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Name of student:  

Points criteria:  

Criteria 
Under performance 

<3 points per criteria 

Basic 

3 – 3.9 points per criteria 

Proficient 

4.0 – 4.4 points per criteria 

Distinguished 

4.5 – 5 points per criteria 

Required content objectives 

Content objectives are missing 

or sparsely covered.  

Content objectives are not 

consistently addressed. 

Demonstrates minimal 

understanding of content.  

Content objectives 

consistently addressed. 

Demonstrates understanding 

of content.  

Content objectives consistently 

addressed. Demonstrates 

mastery of content.  

Academic writing standards 

Writing lacks scholarly tone & 

focus. Sparse content. Multiple 

grammatical, spelling, & 

factual errors. Reliance on 

bullet points rather than 

effective writing in speaker 

notes. 4 or more direct quotes 

per project. 

Writing is unclear and/or 

disorganized. Inconsistent 

scholarly tone. Inadequate 

depth of content. Grammatical 

and spelling errors. No more 

than 3 direct quote of less than 40 

words per project. 

Writing demonstrates general 

exploration of content. 

Responses are clearly written 

using scholarly tone. Few 

grammatical and/or spelling 

errors. No more than 2 direct 

quote of less than 40 words per 

project. 

Writing demonstrates 

comprehensive exploration of 

content. Responses are clearly 

written using scholarly tone. Rare 

grammatical and/or spelling 

errors. No more than 1 direct quote 

of less than 40 words per project. 

APA formatting  
References and citations have 

multiple errors or are missing. 

References and citations have 

errors. 

References and citations have 

few errors. 

References and citations have 

rare errors. 

 

Carefully review the above rubric and the directions for each of the following pages. Select from one of the two articles provided in the course 

discussions area. Based on the type of research selected, respond to the questions on the following pages. 

 

References: See the course syllabus for specific requirements on references for all assignments.  
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Part A: Select just one (not both) of the articles from the week two DQ assignment thread. Determine whether the article is qualitative or 

quantitative research, then, using an academic voice & APA formatted citations/references, formulate a 150-300 word response to each of 

the following sections and enter your responses into the textboxes below.  

1. Using APA format, enter the reference for the article you reviewed. Explain the rationale for selecting this research article and how it 

relates to your own practice.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Describe how you determined whether the selected research article is qualitative or quantitative.  
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Part B: Based on the selected research, formulate a response to each of the following 8 questions associated with the selected research type 

(qualitative or quantitative). Enter your thoughtful responses to the textboxes below. Each response should be 150 – 300 words and cited 

using APA style from your reference list.  

1. Why is IRB/informed consent an important part of research? Determine if Institutional Review Board (IRB) approval/informed consent 

obtained. If the research was done outside of the United States, the review body may go under a different name.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Describe (based on selected research type) 

a. Qualitative article: the purpose statement – or –  

b. Quantitative article: the problem and purpose of the research  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Describe (based on selected research type)  

a. Qualitative article: research design – or –  

b. Quantitative article: the research questions  
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4. Explain in your own words a summary of the literature review used in the selected article. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

5. Identify (based on selected research type) 

a. Qualitative: the data collection method(s) – or –   

b. Quantitative: the study design, including sample, setting, & data collection methods. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

6. Analyze (based on selected research type) 

a. Qualitative: the results of the research study – or –   

b. Quantitative: the data collection tool used; is the tool validated? 
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7. Summarize (based on selected research type) 

a. Qualitative: conclusions and implications for further research – or –  

b. Quantitative: study results, including strengths & limitations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

8. Discuss why is this research important to the body of WOC nursing knowledge 
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Use APA format to list your references for this assignment:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Instructor signature and feedback:  


	Text_1: Tammi Watkins
	Text_2: Gao, C., Yu, C., Lin, X., Wang, H., & Sheng, Y. (2020). Incidence of and risk factors for medical adhesive–related skin injuries among patients. Journal of Wound, Ostomy & Continence Nursing, 47(6), 576–581. https://doi.org/10.1097/won.0000000000000714





I chose this research article due to the close correlation of the skin integrity the patients have in an ICU setting compared to end of life.  Both health settings for patients are high risk for medical adhesive related skin injuries (MARSI) due to their poor hemodynamic status.  And similar to some patients in ICU setting; many patients in an inpatient setting also have the inability to express pain related to a MARSI.  Admissions to hospice usually occur after a lengthy hospital admissions which increase the likelihood of the hospice clinician encountering these types of wounds.  Understanding the cause, high risk areas of them occurring, and the best adhesives to use could make a significant impact on how we avoid MARSI at end of life.  My goal for achieving this certification is to help elevate the knowledge of the bedside hospice nurse and this article supports the importance of wound education in hospice due to the similarity of the populations we serve.




	Text_3: I determined the research article was quantitative by how the research was conducted, it used numeric data and tables, it had a control P-value, and it had a control method of gathering the data all very important in performing quantitative research. (Powerpoint).  An important component of quantitative research is how the data is collected and how it is controlled.  In this article they had 2 principal investigators(PI) that had experience in wound management, and they trained the nurses in the control area, the ICU, on how to identify MARSI.  The patients in the research were examined twice a shift by the trained ICU nurses, and they classified and recorded any MARSI and also informed the PI that also concluded they were MARSI (Gao, Yu, Lin, Want, Shang, 2020).   If there were any questions they took photographs of the skin injury and another group of experts provided their determination if the skin injury qualified for a MARSI.  How they gathered their data and how they trained the ICU nurses could be duplicated in any type of setting supporting it as a quantitative study (Powerpoint).  The data analysis section of the article also supports it being a quantitative research with listing how the data was compared using the SPSS Statistic and multivariate logistics and the results section provided tables and P-value to support the evidence (Gao, et al., 2020).   A qualitative research study is more subjective and does not gather the measurements that are evident in a quantitative research study (Powerpoint).
	Text_4: The International Review Board (IRB) is one of the most important safety features of any type of research.  The IRB ensures the safety and the welfare of the patient and the protection of their rights.  Unfortunately many “research” projects were performed before the IRB was established in 1974 and the lack of any over site affected the health and safety of those that were “researched” (Washington University in St. Louis, 2021).  The need for this type of oversight became evident during the Nuremberg Trials and the horrible scientific tests that were performed in the name of science.  Another very notable human abuse case was the US Tuskegee Airman in which black airman that had syphilis were not told and treatment options were withheld.  The moral and ethical reason for research needs to be held to a high standard, and it must protect the rights of those in the study.    



In the research article I chose the study was completed in China, and they were approved by the Research Ethic Committee of the First Affiliated Hospital, College of Medicine, Zhejiang University, China and they obtained signed consents from all patients (Gao, et al., 2020).  In my reading it appears that China did not start establishing ethical committees in their institutions until the 1990’s (Xinging, Wenxia, Yandong, 2014).  Again establishing ethical research is important to maintain the safety and welfare of those in the research.
	Text_5: 

The problem for this research was based on the high incidence of MARSI on patients with compromised skin and how these injuries can affect the healthcare cost, lead to infections, delay wound healing, and impact patient safety (Gao, et al., 2020).  Previous studies had been conducted on high risk patients on surgical floors and geriatric patients, but this research wanted to focus on patients in the ICU.  The researchers felt that patients in an ICU setting have a higher risk for MARSI due to the variety of catheters they have and the many times they may need to have dressings reapplied.  The purpose of the research was to determine the related risk factors for MARSI in the ICU setting, the variables that could cause the risk, the prevalence of MARSI in patients with catheters, and the distribution of the MARSI types (Gao, et al., 2020).
	Text_6: The research questions were data gathering on the patients on the ICU unit.  The patients age, disease process, central lines/catheters placed, length of stay on the ICU unit, and treatments being performed.  Also, hemodynamic monitoring was gathered, including labs, and certain classes of medications were documented, ie steroids, chemotherapies, and anticoagulants were just a few.  The type of medical device was also documented, placement of the device, the frequency of use and time of placement, the adhesive tape used, if any skin protectant was used prior to placement of the adhesive tape and any change in the adhesive used.  Also, a body diagram was used to help the nurses to provide exact placement of the MARSI as they occurred to provide consistent identification (Gao, et al., 2020).  The causes of patients being high risk for MARSI in an ICU were the question.  This lead to the objective of the research to emphasize the need for implementing prevention measures and  increase the medical staff awareness of MARSI and the different types of adhesives used (Gao, et al., 2020). 


	Text_7: After reading a research article it is important to do a clinical review of the information that you just read.  Questions you need to ask is if this research was bias by any type of funding the researchers may have been provided.   Determine if the clinical setting was appropriate for this type of research. What were the results, did the researchers answer their own question or show relevance for the study?  And then you must also think about the application of this research in your own area of practice (Power point).



This research did not have any form of bias, and they were not funded by a certain product manufacturer that could have easily skewed the results.  The clinical setting of the ICU was very appropriate for the type of research that was performed.  In this study the incidence of an oral endotracheal tube was over 5% and the number of days for all patients with an endotracheal tube was 2784; with the tape being on the cheek which had the highest level of location of MARSI (Gao, et al., 2020).  The data confirmed their goal to emphasize the need to implement preventative measures in clinical settings (Gao, et al., 2020).  The data confirmed the 430 patients in the study over 11% developed MARSI due to mechanical injury. The researchers were also able to determine the most common areas of MARSI being the cheek, ulnar side of arms, and the groin area (Gao, et al., 2020).  This research is important in my setting of hospice as we deal with the same type of hemodynamically risky patients.  It supported the need to implement educational preventive measures to the clinical staff.


	Text_8: The research design for this study is cross-sectional. A cross-sectional design allows the researcher to gather information quickly and record what occurred without manipulating the variables.  The participants in the design are selected based on inclusion or exclusion- no other variables of criteria (Seita, 2016).  This type of design can be conducted fast, be conducted before a cohort research, and it is useful in public health planning, monitoring or evaluation (Seita, 2016).  The drawbacks of this type of research design is that it is hard to derive a causal relationship of the variables, it is prone to bias, and the prevalence is effected by the incidences of the measured variable (Seita, 2016). 



In research the sample is the group you are measuring.  There are 2 types of ways of gathering samples for a quantitative study: probability and non-probability.  Probability is when you filter the individuals from the population you selected, as in the ICU, and everyone has an equal chance of being chosen (Elfil, Negida, 2017).  There are 4 types of probability sampling and they are simple random, stratified random, cluster random, and systematic random (Elfil & Negida, 2017).  For this research study they used stratified random sampling; they broke down the large population of hospital patients and put it in to groups, the ICU, from there the sampling was able to be randomly chosen.  It is important to ask yourself if there has been any sampling bias in a research study, and you can do this by asking these questions: who was included, the source of the recruitment, how were they recruited, and was there any inclusion/exclusion in the recruitment are just a few questions (Elfil & Negida, 2017).



The setting for this study was the ICU, and they monitored the patients admitted to the unit for 5 months.  The data collection method was by patients records when labs, medications, disease process, and catheters used were compiled.  Also, they did teach ahead of time of the appearance of MARSI to the clinical staff and 2 PI’s performed the head to toe assessment with the clinical staff to support consistency.  They also provided a diagram of the body for them to mark placement of the MARSI for consistency (Gao, et al., 2020).
	Text_9: For this research project the MARSI team developed their own tool to collect data.  The tool was developed by clinical care experts, wound care specialists and were based on comprehensive literature review (Gao, et al., 2020).  Included in the collection data tool was the demographics of the patient including, age, sex, disease, medications, types of catheters, days and frequency of use, adhesive type, labs, and skin condition.  The tool was not validated and had not been used in any other research studies.  The findings from the tool were analyzed using SPSS Statistics and the data was compared via univariate analysis, one-way analysis of variance, and t test.  P-values were analyzed (Gao, et al., 2020).   



It is important to know when you are looking at a research study what validation tools did they use, has the tool be used in other research to support its findings, and if others since have used the tool from this study.  Having a validated tool to collect data increases the validity of your research.  I was surprised this research group did not use some sort of data collection tool already validated to help support their research. 
	Text_10: In the research study out of the 430 patients in the study 55 developed MARSIs and the average age was over 62 (Gao, et al., 2020).  The types of MARSI were 52 from mechanical injury and the next highest number was 40 from epidermal skin stripping (Gao, et al., 2020). The number of cases of MARSI occurred mainly in oral endotracheal tubes but the incidence of MARSI was higher in ultrafiltration tube occurring 10.71% compared to 5.75% in the endotracheal tubes (Gao, et al., 2020).  The type of adhesive that caused the most MARSI was high permeability transparent thin film and the distribution of area of MARSI was the cheek and groin (Gao, et al., 2020). The strength of the study was it showed the need to increase knowledge of MARSI in the clinical setting.  It had several limitations that it was only in an adult ICU and did not include a range of ages in an ICU setting.  If the patient was transferred to the floor the information regarding adhesive they had on at that time was not included in their data.  Due to the workload of the staff in an ICU they feel that maybe not all MARSI were documented and the MARSI on body parts that are concealed, ie back may not have been captured in their data (Gao, et al., 2020).  I would add that they did not use a universal data collection tool for skin also as a weakness or that they did not provide their tool allowing others to use it for further investigations.    
	Text_11: Any type of research that will support better patient care and improve the services to a patient is important.  Between 5 and 24.3 billion Medicare dollars a year are spent on hospital wounds alone (Sen, 2019).  The impact of hospital related wounds delay hospital discharges, increase chances for further infections, and increase the decline of the patients overall health.  Research with regard to wounds and how they affect the outcome of patient care is essential in supporting the need for WOC nursing at all levels and areas of patient services.  Research develops better tools for clinical staff to use and supports the need for continued improvement on wound products for our patients.   Research generates new knowledge and also validates the tools we use now in wound management (Power point).  Evidence-based practice is the gold standard for any clinical practice because it focuses on the patient care goals and delivers care that has been validated to provide the higher level of expertise.   
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