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## 49776157 36: MAJOR ADULT NURSING
KEY WORD META ANALYSIS / CANCER / NURSING INFORMATION / HEALTH
OUTCOMES
SOMPORN ROOPCHANG: THE EFFECTIVENESS OF NURSING
INFORMATION ON HEALTH OUTCOMES IN ADULT PATIENTS WITH
CANCER: A META-ANALYSIS. THESIS PRINCIPAL ADVISOR:
ASST. PROF. CHANOKPORN JITPANYA, Ph.D., 203 pp.

The purpose of this meta-analysis were to study 1) Basically data, methodological and
substantive characteristics of nursing information research in adult patients with cancer; 2) the
effects size of nursing information on health outcomes in adult patients with cancer; 3) influence
of basically data, methodological and substantive characteristics on effect size of nursing
information on health outcomes in adult patients with cancer. The 48 quasi-experimental
studies in Thailand during 1984-2007 were recruited. Studies were analyzed for basically data,
methodological and substantive characteristics by instruments that were tested for reliability
and validity. Effect size was calculated for each study using the method of Glass, McGaw, and
Smith (1981). Multiple regressions were used to explain the influences of research
characteristics on health outcomes from nursing information in adult patients with cancer.

Results were as follows:

1.The majority of the studies were master's thesis (91.70%); from faculty of nursing
(79.20%); from Mahidol University (62.50 %). Most of studies used purposive sampling
(89.60%y; one setting (93.80%). Most of the studics used a sample size of 21-40 (52.10 %) with
a control group design (89.58%), reported conceptual framework (95.80%); owned good quality
(68.75%). Most of the instruments were tested for reliability and validity (69.79%); and tested
hypothesis by Independent t-test (32.53 %),

2. The methods of nursing information used by the majority of the study were
individual prescribed nursing information (60.40%) and one kind of nursing information media
was used (62.50%); In term of the content of nursing information, they were compose of
procedural information and behavioral instruction (100%). The most outcome variables were
studied in this research were behavioral health outcome (24.73%).

3. This meta-analysis yielded 138 effect sizes. The combined method of nursing
information yielded the largest mean effect size d=1.8131, and 1.8484). Mean effect size of
individual prescribed nursing information and group nursing information were median
(d=1.5498, and 1.2984). .

4. In term of the health outcomes, the mean effect size of nursing information on health
outcomes was median (d=1.4911), and the largest mean effect size of individual prescribed
nursing information was found on physiological health outcome (d=5.3030), and the largest
mean effect size of group nursing information was found on psychological health outcome
(d=5.4839), and the largest mean effect size of individual prescribe nursing information with
demonstration and skill training was found on attitude health outcome (d=9.0130), and the
largest mean effect size of group nursing information with demonstration and skill training was
found on holistic health outcome (d=2.5439).

5. Quality of Research was the variable that significantly predicted effect size at the
level of .05. The predictive power was 11.40 % of the total variance.





