Journal Analysis Template
 
Title:
What can you find out just by reading the title of the article? (ex. Major ideas, participants)
 
Abstract:
What is presented about the theoretical background for the research.
What variables were examined?
What are the basic findings?
Is there a cause-effect relationship or where they just able to show a relationship?
Where was the work conducted?
What geographical area?
 
Intro:
What is the main topic?
Why is this topic worth studying?
What is known about the topic?
What are the gaps in the research?
What are the specific hypotheses and do they match the identified gaps?
 
Methods:
What research methodology is being used? (qualitative vs. quantitative)
Is this a valid methodology to measure the topic? Why?
Do you see anything in the methods section that would make you start to question the validity of the results?
Has the researcher overlooked anything (other variables that could explain the phenomenon)?
Does the author provide comparison of how their methodology fits in with other methodologies used for similar research?
 
Results:
How do the results relate to the predictions/hypotheses set out in the introduction (i.e., are they supported or not)? --What differences did the authors find that support or refute the project hypotheses?
Are the results reported and analyzed in an unbiased manner? The manner in which data are reported and analyzed could dramatically affect interpretation. For example, different types or formats of graphs can emphasize or de-emphasize the sizes of effects, and different inferential tests can yield different results.
Note: although you have not had an inferential statistics course, you can still evaluate this section. Does it look like the researcher is trying too hard and really stretching the data he/she has? Does the researcher seem comfortable spelling out why each statistical test is run, the results, and how the results fit with the hypotheses?
 
The Discussion
The discussion should summarize the main findings in (relatively) plain English
How do the authors interpret the findings? That is, what do they say the findings tell us about their research question?
Do the authors discuss implications of their findings for theory, or for the "real world"? When reading the discussion section you should ask yourself: Have the appropriate interpretations of the results been made? Are there ways of interpreting the results that haven't been considered?
Has the researcher presented an unbiased evaluation of the study/method employed?
Is the researcher justified in making any theoretical claims that are made on the basis of the study's findings?
Were the hypotheses supported or rejected?
What are the implications of those findings (what do they tell us about theory, research, or real life concerns)?
What suggestions are being made about future research into this topic/phenomenon or what does the researcher consider to be 'the way forward?

