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Research Article Review

Comprehensive Research Article Review
Use one of the following studies for your review:

(1) Ledford, J. R., & Wolery, M. (2013). Peer modeling of academic and social behaviors during small-group direct instruction. Exceptional Children, 79(4), 439-458.
(2) Kim, W., & Lian-Thompson, S. (2013). The effects of self-regulation on science vocabulary acquisition of English language learners with learning difficulties. Remedial and Special Education, 34(4), 225-236.
(3) Plavnick, J. B., Sam, A. M., Hume, K., Odom, S. L. (2013). Effects of video-based group instruction for adolescents with autism spectrum disorder. Exceptional Children, 80(1), 67-83.

 (4) Plavnick, J. B., Sam, A. M., Hume, K., Odom, S. L. (2013). Effects of video-based group instruction for adolescents with autism spectrum disorder. Exceptional Children, 80(1), 67-83.

· For this assignment, write the descriptions of what the particular aspects of the study in the left-hand column in your own words as much as possible rather than cutting and pasting directly from the paper

·  Use clear and precise language but try to write in everyday English rather than trying to use jargon. For example, if the paper says that the intervention included a 0-sec time delay for 10 trials and a 5-sec time delay on all subsequent trials, you could say: The researcher gave the direction to respond and the prompt simultaneously for 10 trials; after that the researcher gave the direction and waited 5 sec. If the child didn’t respond within that 5 sec., the researcher prompted the child to make the response.
· Support your answers in in the right-hand column by providing specific examples from the study and/or other sources such as your text or articles you’ve read for the course.
· In some sections (e.g., Research Question) there are several numbers listed for an item. These are included in case the authors have more than one research question, several parts to their rationale, etc. for the study. If the study you are reviewing doesn’t have multiple questions, rationales, etc., just delete the extra numbers.

Comprehensive Article Review Template
(adapted from A. Kaiser, Vanderbilt University)

Author(s):

Title:

Source (Journal citation):

Topic Area:

	Information from the study
	Your critique of each aspect of the study


	Purposes:

Research Questions (these may not be explicitly stated):

1.

2.

3.

4.


	Were the purpose/research questions clear and did they follow logically from the literature reviewed in the Introduction?
Did the question/purpose include the components of a strong research question (as we discussed in class)? If so, how? If not, what was missing


	Rationale/Review of Literature (make a bullet list of the main points in the argument for why this study should be done and why the particular intervention should be used):

1.

2.

3.


	Logic is clear?

Adequate literature reviewed to support the argument?

Did the literature reviewed support this study?

Was a theoretical/conceptual framework apparent in the Introduction? If so, what was it?
Was a practical rationale given for why do this particular study? If so, what was it?


	                        Method:

Participants

Setting

Measures/instruments (could be formal assessments and/or direct observation)
Procedures: (list the steps)
Dependent variable(s)

Independent variable

  Procedural fidelity (aka, treatment fidelity, implementation integrity)

Data Collection system (summarize how data were collected)
Reliability (Interobserver or interscorer or interrater agreement)

Social Validity


	Described with sufficient detail?

Appropriate for the research question being investigated?

Described with sufficient detail?


Appropriate for the research question being investigated?
Described with sufficient detail?

Appropriate for the research question being investigated?

Described with sufficient detail?

Appropriate for the research question being investigated?

Operationally defined?     How measured?                
Appropriate for the research question being investigated?

Operationally defined?                          Measured (i.e., some measure of fidelity of implementation)?  If so, how?                   
Appropriate for the research question being investigated?

Described who collected data and how?                                     
Replicable?

Described how often this was assessed and how? 
What were the percentages of agreement (or other statistic measuring reliability)? 
Were these sufficient to meet minimum requirements?
What kind of social validity was addressed? 
Was it assessed?      How?                             Was that method of assessment appropriate?



	Design:


	Described?

Appropriate for purpose/research question?

Potential weaknesses (potential threats to internal validity)


	Data analysis:

Visual analysis (summarize the authors analysis)
Type of statistics used (if any) 

	Described?

Rationale provided for how data were analyzed?

Appropriately analyzed?

Described?

Rationale for their use:

Potential weaknesses in analysis of study data:



	Results (summarize briefly the results):

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.


	Described?

Related to research questions?

Is interpretation of results appropriate in light of the design?

Are the results clinically significant?



	Discussion (key points made):
1.

2.

3.

4.


	Was the discussion related to study’s purpose and rationale?

Did in include a fair interpretation of findings?

Did it make reasonable recommendations for practice?

Are the design/methods/results strong enough to support conclusions and recommendations?




Summary of strengths and weaknesses:

	Strengths


	Weaknesses




Additional Comments:
