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ABSTRACT

Objectives: The purpose of this study is to provide basic data on the continuous management and insti-
tutional measures in the future by understanding the research trends of patient safety in healthcare field.
Methods: The data were extracted from 2011-2016 KoreaMed, KMBase, KISS, NDSL and KISTI. Data were
analysis by frequency analysis using the SPSS 14.0 program. Results: 87.0% of the studies were quanti-
tative studies. As for the method of sampling, ‘No use’ was the highest at 56.5%. Most of the participants in
the study were ‘nurses’ (50.7%). 19 hospitals (35.8%) were the most common. The subjects of the study
consisted of 35 (51.5%) patients’ safety culture (awareness) and 20 (29.4%) ‘safety nursing activities’.
Conclusions: Patient safety and patient safety should be maintained. Further, a mature patient safety culture
should be settled through cooperation management among medical staff.
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Table 1. Research status by year Unit: N (%)
Characteristics Division Quantitative Qualitative
Year 2011 5(10.9) 0( 0.0)

2012 8(17.4) 0( 0.0)
2013 8 (17.4) 1(22)
2014 7(15.2) 2( 43)
2015 8(17.4) 3(6.5)
2016 4( 8.7 0( 0.0)
Subtotal 40 (87.0) 6 (13.0)
Total 46 (100.0)
4. A7gd
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Table 2. Sampling size methods status

Characteristics Division N (%)

Sampling methods Do not show 26 ( 56.5)
Cohen power analysis 3( 6.5)
G-power 17 ( 37.0)

Total 46 (100.0)

2) A7) 293 118
AFO] w1 e E vha 2 F 46 T 17H(37.0%) 7] A-gese] s ANFLe
™, 247} 20139 33(6.5%), 20143 53H(10.9%), 20159 7HH(15.2%), 2016 2H(4.3%) ©]ATt

<Table 3>.

Table 3. IRB approval status Unit: N (%)
Characteristics Division IRB Total
IRB approval 2011 0( 0.0 5( 10.9)

2012 0( 0.0) 8( 11.4)
2013 3( 6.3) 9( 19.6)
2014 5(10.9) 9( 19.6)
2015 7(15.2) 11( 23.9)
2016 4( 8.7) 4( 87
Total 19 (41.3) 46 (100.0)
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Table 4. Research participants

Characteristics Division N (%)

Participants Administration 3( 4.1
Social worker 2( 2.7)
Dental hygienist 2( 27)
Doctor 8( 11.0)
Medical technician 1( 1.4)
General public 2( 2.7
Care worker 4( 55
Pharmacist 1( 14
Health service 3( 4.1
Radiogical technologists 2( 27
Psychotherapist 1( 1.4)
Nursing student 3( 4.1)
Manager 2( 2.7
Nurse’s aide 2( 2.7)
Nurse 37 ( 50.7)

Total 73 (100.0)

Multiple response

Table 5. Research medical institution

Characteristics Division N (%)
Medical institution Dental hospital 1( 1.6)
Small and medium hospital 9( 14.8)
General hospital 19( 31.1)
Mental health sector 1( 1.6)
Emergency medical center 1( 1.6)
Clinic 9( 14.8)
University hospital 13 ( 21.3)
University 3( 49
Care facilities 4( 6.6)
Army hospital 1( 1.6)
Total 61 (100.0)
Multiple response
6. SA

ATFA BIEL it UHFHS . F2 BAMIRA Q) ©] 35U(51.5%) 02 71
BT Chg 0 R QAT 20(29.4%), “BAIRH] ek el 282 9%)0l o, 7 9]
L T ZH 1 H(1.5%) 2 ZAFEIT<Table 6>.

https://doi.org/10.13065/jksdh.2018.18.01.1



6 ° J Korean Soc Dent Hyg 2018;18(1):1-8

Table 6. Research titles

Characteristics Division N (%)
Participants A hurt from a fall 1( 1.5)
Work round 2( 2.7)
Safety care 20 ( 29.4)
Safety sense of control 1( 1.5)
Occupation satisfaction 1( 1.5)
Organizational immersion 1( L5)
Organizational communication 1( 15)
Patient safety culture 35( 51.5)
Patient safety grade 1( L5)
Attitude of patient safety 2( 29
Dangerousness awareness 1( 1.5)
Safety fulfillment confidence 1( 15
Team work 1( 1.5)
Standard precautions 1( 15
Total 68 (100.0)
Multiple response
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