Qualitative Research Analysis

Group Critique (no more than 6 typed, double-spaced pages)
Purpose: to summarize and critically evaluate a research study related to a problem of interest. This process provides an opportunity to develop critical readings and thinking skills relevant to the assessment of a research study, including its methodology, findings, strengths and weaknesses, and generalizability/transferability. 

Objectives:
    1.	To critically read, summarize, and evaluate a nursing research article
    2.	To correctly apply concepts about the research process to a new study, demonstrating understanding
3.	To write a coherent and concise review that shares your insights with the reader and provides good evidence of the reasons for your evaluation. 	

Note that you will need to summarize the article in a paragraph or two, spending about 2 ½ - 4 pages critiquing the important aspects of the study, and finish by giving an overall evaluation of the study. 

Content and Evaluation Criteria:
    1. 	A title page containing the paper’s title, names of all authors, course name, and date. Also include appropriate headers and page numbers using APA format.

    2.	A short (not more than 1 double-spaced page) summary of the article. This synopsis should describe the article so that the reader understands what was studied and what the results were. You can consider the author’s abstract to help you, but the summary must be in your own words.
Be sure to comment on:
	a. Purpose or research question and why it is significant (according to the author).
	b. Theoretical or conceptual framework (if given).
	c. Review of the Literature
	d. Research question/Hypothesis.
	e. Design.
	f. Population studied, sample type and size.
	g. Major concepts and their measures
	h. Data analysis & major results
	i. What the author concludes about the implications of the study results. Remember, in this section you are presenting what the author(s) says about his/her study. 

    3.	A two to four page critical evaluation/critique of the article – this is where you speak for yourself in evaluating the quality of the study. Use the questions on the following two pages as a guide as you evaluate the study.  Remember…all of the questions provided below do not relate to both qualitative and quantitative literature.  Always be aware of the type of article you are critiquing. Also remember the paper should be written using the third person.

    4.	Provide a summary evaluation of the overall study to conclude (1/2 page).

    5.	Reference page containing citation of the research article and any other sources cited within the paper correctly formatted using APA 6th Edition.



N 302 – Evaluation Criteria for Critique

[bookmark: _GoBack]Name____Ashley Adams, Stacey Johansen, Benjamin Martin, Anna Odarczenko                             Total points_________82__/100  

1. Summary of the article							(10)___9_

2. Problem/Purpose							(10)___8_____
   a. Is the problem clearly & concisely stated?
   b. Is the problem researchable (answerable with empirical data)?
   c. Is the problem significant to Nursing – “So what?”

3. Conceptual Framework						 	 (5)__4_______
   a. Was the study based on a framework?
   b. Does the framework fit the problem?
   c. Are the concepts and relationships identified?

4. Review of the Literature						(10)__7______
   a. Is the review appropriate, thorough, organized?
   b. Is current research included?
   c. Is the literature well critiqued?
   d. Are there gaps in the knowledge re: the problem

5. Research Question/Hypothesis					10)____9____
   a. Are research questions/hypotheses clearly stated?
   b. Is the question/hypothesis researchable as stated?
   c. Does the question/hypothesis relate logically to the 
	problem, discussion, literature review, framework?

6. Variables								 	(5)____3______
    a. Are the concepts/variables clearly identified? Independent/Dependent?
    b. Are there conceptual & operational definitions?
    c. Are there extraneous/intervening variables identified? Controlled?

7. Design								 	(5)_____5_____
    a. What design was utilized?
    b. Is the design appropriate for the research problem?
    c. Is internal validity addressed?

8. Sample								  	(5)_____4_____
   a. Is the sample described & representative e of the population?
   b. Is the sampling method appropriate?
   c. Is the sample size adequate?
   d. Is protection of subjects addressed?

9. Data Collection methods						(10)_______8__
   a. Is the data collection approach appropriate?
   b. Are the tools/instruments described adequately?
   c. Are reliability & validity of the tools addressed?

10. Data analysis								(10)______8___
   a. Are the analysis procedures appropriate for the level of measurement?
   b. Do the data analysis procedures answer the research question?
   c. Are the results clearly presented? Tables? Figures?
11. Results, Conclusions, Discussion of Findings			 (5)_____5__
   a. Are findings & interpretations differentiated?
   b. Is the research question answered?
   c. Are limitations of the study identified?
   d. Are implications for nursing addressed?
   e. Are the results generalizable? To whom?
   f. Are recommendations for future research identified:

12. Overall evaluation of research report	(did you restate those implications and discuss them?									(10)___9___

13. Format & writing (Grammar, composition, APA, etc.)		 (5)_____3___

Comments:

The restatement of the title serves as the heading for the introduction (in this case the summary). The summation should have been 2 to 3 paragraphs at most (less than one page as per the rubric), with the majority being in the groups opinion and words. The majority was cited directly from the article (no citation offered when discussing Colaizzi’s framework). Additionally, there were multiple spacing, grammatical, and citation errors throughout; numbers greater than 10 are to be written numerically…Spacing issues started on the title page. It was apparent that the group didn’t read each other’s work well. And-when citing the source within the sentence, the word ‘and’ is written out. This gives the reader the definite impression that the group didn’t spend time looking over the finished product. 
	In addition, the framework is clearly stated in the summary, yet in the conceptual framework heading nothing is mentioned or analyzed regarding Colaizzi specifically, the framework is very vague. Yet in the data analysis area Colaizzi is discussed again and explained in short regarding the type of framework which truly should have gone into the framework header. The point of critiquing a study is to analyze it in your own ideas and opinions with support from the article. The questions are guides to help you analyze and form opinions not to answer the questions directly. Variables in qualitative research are not dependent or independent. Was a variety of literature reviewed by the authors-current and older resources? Was the literature review thorough, organized, and clearly articulated? Was the literature critiqued well by the authors? How are these things verified? You have thoroughly summarized the literature review, but did not analyze it.


