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TIPS FOR REVIEW OF LITERATURE – WRITING & REVISING 

ORGANIZE YOUR REVIEW:

 STRUCTURE YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW LOGICALLY, SUCH 

AS BY THEME, CHRONOLOGY, OR METHODOLOGY.

 MAKE SURE EACH SECTION TRANSITIONS SMOOTHLY 

INTO THE NEXT.

WRITE CLEARLY AND CONCISELY:

 USE CLEAR AND CONCISE LANGUAGE TO CONVEY YOUR 

FINDINGS.

 AVOID JARGON AND ENSURE YOUR WRITING IS 

ACCESSIBLE TO A BROAD AUDIENCE.

REVISE AND EDIT:

 REVIEW YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW FOR CLARITY, 

COHERENCE, AND COMPLETENESS.

 SEEK FEEDBACK FROM PEERS OR MENTORS AND MAKE 

NECESSARY REVISIONS.



EXAMPLE / TASK FOR WRITING & REVISING 



REVIEW OF LITERATURE - MISTAKES TO BE AVOIDED

 INCONSISTENT TERMINOLOGY:

USING DIFFERENT TERMS FOR THE SAME CONCEPT WITHOUT CLARIFICATION. THIS CAN CONFUSE 

READERS AND MAKE THE REVIEW HARDER TO FOLLOW.

NEGLECTING OLDER STUDIES:

 FOCUSING ONLY ON RECENT PUBLICATIONS AND IGNORING OLDER, FOUNDATIONAL STUDIES. 

IMPORTANT HISTORICAL CONTEXT AND FOUNDATIONAL RESEARCH CAN BE MISSED.

NOT ADDRESSING CONFLICTING RESULTS:

AVOIDING OR IGNORING STUDIES THAT HAVE CONFLICTING RESULTS. IT'S IMPORTANT TO DISCUSS AND 

EXPLAIN DISCREPANCIES IN THE LITERATURE.



REVIEW OF LITERATURE - MISTAKES TO BE AVOIDED

OVER-GENERALIZING FINDINGS:

 DRAWING BROAD CONCLUSIONS THAT ARE NOT SUPPORTED BY THE EVIDENCE. ENSURE CONCLUSIONS ARE SPECIFIC 

AND BASED ON THE FINDINGS OF THE REVIEWED STUDIES.

 IGNORING METHODOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES:

 NOT CONSIDERING THE METHODOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES BETWEEN STUDIES. DIFFERENCES IN STUDY DESIGN, SAMPLE 

SIZE, AND DATA COLLECTION METHODS SHOULD BE ACKNOWLEDGED AND DISCUSSED.

LACK OF CRITICAL ANALYSIS:

 SIMPLY SUMMARIZING STUDIES WITHOUT CRITICALLY ANALYZING THEIR STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES. CRITICAL 

APPRAISAL IS KEY TO A ROBUST LITERATURE REVIEW.



REVIEW OF LITERATURE – MISTAKES TO BE AVOIDED

OMITTING GREY LITERATURE:

 IGNORING NON-PEER-REVIEWED SOURCES LIKE GOVERNMENT REPORTS, THESES, AND CONFERENCE PAPERS. 

INCLUDING GREY LITERATURE CAN PROVIDE A MORE COMPREHENSIVE VIEW OF THE TOPIC.

FAILING TO UPDATE THE REVIEW:

 NOT UPDATING THE LITERATURE REVIEW AS NEW RESEARCH BECOMES AVAILABLE. A REVIEW SHOULD BE CURRENT 

AND REFLECT THE LATEST FINDINGS.

POORLY WRITTEN ABSTRACT:

 AN ABSTRACT THAT DOESN'T ACCURATELY REFLECT THE CONTENT OF THE REVIEW.

NOT ENGAGING WITH THE LITERATURE:

 FAILING TO ENGAGE IN A MEANINGFUL DIALOGUE WITH THE EXISTING LITERATURE. THIS MEANS NOT MERELY 

SUMMARIZING BUT ALSO INTERPRETING AND CONNECTING THE STUDIES TO YOUR OWN RESEARCH.



QUIZ – SEARCH/ SCAN THE PROVIDED ARTICLE, FIND THE 
GREY LITERATURE



ANSWER – bioRxiv, medRxiv



THANK YOU


