojd dE A 24 sh=7t
o 2 qict Hg A2 Zc}oquoq;u ZA) FAFS o35}

T A4 dof2 SolE 4 YES FAF ook 3R, Felxt
o] WA} L2 _TI_E:]st/ﬂ uhS o) Aok FHTH(Yi et al., 2018).
o) 2A1E B FelapEo] We ES Betolals] 4
AT W g2 TAL 4 7] whizel, vk AE A4 A of
H|ZAHS S5k o] 2 sojof atet.

HFE A Q) AERe A7} AT HeIReke] A UAE B
A3 B3 42 B 9% 4 Q=S FErHTong
etal., 2007). 2 B4 = Bo A= 678 (63.2%)l|1 A Z 4 23]9]
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A 2|t 103] 9] WS 331331, 399 (36.8%)-2 ¥ He
o] =Y E|X] ghgktt. 103] Hgo] ¥HE 235 A= W7
A} AR 13] HFAZRS 20~30&0] % o1 (Kwak &
Lee, 2013), tj/d=te] A7 el E arajsto] 22 A|7ke] gt
o] ¥HEA 0 2 o] R ol Frtal AZE ) 2|3l YR =0l A
£ 37t o] o] o H kgt 7%t §lo] AEs| E 39l
A= g 5 Q). wabA ofof sl & o At Barvt & of
oF & Aolct. & Ea =il A Zheiztol| ti3f 97 (8.5%)
”}01 P ‘il‘iit}. A 27 EA of th4=9] At (coder)7t
Foll thgh thest TS 3ol Bk H\2 o]
& =g 4= Q17| "jEof(Tong et al., 2007) A& A EA
Al o1 AFH o2 283 davt Qe 53] B A 7
&, AE7HE B o FASHEF ot A7 MRS wole
Hete] Fastet. £3 FE AT 9 PR Hsf
g EslA| 7] stolof i, tharo] I YRF| R} Abo]ofl A o]
o] IS H ¢ ol & FA 2AsI A=A ol A= 7]«
o] E]ojoF & A ot}

£ =R ARnEA A] LZEY O E AMESH =2
7R (6.6%)¥ol 3 oH, o]= A7t E3| X O] AHAFE &
@‘r:s} Kim, Hwang®} Shin (2011)] Q70| 4] 91H & 1H o

0 A3} AR dato|oh AAAR A 2T EY 0o AL

%‘% o] A} 8ol x| 2L 7]50] theFaf Al il YT, oA
8] AHA 7R 2ZEY 0] ARE-L 27| o HEH 3§
Ao R B3t} o]= A Aol A AGBh= A Z2 1
T ge] AHAREA ST EYol= Ao AEE HEst

A FAE EEHe 5Y BHES AN FE A o] ofet
2 A7 #7 9] 7]50] 7] YflEO 2 o AR th(Seale, 2000).
A=, 842 o [43] A7 Ko 2 F7) wiiof ARS-RIE=T}
w2 Ao 2 Y7t SHA| N AR EA] AT EQojofA]
Age Qe o ke A= B et sf Aol
AAAJA M-S 7l~—oP7ﬂ OPEE(Seale/ 2000) 5-5 Aol A
£ AZEY oI ARG-S ] & 4= Y& Aot

£ AN A, Ard o] sl Fredzke] o) = (mem-
ber check) WQtT}il 7| &3t =52 613 (57.5%)°] 3t} A
TA o] thet AFoiAbe] w=ul e Akl x| ojn|et
o] A4S opdithagenda) o} 2] 4] of| ofsf S4axEA] o
Qp=x] BHolat 2= gloma ozto] Aula Ao B ES =
9l 4= 9]ch(Tong et al., 2007). 3FA 5k, ch 32 Fojzo] v =)
o 1qk 7]&5kaL §lo], o H AR oA T =g whr T
A7} owstHREA], FrojAte] meulo] ofmgt HEA o 82
AFLA L] Ao HLE A=A Foll el LA A 7]&o]




728 B a7} gk, Bl 4 xjs kel s 4ol vie 214
A (trustworthiness) ¥} =g A (transparency)& H7}8 4= Q)
=5 A8 Ao s, A A E Az ot A A TTt A3k
4 A 71eH ofok 8hal, FRFA| = HESHA e ook g
t}(Miles & Huberman, 1994). & ﬂéﬂ ERo|A= 1068 BT
AEZ= AL, Z42H2] Q-§-2 o oA e s 7
T =2 88 (83.0%) 01 QT 12|l A= 106 HF,
AAE Azt 27 dAFIR o FR2FA|7F st
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