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What is LR?

 It discusses published information in a 
particular subject area within a certain 
time period. 

 It usually has an organizational pattern 
and combines both summary and 
synthesis. 
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What is LR?

 It might trace the intellectual 
progression of the field, including major 
debates. 

 It may evaluate the sources and advise 
the reader on the most pertinent or 
relevant.
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What is LR?

 The format of a review of literature may 
vary from discipline to discipline.

 The purpose of a review is to analyze a 
published body of knowledge through 
summary, classification, and comparison 
of prior research studies, and theoretical 
articles.
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What is LR?

 It is an effective evaluation of selected 
documents. 

 It may form an essential part of the 
research process. 

 The evaluation of the literature leads 
logically to the research question.
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What is LR?

A ‘good’ literature review….. 

….. is a synthesis of available research 
….. is a critical evaluation 
….. has appropriate breadth and depth 
….. has clarity and conciseness 
….. uses rigorous and consistent 
methods 

A ‘poor’ literature review is….. 

…..an annotated bibliography 
….. confined to description 
….. narrow and shallow 
….. confusing and longwinded 
….. constructed in an arbitrary way 
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Why write LR?

 Literature reviews can give you an 
overview or act as a stepping stone. 

 Comprehensive knowledge of the 
literature of the field is essential to most 
research papers. 
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Why write LR?

 For professionals, they are useful 
reports that keep them up to date.

 For scholars, the depth and breadth of 
the literature review emphasizes the 
credibility of the writer in his or her field 
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Why write LR?

 In the context of a research paper on a 
thesis, the literature review provides a 
background to the study being 
proposed. 

 Identify new ways to interpret, and shed 
light on any gaps in previous work.

 Resolve conflicts amongst seemingly 
contradictory previous studies. 
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How to review?

 Pitfalls 

- Vagueness due to too much or  

inappropriate generalisations
- Limited range
- Insufficient information
- Irrelevant material
- Omission of contrasting view
- Omission of recent works



Some general guidelines

 Start with the MOST RECENT and WORK 
BACKWARDS to the oldest.  Many books suggest 
using a five-year span from the present for 
sufficient coverage.

 Read through abstracts to identify if an article 
would be good.

 Some professors actually start with a GOOGLE 
search or even with WIKIPEDIA to get a general 
idea about a field.

 Look for MAJOR figures in the field and MAJOR 
studies/articles.



Starting to think about your own 
literature review

 Who are the key players in my field? 

 What are the main ideas/debates in my 
field?

 How have these ideas changed over time?

 What are some of the problems with these 
ideas/debates? Is there a problem with the 
methodology?



Key players and sources

 First identify the key people in your field 
and collate all relevant sources about 
your topic. 

 What research and theory is there on 
my topic?

 What are the key sources?

 How has the topic/problem been 
investigated over time?



Where to start?!

You do not need to 
read everything!

You don’t need to 
read every text 

You don’t need to 
read every word. 



Main ideas/debates

 Once you have the relevant sources you can begin 
to think about what the key ideas.

 You can also think about how these ideas have 
changed over time.

 How has the topic or problem been defined?

 Are there any trends and patterns across the 
literature?



Thinking critically 

 When identifying the key ideas, themes and 
methodologies, it is important to think 
critically about them

 This will allow you to identify a ‘gap’ in the 
literature

 What  are the strengths and weaknesses of 
these debates?

 What evidence is lacking, inconclusive or 
limited?

 What will you add to the topic? What will 
you do differently?



Thinking about your literature 
review

 What is your topic?

 Who are the key people in your field? 
What are the key ideas in your field? 
What methodologies have been used?

 What are some of the strengths and 
weaknesses of existing research?

 What will your contribution be? How 
will it be different?



Getting started: Planning the 
review 

 Planning is about organising the 
structure of your literature review.

 How will you organise the information?
 Chronologically?

 Thematically?

 By trends/approaches/techniques?

 Major debates/controversies?

 Probably a combination of these.



Mind-mapping software: Inspiration

 Jot down ideas

 Move them around

 Create links

 Put text on nodes

 Swap between ‘Diagram’ and ‘Outline’

 Transfer to Word



Writing the review

 Start with an overview

 Decide on organising 

 Use headings for the different sections 
of the review 

 Provide summative signposts of where 
your argument is leading

 Summarise your review/highlight ‘gap’ 
in research



Clarity

 Clear introduction: overview of topic, aim of 
review and structure

 Clear paragraph structure 

 Make sure the subject of your sentence is clear

 Don’t assume knowledge

 Make sure key terminology and difficult ideas 
are always explained thoroughly 

 Be objective and balanced

 Use signposts to orientate the reader



Your critical voice: signposting

 Begin sections and paragraphs with a 
statement which synthesises or 
analyses, rather than just describes

 Use signposting words to demonstrate 
how texts relate to each other and also 
what you think of them

(however, yet, moreover, indeed, similarly)



Paragraphs and flow

 Paragraph: 

- Topic sentence

- Discussion of topic

- Closing sentence

 Thematic and grammatical links

- Logical progression from one paragraph to the 
next

- Demonstrate links in your language



Use of citations in the literature 
review

Two types of citations:

 Integral: The author’s name appears in the 
sentence. 

 Non-integral: The author’s name appears 
outside sentence. 



Editing and proofreading are fundamental
aspects of good academic practice.

Editing is the process of continually revising
and improving your written work. It is often an
activity that forms a major part of the writing
process.

Proofreading is the final check before printing
and submission. It is a process that helps
remove errors and improve presentation.

Editing and proofreading



What information do you need to 
gather?

 What questions couldn’t you answer in 
your literature review?

 What don’t you know (yet!) about your 
field?

 Use this to move forward!



Learning from models

 Look at samples of good theses in 
your field.

 Read reviews in prestigious journals 
in your field.



Common Errors

 Review isn’t logically organized.

 Review isn’t focused on most important facets of the 
study.

 Review doesn’t relate literature to the study.

 Too few references or outdated references cited.

 Review isn’t written in author’s own words.

 Review reads like a series of disjointed summaries.

 Review doesn’t argue a point.

 Recent references are omitted.



Plagiarism

1. Using another writer’s ideas without proper 
citation.

2. Citing a source but reproducing the exact 
word without quotation marks.

3. Borrowing the structure of another author’s 
sentences without giving the source.

4. Using paper-writing service or having a friend 
write the paper.

5. Using another writer’s words without proper 
citation.
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Final checklist

 Have I fulfilled the purpose of the literature review? 
 Is it written at a level appropriate to its audience? 
 Are the facts correct? 
 Is all the information included relevant? 
 Are the layout and presentation easy on the eye? 
 Is the language clear, concise and academic? 
 Does the abstract summarize the entire review? 
 Does the introduction adequately introduce the topic? 
 Is the body organized logically? 
 Does the conclusion interpret, analyze and evaluate? 
 Are the recommendations reasonable? 
 Does the table of contents correspond with the actual contents? 

Are page numbers correct? 
 Have I acknowledged all sources of information through correct 

referencing? 
 Have I checked spelling, grammar and punctuation? 
 Have I carefully proof-read the final draft?


