Kimberly Lindsay 
06/29/2012 6:18 pm 
1. What research design was used? Please describe the research design (examples of quantitative designs include descriptive, correlative, quasi-experimental, experimental, randomized control trials). Is this design appropriate for the research problem?
The research design used for this study was both descriptive and correlative. This type of design functions to portray a phenomenon of interest as accurately as possible and may impose control by establishing certain criteria for inclusion or exclusion from the study (Rebar et al., 2011). The data used in this study is considered cross-sectional because all the data was compiled at one point in time (Rebar et al., 2011). This study only looked at women with a diagnosis of cervical cancer who lived at least one year post diagnosis. Cancer is a broad subject and so the design used for this study is appropriate. This design allowed information to only be gathered from studies that met the criteria of the population desired.
2. Is the sample described and representative of the population of interest? Is the sampling method appropriate? Is the sample size adequate, and how do you know this? Can the results of the study be generalized to the entire population? Is protection of subjects addressed (IRB approval, informed consent, etc.)?
The sampling method used for this review is purposive sampling and is appropriate for this study. This study focuses on the quality of life of women that have had cervical cancer. To be included in this review the women had to have a diagnosis of cervical cancer and had to have lived at least a year post diagnosis (Zeng, Ching, and Loke, 2011). In total 31 studies were identified and looked at for this review and between all of the studies over 1500 cervical cancer survivors were included in the population sample. Cancer affects every individual and family in a different way and can either be positive or negative. Due to this stigma, the results cannot be generalized; however, the results of this study can serve as a guide to help improve the quality of life for these patients. This review of studies indicated that factors such as strong emotional support, positive thinking, and appropriate health seeking behaviors helped to improve the quality of life of cervical cancer survivors (Zeng, Ching, and Loke, 2011). Factors such as avoidance strategies, lack of support, and poor health choices such as smoking helped to decrease the quality of life of survivors (Zeng, Ching, and Loke, 2011). This study analyzed the results of many other studies regarding the quality of life of cervical cancer survivors and so IRB approval and informed consent was not addressed in this study.
References
Rebar, C., Gersch, C., Macnee, C., McCabe, S. (2011). Understanding nursing research: Using research in evidence-based practice. (3rd ed.) Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott Williams and Wilkins.
Zeng, Y., Y., & Loke, A. (2011). Quality of life in cervical cancer survivors: A review of the literature and directions for future research. Oncology Nursing Forum, 38(2), E107-17. doi:10.1188/11.ONF.E107-E117
Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name: Kimberly Lindsay 
	Date Graded: 7/6/12
	Week #:   7
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
	Comments: 

	
	



	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Good 
3 Points
	Excellent
5 Points
	Points

	Initial Assignment Posting
	Posts no assignment.
	Posts adequate assignment with superficial thought and preparation; doesn’t address all aspects of the task.
	Posts well developed assignment that addresses all aspects of the task; lacks full development of concepts.
	Posts well developed assignment that fully addresses and develops all aspects of the task.

	5

	Content
Contribution
	Posts information that is off-topic, incorrect, or irrelevant to discussion.
	Repeats but does not add substantive information to the discussion.
	Posts information that is factually correct; lacks full development of concept or thought.
	Posts factually correct, reflective and substantive contribution.
	5

	References & Support
	Includes no references or supporting experience.
	Uses personal experience, but no references to readings or research.
	Incorporates one reference from literature.  May lack relevance.  May lack proper APA format in citing.
	Uses relevant reference(s) to literature or readings to support comments. APA format is correct.
	5

	Clarity & Mechanics
	Posts long, unorganized or rude content that may contain multiple errors or may be inappropriate.
	Communicates in friendly, courteous and helpful manner with some errors in clarity or mechanics.
	Contributes valuable information to discussion with minor clarity or mechanics errors.
	Contributes to discussion with clear, concise comments formatted in an easy to read style that is free of grammatical or spelling errors.
	5



Kimberly Lindsay 
06/29/2012 5:09 pm 
Liji,
I agree with the design method used for this study. Obesity is a factor to be considered in terms of healing and recovery. I also agree that the study could be more accurate if the same amount of people could be used in both the control group and non-control group. The floor I work on is mainly designed to cater to ortho-surgical patients and there is a big difference in the recovery of someone who is obese as opposed to someone who has a healthy BMI. Good job analyzing your article.
Kimberly Lindsay 
06/29/2012 3:48 pm 
Kristina,
I agree that it would be difficult for the researchers to keep track of every head laceration that came into the emergency room. Furthermore, depending on the laceration, healing times and how well the laceration came together would differ. Nutritional status, illness, and culture can also play a part in the healing process of a wound. I am not sure if these factors were mentioned in the article but I am aware that they have an affect on the healing process. Good job explaining the design method used in this article.	Comment by Charlotte: effect
Kimberly Lindsay 
07/01/2012 4:01 pm 
Laura,
Music as a form of therapy has been studied for years. In all of the studies that I have read music served as a means to decrease pain and reduce anxiety. I agree that this study could be applied universally and the only changing variable would be the type of music played. This post did an excellent job of explaining a permuted block and the design method used for this study. This was a great post. 
Kimberly Lindsay 
07/01/2012 2:46 pm 
Kourtney,
I agree that this study cannot be generalized to all college students. There are some college students that are dedicated to exercise even though they are not enrolled in a physical activity course.However, taking a physical activity course in college can be a way to balance a healthy lifestyle along with the demands of school work. It seems like the researchers used purposive sampling to gather the participants for this study. Good job analyzing the design of your study.	Comment by Charlotte: Insert a space. 
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