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T BFIAA AT AR V1E $AsPA w5
Fom Az} Ao QA 7Y, HAA, IS

ATHEE Lolr 7] 9J5to] Case—Smithe} Powell
(2008) 9] ATE ZAR ATAT} As] BRI
7142 A5 (descriptive study), A8 A7 (research
H7F=T (evaluation) 8] 4714
ok tH(Table 1).

study), & (review),
HEHZ &

ATrsS FH7Ke7] 8l Arbesman, Scheerd}
Lieberman (2008)°] AAIgt ZAZIHE A2 7
(hierarchy of level evidence for evidence—based
practice) SWAIS vlE O 2 A7) AT BAof 2
TAste] A8kt (Table 2).
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Qo] AR TR vol, A, Rwo,
2 Pl A thAe] Yol 184] 0]412 of

Table 1. Classification of Research Type

5, 18~64415 742, 654 oS kQlo R HFsisle
o A2 587} A, A 5AF EE HoAt T VEE
TS A 1~ 10 , 11~307, 31~60%,
61~1007 101*33 Aoz BEaiol o fakale] 2=

gl B oke Ggel ERAAT, A7
Ak e 49, 19l oFF O % ro] ARA 0 B

o
R Fis
si91on W] i TS FHUe HEa

Aok AT} 71ed FAIATE TSl
AT AT ST FEHHJCE Ei
sfo] Yolrgkom 71eA] A= APAT 9)9] AT
ofe]] ddsh W&oz skl Bk AHAF
o A% 7 Wl B4e FEIYE gt

FHE Aue 6719 FHElae] (A7, A
2 AA|, AT A, Ayt dAre] A, Aok, A
T2 AR) R o] dAl mklef] dsle] kel 31atsd
o} #2492 SPSS Version 218 AR-3te] AA8HTE

Types

Definition

Case study, descriptive studies, qualitative studies, survey, literature
review, correlation studies

Descriptive research

RCT, two groups nonrandomized studies, one group nonrandomized studies,

Experimental research

single—subject designs

Review

Systemic reviews, meta—analysis

Evaluation

Development of evaluation, reliability and validity studies

RCT: Randomized Controlled Trials

Table 2. Level of Evidence and Design

Level of evidence

Description

I Systemic reviews, meta—analysis, RCT

il Two groups nonrandomized studies

il One groups nonrandomized studies

v Single—subject designs, survey, literature review, correlation studies,
development evaluation reliability and validity of the assessment

\Y% Case reports, narrative literature reviews, qualitative research

RCT: Randomized Controlled Trials
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o. A Zaf H%-& X1 ARATIE 32.0%, B7HET AT
16.5%31th. 7152 AT FollA ZAAT9} 250

1. o47xt A WA A7 7P =2 RS BltH(Table 5).
cro) ALY adAse Ao s g o STTe X A
=9k, A& 18.0%, AT}t 14.6%, 53 14.1% 0]
ATy AIARY] adBok= shy 60.3% EIHI F<t 5zt AR w8t g Aol AAE =% 206
13.7%, W9 13.2%, A€ 7.4% %02 ZAME9T}H A 5 A7 W AAE 4947 1178 (56.8%) = 7}
(Table 3, 4). & ES HEe st 53] AT Z*H]
FUHA AT, FrEA N B AR - B
2 g:l'léc:)iEH 7} A1) 7+ 1/3& 28T 1, 2, 3eAlel BHD}E]”_
=S 7 21902 10.2%% ZAME L, bTA| =2
2011~2015e] AU EBE o] SEg] AT 2602 AA9 12.6%5 A3 tH(Table 6).
o Yehg A, 71EH ATV 45,192 TV B
Table 3. Researcher Region
Region n %
Gyeongsang 75 36.4
Seoul 37 18.0
Jeolla 30 14.6
Chungcheong 29 14.1
Gangwon 24 11.7
Gyeonggi 9 4.4
Jeju 2 1.0
Total 206 100.0
Table 4. Researcher at the Agency
Categories n %
School 123 60.3
General hospital 28 13.7
Hospital 27 13.2
Center 15 7.4
Community welfare center 4 2.0
Public corporation 3 1.5
Company 2 1.0
Senatorium 1 0.5
Public health center 1 0.5
Total 204 100.0
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Table 5. Classification of Research Type

Description n %
Descriptive Case report 4 1.9
research Narrative literature reviews 7 3.4
Qualitative research 15 7.3
Surveys 33 16.0
Literature review 3 1.5
Correlation study 31 15.0
Total 93 45.1
Experimental research Randomized controlled trials 8 3.9
Two groups nonrandomized studies 21 10.2
One groups nonrandomized studies 21 10.2
Single—subject design 16 7.8
Total 66 32.0
Review Systematic reviews 7 3.4
Meta—analysis 6 2.9
Total 13 6.3
Evaluation Development evaluation,
reliability and validity of the assessment 3 16.5
Total 34 16.5
Total 206 100.0
Table 6. Levels of Evidence

Level Description n %
I Systematic reviews 7 3.4
Meta—analysis 6 2.9
Randomized controlled trials 8 3.9
Total 21 10.2
il Two groups nonrandomized studies 21 10.2
Total 21 10.2
1T One groups nonrandomized studies 21 10.2
Total 21 10.2
I\ Single—subject design 16 7.8
Surveys 33 16.0
Literature review 3 1.5
Correlation study 31 15.0
Development evaluation, a4 16,5

reliability and validity of the assessment
Total 117 56.8
\Y% Case report 4 1.9
Narrative literature reviews 7 3.4
Qualitative research 15 7.3
Total 26 12.6
Total 206 100.0
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wolo] w A7) fgldAtE s Aot AgQlo]
37.2%% 7V B ves 2AHE AL 91 31.2%, 7]
E} 17.4%, oFs 14.2% w30t} A7-9] A2
10199 o]Ao] 31.2%%= 7F¥ 9k, 11~3099]
21.3%, 1~10%°] 20.3%, 31~60%°] 13.9% <=3
TH(Table 7).

5. G419 CHAAME FIEHE

O

ATe] hgApe] QS wAshE WEFo] Al
]_

Q1 oA ZF 59.8%, 61.6%%E 7V & H|FS %
A&kt A1) A A A 8.4%, 444

¢

Y 6.5%, A5 5.6% o2 eSO, w9l
Jull 15.1%, 71EF 13.5%, 4413924 23 6.8% wOo=
ZALE QT obsE W/AdvHTF 425%% 7HE W 1)
& s AL, Aol 15.0%, A4 7o)<}

A HFA Aol = 7t 12.5%% LFERTH Table 8).

.

N

A AT B2l XX B} 14.9%% 74 H]
+ AAA 5 13.5%, At

o
o il
fr @
20
‘11
B
&
o
~
=
o
1,
rir

Table 7. Research Participants

2% 11.9%, 72t 719k AYA = 9.0% T2 ZAH
Ak FEHE A 7150 17.0%, A4
13.0%, A7l A7) 7 11.0%= ekt
AFAT 919 71EH AT APXEAA 9 B
T7F 16.2%% 7V =& vlea 24 6ith 4ig
5 11.0%, A 8.4%, AN 7.8% w02 ZALY
2ATH(Table 9).

v. o &

B o= 201195 E 201569714 thgkatel x| 28t
Aol AAE 2067 ] =52 FAsto] 2R g iok
o] A A3 9 TS Lok aat dIeitt o] 4
ATFH, AT, AR, Aol H AT A
B skl Akl

AAbe] et HA A, AREe] 25K HAIA
oJo] AA|] 36.5%% 7FE =8k, A& 18.0%, Ak
o1 14.6% w0 YEPITE ol M 23.4%, FHA
22.8%% YEFE Yoo 5(2011) €] A+-9F vh& A3}
2 S AFTHAH AR a&kA| o] S 9
o thE A X, T QS-S HolFE otk
A2 A&7 A A EY st 60.3%E ¥
SOl okom, ol wg W S HlEo] A AT

ZFe] 77.0%% AHA)3H= Roh (2013) 2] A8} A+

Categories n %
Age Adult 92 37.2
Geriatric 77 31.2
Child 35 14.2
Other 43 17.4
Total 247 100.0
Number 1~10 41 20.3
11~30 44 21.8
31~60 28 13.9
61~100 16 7.9
> 101 63 31.2
No participant 10 5.0
Total 202 100.0
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& Asfolct. o ¥4 Ak Al it 57]9 2 A7l AA e Avny 4d7] A7t 1174
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B A7 Fel B TS viRtkL B £t Roh 9] AAFE 4 SYARAT, AT, B
2013) wANE, BT N T AE o] st

AT S 4% A3} 93 (45.1%) 0] 717 AT %t Anserson, 2008). Yoo & (2011) 2] & Az}e}
AL, 669 (32.0%) 0] AFAT, 34H (16.5%) 0] H7F  vlws) BHors wf 93] 4Ael sdsh A7t €5
T A, 139 (6.3%) 0] FEATE AL o] 3] Fout, BA 5T = ARkl HEAE
st A= AA2 84.1%7F AFAT, 15.6%7F 714 T Feg A 7101] Hl&) H 54 59ko] ool A
ATE ZAEAE Yoo 5 (2011)0] AAEE k= 2k B7EET A L AEE - B E A STkehs Y
Ago] A7g ke Ang ol H ATHYAS o] FrHS & F Itk AT AF £ 1, 2, 3¢
2 3l dellA 2] A AT =32 At A Aol k= AAA 12 wepRA], Tk AF w
of wet A3 A7) 2 offFo] YIS F T AT BFAS] AT SUsHAl 10.2%4 A
olgtal Abagit}, 11, Yoo 5(2011) €] A-ellM= 0.3%¢l 23 AAA
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1-4 >{,I:1

i&
mlo
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Table 8. Research Diagnosis of Participants

Diagnosis n %
Adult Stroke 64 59.8
Mental disorder 9 8.4
Traumatic brain injury 7 6.5
Spinal cord injury 6 5.6
Muscular skeletal disease 5 4.7
Cancer 3 2.8
Visual and hearing impairment 3 2.8
Hypoxic brain injury 2 1.9
Geriatric Dementia 2 1.9
Other 5 4.7
Total 106 100.0
Stroke 45 61.6
Dementia 11 15.1
Mental disorder 5 6.8
Visual and hearing impairment 2 2.7
Other 10 13.5
Children Total 73 100.0
Cerebral palsy 17 42.5
Pervasive developmental disorders 6 15.0
Intellectual disabilities 5 12.5
Autism spectrum disorder 5 12.5
Attention deficit & hyperactivity disorder 4 10.0
Other 3 7.5
Total 40 100.0
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Table 9. Field of Research

Categories n %
Independent variables Cognitive training 10 14.9
Occupation activity based OT 9 13.5
Swallowing therapy 8 11.9
Electrical stimulation 7 10.4
Therapeutic activity based OT 6 9.0
Sensory based OT 6 9.0
Visual perceptual training 3 4.5
Assistive technology 3 4.5
Psychiatrical OT 3 4.5
Mirror therapy 2 3.0
Vibration stimulation 2 3.0
Others 11 16.5
Total 67 100.0
Dependent variables Upper extremity function 17 17.0
Psychosocial 13 13.0
Swallowing function 11 11.0
Cognitive skills 11 11.0
Activities of daily living 9 9.0
Postural control 9 9.0
Quality of life 7 7.0
Visual perception 5 5.0
Muscle activity 5 5.0
Behavior change 4 4.0
Others 9 9.0
Total 100 100.0
Narrative literature reviews Policy and related research 27 16.2
Activities of daily living 11 11.0
Cognition 14 8.4

Driving rehabilitation 13 7.8
OT in mental health 10 6.0
Sensory integration 8 4.8
Upper extremity function 7 4.2
Community 7 4.2
Quality of life 6 3.6
Swallowing function 6 3.6
Occupational therapist 6 3.6
Assistive technology 4 2.4
Performance 4 2.4
School 4 2.4
Participation 5 1.8
Caregiver 4 1.2
Others 17 10.2
Total 166 100.0

OT: Occupational Therapy
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Abstract

The Research Trends of the Journal of Korean Society
of Occupational Therapy: From 2011 to 2015

Yoo, Eun-Young®, Ph.D.,0.T., Lee, Mi-Ji**, M.Sc.,0.T.,
Kim, So-Yeon™, B.H.Sc.,0.T., Han, Sol**,B.H.Sc.,0.T.
"Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Science, Yonsei University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, The Graduate School, Yonsei University

Objective : This study aimed to analyze published research papers in the Journal of Korean Society of Occupational
Therapy from 2011 to 2015.

Methods : Articles published from 2011 to 2015 were surveyed, and a descriptive analysis was used to determine
the types of research, level of evidence, participants, research fields, and researchers.

Results : The analysis outcomes of the this study were as follows. The most frequent type of research was experimental
research, followed by evaluation tool research, and review articles. The most frequent level of evidence was level
IV (56.8%), and the most frequent research designs were survey and evaluation tools, reliability, and validity research.
The main subjects were adults (37.2%). The most common diagnoses of adults (elderly people) were strokes. In
the case of children, the diagnoses were cerebral palsy, followed by pervasive developmental disorders, and intellectual
disorders. The independent variables addressed were the largest frequency of cognitive intervention and
occupation—based intervention. The dependent variables were mostly for the upper extremity functions, followed
by psychosocial factors. Descriptive survey researches were mostly a policy of occupation therapy, followed by
activities of daily living and cognition.

Conclusion : This study showed the recent research trends of the Journal of Korean Society of Occupational Therapy,
and analyzed the research types, level of evidence, participants, and research field. These results will help readers
know the research trends in the field of occupational therapy, and will be able to contribute to the amount of evidence
available.
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