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                                                                                                             Introduction 
This critique will demonstrate the ability to review a published research article and outline the importance of Critiquing. This will be done by analysing the article and identifying the positive and negative factors. Suggestions will be provided if a negative factor is discovered.
According to Sawyer (2017), critiquing a document is the most crucial element of the writing process, whereby, professionals can ensure that the document being published is well written, accurate and easily read. Boswell and Cannon (2015) state that not all published articles are reasonable, therefore, it is essential to be able to understand how to analyse a document. 
The article being analysed for this Critique is entitled ‘Partner Experiences of “Near-Miss” Events in Pregnancy and Childbirth in the UK: A Qualitive study’. The authors Lisa Hinton, Louise Locock and Marian Knight will explore how major life-threatening complications during pregnancy has an impact on partners. It has been clearly noted within the article that little research has been conducted on this subject. It happens to be that the authors are also the three individuals who implemented the research for this article.        
According to Webster (2019), a ‘Partner’ can be defined as a friend, colleague or one’s spouse. This could be thought as a limitation to this study as this has not been defined by the researchers. By using the term ‘Partners’ throughout the critique, this can be defined as the individual who shared the experience of the women’s life-threatening emergency during her pregnancy and childbirth.  
 











                                                                                                                       Critique
[bookmark: _GoBack]In terms of a good title, Eassom (2017) reports that a title should be a concise description that will summarize the article. Wilson (2013) explains that a good title will include relevant meaningful words, as well as the purpose of the article. According to Cherry (2018), the importance of having a good title is to stimulate the reader’s attention - ensuring that they will want to read the full document. 
Within Hinton et als’ article the title is clearly presented at the top of the first page. The title includes what method had been used and is a brief summarisation of the document, therefore, the title contained what it should which makes this a good distinct title.       

The researchers, Hinton, Locock and Knight implemented the research by using a qualitative method. Lisa is a medical sociologist, whose work focuses on women’s health, while Louise specialises in qualitative interview research and has had experience working with women during pregnancy. Marian Knight is a professor of maternal and child population health, who has had experience working with women and families who have experienced pregnancy complications (University of Oxford, 2018).  
The Hinton et als’ article is a study on women who have experienced life-threatening complications during their pregnancy, but solely focusing on their partners to discover what impact this experience has had on them (Hinton et al, 2014). Lisa, Louise and Marian all have the necessary professional background to be implementing the study. 

Turning now to discuss the abstract presented within the study. Kolay (2010) states that an informative abstract should include the purpose, methods, findings and conclusions of the study, therefore, should provide all the essential elements of the study in a brief but effective statement.
Hinton et al’s research article includes an informative abstract. Koltay (2010) explains that this can ensure that the reader can decide whether the study is of good use without having to read through the entire document.

Moving on to consider the literature review of Hinton et als’ study, a wide range of sources have been used including; books, journal articles and websites. These sources are dated from 2000 up until 2013. University of Maryland (2018) state that sources used for a study which have been updated or published within the last six months to one year are reliable sources to consider when writing a document, however, University of Wisconsin (2018) report that it is up to the discretion of the reader to decide whether the source is fit for purpose. 
The researchers Lisa, Louise and Marian have reviewed articles such as ‘Birth trauma: in the eye of the beholder’ and ‘Father’s in the birth room. What are they experiencing?’ (Hinton et al, 2014). All sources selected for the literature review are all relevant to Hinton et als’ study. It is clearly stated within the literature review that very little studies have been carried out to explore the effect major complications in pregnancy have on the female’s partners (Hinton et al, 2014).     

Moving on to discuss the objective of Hinton et als’ study. Doody and Bailey (2016) report that an objective is set out to explain the purpose and further adds what is going to achieved from implementing a study. According to Hughes (2017), the importance of having an objective is to narrow and guide the focus of the study. 
The objective within Hinton et als’ research article is clearly stated in the abstract. Lisa, Louise and Marian explain the purpose of the study is to discover what effects serious complications during pregnancy have on the women’s partner’s (Hinton et al, 2014). The researches were going to achieve this by gathering information from individuals who has experienced the issue recently and from those who were reflecting back on the experience- years later. However, the researchers have given no explanation of why they had chosen to implement the study. Bastalich (2018) explains the purpose of providing readers with justification is to indicate why the study being carried out is of importance.

With in mind that Hinton et als’ study is designed to discover the impact that life-threatening complications on women during pregnancy have on their partners, a qualitative interpretative method has been chosen by the authors to implement the study. The researchers did not attempt to justify why it was chosen to proceed with a qualitative interpretative method. This is something that should be addressed if the authors were to implement another study to ensure validity. 

Before proceeding to discuss the sample group used in the study, it is important to define what sample has been chosen by the researchers. 
A maximum variation sample is a type of purposing sampling, that aims to take a range of outlooks from individuals, that have been of interest to the researchers (Laerd Dissertation, 2012). Palinkas et al (2016) explains that a maximum variation sample also aims to search for differences of individuals views. Laerd Dissertation (2012) state the purpose of this is to acquire greater awareness into an occurrence by examining the aspect from all angles. Laerd Dissertation (2012) explain that having a greater awareness into an occurrence can be useful to provide professionals with the knowledge to learn how to deal with a situation.   
The researchers have chosen to use a maximum variation sample to complete the study. By doing so the authors were able to select relevant individuals for their study. The researchers, Lisa, Louise and Marian accomplished this by distributing recruitment packs in various settings such as; support groups, The National Childbirth Trust and social network forums to ensure that they would acquire a large, varied sample (Hinton et al, 2014). 
With all this in mind, it has been very beneficial to the study to have used a maximum variation sample.   

To obtain information for Hinton et als’ study, the researchers carried out open-ended narrative interviews with each participant. This enabled the researchers to gather the individual’s experiences. When the narrative interviews had been completed, the researchers used a semi-structured interview guide to explore relevant issues that had not been discussed. The researchers’ audio and video recorded the interviews, then later transcribed them to enable for analysis (Hinton et al, 2014). Once transcribed, prominent themes started to appear which were then examined. 
The researchers made no attempt to justify why this data collection tool has been used, however, by implementing semi-structured narrative interviews, this allows the researchers to gather the participants experiences, which according to Institute for Work and Health (IFWAH) (2016), this ensures the validity of the content.
According to IFWAH (2016), a study is identified as reliable when if the researches were to implement the same data collection method soon after, the results would not change. Reliability has not been mentioned within Hinton et als’ study, although, this could be something to address when implementing future research, as this can be considered as good academic practice (Given, 2008).

Ethical approval had been granted by the Berkshire Ethics Committee for Hinton et als’ study. All participants were asked by the researchers, to give informed consent before the study took place, furthermore, participants were asked to give written consent to the interview data being published (Hinton et al, 2016). Hinton et al does not state that the participants had the right to withdraw at any point during the study. This could be something for the researchers to address if future research is implemented as this would be good ethical consideration.

Turning now to discuss data analysis. The researchers, Lisa, Louise and Marian composed a coding frame. Saldana (2009) reports that coding data is essential when implementing a qualitative study as it organizes data that has been collected, furthermore, this allows the researchers to summarize and synthesize the data so that any major themes can be identified. Hinton et al (2014) explains that a qualitative interpretive approach was taken to combine thematic analysis with constant comparison. 
Within Hinton et als’ study, the researchers report that the data taken from the narrative interviews were recorded then later transcribed (Hinton et al, 2016). The researchers, Lisa, Louise and Marian have not mentioned within the study if any computer software has been used to implement the analysis, however, it is stated that a constant analysis has been used to code the data collected. The researchers fail to include any details to suggest how reliability and validity have been established, although, this can be an issue to address when implementing future research.  

[bookmark: _Hlk534132858]Moving on to consider the study’s results, the researchers do not attempt to discuss how they have been presented, however, a narrative format has been used. Griffin (2018) reports that a narrative form is referred to as a descriptive writing approach that acknowledge details of an event.  
The results section of the article could have been presented in a more simplistic and organized manner by using a mixed method approach. This would allow readers to easily interpret and follow the study (McKim, 2017). 
The researchers, Lisa, Louise and Marian included quotations from the participants within the results section of the study, yet, did not present the results under themes. The main findings of the study were partners who had witnessed a near miss event, were left feeling helpless, furthermore, the long-term emotional effects for some partners included depression, post-traumatic stress disorder and flashbacks (Hinton et al, 2014). With this is mind, partners highly regarded having understandable, truthful communication from professional staff.

Turning now to consider the discussion section of Hinton et als’ study. It is clearly mentioned that the researchers compared the findings with earlier conducted studies to demonstrate likeness (Hinton et al, 2014). The researchers – Lisa, Louise and Marian had successfully achieved their aim of the study and evidence of this is presented in the discussion section. Limitations of the study have been mentioned with the main issue being that the data presented is based on 11 partners and 36 mothers. Hinton et al (2014) state that despite the study being to focus on partner experiences of near miss events in pregnancy and childbirth, by also including mothers’ experiences, this aided the researchers to formulate an entire image of the whole experience. Martinez (2018) explains that including limitations gives a study more validity and exactness to the research process.

[bookmark: _Hlk534887064]                                                                                                                 Conclusion
An accurate conclusion has been drawn by the researchers of Hinton et als’ study. The study illustrates that any support, whether a big or little amount, from health professionals can have a real impact on how partners deal with these “near miss” events. As this study was to focus solely on partners experiences, the sample group should have remained this way rather than including the women involved. It could be argued that partners should have made up more of the sample group. 
It could be believed that if the researchers were to implement further studies, there would be limitations that would need to be addressed. Firstly, important key terms would need to be defined clearly within the study as this would avoid any misunderstanding. Secondly, it would be useful for the readers if the researchers were able to justify why certain methods and actions had been used and thirdly, by presenting the findings under themes would make the study easier to read.
Limitations and recommendations for this article have been suggested and written in more detail under the relevant sections within this critique. It could be argued that the limitations listed above are the most crucial ones to address if further studies were implemented. 
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