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Original Article

Estimation of Existing Research: A Quantitative Exploratory Evidence
Synthesis of Analyses of Nursing Journals

Abstract

Background: The profession of Nursing had grown
across a range of application in liaison with almost
all interprofessional disciplines and the role of nurses
in healthcare is increasingly been recognized in a
multidisciplinary collaborative framework. Objective:
To critically summarize and identify the results of
analyses of Nursing journals, published in journals
indexed in PubMed.  Methods: A systematic overview
and quantitative analysis of 46 published reviews
was performed to identify relevant themes in nursing
profession. Types of journals (nursing, other),
between-journal comparison of articles, number of
authors, types of methodological approach
(descriptive or analytical) and domains of profession
(practice, education, research and administration).
All analyses were done descriptively using numbers
and percentiles and were computed using SPSS
version 17 for Windows (SPSS Inc, IL, Chicago).
Results: Nursing journals (N=40) had published more
articles than other journals (N=6). International
Journal of Nursing Studies had published the greatest
number of such articles (N=5), followed by Journal of

Advanced Nursing (N=4), and Image Journal of
Nursing Scholar (N=3). Articles on research (N=30)
were much more than practice (N=8). Conclusion: The
present study found that larger number of reviews
and analyses of nursing journals were published in
nursing journals, which confirmed the specificity of
source of evidence retrieval for better decision-
making.

Keywords: Nursing Journals; Nursing Research;
Reporting Trend; Publication Trend.

Introduction

The profession of Nursing had grown across a
range of application in liaison with almost all
interprofessional disciplines and the role of nurses
in healthcare is increasingly been recognized in a
multidisciplinary collaborative framework [1,2].  Since
nurses are inherent team members involved in
multidisciplinary treatment decision making [3],
there is a strong need for upgrading and updating
current knowledge base in nursing education not only
in multidisciplinary but also in interdisciplinary and
transdisciplinary models [4].

The educational models now have evolved
themselves into a paradigm of evidence-based and/
or Evidence-informed nursing (EIN) [5],  which
warranted immediate widespread dissemination and
integration of current research evidence into clinical
Nursing practice. In this context, the leaders’ role of
Nursing journals in the advancement of professional
nursing and EIN [6] is obvious from a
multidimensional perspective. First, journals
demand types of research conducted by authors [7];
second, they facilitate an interactive learning
experience for editors, reviewers and authors; third,
they provide a medium for knowledge translation and
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knowledge development [8]; and finally, they serve
as platforms of evidence upon which researchers and
practitioners look forward to obtain relevant
information [9].

There is an ever-growing urgent need for analyses
of nursing journals since there is a steady growth in
number of both general and specialty nursing
journals [10].

Objective of the Study
The objective of this paper was to critically

summarize and identify the results of analyses of
Nursing journals, published in journals indexed in
PubMed.

Methodology

Study Design
A systematic overview and quantitative analysis

of published reviews.

Search Methods
Two reviewers performed an independent blinded

search of PubMed using specific search strategy and
they independently extracted and synthesized the
data from the selected studies using a structured
checklist. At all stages of the review process, all
disagreements were solved by mutual consensus

before proceeding to the subsequent stages of the
review.

Search Strategy and Selection Criteria
A thorough literature search of PubMed using

keywords “Nursing[Title] AND journals[Title]” were
used in the search tab, for obtaining all types of articles
published in English, with available abstracts
indexed until October 2012.

Data Extraction and Synthesis
The content of selected abstracts and full text

articles was examined for their attributes of analysis
of Nursing journals, as per the structured checklist.

Main Findings
Our initial search retrieved 58 citations and after

excluding 12 articles which were not on Nursing
journals (N=3) and some were commentaries (N=9)
without qualitative and/or quantitative summaries. 46
studies11-56 were deemed eligible in the final scrutinized
list which was descriptively summarized as per themes
identified in our scrutiny checklist as follows;

Types of Journals
Forty studies were published in Nursing journals11-

3,15-9,21-6,28-38,41-7,49-56and six articles were published in
other journals14,20,27,39,40,48. Among the forty studies, nine

Fig. 1: Types of journals publishing analyses of nursing journals

were published in specialty nursing 12,17,21,32,33,34,35,36,43

journals, and 31 articles were published in general
nursing journals. The comparison for the types of
journals is shown in Figure 1.

Number of Journals and Journal Wise Number of Articles
The 46 studies were published in 31 peer-reviewed

journals, and among them, International Journal of
Nursing Studies had published the greatest number
of such articles (N=5)[11,13,18,22,46], followed by
Journal of Advanced Nursing (N=4) [15,24,37,45], and
Image Journal of Nursing Scholar with three articles
[41,51,53]. The full comparison of all journals for their
number of articles selected in this paper is shown in
Figure 2.
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Number of Authors
11 studies had been written by single

author[17,18,22,26,29,41,42,47,50,55,56], 11 studies

had two authors[14,16,20,21,23,33,38,39,40,51,54],
10 studies had three authors
[11,13,32,34,36,37,44,45,48,53], four studies had four

Fig. 2: Comparison of journals for number of articles on analyses of nursing journals

Fig. 3: Comparison of number of articles based on number of authors

authors [12,19,30,46], four studies had five authors
[15,24,43,49] and six studies had six authors or more
[25,27,28,31,35,52]. The comparison for number of
articles based upon number of authors is given in
Figure 3.

Types of Methodological Approach
16 studies utilized a descriptive approach

]13,16,17,23,26,28,31,38,39,40,44,45,48,50,53,55] and
30 studies with analytical approach of which four

Fig. 4: Comparison of number of articles for types of methodological approach
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were on quality [19,21,24,52],  22 studies were on
quant ity[11 ,12 ,14 ,18 ,19,25,27,29,32-37,41-
3,47,49,51,54,56] and four were on content analysis
[15,22,30,46]. The comparison between the types of
methodological approach is shown in Figure 4.

Domains of Profession
Eight studies were on practice and of them disaster

nursing [14], operating room [17], medications [20],
religion and spirituality [27, 32, 34, 35, 43] were the
focused topics. Four studies were on education, of
which reflective learning [26, 28, 45] and doctoral
degree [53] were studied. The 20 studies were focused
on research and they were on publication efficiency
[11], citation analysis [12,23], descriptive analysis
[13,15,22, 25, 30],  impact factors [16,18], peer-review
[19, 24, 38, 50], randomized controlled trials [21],
discourse analysis [29], referencing accuracy [33, 36,
37, 41, 42, 54],  publishing model [40], authorship
[44], methodology [46], Swedish ranking [47],

communicating findings [48], instrument reliability
and validity [49] and sampling [52]. The four studies
on administration studied healthcare implications
[31], advertisements [51], professionalization [55],
and institutional sources [56]. The comparison
between the studies for domains of nursing profession
is shown in Figure 5.

Discussion

This paper was neither aimed to identify the
journals and perform a quality assessment and
ranking [57] nor at quality assessment of individual
reviews. Journals provide scientific information in
an updated manner than textbooks as a source of
knowledge [58]. The descriptive quantitative content
analysis approach to evidence synthesis enabled a
deeper insight into current state of science from a
summarized overview.

Whilst most of the authors of included studies were
internationally represented, writing for publication
in nursing journals requires a higher degree of

Fig. 5: Comparison of number of articles on practice, education,
research and administration

competence and teamwork [59-60]. Although this
paper found many journals from other professional
disciplines that published analyses of nursing
journals, it not only shows interprofessional
recognition of the role of nursing but also the
unrealized fact of greater number of such articles
published in nursing journals. This finding should
warrant authors to direct their evidence
dissemination in a focused manner to ensure the
information reaches the appropriate readership [61].

Group educational sessions and curricular
modifications are essential to promote nursing
students in their ability to publish their research
works in their professional journals [62]. But the use
of nursing journals by professional or clinical nurses
is however controversial [63].

Significance of this Study
Most of the included reviews were on research,

quantity analysis, written by three or few authors,
and they were published in nursing journals.

Limitations of this Study
The heterogeneity of the included reviews did not

permit a meta-synthesis, and due to lack of
appropriate quality assessment tools, a descriptive
quantitative analytical approach limits the
interpretation of the study findings.

Implications for Practice
Nursing professionals in search of evidence could

confidently access nursing journals since a lot of
evidence synthesis reviews were published in the same.

Implications for Research
There is need for future systematic reviews and

meta-analyses on focused topics oriented to clinical
practice, education and administration. So also is the
need for quality appraisal and scoring for the included
reviews.

Conclusion

Most of the identified reviews were on research,
quantity analysis, written by three or few authors,
and they were published in nursing journals.

References
1. Pearson A. Multidisciplinary nursing: re-thinking

Nisha Rani Jamwal et. al. / Estimation of Existing Research: A Quantitative Exploratory Evidence
Synthesis of Analyses of Nursing Journals



35

Indian Journal of Medical and Health Sciences / Volume 3 Number 1/ January - June 2016

role boundaries. J Clin Nurs. 2003; 12(5): 625-9.

2. Hahn K. A nursing framework for multidisciplinary
rehabilitation. Rehabil Nurs. 1988; 13(1): 6-10.

3. Krispin AL. Nursing—a role in multidisciplinary
treatment planning. J Psychiatr Nurs Ment Health
Serv. 1980; 18(4): 14-6.

4. Dyer JA. Multidisciplinary, interdisciplinary, and
transdisciplinary Educational models and nursing
education. Nurs Educ Perspect. 2003; 24(4): 186-8.

5. McCrae N. Whither nursing models? The value of
nursing theory in the context of evidence-based
practice and multidisciplinary health care. J Adv
Nurs. 2012; 68(1): 222-9.

6. Smith JP. The role of nursing journals in the
advancement of professional nursing. J Adv Nurs.
1996; 23(1): 12-6.

7. Newcombe RG, Stebbing J. Quality of evidence
published in clinical journals: signs of change?
Postgrad Med J. 2006; 82(968): 355-6.

8. Kralik D. The role of professional journals in the
translation of evidence. J Adv Nurs. 2011; 67(1): 3.

9. Froude E. Translating evidence into practice: the role
of scholarly journals. Aust Occup Ther J. 2012; 59(3):
171.

10. Brandon AN, Hill DR. Selected list of nursing books
and journals. Nurs Outlook. 1990; 38(2): 86-95.

11. Palese A, Coletti S, Dante A. Publication efficiency
among the higher impact factor nursing journals in
2009: A retrospective analysis. Int J Nurs Stud.
2012;pii: S0020-7489(12)00294-5.

12. Hunt GE, Happell B, Chan SW, Cleary M. Citation
analysis of mental health nursing journals: How
should we rank thee? Int J Ment Health Nurs. 2012
May 15. doi: 10.1111/j.1447-0349.2012.00815.x.

13. Yarcheski A, Mahon NE, Yarcheski TJ. A descriptive
study of research published in scientific nursing
journals from 1985 to 2010. Int J Nurs Stud. 2012;
49(9): 1112-21.

14. Kako M, Mitani S. A literature review of disaster
nursing competencies in Japanese nursing journals.
Collegian. 2010; 17(4): 161-73.

15. Dougherty MC, Lin SY, McKenna HP, Seers K,
Keeney S. Analysis of international content of ranked
nursing journals in 2005 using ex post facto design. J
Adv Nurs. 2011; 67(6): 1358-69.

16. Polit DF, Northam S. Impact factors in nursing
journals. Nurs Outlook. 2011; 59(1): 18-28.

17. Moszczynski A. Before operating room nursing
journals: operating room nursing in the pages of the
Canadian Nurse 1940-1960. Can Oper Room Nurs J.
2010;28(3):6-8.

18. Smith DR. A longitudinal analysis of bibliometric
and impact factor trends among the core international
journals of nursing, 1977-2008. Int J Nurs Stud. 2010;
47(12): 1491-9..

19. Shattell MM, Chinn P, Thomas SP, Cowling WR 3rd.
Authors’ and editors’ perspectives on peer review
quality in three scholarly nursing journals. J Nurs
Scholarsh. 2010; 42(1): 58-65.

20. Telles Filho PC, Praxedes MF. Nursing journals and
medication management: identification and
categorization of publications from 1987 to 2008. Rev
Lat Am Enfermagem. 2009; 17(5): 721-9.

21. Parent N, Hanley JA. Assessing quality of reports on
randomized clinical trials in nursing journals. Can J
Cardiovasc Nurs. 2009; 19(2): 25-39..

22. Mantzoukas S. The research evidence published in
high impact nursing journals between 2000 and 2006:
a quantitative content analysis. Int J Nurs Stud.
2009;46(4):479-89.

23. Smith DR, Hazelton M. Bibliometrics, citation
indexing, and the journals of nursing. Nurs Health
Sci. 2008; 10(4): 260-5.

24. Baggs JG, Broome ME, Dougherty MC, Freda MC,
Kearney MH. Blinding in peer review: the
preferences of reviewers for nursing journals. J Adv
Nurs. 2008; 64(2): 131-8.

25. Oermann MH, Nordstrom CK, Wilmes NA, Denison
D, Webb SA, Featherston DE, Bednarz H, Striz P,
Blair DA, Kowalewski K. Dissemination of research
in clinical nursing journals. J Clin Nurs. 2008; 17(2):
149-56.

26. Chirema KD. The use of reflective journals in the
promotion of reflection and learning in post-
registration nursing students. Nurse Educ Today.
2007; 27(3): 192-202..

27. Kilpatrick SD, Weaver AJ, McCullough ME, Puchalski
C, Larson DB, Hays JC, Farran CJ, Flannelly KJ. A
review of spiritual and religious measures in nursing
research journals: 1995-1999. J Relig Health. 2005;
44(1): 55-66.

28. Jensen SK, Joy C. Exploring a model to evaluate levels
of reflection in baccalaureate nursing students’
journals. J Nurs Educ. 2005;44(3):139-42.

29. Buus N. Nursing scholars appropriating new
methods: the use of discourse analysis in scholarly
nursing journals 1996-2003. Nurs Inq. 2005;12(1):27-33.

30. Dougherty MC, Lin SY, McKenna HP, Seers K.
International content of high-ranking nursing
journals in the year 2000. J Nurs Scholarsh.
2004;36(2):173-9.

31. Anderson E, McDonald DD, Mikky I, Brewer T,
Koscizewski C, Lacoursiere S, Andrews L, Delaney
C. Health care implications and space allocation of
research published in nursing journals. Nurs
Outlook. 2003;51(2):70-83.

32. Flannelly LT, Flannelly KJ, Weaver AJ. Religious
and spiritual variables in three major oncology
nursing journals: 1990-1999. Oncol Nurs Forum.
2002;29(4):679-85.

33. Oermann MH, Ziolkowski LD. Accuracy of

Nisha Rani Jamwal et. al. / Estimation of Existing Research: A Quantitative Exploratory Evidence
Synthesis of Analyses of Nursing Journals



36

Indian Journal of Medical and Health Sciences / Volume 3 Number 1/ January - June 2016

references in three critical care nursing journals. J
Perianesth Nurs. 2002; 17(2): 78-83.

34. Weaver AJ, Flannelly LT, Flannelly KJ. A review of
research on religious and spiritual variables in two
primary gerontological nursing journals: 1991 to
1997. J Gerontol Nurs. 2001; 27(9): 47-54.

35. Weaver AJ, Flannelly LT, Flannelly KJ, VandeCreek
L, Koenig HG, Handzo G. A 10-year review of
research on chaplains and community-based clergy
in 3 primary oncology nursing journals: 1990-1999.
Cancer Nurs. 2001; 24(5): 335-40.

36. Oermann MH, Cummings SL, Wilmes NA. Accuracy
of references in four pediatric nursing journals. J
Pediatr Nurs. 2001; 16(4): 263-8.

37. Lok CK, Chan MT, Martinson IM. Risk factors for
citation errors in peer-reviewed nursing journals. J
Adv Nurs. 2001; 34(2):2 23-9.

38. Burnard P, Hannigan B. Reviewing the review
process: towards good practice in the peer review of
manuscripts submitted to nursing journals. Nurse
Educ Today. 2001; 21(3): 238-42.

39. Murray PJ, Anthony DM. Nursing e-journals: are
current models using the web’s potential? Stud Health
Technol Inform. 1998; 52 Pt 1: 135-9.

40. Murray PJ, Anthony DM. Current and future models
for nursing e-journals: making the most of the Web’s
potential. Int J Med Inform. 1999; 53(2-3): 151-61.

41. Schulmeister L. Quotation and reference accuracy of
three nursing journals. Image J Nurs Sch. 1998; 30(2):
143-6.

42. Taylor MK. The practical effects of errors in reference
lists in nursing research journals. Nurs Res. 1998;
47(5): 300-3.

43. Weaver AJ, Flannelly LT, Flannelly KJ, Koenig HG,
Larson DB. An analysis of research on religious and
spiritual variables in three major mental health
nursing journals, 1991-1995. Issues Ment Health Nurs.
1998; 19(3): 263-76.

44. Jackson D, Raftos M, Mannix J. Through the looking
glass: reflections on the authorship and content of
current Australian nursing journals. Nurs Inq.
1996;3(2):112-7.

45. Landeen J, Byrne C, Brown B. Exploring the lived
experiences of psychiatric nursing students through
self-reflective journals. J Adv Nurs. 1995; 21(5):
878-85.

46. Abraham IL, Chalifoux ZL, Evers GC, De Geest S.
Conditions, interventions, and outcomes in nursing
research: a comparative analysis of North American
and European/International journals. (1981-1990).
Int J Nurs Stud. 1995; 32(2): 173-87.

47. Segesten K. Creating a Swedish top ten list of

scientific nursing journals. Scand J Caring Sci. 1995;
9(2): 123-6.

48. Zotti ME, Selby-Harrington ML, Riportella-Muller
R. Communicating research findings to readers of
clinical nursing journals: guidance for prospective
authors. J Pediatr Health Care. 1994; 8(3): 106-10.

49. Selby-Harrington ML, Mehta SM, Jutsum V,
Riportella-Muller R, Quade D. Reporting of
instrument validity and reliability in selected clinical
nursing journals, 1989. J Prof Nurs. 1994; 10(1): 47-56.

50. Swanson EA. Review process for nursing journals:
making the best of any review system. Nurse Author
Ed. 1993; 3(2): 3-4, 7-9.

51. Aber CS, Hawkins JW. Portrayal of nurses in
advertisements in medical and nursing journals.
Image J Nurs Sch. 1992; 24(4): 289-93.

52. Selby ML, Gentry NO, Riportella-Muller R, Quade
D, Legault C, Monahan KM. Evaluation of sampling
methods in research reported in selected clinical
nursing journals: implications for nursing practice. J
Prof Nurs. 1990;6(2):76-85.

53. Gay JT, Edgil AE, Rozmus C. Nursing journals read
and assigned most often in doctoral programs. Image
J Nurs Sch. 1989;21(4):246-8.

54. Foreman MD, Kirchhoff KT. Accuracy of references in
nursing journals. Res Nurs Health. 1987;10(3):177-83.

55. McConnell EA. Nursing in foreign countries as
described in the professional journals of national
nurses’ associations. Int Nurs Rev. 1987; 34(2): 49-51.

56. Hayter J. Institutional sources of articles published
in 13 nursing journals, 1978-1982. Nurs Res. 1984;
33(6): 357-62.

57. Crookes PA, Reis SL, Jones SC. The development of
a ranking tool for refereed journals in which nursing
and midwifery researchers publish their work. Nurse
Educ Today. 2010; 30(5): 420-7.

58. Benefield LE. Beyond the textbook: journals as
primary readings for a nursing management course.
Nurse Educ. 1996; 21(5): 28-31.

59. Rassool GH. Writing for international publication
in nursing journals: a personal perspective (part 1).
Rev Lat Am Enfermagem. 2006; 14(2): 266-70.

60. Rassool GH. Writing for international publication
in nursing journals: a personal perspective (Part 2).
Rev Lat Am Enfermagem. 2006; 14(3): 428-34.

61. Wildman S. Publishing your work in nursing
journals. Prof Nurse. 1998; 13(7): 419-22.

62. Miller BK, Muhlenkamp A. Teaching students how
to publish in nursing journals: a group approach. J
Nurs Educ. 1989; 28(8): 379-81.

63. Haig P. Nursing journals: are nurses using them?
Nurs Stand. 1993; 8(1): 22-5.

Nisha Rani Jamwal et. al. / Estimation of Existing Research: A Quantitative Exploratory Evidence
Synthesis of Analyses of Nursing Journals


