SCR Designs
Hammond & Gast (2010) show that Single Case Research (SCR) are legit and vital special education studies used to identify evidence-based actions. When implemented based on significant standards, the SCR designs are perceived to be naturally experimental. Therefore, these studies are used in establishing inventive linkages between interventions and behavioral changes. For over fifty years, however, SCR designs had been in extensive usage in developing evidence in various fields including special education, general education, related services, and most important, psychology. Notably, SCR designs involve three significant condition-ordering differences or contrasts- time-lagged introduction, sequential introduction, and rapid iterative alternation. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The time-lagged introduction involves multiple baseline plans, making it the most commonly used SCR method. However, there are other time-lagged plans like multiple probes and changing criterion designs. By using various probes or numerous baseline designs, the baseline data is concurrently gathered for three or more members, contexts, and behaviors whereby each is introduced to the intervention at a different time level or point. On the contrary, changing criterion use involve time-lagging the response across the various levels of criterion following the initial baseline situation. Notwithstanding, research shows that the inference of information accuracy for such data is a theoretical limit because there is assumption of a one-unit time lag, making such computations unsymmetrical (Hammond, & Gast, 2010).
Sequential introduction & withdrawal are the other SCR type that is also called the A-B-A-B SCR and is also commonly used. Such designs feature the first collection of baseline data (A1), the intervention implementation (B1), baseline condition return (A2), and the second intervention condition (B2). A-B-C-B-C maltreatment design is the typical difference whereby there are two conditions compared to each other and not the baseline & intervention condition (Hammond, & Gast, 2010). However, these designs’ limitation is that they should only be used in measuring the reversible behaviors that are readily likely to change according to the context (for example, social interactions or problem behavior) and not on the learning history (for example, self-help or academic skills). 
Rapid iterative alteration is the third type of SCR designs that are also often used alternating treatments design (ATD) & the less often-used adapted alternating treatments design (AATD), and the repeated acquisition design (RAD). Hammond & Gast (2010) shows that ATD involves at least two situations that can be quickly alternated, whereby conditions are commonly ordered by restricted randomization. However, ATDs are in use in times of defining reversible behaviors. Conversely, both AATDs & RADs are in used during non-reversible behaviors’ measuring, like correct academic responding. 
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