NUR 3036 Qualitative Research Article Critique
Fall 2017

Rubric Template

Rubric Topic: Qualitative Research Article

A (100-90} B (89-80) C {79-70) F (< 69)
The topic is Readers are The topic is not | Does not
Abstract and introduced, and | aware of the introduced, and ?dequately convey
T T Fhe groundwork overall problem, The groupdwork introduce the tgpic.
(5 points) is laid as to the | challenge, or is not laid as to | Does not describe
direction of the | topic thatisto | the direction of | subtopics to be
report. be examined. the paper. reviewed. Lacks
adequate theses
statement
Demonstrates a | Demonstrates an | Demonstrates a | Demonstrates
sophisticated accomplished less than unacceptable
critique of the critique of the acceptable critique of the
Literature sources sources critique of the sources reyiewed.
Search reviewed; shows | reviewed. sources Inappropriate use
(20 points) a deep : reviewed. of search terms.
understanding Inappropriate Inappropriate use
of the breadth of use of search of search sites (e.g.
the subject. terms. Goggle, Yahoo vs.
PubMed,
CINAHL).
Accurately Identified the Level of Complete
determined the | level, however | evidence misidentification
appropriate the one ortwo | misidentified of level of
level of of the elements | completely, evidence and
evidence using | related to however an justification for
the Johns independent attempt was level.
Hopkins variable, control | made to justify
Determination | Research group, or the level’s
of Level of Evidence random selection.
Evidence Appraisal tool. | assignment was
{25 points) not
appropriately
identified.
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Accurately | Determined the | Determined the | Determined the
determined the | appropriate appropriate appropriate
appropriate quality of quality of quality of evidence
quality of evidence using | evidence using | using the Johns
evidence using | the lohns the Johns Hopkins Research
the Johns Hopkins Hopkins Evidence Appraisal
Hopkins Research Research tool. Less than

Quality of Research Evidence Evidence 69% of the

Evidence Evidence Appraisal tool. | Appraisal tool. | component

{25 points) Appraisal tool. | At least 80% of | At least 70% of | questions were
At least 90% of | the component | the component | accurately
the component | questions were | questions were | identified and
questions were | accurately accurately answered with the
accurately identified and identified and appropriate "yes”,
identified and answered with | answered with | “no”, or “NA”.
answered with | the appropriate | the appropriate
the appropriate | “yes”, “no”, or | “yes”, “no”, or
"VES", "I'ID”, or “NA". INAT.
llNA”. ==y
The summary is | The summary The summary The summary is
well written, section includes | has elements of | completely
insightful and some discussion | the relevant unfocused and
summarizes all | related to each | section; lacks continuity for
the r-elevant sef:t.ion of the however, the supporting the
sections of the cnnque, flow ant'i proposed level and
paper. leveling and connection of quality of the

quality of the each section T ETE
research article. | lack a cohesive 3
summary writing
(10 points) approach.
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Uses APA Uses APA Uses APA Reflects
format format withno | format with incomplete
accurately and | more than 3 greater than 3 knowledge of APA
consistently. minor minor format.
Sentences are violations. violations.
clear, concise,
and direct; tone
is appropriate.
Grammatical Grammatical
skills are strong | Sentences are Sentences are errors or spelling
with almostno | generally clear, [ occasionally & punctuation
errors per page. | concise, and wordy or substantially
Correct use of | direct; tone is ambiguous; tone | detract from the
APA format per | appropriate. is too informal. | paper
6th edition, and | Grammatical Grammatical
APA and " T4 : 2
including: skills are skills are
Gramljnar e Clear competent with | adequate with
(15 points) [ oduction and | very few errors | few errors per
conclusion, per page. page. Adequate
overviewing and | Correct use of | use of APA
reviewing APA format format when
paper’s main when assigned. | assigned.
topics
® Use of
headings
according to
APA
¢ Appropriately
formatted in-
text citations
and reference
page
s Appropriately
formatted title

page.
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Qualitative Critique: Paper Qutline

L. Title page: use the example for formatting the Title page from APA 6™, Edition
l
Il.  Abstract: your abstract should be a very brief summary of your article critique. “An abstract is a
brief, comprehensive summary of the contents of the article [critique]; it allows the reader to
survey the contents of an article [critique] quickly...” (APA 6' edition, p. 25). The Abstract is
written after you have completed the body of your paper.
a. Your abstract should very briefly alert the reader of your critique of the following:
i. Your clinical problem and the PICO guestion
i. The title of your article (in the appropriate APA 6" edition format)
iii. The databases used to find your article :
iv. The results of your critique in terms of )
1. Level of Evidence (.S w MWQ pu%
2. Quality of evidence

v. Key Words: bri e key words used for your literature search,
}JJD-HD n 0¥ Clxﬁﬁ?aﬁ:

1l. Introduction:

a. Define the clinical problem \N'VWY ¢\ WeRR,

b. Formulate the PICO question in your own words.

=% =

1
IV, Literature Search: _}xtm%%#g%gg {U ﬂd ’,

a. Tell the reader the approach you used to find the article for this

critique
i. Number of articles you first encountered (Qppr va dg‘f.a i wng arti C(.ﬂ/)

ii. How you reguced the number of article to the article you used for the critique MY 0L
GRS SH, arttior, G ST 1 Lo fromm, o
V.  Determination of the Level of Evidence: Using the Johns Hopkins Evidence Appraisal Tool; OQI’]

a. Discuss the study design: What type of design was used by the researchers?
i. Did the researchers: \NY ¢, Cr-€itiye | W frotntod
1. Manipulate an independent variable?
2. Was there a control group?
3. Were the study participants randomly assigned to an intervention and
control group?
ii. IF THE ANSWER TO ALL 3 QUESTIONS ABOVE IS NO, THEN IT IS EITHER A NON-_
EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN OR QUALITATIVE DESTGN,
b. Discuss how the Level of Evidence and the stume[ped you answer your PICO
question.
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Vl.  Quality of the Evidence: Address each of the following elements if applicable in narrative form:

a.

AT T T@moo®

Does the article identify what is known (or not known} about your clinical problem and
how their research will address any gaps in knowledge?

Was the purpose of the study clearly presented?

Was the literature review used in the article current (most sources were within 5 years
or considered “classic”?

Was the sample size sufficient based upon the study design? Remember, qualitative
sampling is different form qualitative.

Are data collection methods described clearly? What was the method used?

How was the study concerned to be trustworthy in the opinion of the researchers?
Were the results presented clearly?

If tables were used in the article, was the narrative consistent with the table content?
Were the study limitations identified and addressed?

Were the conclusions based on the results?

What is the “Quality Rating Based on the Quality of the article? How did you arrive at
your decision?

Vll.  Summary: Summarize the following:

a.

"aoo

The clinical problem

Your PICO question

The name of the article you critiqued

How you determined the article was suitable for your clinical question and PICO
Briefly how the results of the Level of Evidence and Quality of the Evidence helped you
determine whether or not you would make the recommendation to use the study’s
results in your clinical practice.



