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07/05/2012 8:16 pm 
1. What variable(s) were studied? Were the variables defined conceptually and operationally? What are the definitions, if provided? If the definitions were not clearly defined, can you infer what the definitions are?
The variables study focused on three main things, the sociodemographic, obstetric, and psychological factors that contribute to postpartum depression. Since the study was based off observation, the variables would be defined as operational and concretely measured using depression tests. The definitions were not clearly defined, however I think it was safe to say that they were conducted operationally. 
2. Please describe the data collection process used by the researchers (questionnaires, surveys, specialized tools, physiological measurements [BP, HR], scales [Likert], or medical record review). Is the data collection approach appropriate? Is the data collection process described adequately (i.e. could you repeat the process if you wanted to duplicate the study)? Are reliability & validity addressed?
The original research was done through questionnaire, in which they chose 60 women, 30 who showed signs of depression and 30 who did not. They then used the Edinurgh Postnatal Depression Scale (EPDS), the BEck Depression Inventory (BDI), the Beck Anxiety Inventory (BAI), the Rosenburg Scale, and the Childcare Stress Inventory to evaluate the women at 24 weeks pregnant, 1 week postpartum, and 6 weeks postpartum. The data collection was appropriate for this study because it used several different scales to determine their hypothesis. The study could easily be repeated if you obtained the same scales, they did not include them in the article but they can be easily found. They used the same questionnaire and scales for each individual, so reliability and validity were addressed. 	Comment by Charlotte: Edinburgh 	Comment by Charlotte: Beck 
3. Are the analysis procedures appropriate? (The textbook is a resource to determine this information.) I do not expect you to completely understand the statistical analysis, but I do want you to recognize if the authors used the correct statistical methods for their study. For example, descriptive studies typically use percentages, means, standard deviations, etc. to describe their findings. This is appropriate. Correlational studies use Pearson's rho or Spearman's rank-order coefficient. Researchers identifying relationships between variables can use bivariate or multivariate analysis (ANOVA or MANOVA). Causality relationships are found using chi square or t-tests. Did the authors address power? Was the level of significance or alpha idenitified (eg. p<0.05 or a=85%) Do the data analysis procedures answer the research question or objective? Are the results clearly presented? Tables? Figures? Narrative summary?
The author used many a logistic analysis table to show predictive factors of postpartum depression, there was also multivariate analysis to show the correlation between the different scales used to determine depression. The results were clearly defined in both the tables and in a narrative study. Overall it established that about 75-79% of women experience some form of postpartum depression within the first six weeks postpartum. 
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 and Clinical Neuroscience. 62( 331 - 340).	Comment by Charlotte: This should be regular print. 	Comment by Charlotte: This should be italics.
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[bookmark: _GoBack]Kathleen Mansfield 
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Liji,
The focus of your study is incredibly important in the nursing field. I know there are many doctors in my area who will not operate of people who are considered obese due to the post-op risk factors that accompany obsesity. I know in the hospital that I work in, patients who are overweight usually have an extended stay in the hospital. I think it is great that they are actively trying to find a solution to the problem.	Comment by cconnerton: that	Comment by cconnerton: obesity	Comment by cconnerton: in; 
Great job!
Kate
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Kourney,	Comment by cconnerton: Kourtney 
Great job! I think it is interesting how your study was conducted. I remember in one of my classes ( I can't remember if it was at Lakeview or Lakeland), but we had to make evaulations for classmates to fill out and one of the points they brought up was the danger of having a neutral number because it could make it difficult to gather information. My study also included several different tables which made it difficult to follow, I thought.	Comment by cconnerton: (I	Comment by Charlotte: evaluations
Kate
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Lindsay, 
My study also used the Beck Depression Inventory to collect some of their data. My study was focusing on the depression of post-partum women, so I find it interesting that this scale can be used for such diverse cases. Since depression can be so personal, I think it would be hard to have an accurate scale for it, however this one seems to be fairly universal. I am glad your study also focused on people's adherence to medical advice, had they not, the results could have been dramatically changed. 	Comment by cconnerton: it; 
Great job!
Kate
Kathleen Mansfield 
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Kourtney, 
I know. Not only did I have to flip through multiple pages, but I really did not understand the tables. In my study they used several different types of tables to display, what I thought was very similiar information. The only way I know what they were talking about was to read the summary, it did a very nice job of explaining how they came to their conclusions using the tables. However, if I were to have just looked off the tables, I would have been lost. 	Comment by cconnerton: similar
Kate
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