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 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 that were studied in this research project were operationally defined. The variables that were studied were the depression status as well as diet adherence for patients with end-stage renal disease. There was a certain criteria that had to be met by each participant in order to be involved in the research study. If patients were at the extreme of depression or nonadherence they may not have been involved. 	Comment by cconnerton: were 
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 that was used by the researchers was literature review of medical records as well as using the Beck Depression Inventory. The data collection approach was appropriate because the researchers made a certain criteria that each participant had to fit in in order to be included in the research. The data collection process was described adequately, it could definitely be repeated, seeing that they illustrated the criteria in their study. The study is reliable because they used a well known inventory scale to determine the level of depression for each participant as well as reviewing what their diet regimen is and how well they are following it. There was also a questionnare that was done to see diet adherence in a 14 day span. "The content validity of the DDFQ was established by evaluation of the instrument by nephrology nurse specialists and nephrologists" (Frazier and Khalil, 2010). 	Comment by cconnerton: adequately; 	Comment by cconnerton: well-known	Comment by cconnerton: questionnaire
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?
This study generally was a descriptive study and the researchers showed results by expressing different percentages to show the spectrum of adherence to a specific diet as well as how they are emotionally handling it. The researchers also identified relationships between variables, including the depression inventory that was used. "A Cronbach's alpha of 0.88 was reported when the BDI was used with ESRD patients receiving hemodialysis. The BDI has been found to correlate highly with the diagnostic criteria for depression, quality of life, functional status, severity of illness, and mortality in this population" (Frazier and Khalil, 2010). The results of the study are clearly presented with a table as well as a narrative summary. 
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Kara, 
 Your study is one that can definitely affect each of us. Burnout in the nursing profession can be a very common occurence, especially if a nurse is constantly in a demanding environment, which your study generally focuses on. There are nursing shortages everywhere, which is causing more strain on the current nurses to cover shifts, or take on more patients each day. Those extra stresses can inevitabely burn someone out and can cause health problems as well. Your study's way of showing results by graphs really makes it easier to comprehend. Also, by using a questionnare, it makes duplicating the study more reasonable. It would be interesting to see the survey done in different regions and if the results would vary greatly.	Comment by cconnerton: occurrence	Comment by cconnerton: inevitably 	Comment by cconnerton: questionnaire 
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Liji, 
 When variables are explained operationally, I think it makes it easier to understand, instead of trying to grasp what the focus is on. My study also used a criteria when figuring out the participants, so the control of the study was never in question. That's an important concept because if anyone receiving the procedure could participate, the results might be skewed and not as accurate. Also, the data collection process that was used for your study was very reliable, the doctors examined the patients at the same times in regards to his or her surgery in order to keep the control, and not alter any result. When tables are used in studies, it makes it more understandable and outlines the main points of the study. It makes people that review the research more aware of the total concept.	Comment by cconnerton: delete the a 
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