Quantitative (Individual) Critique
Questions
1.
Is the design clearly identified and described in the research report? What is the design?
Yes, the design of the study is clearly identified and described in this article. The design is quasi-experimental which involved participants completing State Trait Anxiety Index and Clinical Experience Assessment Form. 
2.
Is the design appropriate to test the study hypothesis(es) or answer the research 
question(s)? Why/ why not?
Yes, I think that the design is appropriate to test the study hypothesis because it involved Likert scale instrument which sought to measure and evaluate the participants’ anxiety traits and state. 
3.
Did the study use an experimental or nonexperimental design? Was the most appropriate type of experimental design used?  Explain your reasoning. (Houser pp. 41-43).
The study used experimental design, quasi-experimental, which was most appropriate type of experimental design in this study. According to Houser (2008), appropriate experimental design involves various concepts including independent and dependent variables. This article also used Houser’s causal relationship concept that makes an experimental researcher appropriate. For example, the independent variable was peer mentoring exposure while the dependent variable included the anxiety levels. 
4.
What means were used to control for threats to internal validity? External validity? 
(Houser p. 243).
Controlling internal validity involved holding all the orientation, trainings and administrative expectations prior before the participation in the mentoring program. Based on Houser’s control on external validity, the study findings are able to be related and generalized well to other people or times. For instance, the effectiveness of peer mentoring program can be related or generalized to nursing students in other universities. 
5.
Was assignment of subjects to the experimental and control group clearly described? If so, how?  (Houser chapter 7).
Yes, the assignment of subjects to the experimental and control group was clearly described. The authors highlighted both inclusion and exclusion strategies for the participants. The exclusion criteria included prior hospital employment and previous enrollment in a clinical nursing course. 
6.
Does the research design allow the researcher to draw a cause-and-effect relationship between the variables? Describe. 
Yes, the design can allow the research to draw cause-and-effect relationship between variables. For instance, the researcher is able to determine the decreasing anxiety levels among students who were exposed to peer mentoring program. 
7.
Are the study findings clearly presented and study limitations acknowledged? If so, how?
Yes, the study findings are clearly presented and limitations acknowledged. The findings showed that there is decrease in anxiety levels among nursing students who are exposed to peer mentoring during their first-semester. The limitations highlighted include small sample size and quasi-experimental design that reduced the generalizability. 
8.
What means were used to control for extraneous variables, such as subject characteristics? Please explain.
The researchers designed an exclusion and inclusion criteria to control for the extraneous variables. Also, they used the school administration to determine qualified sample candidates. Four of the students were excluded due to administrative issues. 
9.
Will the study findings have significance for nursing? Why/why not?
Yes, this study will have significance for nursing because it can be used to enhance nursing students’ ability to learn and think critically. 
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