[bookmark: _GoBack]THIS THE FEEDBACK I HAVE RECEIVED FROM THE INSTRUCTOR. 

WEEK 2


“Your PICOT questions address each component of the PICOT format. Well done! That being said, your PICOT questions can use some improvements. In your first PICOT question, you are not looking for the number of nurses as your key measure, but rather the restoration of core functionality to the patient. Also, you will need to define "appropriate interventions" more specifically. For example, use of the American Heart Association Stroke Rehabilitation Guidelines, or like you stated in your second PICOT question "interdisciplinary guidelines". Both are options you could use. So, your PICOT question would look more like this: In adult patients who have experienced a stroke, does use of the new American Heart Association Stroke Rehabilitation Guidelines compared to traditional rehabilitation care, improve restoration of core functionality after 1 year of treatment? You will have to determine if you are focusing in on use of a specific guideline or whether you are focused on use of a multidisciplinary guideline versus a more siloed approach to care. Go ahead an redefine your PICOT questions and send them to me via e-mail for finalization as you will be using these as the basis for your research investigation in future assignments.”

WEEK 5


“Independent and dependent variables were not accurately identified. These would not necessarily be stated as such in the article, but you should be able to identify these yourself. For example: in your first article the independent variable (the variable being controlled or changed) would be interdisciplinary stroke team member and the dependent variable (the variable being tested or measured) would be perceptions on multi-disciplinary team meeting function in stroke rehabilitation. Review course content on hypothesis statements. A hypothesis statement is a predictive statement used in research that is either supported or refuted by the evidence. Last study was not properly identified as a literature review. Data analysis was not consistently accurately identified.”
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