Review of Literature Paper
It is important to critique other people’s work because it allows them to improve the quality of the work they have produced. Kelly, Sadeghieh and Adeli (2014) highlight that scientific articles that have been critiqued and reviewed provide more accurate answers to the questions that have been asked and draw more relevant conclusions. Critiqued work is therefore held in higher regard. 
The title of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article is called information-sharing with respite care services for older adults: a qualitative exploration of carers’ experiences and is clearly presented at the top of the article. The title of a research article is important because there is only a short number of words that can be used; therefore, this suggests that it needs to be appealing to the reader but also relevant. Tullu (2019) believes that it is crucial for an author to be able to provide an excellent title because it will grab the attention and mind of the reader and encourage them to read the article. 
The abstract of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article is an informative one and examines the quality of communication from a carer’s point of view that takes place between elderly adults, carers and respite services. McSwigan’s et al (2017) paper is informative because it contains more than two hundred words, the objectives of their research were listed and conclusions were drawn such as respite services needing to adopt a more flexible way of working and interacting with carers and elderly individuals whilst they are using the respite services, results were published and methods that were used were also stated. Nagdar (2013) suggests that informative abstracts contain less words than descriptive ones, but also mentions how crucial it is for the abstract to be interesting and contain all essential and relevant information to attract the readers mind and sustain their focus.
The background of McSwiggan’s et al article (2017) is based on how information is exchanged and shared between carers, respite services and the individuals using these services. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) study has been completed to explore and highlight the importance of clear communication that needs to take place between carers, respite services and the elderly people using these facilities and raises awareness of the challenges and struggles that carers face. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article was based on a carer’s experience. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) study was conducted by Linda McSwiggan, Judith Marston, Martin Campbell, Timothy Kelly and Thilo Kroll. All authors of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) study have the necessary credentials and knowledge to be carrying out this study because they have all completed a Doctor of Philosophy (phd) diploma and other relevant qualifications in psychology except for Judith Marston who completed a Master’s degree. Pittella et al (2014) believe that it is crucial for authors to have the relevant academic background and experience in the area of study that they are exploring because they will possess a lot of relevant knowledge and have proven themselves to be competent researchers from their qualifications and experience.
Participants of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) study came from carers groups and community groups. This included generic groups such as a residential respite carers group and church singing groups along with other groups that were supporting a specific condition. The sample group was small because it only consisted of twenty-four participants with the majority being female and had an average of nine years of care experience. The type of sampling that was used for McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article is purposive sampling. Palinkas et al (2015) describe purposive sampling as a method that is commonly used in qualitative research to search for information in a specific area of interest that is being studied. The sampling in McSwiggan’s et al (2017) research study was purposive because they wanted to recruit carers who supported individuals with a variety of physical and mental health conditions to gain an insight into how information is exchanged between carers, older adults and respite services. 
The discussion of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article details the importance of effective information sharing between carers, older adults and respite services and how carers are frustrated when expectations are not met. The discussion of McSwiggan’s et al (2017) paper also includes the barriers that are present with regards to information sharing between all three parties. The researchers in McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article discussed their findings in a balanced way by being honest and stating the positives and the negatives. The American Psychological Association (2006) believe that it is important to be truthful because it makes the research more accurate and credible. Other studies were also used to compare with the findings in McSwiggan’s et al (2017) paper. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article listed a few limitations such as methodological restrictions that were evident in the sampling approach. 
McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article concluded that respite services need to be more adaptable and proactive when communicating with older adults and carers and supporting them when their needs change. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) paper also mentioned how technology can enhance communication between all parties, but traditional approaches such as face to face meetings were more than likely going to continue as the primary source of information sharing. Face to face meetings also have the potential to create more of a personal relationship where the exchange of information can be done more effectively. Sciencebuddies (2021) stipulate that a good conclusion will accurately sum up the information that has been obtained and mention any changes that will benefit future studies.
Overall, McSwiggan’s et al (2017) paper was easy to read and interpret because all information and data gathered was relevant to the research and the article was generally well structured. McSwiggan’s et al (2017) article did not elaborate much on why it had been ethically approved and did not include any ethical procedures that had been included in the study. For future recommendations, studies should include if and how participants have given consent. 
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