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Before you start (1*/2** pts)

*  What is the title of the article?

*  What is the journal?

*  Who are the authors?

*  Describe author’s expertise in this specific topic.

* Are any conflicts of interest disclosed? If not, explain if there are any potential conflicts of interest OR
why none are suspected.

*  What information do you need to know before you can understand the article?

Introduction (2*/3** pts)

*  What is this article about; what research question is asked?

* Isevidence provided to establish initial support for the hypothesis? How strong is this evidence? Is it
logical or is it simplistic?

Methods (4*/6 ** pts)

*  What kind of study design was used?

* Isitappropriate for the research question being asked?

*  What types of subjects were used?

*  Would this allow the findings to be applied to a more general population?

*  Was the number of subjects adequate for the design? Did the authors do a power analysis?

*  Were the groups randomly assigned to treatments?

*  Were the groups similar in clinical characteristics? Was there a control group?

*  What kind of data was collected? Is it appropriate? Is it sufficient to answer the research question(s)
posed?

*  What statistical methods were described? Were they appropriate for the data collected and can they
answer the research question?

*  Was there Human Subjects approval?

Results (3*/5** pts)

¢ What were the results of the study; what data was presented?

*  Were the data presented clearly or were they confusing?

*  Were specific comparisons made or were the authors on a fishing expedition and all possible
comparisons made? Were the comparisons appropriate? Do they make sense in terms of the
hypothesis or research question?

*  Were results presented separately from the discussion?

Discussion (4*/6** pts)

¢  Were all of the results discussed, or just those in support of the research question(s)?

*  Were the results discussed in relation to the existing literature? What did the comparisons to the
literature show?

*  Was the discussion adequate or were observations left unexplained?

¢ Did the authors distinguish between statistical significance and clinical significance?

¢ Did the authors consider any alternate explanations for the data, or did they provide just one vision?
Did the authors recognize any existing limitations to their research?

*  Were the conclusions supported by the data presented? Were the conclusions appropriate for the level
of differences and/or support for the data?

Organization/spelling/grammar (3*/1** pts)

Total possible points: * 1% semester — 25 pts; ** 2™ semester students — 15 pts
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