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Research Evaluation - Guidance for Evaluators 
The Research Evaluation form is designed to support supervisors in evaluating and providing 
structured feedback on a trainee’s research project.  The form is not scored and trainees are not 
required to “pass” the research project, but it will demonstrate the extent to which the trainee 
engaged with the project and showed understanding of the relevant research principles. It is 
expected that the evaluation will be based on a written report/paper or on an oral/poster 
presentation which is discussed by the trainee and the evaluator. 

Instructions: 
1. You should either be the supervisor for the project or have a good understanding of research 

principles. 
2. Complete the form with comments on the trainee’s performance in appropriate sections. Not 

all sections have to be completed – only what is relevant to this project and discussion. 
3. Please give feedback to the trainee as part of the discussion. This should include specific 

comments on areas of good practise and constructive feedback on areas for further 
development.  

Descriptors of competencies demonstrated during the Research Evaluation: 
Research topic The reason for the choice of research topic is clear and affects important 

aspects of clinical work. The aims of the research are stated, including the 
potential for influencing practice. 

Literature 
search 

An understanding of how to undertake a literature search is demonstrated. 
Knowledge of the merits of different databases is evident. Evidence of ability 
to organise relevant papers. Ability to create a searchable electronic 
reference library for personal literature eg Endnote or equivalent. 
Demonstration of a literature search on a particular topic.  

Critical 
appraisal 

Knowledge of critical appraisal is shown. Ability to appropriately critique a 
scientific paper is demonstrated. A report using critical appraisal is produced. 

Ethical issues 
in research 

An understanding of what type of research requires ethical approval is 
demonstrated. Ethical issues are discussed and addressed appropriately. 
Knowledge of how to obtain ethical approval for a study. An understanding of 
the difference between audit and research is demonstrated.  

Research 
protocol 

Ability to produce a protocol outlining the scientific question, background 
literature, methodology for data collection and analysis is shown. A 
knowledge of any important regulatory issues is demonstrated.  

Data collection 
and analysis 

The degree to which the research data was a collaboration is acknowledged. 
The parameters of the research are specified: persons involved; type of data 
to be collected; time period for data gathering. Appropriate sampling is used. 
Data gathering is comprehensive, e.g. using more than one source of 
information on patients: clinical record and electronic patient record. Data 
extraction is consistent e.g. use of specifically designed data forms. Ability to 
critique methods is demonstrated. Use of Excel or other tool is demonstrated. 
Appropriate analysis method is used. 

Results and 
interpretation  

The results of the research are clearly presented. Appropriate conclusions 
are drawn from the results. 

Presentation 
skills 

The research findings are communicated appropriately and effectively. 

Overall quality 
of research 

An overall judgement based on the above criteria 

 


