Community health workers’ experiences of using video teaching tools during home visits – A pilot study

Critiquing and/or reviewing another person’s work is important as it helps the publisher to see what they have written to see what works in the article and what doesn’t and if a chance has arisen then they can go back and revise and re-write. It provides them with an overall evaluation with their written article too. It also improves and shows your skills of close reading and analyzing someone else’s work that can help for when you write your own. 
The title is clearly stated this is always important as it tells the reader what they are reading. A title is a short message of what is contained in the article which is important as most people only read the title. It can also show the authors intellectual skill as an interesting title that will give an idea of what the article is about and make it simple and interesting. 
The article is written about whether using electronic tablets and videos will help broaden other people’s knowledge (mainly about HIV, alcohol, breastfeeding and nutrition) so it can help the efforts of twenty-four community health workers who give their efforts to pregnant woman and woman who have young children in South Africa. It’s the community health workers role to make sure that their clients are fully up to date with all the different advancements in health. It has been carried out by people who are studying in the health department in Stellenbosch University and they have used the correct professions to take part in this study as they did use a random selection of twenty-four community health workers but would be better if they asked more people in different parts of the same career department (e.g. doctors, nurses, midwives). 

The authors have written a descriptive abstract as they have included what they are doing and why they are doing with a lot of detail as well as giving an overall view of the conclusion as well as what they did find out. 
In the article, there is no literature review and that is not clearly stated either which it is needed as it tells the reader what materials they have used to find out the results, which include valuable data and ideas that could help their research. 
The aim of the study for the article is clearly stated and it is important that it is because having an aim gives them a direction so they focus on the target that they have chosen a subject on, but there are no terms that are stated clearly in the aim which is needed as most will not understand the terms so they will be reading complete jargon.   
The study design is described as they say what they have done but it being justified would have helped a lot as they could give reasoning to what they done and what for. The overall design of the study is not clearly stated which it should be so the reader can see what methods were used in the overall study, although if the reader is aware of study designs then they could see there is a hint of random control trial.  Both qualitative and quantitative methods are found in the paper, but they focus on the qualitative findings rather than the quantitative. The study design gives some answers to study aim but could have been given out more clearly. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The people that they have used to take part in the study are community health workers which is what the article is based about so using people in this profession will help a lot but they are also using the public as that is what they are testing, whether the community health workers can understand using the tablets and videos to their clients to help them get a better understanding but no results have been taken from the clients when they are the ones who should have results taken as well to see if they understand the videos and which do they prefer. Twenty-four community health workers were chosen so they have used random sampling, but it is more voluntary as the community health wanted to volunteer and it was a non-government than random and then the groups are split into two groups of twelve, so the sample size isn’t a big one which can be good but not enough to cover a large town when the aim is to see if the aim will suit everyone. They could have carried out the study in other places as well as just a large town in south Africa to get more answers to make a conclusion for their aim. 
The researchers used a semi structured questionnaire (where the questions could be both closed or open ended) to collect information and to start off, they verbally communicated as it was verbally recorded. Focus groups were given simple questions, for example, what they thought about the tablets and if they would work and their answers were then audio recorded. The results from this were transcript and then looked over by facilitators. There is no exact number on how many people participated in these groups which there should to go with evidence for the results.  The authors have said what data tool they have used but have not gone into full detail about what it is. The researchers have not outlined any procedure for processing the reliability and validity of their data collection tools and this is important as they need to show that it is reliable because if it is not then they are not going to have the reliable answers which can ruin the whole study. Their strengths in this is that they did manage to carry out a good data collection, but they need to explain more in depth and need to include how important and reliable it is.
 The researchers made sure the ones that took part signed a consent form and an information sheet which also included that their participation was completely voluntary, that they were free to withdraw from the study at any time, there will be a minimum to none amount of risks and that they will be kept confidential. They also discussed matters face to face as well as on a sheet. They have included all ethical rights for the individuals that took part. 
To analyze the data, they were analyzed manually as well as computer assisted. They first put the data into a computer and put it through a computer assisted qualitative data analysis programmer called ATLAS.ti and then once it has been analyzed through the computer, it then gets analyzed by peer debriefing authors manually. In the paper it is said that they have been ensured with trustiness. Themes were also brought up as they analyzed how semantic themes could be abstracted to other latent themes. 
The results are presented in a small table that includes four overarching themes and seven sub-themes that recorded the community health workers experience on the tablets. They are not easy to follow or even or understand. They are also too short. 
They only talk about transcripts in the results and nothing else, they are not provided in the results. There are relevant quotations in the results that are from the community health workers about the tablets and their opinions bout it. There are themes included in the data but not named after them. Not all the results are presented which they should be as that is why they are doing this study to come up with a conclusion and when the reader reads it, they won’t know what the results are because they are not stated. The main findings in this study is that it is acceptable and easy to engage the woman in the community and how technology has helped the community health workers with their jobs by making it easier by them not having to explain all the time and plus people are more interested in videos and technology. They also discuss that a few community health workers got questioned from their clients about the tablets role and purpose but where told that they are important. 
The authors have discussed their findings in sort of a balanced way, but more could be discussed as it is a short paragraph that has been written briefly.  They do compare their findings to other studies by saying how it promotes confidence with technology, but they don’t compare it enough. They have a result for their aim which is that they know it is important to improve the quality of health service for the community health workers, but it does not necessarily say that they have found an answer for the first aim they have chosen. They have found and mentioned seven limitations to their study which include all the community health workers working in the same company where it would be much better having a few from different companies to get a better result as there would have been a range of different opinions and a few of the community health workers may have been biased. There are a few more limitations that they have not discussed which are the amount of training that needs to be had, people from different parts of the health care profession like a doctor, nurse or midwife. The researcher has not discussed any clinical implications in this study when they should as there obviously must have been one to start off this study.
The researchers have based their study findings in to their conclusion by adding that it was a success and that it gave the community health workers a confidence boost in themselves as well as their clients. They also include that the purpose of the study was to see if it is acceptable and essential for the community health workers in south Africa to use for their clients (which are pregnant woman and woman with young children) which will help their knowledge and that is what it has done. They also included that if the community health worker get proper training for the tablets then it can only improve and also still nurture their relationships with their clients, they added this as a recommendation for the future of the community health workers and their career. 
The paper was on a good topic and they did work hard towards it to find the information that was needed for the results and how to get the results etc. They got the correct information and spoke to the right people, but I find that it was not laid out correctly as some information was found in the wrong place, for example, some of the results were in the data and not in the results part itself. I would recommend that the authors of this paper should make sure that everything is in place, there has been a lot of critiquing for this paper so they should also take notes of what has been said for example, not having a literature review, no terms being said so when other read then they struggle to understand what they have actually written. 
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