Critiquing a research study involves writing a description of the strengths and weaknesses. It is important whilst critiquing, that further suggestions are included within (The Writing Center 2019). Critiquing others work can advance knowledge on a subject, improve understanding of the purpose, chosen audience and development of argument and structure of evidence and recognise the strengths and weaknesses (QUT Cite Write 2016).

The title of this research paper is presented clearly and simplified for readers to understand the research being undertaken – ‘Sexual health service providers’ perceptions of transgender youth in England’ (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). The researchers could have possibly divided the title into a two-part title but may have felt this was unnecessary. According to BioMed Central (2019), a title within a research paper is important in drawing readers’ attention. The title must describe what the article is about clearly and accurately in order for readers to feel the need to read it. BioMed Central (2019) also claims that titles should be as descriptive as possible and scientific words written in full to avoid misinterpretation. 

The study within the paper looks at sexual health service providers’ and their approach on the young transgender population (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). It is mentioned within the article that the authors felt a gap for this research to fill. The researchers had discovered and claim that the young transgender have difficulties when accessing sexual health services and that there have not been studies that investigate this claim. Two researchers took part in investigating the study and both proved to have the necessary professional background. Lefkowitz who gained a masters in the Department of Social Psychology, London School of Economics and Political Science and Mannell who gained a postgraduate doctoral degree in the Institute for Global Health at the University College of London all stated clearly in the paper (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).

The abstract within this paper appears to be an informative abstract (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).  According to The Writing Center (2019), informative abstracts do not make judgement of the work but do not only describe the work. It works as a representative for the work being carried out and should display main arguments and results with evidence from the research, a purpose, methods, results, conclusions and future recommendations. 
The purpose of the study is stated clearly – to examine sexual health service providers’ perceptions of transgender youth and influences this has on the provision of health services for this population. The methods used during the study are identified, stating the use of semi-structured interviews and thematic analysis of five main topics. The results gathered are included – service providers perceived being transgender to be synonymous with being gay and also saw transgender youth as being mentally unstable and confused. The author includes future recommendations – training by transgender people could solve misunderstandings (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). 
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Within a study a literature review is found. According to Kumar (2014) a literature review is when a researcher will gather the existing studies and literature that has been done previously on the same or similar topic. The new study would add the existing literature found to their own study finding it beneficial. Finding existing literature can be beneficial to new studies as it can help to improve their methodology to achieve further results than the existing studies. A range of existing literatures are mentioned within this study including other research papers, books and online data (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). One piece of literature dates to the year 1984, therefore it is identified as dated literature being older than 10 years. The piece of literature from the Moscovici (1984) study is relevant as the introduction section of the paper includes a title on ‘Social representations theory’ also known as SRT which was developed by Moscovici. Two studies that have been recognised within this study are the ‘Treatment counselors attitudes about lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender clients: urban vs rural settings’ study Eliason & Hughes (2004) also the Gardner & Safer (2013) study ‘Progress on the road to better medical care for transgender patients. Both studies are relevant to the new research and gathered to show readers the information and data existing on the similar topic and what this research adds. Both studies are in-depth and reliable sources, which helps ensure the data within the new study is of quality. The Gardner & Safer (2013) study is under 10 years old and Eliason & Hughes is older and dated, although both vary in age, both are of quality research and age would not determine the efficiency. This study develops knowledge on the topic by adding more data and information. Although the Eliason & Hughes (2004) study acknowledges counsellors’ attitudes towards lesbians, gays and bisexuals of all ages, the researchers felt a need for this study and specifically concentrated on transgender youth and the sexual health service providers.

An aim should be stated clearly and describe the purpose of the research, the results and intentions (EResearch methods 2019). The importance of an aim within research is that the purpose of the study is understood clearly by the researcher and readers and to further knowledge and understanding of a topic (Scottish Universities Medical Journal 2012). The aim of this paper is clearly stated throughout to remind readers. (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). The main aim is to acknowledge sexual health service providers’ views on the younger transgender. The study intends to develop strategies that could help improve the quality in sexual health services being provided to the transgender youth. Although the aim of the study is clear, it is not clear within the aim as to how the researcher hopes to achieve it, nor how they hope to identify the representations that could impact the treatment of transgender youths’ and affect their health (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).
Authors have clearly stated that a qualitative research approach was used for this study. According to Kumar (2014), this research approach can be flexible and unstructured. Kumar claims that qualitative studies aim to explore diversity not quantity and the approach concentrates on description of feelings and experiences rather than the measurement of them. It is clearly qualitative as the aim concentrates on the views and opinions on young transgenders and the sexual health services provided to them (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).
The researchers of this study decided to use purposive sampling method to gather their relevant sample group (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Purposive sampling is where the study selects individuals who can provide the most appropriate and qualitive information that the researcher’s aim to gather (Kumar 2014). Chosen for this study were the sexual health service providers for youth transgenders (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). 86 clinics run by the sexual health organisation for youth were contacted three times each via email. Only 10 out of the 86 clinics had responded. Seven sexual health nurses, six client support workers, four sexual health counsellors and three sexual health advisors were gathered from the 10 clinics to create the ideal sample group. The sample group consisted of 20 individuals but could have possibly contained more if the other clinics had responded. With a small sized, participating sample group it is ideal for a qualitative study. According to Kumar (2014), qualitative studies focus on gathering qualitive information rather than quantities so containing a small, precise group of people that provide qualitive data are ideal for this study.  
Semi-structured interviews were used to gather information from participants in person, via phone call or Skype (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Within this type of interview a list of questions are carefully planned in advance but the discussion can briefly go off topic if relevant (Parahoo 2006). Within the paper the authors justify the reason of using this method and state that it is an effective tool to discover views of the participants on the topic (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).The interviews undertaken contained five main topics to discuss and researchers state all five were carefully produced. Although the researches may have felt this data collection tool was most suited to the study and individuals were asked the same five set questions, Parahoo (2006) claims that different views and free questions can arise within semi- structured interviews and could deem unfair during the study and be a weakness of the tool. Participants within the study came from different areas, meaning some may or may not have been able to attend therefore had to undertake them via phone. It is unclear and not justified as to why all participants weren’t able to undertake the interviews in the same method (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Interviewing over phone or Skype could possibly cost less money and less time consuming than travelling to each individual (Parahoo 2006). This study used variables as individuals were interviewed in different locations. According to Silverman (2013) variables are elements that are segregated from one and other for the ability to measure their connections. 
Ethics within research are moral values of professional conducts and are required to ensure high standard professional practise (Kumar 2014). According to Center for Innovation in Research and Teaching (2019), ethics are the recognition tool to whether a study is suitable and acceptable. The importance of including ethical standards within research studies is to help ensure the truthfulness of data for readers to believe in the research. The researchers of this study have stated clearly they received ethical approval from the Department of Social Psychology, London School of Economics. The researches have stated that participants were made aware of the process of research, interview and asked for permission to record the interview Lefkowitz & Mannell (2017). Participants gave written consent to participate, which authors have stated clearly. Within the paper it mentioned that participants were not made aware that the interview would be focusing on the transgender youth beforehand, therefore have failed follow ethical standards by not declaring. Participants were interviewed in workplaces which fails to protect the identity and confidentiality of the participants. Interviewes were audio taped, transcribed, organised electronically onto Text Analysis Markup System (TAMS) Analyser software and analysed by using thematic network (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Transcription is a written format of the recorded interview and a simpler form of data analysing (Jensen & Laurie 2016). According to Source Forge (2019) TAMS is a system used for document marking and mining information. Thematic network analysis of five themes were conducted within this research including tables of the data gathered (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Thematic analysis is an approach to analyse data where the topic emerges into themes to gather information (Moule et al 2017).
The results of the study are presented under five main themes of topics discussed with the participants. Within each theme, results have also been presented within tables. Quotations of participants are included within the findings. An example of this shown through participants define transgender as ‘someone who is transitioning or has transitioned from male to female or female to male. [participant 7]’ (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). Ethical guidelines have been followed within the quotations, anonymity of individuals have been protected by being named as ‘participants 1-20’. Jensen and Laurie (2016) claim that participants within research studies should have their anonymity protected and names, locations of work and residence should not be mentioned. The researchers have failed to protect the participants anonymity by mentioning the cities of workplaces within the study. Within the ‘binary representations of transgender’ theme, the main finding was that participants had different views on the definition of transgender people. Some saw transgender as ‘a person medically transitioning between male or female or dressing as the opposite sex’. Included within the presented themes, various opinions and answers were collected in order to answer the main of the study – to investigate the sexual health service providers’ perceptions of transgender youth (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017).
The findings of the study are discussed and compared with previous research. The authors compare this research with the Holman & Goldberg (2006) study and differentiate the perceptions of both sample groups. Five limitations of the study are stated clearly. The limitation that would have mostly affected the study, was that participants gathered were from the same sexual health organisation and would have had similar training for their profesions which could have affected their answers. Although the authors have mentioned they made efforts to improve that limitations and gathered the individuals from different cities and clinics (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). One limitation not stated within the paper is that only 10 of the potential 86 sexual health clinics had replied in order to take part. 
Conclusions of the study have been recognised and further recommendations have been made by the authors for future research. Both this study and Poteat, German & Kerrigan’s (2013) study recommend transgender training for sexual health providers in order to improve their understanding. Although this study further suggests, guidance for execution and content of this training. The authors state future studies should continue in order to improve quality healthcare and sexual health services for the transgender youth (Lefkowitz & Mannell 2017). 
Understanding and interpreting the study and its procedures was easy. The methods used, results and future recommendations were stated clearly within the abstract and worded simply and informative throughout. Although the results of the study could have differentiated if the participants were gathered from different sexual health organisations rather than the same one. This study compares their findings with the Hoffman, Freeman & Swann (2009) study which investigates the views of transgender. It could have been more effective if this research studied the perceptions of youth transgender alongside perceptions of sexual health service providers. 
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