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A me  E

Tal :7: Guidelines for Critiguing a Qualitative Research Study

I 'ments

Questic s

Elements influencine reliahilin and validine of the rcsearch

Writing stvle

Author
Report title
Abstract

Is the report welb wiitten conaise. grammatically correct avords the use of jargon”

Isitwell L out and organized”

Do the rescarcher’s qualifications position mdrcate a deg e o knowledge methis ficld”
s the report title clear. accurate and unambiguouns?

Daoces the abstract otfer a clear overview of the study oincludime the rescarch problem,

sample. methodology . findmgs and recommendations”

Elemoenis mflucncime rigor of the rascarch

Statement of the
phenomenon of mterest
Purpose significance of the
study

[ iterature revien

[ heoretical framework

Method and philosophical

underpmnings

Sample

I thical considerations

Data collection data analy sis

Rigor

Findings discussion

Concluston imphications and
recommendations

References

v the phenomenon to be studied clearly ot ed!
Are ¢ phenomenon of interest and the rescarch questions consistent”?

the purpose of the study clearly identified?

[as a hiterature review been undertaken”
Docs it mect the philosophical underpmnines ot the s dy !
Doces the review of the hiterature fultt the objectives?
as the coneeptual or theoretical framework beendentified?
vthe framework adequately desaribed?
IS the framework approprate?’
Has the philosophical approach been idenufied?
Why was this approach chosen?
[Tave the philosophical underpmnings been of the approach bee explamed?
Is the samphing method an - sample size dentified”
Is the samplhing method appropriate?
Were the participants surtable for mtorming rescarch’
Were the participants fully mformed about the nature of the rescarceh
Was the autonomy confidentiahity of the participants guaranteed
Are the data collection strategies described”
Arce the strategies used to analyvze the data desenibed?
Did the rescarchers follow the steps of data analysis methods dentufied”?
Was data saturation achieved?
Doces the rescarcher discuss how rigor was assured?
Were credibility. dependabihity s transferability and goodness discussed”?
Are the findings presented approprately?
[Tas the report been placed m the context of what was already known about of the
phenomenon?

[Tas the orrgimal purpose of the study been adequately addressed?

Are the importance and mphications of the findimgsdentitied
Are the recommendations made to suggest how the rescarch findimgs can be developed?

Were all the books, jourals and other media alluded to m the study accurately teterenced

Adapted from Ryan, Coughlan, & Cronm. 2007









