Madhavi Chaudhary 
06/27/2012 10:43 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?
This study used a correlation design and was prospective and longitudinal. Correlations design function to describe or identify inter-relationship between factors of interest, is used to answer research questions that seek to link or connect, and may impose control by establishing certain criteria for inclusion or exclusion from the study. Longitudinal collect data at different points in time” (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011, p. 189, 190).
“ Both a comparison group and longitudinal methods (assessment at the first, second, and third trimester) were used to examine prenatal distress in a socioeconomically and ethnically diverse sample of women. In addition, examining both general and pregnancy-specific distress allowed exploration of whether prior miscarriage and parity status affects these types of distress differently” (Crandell, Lobel, M., & Woods-Giscombe, 2010, p. 319).
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 sample is described and represents the population of interest, pregnant women, well. The sampling method and size are appropriate. Initially 606 women were approached and the final number of women, 363, selected were the ones who completed a minimum of 90% of the variables. The results of the study can’t be generalized to the entire population since the study is only applicable to distress in pregnant women. Participants were given the appropriate information about the study and their participation and signed an informed consent after that so protection of subjects was well addressed.	Comment by Charlotte: The sample is described and represents the population of interest which is pregnant women. 	Comment by Charlotte: Initially 606 women were approached and 363 of them completed a minimum of 90% of the variables. 
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Madhavi Chaudhary 
07/01/2012 12:43 pm 
Madeline,
Excellent article chosen. Especially since this is something that will impact most of us once we start working in the real world. I find it interesting and troubling to see that nurses are required to work mandatory overtime in certain settings. This can be dangerous if nurses are working extremely long hours. It puts patients at risk since nurses are too drained physically and mentally.
You are correct about the fact that this study cannot be generalized to the populations, especially since the response rate of the participants was only 30%, and can cause bias and, therefore, skewed results (Bae, 2012).
Well done.
Bae, S-H. (2012). Nursing overtime: Why, how much, and under what working conditions? Nursing Economics, 30(2), 60-72.
Madhavi Chaudhary 
07/01/2012 1:18 pm 
Liji,
Well done. I like how to separately identified that you study was descriptive and correlational. I’ve noticed that people often make the mistake of not noticing the existence of both in the same study. Descriptive, as the word suggests, try to describe and correlative help to connect. “Correlational designs may use the same range of sampling strategies used in descriptive designs. Correlational designs function to describe or identify inter relationships among factors of interest; they also may be retrospective, prospective, cross-sectional, or longitudinal. Because correlational designs describe relationships, you will occasionally see them called descriptive correlational designs” (Rebar, Gersch, Macnee, & McCabe, 2011, p. 190)	Comment by Charlotte: I liked how you identified your study as descriptive and correlational. 
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Kourtney,
You picked an interesting study and I like how you clarified everything, i.e. not just what it is but why. You mention that the study used students who were registered in physical activity course. Were those the only students? What about students who weren't registered but did exercise? I wonder if that created biased results or errors in the conclusion of the study. I think your topic was really interesting too since it relates to nursing as well. Perhaps not directly but with people exercising less and eating unhealthy foods, we have a growing population of younger and younger adults every year developing health problems that used to be seen in older adults.
Well done Kourtney.
Madhavi Chaudhary 
06/30/2012 10:42 pm 
Kaley,
You are absolutely right. It does take some practice to figure out study design sometimes. Certain studies specify it but not as frequently as one would like. What I found really interesting about this study is that in the first trimester, the anxiety level was high regardless of the miscarriage history. I wonder if it is because of one is still trying to get used to the idea of being pregnant and responsible for a life or some other psychological factors.
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