	A Critical Research Evaluation Tool

	Introduction
	Briefly state the title/author/year, and generally what the topic is so the reader understands. 

	Abstract


	a. Does it clearly and concisely explain the key points of the research? 

b. If so, explain the key focus of the study, variables and populations.

	Problem


	a. Is the problem easy to find or ambiguous? 

b. Is the problem relevant to nursing? 

c. Explain why the problem is logical to study. 

d. Who determined the problem was valid and relevant to the community being studied? What is the potential impact of how it was handled?

e. Are the methodology and method appropriate to the problem?

f. What assumptions are made in the form of worldview and methodology chosen? What is the potential impact of how it was handled?

	Literature Review 
	a. Does the research adequately summarize existing research? 

b. Explain how the literature helps support the need for this research. 

c. Is it up to date and include primary sources?

d. Are anecdotal data and interdisciplinary literature included?

e. Are the background of the problem including past solutions and barriers included?

	Methodology
	a. What are the philosophical underpinnings? Have they been well defined and explained? 

b. Is the philosophy consistent with the problem and population? 

c. Describe how aspects of social justice, policy, law, and multiculturalism are included.
d. Did the researcher engage in reflection on their positionality, bias, identity, assumptions, worldview, and privilege? What is the potential impact of how it was handled?

e. What did the community receive as a result of this research being done? 

f. Was the culture and history of the population described? 

g. Was there collaboration with the community?

h. If there was an intervention who determined its appropriateness? Was it well described? Modified to optimize appropriateness, appeal, and acceptance?  

	Method
	a. Were ethical safeguards in place such as IRB approval?

b. Was the study designed to minimize risks and maximize benefits to the participants? 

c. Was an adequate amount of time spent in the field to determine problem? Gain access?

d. Was transparency maintained at all points possible without impacting outcome data?

e. Were an adequate number of participants used? 

f. Were the population and community described? 

g. Were key variables or concepts operationalized?

h. Were the right questions asked? Who determined them? What is the potential impact of how it was handled?

i. Was the data collected in a way to minimize bias? Was a sufficient amount of data gathered?

	Results
	a. Explain how the results described the community’s context and participants. Is it accurate? 

b. Who validated the results? Was there a system for key informant, participant, or community expert used to validate results? What is the potential impact of how it was handled?

c. Were the results consistent with the method/methodology?

d. Are the findings clearly and effectively summarized? 

e. Explain how the analysis is insightful and meaningful. 

f. Are results adequately summarized?

g. Tables/charts/figures clear?

	Discussion
	a. Discuss whether the research provide adequate information for acceptance of EBP. 

b. Are the results compared to prior/existing research?

c. Did the authors note the limitations? What other limitations of the study might there be?
d. Are implications and future use well defined?

e. How did they show the study to be trustworthy, valid, and meaningful? 

f. Is it written in overall in clear and accessible way to nurses? 

g. Were results disseminated to the community? 

h. Is there a plan for follow up with the community? 


