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e Positive publishing experience for authors
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What to Incorporate in a Research in Nursing & Health
Review Paper

Review articles have an important role in disseminating

synthesized evidence from the body of research literature that

had been published on a particular topic. Research in Nursing &

Health welcomes all

types of review papers that relate to the Aims and Scope of the

Journal, including:

e  Systematic reviews of research evidence (qualitative, quanti-
tative, mixed methods)

e  Meta-analyses, meta-summaries and meta-syntheses

e Aggregative and interpretative literature reviews
Submission of Review Papers

e Manuscripts should be submitted online at:
http://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/nur

e Ifyou would like to discuss your review paper prior to sub-
mission, email Judith Gedney-Baggs @
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e  Full instructions and support are available on the site and user
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e Ifyou cannot submit online, please send an e-mail to kris-
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e Full support for authors is provided. Queries can also be
emailed to support@scholarone.com and telephone support
is available through the US Scholar One support office be-
tween 8:00 and 22:30 GMT on: +1 434-817-2040 ext 167.
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Since its launch in 1978, the reputation of Research in
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papers to the journal and an increasing international reader-
ship. This journal is a premier nursing and health research
journal to which institutions should subscribe to keep their
health care clinicians, educators, and researchers up to date
on the latest research findings and current thinking in a
broad range of subjects of relevance to all nurses and health
care professionals.

° Frequency
The journal publishes bi-monthly, giving Research in Nurs-
ing & Health readers access to approximately 90 articles a
year.

° Impact Factor
The impact factor for this journal is high at 1.514, ranking
it 11h out of 72 journals.

° Quick Time to publication
The average reviewing process takes approximately 5
weeks. Papers can be published within 3-4 months of ac-
ceptance (and even earlier online). Responding promptly to
the issues raised by the reviewers will speed up acceptance.

L Worldwide dissemination
The journal is available in over 5000 libraries globally,
ensuring worldwide readership.

° Fast, easy and convenient online submission
Authors can submit at: http://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/
nur and the entire editorial and production process is un-
dertaken online.

Don’t miss an issue! Sign up for our free e-mail
alerting service. Registered users receive an e-mail
notification each time an issue is posted on line
www.wileyonlinelibrary.com/journal/nur

For information on individual subscriptions for access for your institutional community, please
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AIMS & SCOPE

Research in Nursing & Health welcomes all types of review papers that relate to the aims and scope of the
Journal, including systematic reviews and state-of-the-art reviews of research evidence from qualitative,
quantitative, and mixed-methods studies.

Suggested template for
review papers

L. Introduction

a. Research problem generating the
review and its significance

b. Research purpose(s)/question(s) ad-
dressing the research problem

I1. Methods

a. Type of review (e.g., research synthe-
sis, state-of-the-science/art)

b. Overall method used (e.g., for research
synthesis studies, meta-analysis, grounded
theory, realist synthesis; for state-of-the-
science/art reviews, meta-study, narrative/
discourse analysis)

¢. Search & sampling strategies

1. Goals of search strategy (i.e., compre-
hensive, purposeful)

2. Search parameters (i.e., topical/
thematic, population, temporal, geo-
graphic, methodological, other relevant
theoretical or empirical delimitations)

3. Key definitions and search terms

4. Inclusion & exclusion criteria

5. Channels of communication and in-
formation sources used

6. Tools/devices used to conduct
searches & track search outcomes
d. Appraisal strategies (for research
synthesis studies)

1. Techniques/tools used to extract and
transform information from individual
reports

2. Quality criteria used and how used
(e.g., as covariate in post-hoc analyses, to
exclude reports)

e. Analysis strategies

For Example, content thematic analysis,
effect size calculations, sensitivity & sub-
group analyses, creation of data matrices,
and other visual displays.

f. Synthesis or critique approach (e.g.,
frequentist/Bayesian meta-analysis,
grounded theory, realist synthesis, or nar-
rative/discourse methods)

g. Validation strategies (e.g., audit trail,
negotiated consensus, reliability coding,
sensitivity analyses)

II1. Results of review for reports of
research synthesis studies
a. Profile of reports
1. Number of relevant primary research
reports
2. Inclusive publication years of reports
3. Inclusive years of data collection
4. Primary author disciplinary affilia-
tions
5. Geographic location of studies
6. Purpose of studies featured
7. Theoretical & methodological orienta-
tion of studies
8. Related reports from same parent
study, with identical or overlapping sam-
ples
b. Profile of study participants
1. Total and mean/median/modal sample
size across reports
2. Age, sex, racial/ethnic, class, cultural,
national, other relevant background fea-
tures
3. Other features relevant to the purpose
of the review (e.g., stage of illness or preg-
nancy, diagnostic tests, treatment modali-
ties, settings)
c. Synthesis of findings
1. Textual/visual summary of key find-
ings
2. Delineation of key findings

IV. Discussion of the synthesis produced
a. Link to existing scholarship

b. Implications for research, practice,
policy

c. Limitations of the study

V. End of text

a. List of complete citations to primary
research reports

b. Acknowledgments, including grant
support

III. Results of review for state-of-
science/art reviews
a. Profile of texts targeted for review

1. Number & genre of literature (e.g.,
research report, theoretical paper)

2. Inclusive publication years

3. Primary author disciplinary affilia-
tions

4. Relevant background features (e.g.,
national, cultural, clinical)

5. Purpose of text

6. Related papers from same author(s)
b. Critical analysis

1. Summary of key theoretical/
methodological findings

2. Delineation of key findings

IV. Discussion of critique

a. Link to existing scholarship

b. Implications for theory development,
research, practice, policy

c. Limitations of the study

V. End of text

a. List of complete citations to targeted
literature

b. Acknowledgments, including grant
support
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