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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>.
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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
A=
[ -

BN
=
oz,
re,
-
1
Eh
T
Y,
i)
re,
H
M
M

|
rlr

it 8.4H 02 20154 7|5 A thH] HIS=SH AlA|
ERICE. o= <FIRQPH o] AFALE Afo]of] 2|52 91 THA] titolek= 7S Uehfi=

|
i
It

gllo
T

R

Y
o,

4 &
oZ,
A
"
i)

re
ol
rE
rhu
2
A
rg,
2

ol FHAA 87.0%, AHAT13.0%= oF6.78] 2ol U= 2=
AL 9 A7 o] 7Rsgt Hhd o] z|ek HSFAL o}
£ Rotsp] glel A1 A2 A4 - ol gale e
o] ALolM AL 0 7 Zlslal Q= 5
e urA=A EA 9l 2} . ThES Hols)

-1 O R O RS

ro,
?l',
flo 4>
0,
32
o
(o]
i
e,
gy
2L
o

o

o A
i
<
0
i)
o,

o IV
> 9
b o M
i)

L
2 N{Sg
o
25
B
2L

E T
o

El
:l:[o
o
BN

b
o

_|L
ol

i
i
=)
%0,
v
I
)
i
re
-
1o
Ry
1p
L
ro
u)
21_94,:
filo

oo

i

i)
%
ot
i)

o] st
2|4 o] FELE G Q=20 0 2 G-Power & 180] 17H(37.0%)

kl
T
£
o,
i)

¢}

rlot

i

]

"y
W

e}
& Cohen (1988)2] Power Analysis "X T} oF 5,78 o Wo| ARSE|12-2- 3kl & 4= Q]I 3itt. o]
= G-power2] 4 20]0.950]17, Cohen (1988)2] Power Analysis+=0.8%1 Z1-& 7AQFSH o] -2 4=
Zo| A S| RESE RS Aoakal B 4 ek wh, 267(56.5%)7F EEA= Ao
it AAIZE §is Ao 2 Ul

A-5-2]4] 2] 911 3] (Institute Review Board, IRB) 591 -2 1= 7| 46T 5+ 17H(37.0%)
o]9lom, 20159 Ak 7] g A o= YeRTh o=20159S AR e 2 SAI(TH)ShEA]
ENFALS Bof Arge A 42 B2 o8 =1 442 ARI7] wjiola} o] A7) wheba

iy
g
)

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



T Azl oiig Aol B2 7}%0}711 P

QA5 ottt 2, B 2ol Hls] ZEEAY Zo] 37H(G50.7%)2 BASH B2 &4
e P P
HANRIO] L, 7 917 67] wholet Az, e et 411212 A o) SAAT ol
BA VAL BAR YR GRIIA L Y1 26 slonh, A2 A

= USHEAH, ,

2] o] HHl & Fsto A= R mabEole). o213t AL nhE 5‘5}”}“% *FQLFJ =7

HlE G7RE7 Y dlEiet -7t i oltt. o] -9 ARl zeli=e 7 Hlole Al
¥ o

mole}, ZamexpoAl o] oFAR A7} a4 e Eojof gt Tat 18 xF E ool o1t =
7 ekl w2t 2]3ef 2 Dental chair) 276 o] ALl tiH[s}e{oF ght.

Aol et 24 A, < FE A 0] 197(35.8%) 0.2 7 Horon, tsHE Y 131H(24.5%),
S 9F(17.0%) 08 HERSIT. of= 37 57| 8E S0 20041 O]=7 g A=
AN w2 o]z o] A ol tiet A7t Rk At Az,

AA o thigt B AT, <SR PHESK Q1A 0] 35H(51.5%), QP ES? 207H(29.4%), <3
ZRREA] TRt Bl ke 23(2.9%) <=0 & LR FFoflof o 32 < SRRbd it SR ) o
et 2folE FHEshe Aozt 2Tt Walker® Avant[13]0] AATRE 7id2A] G- Aol wh=T,
TR 2 2ol A WA & Qs @FE AR AISHAL 4SS 2| AStetm Hdof et 7]
=573 dE 2, Yo7} o] z]1 9] ool WA A2 28Rttt AvbA o = 312 TS
A9 o)z} 7HG 2 A0 QPR /g o] 'HAIRHAL H TR vt Qick. wbA <SRRfQb i) <ghap
TSP = HEMEY= & 4 AU

1 7o) Akge thet 2o,

S, At AN F Aol = QIeh A& vlEH o] EAE &~ ATt

A, A 7170 ARSI c B g A 9]z the wR1e] it 2ed A o' ARt

ol Ao e E-6lal, ks SHARIRD I g S) of it dS Ak
wRtohzl, TS S5l =] o]z gol A o] gt bl ik v o] 3 A4}l A7

8745 Rt 7|2 RE Algstdt=t 2ol & 4 Sk
Uo7} ko) g AR} Aol tigt SRleba R 5l 1o} thoks
A7t =l ofoF & Ao R Alm Lk
2 A FE sz uliskE R of| Al E 2] Bt AE RS BAlote], BAlolm %
of| 2] FrRe gt At} oFo & Hoprlok & Akl et 7 zAtm 2 4kt AA = 9]
on, th-33 T2 A2 At

SR @Al TATALE

¢

0|
—

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



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

1. 2] 87.0%7} AL 202 Lpehgek

2. EEAEHL 41§ Qo] 56.5% 7F ] Uhebgte
3. AR AP Aol 50.7% 7F Histek
4

AT 2= FRPH Y o] 193H(35.8%) = 7Y Wkt o 131H(24.5%), < TAH Y
9TH(17.0%)<=0 ] 3Act
5. ATFARE BRRPIESK]IAY) 353(51.5%), QPIIe g5 207(29.4%) 22 o] Foix|1
01041:]-'

et 58408 HpskA] T, AT 3 chfet o= @ A
i

References

[1] Shin EJ. A study on patient safety and it’s legal system. J Korean Med and Law 2015;23(2):
7-31. https://doi.org/10.17215/kam1.2015.12.23.2.7

[2] WHO. The conceptual framework for the international classification for patient safety. Geneva:
WHO; 2009: 15.

[3] Kim MR. Concept analysis of patient safety. J] Korean Acad Nurs 2011;41:1-8.

[4] Kim JO, Lee MJ. A comparative study on the patient safety law. J] Korean Med and Law
2015;23:67-89. https://doi.org/10.17215/kaml.2015.12.23.2.67

[5] Lee JH, Lee SI. Quality improvement in health. Korean Society for Quality in Health Care
2009;15:9-18.

[6] Kang MA, Kim JE, An KA, Kim Y, Kim SH. Physicians’ perception of and attitudes towards
patient safety culture and medical error reporting. Korean J Heal Poli and Admin 2005;15:
110-35.

[7] Lee SI. Quality of care: patient safety. J] Korean Med Law 2015;5:24-57.

[8] Denham CR. Trust: the 5 rights of the second victim. J Patient Saf 2007;3:107-19. https://doi.
org/10.1097/01.jps.0000236917.02321.fd

[9] Lee SI. Develop institutional improvement plan for patient safety promotion. Cheongju: KCDC;
2013: 14.
[10] Korea ministry of government legislation. patient safety law[Internet]. [cited 2017 August 20].
Available from: http://www.law.go.kr/IsSc.do

[11] Choi JH. How to conduct mixed methods in situation analysis. J Korean Acad PR 2014;18:
169-86.

[12] Cho HA, Shin HS. A systematic review of published studies on patient safety in Korea. J
Korean Acad Dent Admin 2014;1:61-82.

[13] Walker LO, Avant KC. Concept analysis. strategies for theory construction in nursing. J Korea
Acad Ind Coop Soc 2005;3:37-54.

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



