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University of CoLORADO HOSPITAL

QuaNTitative Research Critique
Leader of Journal Club
Name:________________________________________

Date:_____________

Article Reviewed: (Author names, Title of article, Journal, Year, Volume, Page numbers)

(Leader Info: Before you begin your critique, read the critique form to be aware of what questions you should answer after reading the article.  Then, read the article for a first overview or impression.  Finally, read the article again, slowly.  Stop and answer the questions from the critique form.  Highlight the answers in the article.  Also, on the critique form, write page numbers of where answers can be found to help you when you are leading the discussion at the Journal Club.  As you plan for the journal club, refer to the Research and Evidence-Based Practice Manual 2nd Edition.  Chapter 7 titled Participating in a Journal Club provides step by step advice for the process.)

Research Purpose: 

· What is the purpose of the study?
· Is the research question clearly identified? 
Review of Literature/Background:

· Do the authors specify a theoretical/conceptual framework guiding the study (do they provide a “word picture” or visual image of the framework)? Specify the framework/conceptual model used:  

· Literature reviewed relevant to the study purpose?
· Review logically and clearly organized? 
· Does the review primarily use current literature? (published within the last 5 years, unless a “classic” ) 
· Were primary sources used? (A primary source is written by the person who originated the ideas published)
Research Design and Methods:

· Institutional review board (IRB) approval?   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes  FORMCHECKBOX 
 No  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not mentioned
· What type of design(s) was (were) used? Circle all that apply: 

Experimental; Quasi-experimental; Correlational; Exploratory; Descriptive; Survey;  
Other:
· Was sample described?

· What is sample size? N=____

· Is the sample size, selection, and representativeness adequate and appropriate?

· What sampling method was used?  Randomized; Convenience; Other:

· List the inclusion and exclusion criteria:
· What is the setting for the study?

· Can you identify the variable in the study?
· List key variables

· Independent (intervention):

· Dependent (outcome):
· Demographics:

Data collection, measurement, and analysis:

· Describe the method of data collection:
· Did they make sense to you?

· Are instruments/tools used reliable and valid? 
· Describe the method of data analysis:

Findings/Results and Conclusions

· Results organized logically and presented clearly?
· Briefly describe results and the conclusions drawn from them.  Are the conclusions consistent with the results? Do the answers make sense?
· Are the conclusions discussed in relation to the theoretical/conceptual framework?  
· Does the researcher place the report in the context of what is already known about the research question? (e.g., other studies, philosophies)
· Are the limitations/biases concerning enough to cause you to question the validity of the results?  
· Are suggestions for future research included? If so, what are they?
Professional context:

· Are the implications for practice clearly stated (i.e., how do the conclusions of the study affect my practice)? List the implications:
Summarize one element/finding in this article that you will/will not use in your practice as a result of reading this article.

What is the level of measurement for this study?
	Level I 
	Meta-analysis of multiple controlled studies or clinical trials

	Level II 
	Individual experimental studies with randomization

	Level III 
	Quasi-experimental studies such as non-randomized controlled single group pre-post, cohort, time series, or matched case-controlled studies

	Level IV 

	Non-experimental studies, comparative, correlational descriptive, qualitative studies

	Level V 
	Program evaluation, research utilization, quality improvement projects; case reports (Joint Commission Sentinel Events), clinical practice guidelines, benchmarking studies (NDNQI data, UHC reports)

	Level VI 
	Opinions of respected authorities; expert committee, including their interpretation of non-research-based information. Textbooks and clinical product guidelines.



