Appendix
Appendix A: Research literature appraisal tool from Yale New Haven Health.
Yale New Haven Health
Nursing Research and Evidence-Based Practice Committee
Research Literature Appraisal Tool
	Article Number
	Author(s):Article Title: Journal: Year Published:
	Volume:
	Number:
	Pages Numbers:
	
	
	

	Level of Evidence and Grading: Fill in after completing appraisal (see Appendix A)

	Level of Evidence (Circle one):
	I
	II
	III
	IV
	V
	
	Quality Grade (Circle one):
	High
	Good
	Low

	Is this are put able source of evidence? Yes⎕
	
	No⎕
	
	
	
	
	


	Appraisal Category
	Summary
	Appraisal

	*Quantitative Study
	#Qualitative Study
	
	

	Define independent & dependent variables
	None used
	Study purpose, aim, research questions and/or hypothesis:
	Was information presented clearly?
☐Yes ☐No

	Theoretical or conceptual framework
	Philosophical underpinnings
	Study frame work or philosophical underpinnings, if evident:
	Was information presented clearly?
☐Yes ☐No ☐NA

	All relevant literature and or seminal work
	Justification for the study:(Problem statement [background] literature review)
	Does this section address what is known and not known about the problem? ☐Yes☐ No 

Described how study would address gaps in knowledge? ☐Yes☐ No

	See Appendix A
	See Appendix B
	Study Methods: Design
	Was design appropriate?

	Descriptive
	Narrative
	
	  ☐Yes☐ No

	Quasi-experimental
	Phenomenology
	
	

	Experimental
	Grounded theory
	
	

	
	Ethnography
	
	

	
	Case study
	
	

	No differentiation between study types
	Study Methods: Setting
	Was the setting appropriate for study design?
☐Yes☐ No 

If multiple    settings, were they appropriate for study design?


☐Yes ☐No ☐NA

	Probability sampling (i.e. random)
Non-probability (i.e. convenience)
	Purposeful or Theoretical sampling
Sample size: Based on judgment and experience
	Study Methods: Sample (Describe sampling strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, sample size, and characteristics of sample [i.e. people, places, events])
	Was sample size sufficient based on study design and data analysis?
☐Yes☐ No 




	Appraisal Category
	Summary
	Appraisal

	*Quantitative Study
	#Qualitative Study
	
	

	Sample size: Based on statistical test used and power analysis-goal to
Generalize results other populations
	Often smaller than
Quantitative-goal to gain deeper understanding of concept
	
	*Was sample representative of population under study?
☐ Yes ☐No ☐NA
*If an intervention was used were sample characteristics equivalent between control and intervention groups?

	Data Collection Methods:
	Data Collection Methods and techniques:
	Study Methods: Study Procedures (Describe *interventions, if tested, data collection methods, measurement instruments or data collection tools [including interview guides], timing/sequencing of data collection, human subjects protection)
	Was data collection method described clearly?

☐Yes☐ No


	Surveys (include response rate)
Measurement instruments, tools, questionnaires) 
If intervention used, describe fidelity or how researcher made sure the intervention was consistently used with all subjects.
	Interviews,  focus groups, observations, documents, (audio and video taping, field notes)
Collection and Analysis often occur simultaneously
	
	Was data collection method a good fit with the study purpose and design?
☐ Yes ☐No 
  *For surveys, was response rate adequate 
(≥ 25% to 40%)?
*Were measurement instruments validity and reliability discussed (psychometrically tested with adequate reliability (Chronbach alpha ≥ 0.70)?
*If intervention used, was it described clearly? ☐ Yes ☐No ☐NA


	
	
	
	#Was rigor discussed (credibility, transferability,

	
	
	
	dependability, confirmability) (see Appendix C Table 3)

	
	
	
	☐ Yes ☐No

	See Appendix C
	See Appendix B
	Study Methods: Data Analysis (Describe methods used to analyzed ata)
	Were the analysis methods appropriate? 
☐ Yes ☐No

	Descriptive statistics
Bi variate analysis
	Organizing data Reading & memoing
	
	

	Multi variate 

analysis
	Coding and themes
	
	

	
	Interpreting data Presenting data
	
	

	No differentiation between study types
	Results: (Summarize results)
	Are results presented clearly?
☐ Yes ☐No 
Are charts, graphs, tables easy to understand?
☐ Yes ☐No ☐NA 
If used, was description consistent with 
Information found on them? 

☐ Yes ☐No 
#Were narratives used to support results?  

☐ Yes ☐No 


	No differentiation between study types
	Limitations: (Summarize limitations)
	Were limitations identified and addressed? 
☐ Yes ☐No 


	No differentiation between study types
	Clinical Significance: (Focus on implications that this study has for nursing practice)
	Does study contribute to nursing 
knowledge? 
☐ Yes ☐No 
Are the study results  

generalizable/transferable to our practice 
setting? 
☐ Yes ☐No 
Do the results warrant examining our 
current practice for changes? ☐ Yes ☐No 



Appendix B: Exempt from review letter.
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HOLYANGELUNIVERSITY
Institutional Review Board
4th floor, San Franciscode Javier Building
1 Holy Angel Avenue, Santo Rosario, Angeles City 2009
Telephone: +63458888691 local 1540 
Exempt from Review Letter
June 23, 2022
Mr. Jastine nikoc.vidad
Principal Investigator
School of Nursing and Allied Medical Sciences 
Dear Mr. Vidad:
We wish to inform out hatthe study protocol titled “C-arm communication terminologies during orthopedic surgical procedures: A Systematic Review Protocol” under your name, has been initially screened and is considered EXEMPT FROM REVIEW.
While the study is in progress, the Principal Investigator is reminded and/or requested to submit the following documents:
1. Any change or alteration made in the protocol will in validate the exemption given.
2. Notice of time of completion of the study using HAU-IRBFORM3.7 (A) Final Report Form.
[image: image2.png]


Thank you and LausDeo Semper! 
Very truly yours,
Ms.CrisaM.Sarte

Chair,HAU-IRB















































