Kimberly Lindsay 
07/06/2012 11:42 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 identified in this study are cognitive and emotional stress and distress identified by cervical cancer patients. The variables are defined conceptually, giving the reader a clearer idea of the affects of stress on cervical cancer patients. The definitions are not clear; however the definitions infer that psychological factors that increase or lead to cognitive and emotional stress can compromise immune functioning, influence disease progression, and decrease quality of life for cervical cancer patients (Toubassi et al., 2006).
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 data collection process for this study consisted of face-to-face interviews and telephone interviews. The interviews lasted approximately 10-20 minutes and the participants’ responses were transcribed by the researcher (Toubassi et al., 2006). The interviews took the form of a retrospective needs assessment and included qualitative (open-ended questions reflecting on patient experiences) and quantitative (asking patients to rate the importance of information using a Likert scale) questions (Toubassi et al., 2006). The data collection approach was appropriate because the purpose of the study was to identify informational needs of newly diagnosed cervical cancer patients. The data collection process is described adequately and could be repeated if necessary. The type of questions asked during interviews were identified and the scale (Likert) used to capture the responses of the participants’ was also identified. Reliability and validity were addressed; an iterative process of discussion and revision with members of a larger research team occurred until a consensus was reached about the participants’ perceptions, attitudes, and experiences (Toubassi et al., 2006).
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 identified (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 analysis procedure for this study is appropriate. This study was both descriptive and correlative. Standard deviation was used to describe the demographics of the sample population, which reflects variety among all the numbers (Rebar et al., 2011). Spearman’s rank correlation was used to describe the ratings of the importance of information about treatment, the effects of treatment, and matters of everyday living. Spearman rho is used to show the relationship between variables (Rebar et al., 2011). In this study the results showed a relationship between cervical cancer patients and the importance of information regarding treatment and quality of life. The data analysis answered the research objective and the results revealed that the patients would like to have small amounts of information disclosed at a time regarding their procedures and treatment; this would help to reduce anxiety and increase preparedness for these cervical cancer patients. The results were clearly presented by two tables. The first table showed the participants’ ratings of the importance of information about various emotional and social issues and the second table showed participants’ ratings of the importance of sexual issues related to treatment (Toubassi et al., 2006). 
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Kimberly Lindsay 
07/07/2012 12:01 am 
Kristina,
I agree that the t test method was appropriate for this study. This method reflects differences of a variable(sutures) for two different groups(patients with non-absorbable and absorbable sutures). Based off of this posting it seems as though the researchers did an excellent job depicting the results of each group in tables. Great job describing the variables and the method used to describe the results. Without reading the article I can get an idea of what the objective of this study is and the results that the researchers wanted to portray.	Comment by Charlotte: Variable (sutures) 
Kimberly Lindsay 
07/08/2012 10:26 am 
Kaley,
The analysis of this study seems to be appropriate. I did a presentation a few semesters ago on the benefits of music therapy and used similar methods to gather the data for the evaluation of the presentation. Music therapy does have a way of decreasing heart rate and anxiety if used appropriately. I agree that the variables in this study were defined conceptually because they seem to have more of a subjective focus rather than objective. Great job explaining each point for this week's discussion.	Comment by cconnerton: Fragment 
Kimberly Lindsay 
07/08/2012 9:53 am 
Katherine,
I did not know what the non-participant observational work sampling method was until I read this post. Although the definition for this method was not written out verbatim one could infer how data is collected using this method. I am sure the activities and interventions changed day by day which would make collecting data for this study difficult for the nurses; so I agree that the data collection method used for this study was appropriate. Great job summarizing the key points of each section for this week's discussion. 	Comment by cconnerton: Fragment
Kimberly Lindsay 
07/07/2012 11:34 pm 
Laura,
You did an excellent job giving a synopsis of the variables, the scales used to measure the variables, and the tools used to describe the analysis of the findings. I agree that the three-pronged approach is very impressive. The researchers method for data collection really seemed to focus on patient response, which means the results of this study were not influenced by the direction of the researchers. It is evident that this research was adequately put together and it could be repeated if necessary.	Comment by cconnerton: researchers’ 
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