Hello Ebony
[bookmark: _GoBack]I appreciate the selection of the Nursing Anxiety and Self-Confidence with Clinical Decision Making (NASC-CDM©, which sits the assessment of the impact of structured debriefing on clinical judgment, anxiety, and confidence among nursing students. Indeed, the scale was created to assess self-confidence and anxiety among nursing students when making clinical decisions, making it appropriate for your SPP (Medel et al., 2024). The two-subscale design of the instrument, alongside its ability to collect data on clinicians’ patterns and actions, reflects central aspects of clinical judgment. The tool’s psychometric properties, including Cronbach’s ɑ ranging from .97 to .96, indicate excellent internal consistency that fits the requirements for reliable data collection. In addition, expert review and exploratory factor analysis have established content validity, and criterion validity of the instrument, with strong correlations with other instruments such as the General Self-Efficacy Scale. I appreciate that using a Likert scale allows appropriate statistical analysis, although considerations should be given to the extent to which the data fulfills the assumptions of data normality in the context of ordinal nature of data. The pre- and post-intervention measurement would allow a direct measurement of change due to the structured debriefing intervention. Nevertheless, incorporating qualitative feedback open-ended survey questions also improves the quality of the mixed-methods approach (Moran et al., 2024). The questions suggested are within the purview of the study to investigate clinical judgment development attitudes and how debriefing affects them. Thematic analysis of such feedback adds more context to the quantitative findings and improves overall project rigor.
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Hello Nicole
The use of Grundy’s Confidence Scale (C-scale) for assessing the impact of an obstetrics skills day on nursing student confidence is a reasonable and relevant choice for a project that targets psychomotor skill development. I appreciate the selection of a psychometrically validated tools, which allows the collection of reliable evidence (Moran et al., 2024). The Likert-style response format allows for straightforward ordinal-level analysis, and the proposed use of a one-tailed t-test is acceptable given the goal of detecting improvement. However, it is recommended to assess the data distribution to justify the use of parametric statistics, as non-normality could necessitate alternative approaches such as the Wilcoxon signed-rank test. While the C-scale appropriately measures confidence, the SPP question also references “proficiency,” a construct that is not directly captured by this tool. Including an objective measure, such as a skills checklist or observational rubric, would provide a more comprehensive assessment of both outcomes. This addition would strengthen the project’s ability to demonstrate measurable improvements in student performance beyond self-perceived confidence. The qualitative component, consisting of open-ended survey questions, complements the quantitative findings and aligns with the mixed-methods design. Additional clarity regarding the finalized qualitative questions and how they will be validated or peer-reviewed would enhance methodological transparency. The use of qualitative software such as Thematic analysis is a helpful analytical strategy, although consideration should also be given to coding consistency and potential triangulation (Clarke & Braun, 2014). The flexibility offered by the original scale creator to adapt the tool is a noteworthy strength, but any modifications made to the tool should be clearly described and justified to maintain validity. In summary, the selected instrument is a valid and contextually appropriate choice for measuring self-confidence. To fully address the dual focus of the SPP on both confidence and proficiency, incorporation of a complementary tool for objective skill assessment is advised.
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