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[bookmark: _cqp40ey6tnud]Follow the Evidence Back
[bookmark: _c6xzu3una2kz]Tracing a review to the original study
Plain-language research summaries, like The Informed SLP reviews, are a great way to stay current, but they’re a starting point. In this assignment, you will read one review, go back to the study it rests on, and decide for yourself whether the review's conclusion holds up. You are working out what this particular study can and cannot support, and what you would still want to know afterward.
	Based on
	[Review Name]

	Topic
	Critical appraisal — [Describe topic of review here]


[bookmark: _xodfiuwp3klj]Part 1. Start with the review
Read the review at [LINK].
	The review's bottom line, in your own words (one sentence)
	

	The primary study the review relies on (authors and year)
	


[bookmark: _oe42u487j89v]Part 2. Retrieve the article
Find and open the full article.
	Journal and year
	

	How you accessed it (DOI link, library, database)
	

	APA citation
	[optional; include this row if citation formatting is an objective]


[bookmark: _vzt7g9dcpxqj]Part 3. What the study actually did
Complete this from the article itself, not from the review.
	Study design
	

	Participants: how many, what ages, how recruited
	

	What was measured, and how
	

	Three findings the authors report
	

	Limitations the authors name themselves
	


[bookmark: _uxikmzu49xg7]Part 4. Appraise the study
4a. What does this study design allow you to conclude, and what does it not allow you to conclude? Three to four sentences.
	


4b. Name one thing you learned from reading the full article that you could not have gotten from the review alone.
	


[bookmark: _2apv8tvsr7av]Part 5. What would you want to know next
Name one clinical question this study does not answer, and say what kind of study would be needed to answer it. Two to three sentences.
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