06/13/2012 10:45 pm 
1. What was the problem and the purpose of the study? Were the problem and purpose clearly stated? In your opinion, is the topic important to nursing? How?
The purpose of this study was to find out why the pregnant women in Denmark opted to get a prenatal ultrasound in the absence of any kind of medical problems including genetic anomalies or maternal health issues. Denmark did not used to have prenatal ultrasound offered as standard practice in the absence of medical problems. However, now it is offered as a result of this and other similar studies. The problem and purpose were clearly stated and this topic is, certainly, important to nursing because it is about offering equal and quality standard of care to all pregnant women. It is also important because it helps nurses, and other health care professionals, understand the reasons for why women chose to opt for the ultrasound and the impact of various variables on that decision, not simply financial variables.
2. What are the objectives and/or research questions in the study? Did the author(s) clearly state them or do you have to infer them? Are the objectives/questions appropriate for the purpose of the study, or do the objectives/questions seem to address another issue?
The main objective was "to investigate pregnant women’s preferences for prenatal ultrasound by examining the relative importance given to different reasons for wanting ultrasound and exploring background factors that may affect preferences” (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006, p.146). The main research question was “what is it that makes women request ultrasound scanning in pregnancy in the absence of clinical indications?” (Gudex, Nielsen, & Madsen, 2006, p.145). The authors clearly state the appropriate objectives and questions in the study.
3. Was the study based on a framework? If so, what framework was used? Does the framework fit the problem? Are the framework concepts and relationships identified and clearly related to the problem?
Based on my understanding, I would say that the framework that this study used was conceptual. This type of framework has concepts, chosen method that the study will use to tackle those concept and relationship among those concepts. The framework does fit the problem and is clearly identified. The variables were identified early on in the study such as sociodemographic, obstetric and attitude factors and their relationship to choices made my pregnant women was clearly defined.
4. The literature review is a section within research articles. Your analysis of the literature review is NOT your thoughts on how well written and organized the journal article was. The literature review analysis should consist of your thoughts of how well the researchers looked at past literature to identify what was and was not known about the research topic prior to the current study. Please use the following questions as a guide.
Was the review of the literature thorough, appropriate and organized? Was current research included in the review? Was the literature well critiqued? Were gaps in knowledge identified relating to the research problem? In other words, does the literature justify the need for the study?
The literature was thorough, appropriate and organized. The researchers looked at past research for the same objectives and also conducted their own current research. They focused in detail on the loopholes of previous research in order to avoid the same mistakes and provide a better explanation for the issues. There wasn’t much current research included in this researche but the literature that was included was well critiqued. The gaps in the knowledge were identified clearly and were covered/answered by this study. For example, previous studies did not include reasons other that finance for the choice of pregnant women. However, this study includes multiple reasons, along with socioeconomic, such as education, previous delivery, previous miscarriage, presence of genetic anomalies. Women chose to get the ultrasound for various reasons such as health of the baby, to see the baby, get a picture, baby’s growth, sex of the baby, and for father to see the baby.	Comment by Charlotte: research	Comment by Charlotte: than
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06/16/2012 11:21 pm 
Katherine,
Belgium, Netherlands, Luxembourg have legalized euthanasia. There are other countries where it was legal for short period of time but the decision was overturned. Kallie's article and posts made me want to do more research and understand this issue better.
I, certainly, agree with you about framework being difficult to understand. So far, I understand that theoretical framework is a kind of structure that is present to support a theory behind any research. This presents the reason underlying the existence of the study and thus, provides a basis for the research being conducted. Its purpose is to help one identify the various variables of a study, to provide researchers with an infrastructure for scrutiny of data and to provide a way of creating a research proposition.
06/17/2012 1:30 am 
Kelly,
Good post. I liked how you clearly defined the conceptual framework of your article, i.e. why you think it is conceptual. In simple words, conceptual framework explains what is a part of the concept and what isn’t. It helps define the course of the study for the researcher and can involve an original concept or modification of an existing one. This type of framework helps define the connection between variables that the study wants to explore. Any conceptual framework should include a clear model, all the relevant variables, the distinction between the type of variables (independent vs., dependent), and an unambiguous direction.	Comment by Charlotte: move after concept 
06/17/2012 2:37 pm 
Katherine,
I like the fact that your study defined the objectives so well and in a concise manner. As for the framework, it appears that for many of the articles students picked it was difficult to figure out the type of framework used. You mentioned theoretical framework for your articles. According to Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, (2011), "a theoretical framework is an underlying structure that describes how abstract aspects of the research problem interrelate based on the developed theories." Simply looking at the definition and your articles, I would have to agree that the framework is theoretical.
Rebar, C., Gersch, C., Macnee, C., & McCabe, S., (2011). Understanding nursing research: Using research in evidence-based practice. (3 ed.). Philadelphia: PA: Lippincott Williams & Wilkins.
06/16/2012 10:37 pm 
Kaley,
I did like this study a lot because it is not only a good topic and well done study, but also something that anyone can read and understand. Often times the studies are too complicated to understand by people, especially if one has not experience with such things. This study flows extremely well with its framework, objective and variable identification, methodology and accounts for the limitations not only within this study. They also account and explain the weaknesses that previous studies. This study talks about the fact that in previous studies the main factor considered was socioeconomic status of women. However, this study took into account sociodemographic, obstetric and attitudinal variables.
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