Kathleen Mansfield 
06/26/2012 8:32 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 chose to use a correlative study. This design allows the researcher to answer research questions that seek to link or connect ideas. This design is appopriate for this study because it studies the actions of currently pregnant women and follows them until six weeks after their delivery to determine any factors that can cause depression. 	Comment by Charlotte: appropriate
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.)?
This study got it's partipants through an obsectrian from the Obsetric and Gynocology Medical Center in Sungkyankaun in South Korea. Overall they gained infromed consent from 239 women. They then chose to 60 women to focus their study on, 30 who had scored high on their depression test and 30 who had lower scores. Since all their particiants were from the same medical center, I would say that it is not representative of the entire pregnant population. 	Comment by Charlotte: participants	Comment by Charlotte: obstetrician	Comment by Charlotte: informed	Comment by Charlotte: participants
Kim, Y., Hur, J., Kim, K., Oh, K., & Shin, Y. (2008). Prediction of postpartum depression by sociodemographic obstetric and psychological factors: a prospective study. Psychiatry andd Clinical Neurosciences. 62 (331-340). 	Comment by Charlotte: Should be italics. 
Rubric for Discussion Question Responses
	Name:
	Date Graded:
	Week #:   
	Deadline for Substantive Post met?         
                   YES         NO

	Substantive Post meets minimum 150 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
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	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.
	3

	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.
	3




Kathleen Mansfield 
06/26/2012 8:51 pm 
Lindsay, 
Great job! This study is something that will be a benefit in the nursing field. There are many patient's that are going through end stage renal disease, and knowing what theraputic techniques to use when administering care to them. I was wondering how they determined if the patients were depressed or not, did they use a trained psychiatrist or did they determine it from a questionaire? To me, it would be very hard to determine clinically significant depression. 	Comment by Charlotte: Therapeutic 	Comment by Charlotte: questionnaire
Great job!
Kate
Kathleen Mansfield 
06/26/2012 8:40 pm 
Kristina, 
Your study to me seems like it would be very difficult to keep track of. I was wondering were all of the participants from the same hospital or did they have different researchers in multiple hospitals. And if they did use multiple emergency rooms, did they have to gather researchers (such as ER nurses) first for the study before they began. I didn't know if they mentioned anything like that or not I was just curious. This type of information will be very helpful when determining the patients satisfaction of their healing process. Great job!	Comment by Charlotte: patients’
Kate
Kathleen Mansfield 
06/29/2012 6:11 pm 
Kalyn,
Sorry, I think I might have explained my study wrong. The interviewed all 239 women, and then choose 60 to follow throughout their pregnancy and after they gave birth. They had to get consent from all the women so they could participate in the orginal questioning. I think they might have only followed 60 because they were following them for such as extended period of time, they never really stated for sure. It was an extensive study in their everyday lives and possible actions that could be a factor in depression so it was very time consuming. 	Comment by Charlotte: original
Kathleen Mansfield 
06/29/2012 6:16 pm 
Kara, 
My study was also a correlative study. I really like this design because of how it breaks down from the original problem into the solution. I think it is also easier to pick up on trends, however there also has to be some sense to they hypothesis that you form. You must be able to reason why something effects another, and not the fact that it is just coincidence. I also found it interesting that you had so few participants in your study. Great job Kara!	Comment by Charlotte: affects
Kate
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	# of Responses:
	4
	Substantive Post meets minimum 75 word requirement:   

   YES        NO
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	Criteria
	Unacceptable
0 Points
	Acceptable
1 Point
	Excellent 
2 Points
	Points

	Frequency (excluding Initial Post)
	Participates not at all.
	Participates only one (1) day
	Participates on two (2) different days
	2

	Follow-Up Postings
	Posts no follow-up responses to others.
	Posts shallow contribution to discussion (e.g., agrees or disagrees); does not enrich discussion.  Responds to 1 or 2 other students.
	Elaborates on an existing posting with further comment or observation.  Responds to 2 other students’ posts.
	2

	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; contains full development of concept or thought.
	2

	Length of Postings
	<50 words on one or more posting
	50-75 words on one or more posting
	75 words or greater on all four postings
	2

	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 clarity and without mechanics errors.
	1



