Running Head: NOSOCOMIAL INFECTIONS CHECKLIST 
NOSOCOMIAL INFECTIONS CHECKLIST                                                                             14






Nosocomial Infections Checklist
Name of student
Instructor`s Name
Institution of affiliation








Kevser Ozdemir& Murat Dizbay (2015): Nosocomial infections and risk factors in elderly patients in intensive care units
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/104853
	Elements for Analysis
	Review Findings

	Why was the study done?
	To establish the prevalence of Nosocomial infections in elderly patients in ICUs

	What is the problem as it is presented in the research study article?
	Vulnerability of elderly patients to Nosocomial infections.

	Will the study solve a problem relevant to nursing?
	Yes

	What is the study setting?
	17 European Countries

	What is the sample size?  (Size can and should vary according to the nature of the study.)
	1417

	What was the process for randomization?
	The process is not highlighted

	Are instruments of the variables in the study clearly defined and reliable? What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?
	No

Independent variable was age while the infections formed the dependent variable.

	Are the operational definitions of the variables given? If so, are they concrete and measurable?
	Yes
Age is easily determined by just questions while chances of disease contraction can be calculated using observations from the sample size 

	Is the research question or the hypothesis stated? What is it? (Make sure the variables were consistently applied throughout the study and that they measured what the research said they were going to measure.)

	Research questions are not given

	How were the data analyzed?
	It was analyzed qualitatively by making comparisons of those infected against the whole sample size

	Were there any unusual events during the study? (If the sample size changed, do the reasons for the change have ramifications on its replicability?)
	No unusual occurrence was reported 

	Did participants drop from the research? Why?
	No participant dropped out of the study

	How do the results fit in with previous research in this area? (Compare to your other sources.)

	The study amplifies the primary study by EPIC 

	Do the studies build upon previous research?

	The study is carried out in a more recent time and thus provides fresh information regarding the topic

	What are the implications of the research for clinical practice? Is the study relevant and important to the clinical question?
	The study will help clinical practice to be conducted in a way that is aimed not only of handling the ailment of the patients, but also preventing new infections

	Are the results applicable to your set or subset of patients or sample, identify the risks and benefits of a treatment recommendation or conform to patient preferences?
	Yes. 

	What are the findings as reported by the researcher?
	20% of patients developed infections in the ICUs

	
	


Theodora Angele Ahoyo,  Honore Sourou Bankole, Franck Mansour Adeoti, Aime Attolou Gbohoun, Sibyelle Assavedo, Marcellin Ammoussou-Guenou, Dorothee Akoko Kinde-Gazard & Didier Pittet, 2014: Prevalence of nosocomial infections and anti-infective therapy in Benin; results of the first nationwide survey in 2012
https://aricjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/2047-2994-3-17

	Elements for Analysis
	Review Findings

	Why was the study done?
	To establish the rate of nosocomial infections and anti-infective therapy

	What is the problem as it is presented in the research study article?
	Inaccessibility to data on nosocomial infections in hospitals in low income countries

	Will the study solve a problem relevant to nursing?
	Yes

	What is the study setting?
	Benin

	What is the sample size?  (Size can and should vary according to the nature of the study.)
	45 hospitals, a total of 3130 inpatients

	What was the process for randomization?
	The process followed the protocol by Hospitals in Europe Link for Infection Control through Surveillance

	Are instruments of the variables in the study clearly defined and reliable? What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?
	Not really

Patients served as independent variables while hospitals acted as dependent hospitals

	Are the operational definitions of the variables given? If so, are they concrete and measurable?
	No

	Is the research question or the hypothesis stated? What is it? (Make sure the variables were consistently applied throughout the study and that they measured what the research said they were going to measure.)

	The research question is not presented

	How were the data analyzed?
	Data was analyzed qualitatively

	Were there any unusual events during the study? (If the sample size changed, do the reasons for the change have ramifications on its replicability?)
	No unusual events occurred

	Did participants drop from the research? Why?
	No participant dropped out, there is no mention of that

	How do the results fit in with previous research in this area? (Compare to your other sources.)

	The research is about nosocomial infections, so are all the other articles as analyzed

	Do the studies build upon previous research?

	The study seems to set precedence concerning this topic

	What are the implications of the research for clinical practice? Is the study relevant and important to the clinical question?
	The study helps to establish the type of infections and its respective prevalence rate and thus aiding in management

	Are the results applicable to your set or subset of patients or sample, identify the risks and benefits of a treatment recommendation or conform to patient preferences?
	Yes, 

	What are the findings as reported by the researcher?
	19.1% of patients contract nosocomial infections

	
	






Stephen Hugonnet, Hugo Sax, Philippe Eggimann, Jean-Claude Chevrolet, Didier Pittet (2004) ;Nosocomial Bloodstream Infection and clinical sepsis, Emerging infectious Diseases, Vol. 10, No.1.
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	Elements for Analysis
	Review Findings

	Why was the study done?
	To establish the extent to which bloodstream infection affects critically patients and why

	What is the problem as it is presented in the research study article?
	The blood stream infections and why it accounts for a reasonably high percentage of the nosocomial infections.

	Will the study solve a problem relevant to nursing?
	Yes

	What is the study setting?
	The study was conducted in Geneva, Switzerland, from October 1995 to November 1997. It involved an 18- bed medical ICU that admits 1400 annually.

	What is the sample size?  (Size can and should vary according to the nature of the study.)
	1068 patients

	What was the process for randomization?
	The process followed observation and interviews of nurses and patients by virtue of their stay in the ICU, and definitions done with respect to CDC

	Are instruments of the variables in the study clearly defined and reliable? What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?
	Yes
The independent variables in the study are the length of stay in hospital while the dependent variable was the Blood stream infections leading to nosocomial infection


	Are the operational definitions of the variables given? If so, are they concrete and measurable?
	Yes, the number of days that one stays in hospital links to the susceptibility of getting infected. Also, pathogens both related and unrelated to the blood sample in consideration sets ground for such studies.

	Is the research question or the hypothesis stated? What is it? (Make sure the variables were consistently applied throughout the study and that they measured what the research said they were going to measure.)

	They are not stated

	How were the data analyzed?
	The analysis was analyzed by use of the Poisson distribution method, at 95% confidence level, in an expression of episodes that was at 1000 ICU patient days.

	Were there any unusual events during the study? (If the sample size changed, do the reasons for the change have ramifications on its replicability?)
	There was no report or documentation of deviations from the study as predetermined and set. However, patients who died and or were discharged earlier were excluded to ensure maximum exposure.

	Did participants drop from the research? Why?
	No participants dropped from the study, at least it is not said.

	How do the results fit in with previous research in this area? (Compare to your other sources.)

	The research is in alignment with Vincent`s et al on the prevalence of nosocomial infections in ICUs in Europe conducted in 1995

	Do the studies build upon previous research?

	Yes

	What are the implications of the research for clinical practice? Is the study relevant and important to the clinical question?
	Yes. The study touches and sets to establish the nosocomial infections.

	Are the results applicable to your set or subset of patients or sample, identify the risks and benefits of a treatment recommendation or conform to patient preferences?
	The fact that the study involves nosocomial infections is point enough that it is relevant in this regard. The risks associated with this study is the amount of exposure that patients were subjected allowed in the ICU.

	What are the findings as reported by the researcher?
	The infections rates were found to be at 71% episodes per 1000 patient days at the CI of 95%. Infectious diseases came first at 38.7% with cardiovascular and pulmonary accounting for 24.2% and 17.7% respectively.
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	Elements for Analysis
	Review Findings

	Why was the study done?
	It was to establish the likelihood of the elderly

	What is the problem as it is presented in the research study article?
	The prevalence of pulmonary disease whose morbidity and mortality rates have been on the soar, yet little studies have done to understand this, especially in the elderly.

	Will the study solve a problem relevant to nursing?
	Yes

	What is the study setting?
	This was done by the writers of the article in connection with Keio University, the University Hospital Information Network and affiliated hospitals in 2009

	What is the sample size?  (Size can and should vary according to the nature of the study.)
	443 patients

	What was the process for randomization?
	The process was done on people who were above 75 and those below. The range being 43-91 years and 92% of them were males.

	Are instruments of the variables in the study clearly defined and reliable? What are the independent and dependent variables in this study?
	The independent variable was age while the dependent was emphysema and FEV



	Are the operational definitions of the variables given? If so, are they concrete and measurable?
	Yes. The CV, FEV and emphysema were measured by use of different apparatus. Age is easy to determine.

	Is the research question or the hypothesis stated? What is it? (Make sure the variables were consistently applied throughout the study and that they measured what the research said they were going to measure.)

	Research questions have not been presented.

	How were the data analyzed?
	Analysis was done by use of ANOVA followed by the Tukey-Kramer post hoc analysis.

	Were there any unusual events during the study? (If the sample size changed, do the reasons for the change have ramifications on its replicability?)
	There was nothing unusual
The sample size did not change.

	Did participants drop from the research? Why?
	No participants dropped from the study

	How do the results fit in with previous research in this area? (Compare to your other sources.)

	It fits well with the findings by the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs Population Division

	Do the studies build upon previous research?

	Yes

	What are the implications of the research for clinical practice? Is the study relevant and important to the clinical question?
	The study would help in diagnosis, treatment and management of this condition in Japan`s elderly. Yes, it sets to establish the relation between pulmonary diseases and age

	Are the results applicable to your set or subset of patients or sample, identify the risks and benefits of a treatment recommendation or conform to patient preferences?
	Yes, the risks are the exposure to the CT scan, which might be terrifying to some, while the benefits may lead to discovery and so treatment of the condition.

	What are the findings as reported by the researcher?
	Elderly COPD in this case showed a varied age related pattern of disease that needs focus above what is being done at present.
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