Master plan for 19 April 2024
Agenda
1. Revisit “what is critical thinking”. My apologies but during my illness I lost track of how much we have covered so I will rush through some past ppts and key issues.

2. We will discuss the need to differentiate the literature review that you will produce for Caroline and for me.


3. I will look at a systematic approach to the literature review. See Moodle resources. This includes a fictitious account of my Coopetition theme.

4. We will read over 45 minutes Yoko Ariyoshi’s dissertation.

· What sort of literature review has she produced?

· What is the objective of her review?

· Does her analysis justify the research method she undertook?

5. I will share the PhD Thesis of Prof Andy Crane. We will discuss his approach next week.

Introduction

I have listed several different authors and the types of literature that might be evaluated in section 1 of the assignment.
Most say the same things but it might be good to note the consensus and when they do differ.
Don’t get too bogged down in this discussion.
Where they disagree it is mainly because of the normal 4 or 5 types, some writers differentiate within a category of literature review.
You can decide what type you will deliver in Section 2 of he assignment and note the aauthor of the list as one of your sources in Section 3, your annotated bibliography.

Here is another list.

Doctoral literature reviews are an essential part of most PhD dissertations or theses, and they serve multiple purposes, including demonstrating the student's understanding of the existing research in their field, positioning their own research within that context, and identifying gaps or opportunities for new research. There are several types of doctoral literature reviews, each with a different focus and approach:
1. Traditional (Narrative) Literature Review: This is the most common type of literature review, where the researcher provides a comprehensive overview of existing literature on a specific topic. It involves summarizing and synthesizing existing research to provide a background and context for the student's own research.
2. Systematic Literature Review: A systematic literature review follows a specific, structured methodology to identify, evaluate, and synthesize all available research on a particular topic. It often includes specific inclusion and exclusion criteria and a detailed search strategy.
3. Meta-Analysis: This type of review goes beyond summarizing the literature and includes a statistical analysis of data from multiple studies. A meta-analysis can provide a more precise estimate of the effect size or relationship being studied and may identify patterns that are not apparent in individual studies.
4. Scoping Review: A scoping review maps the key concepts, types of evidence, and gaps in research related to a specific topic. It is less focused on evaluating the quality of the studies and more on exploring the breadth of existing research.
5. Theoretical Review: This type of review focuses on the theories related to a specific topic. It aims to summarize, compare, and analyze different theoretical approaches and frameworks within the field.
6. Historical Review: A historical review examines how a particular topic or field has developed over time. It may trace the evolution of key concepts, theories, or methods and highlight shifts in thinking or approaches.
7. Integrative Review: An integrative review synthesizes data from various types of research studies (e.g., qualitative, quantitative) to draw new insights and create a more comprehensive understanding of a topic.
8. Argumentative Review: An argumentative review examines a particular topic from a particular perspective, presenting a critical analysis and arguing for a particular stance or approach.
9. Conceptual Review: This type of review focuses on the definitions, conceptualizations, and frameworks of key terms and concepts in the literature. It helps clarify and organize existing knowledge on a topic.
Choosing the appropriate type of literature review depends on the research question, the available literature, and the methodological approach of the doctoral student. Each type of review serves a specific purpose and can help guide the research project in different ways.

· Research methodology textbooks: Books like "Research Design: Qualitative, Quantitative, and Mixed Methods Approaches" by John W. Creswell and "Literature Review: A Step-by-Step Guide for Students" by Diana Ridley often discuss the different types of literature reviews and how they are used in academic research.
· Academic journals: Articles on research methods and literature review practices in journals such as the Journal of Research Practice and the Review of Educational Research can provide insight into the various approaches to literature reviews.
· Academic institutions' guidelines: Many universities provide resources and guides for their doctoral students on how to conduct literature reviews. These often include information about different types of literature reviews and how to approach them.
While these sources form the basis for the list, it's important to note that different academic disciplines and topics may have specific preferences for types of literature reviews, and new methodologies may continue to evolve over time. 
For example: Please note we have admitted for business ethics research our preference for non-intrusive research methods. Therefore, students should consult the specific guidelines provided by their academic programs and advisors for the most relevant information.

A Systematic literature review.

A systematic literature review is a type of literature review that follows a structured and rigorous approach to identify, evaluate, and synthesize all available research on a specific topic. The aim is to provide a comprehensive and unbiased overview of the current state of research on the topic. Systematic literature reviews are common in fields such as medicine, social sciences, and other areas where evidence-based practice is important.
Here are the key characteristics of a systematic literature review:
1. Defined Research Question: The review starts with a clear and specific research question or set of questions. This guides the review process and helps ensure that the review is focused and relevant.
2. Comprehensive Search Strategy: A systematic literature review includes a detailed and well-documented search strategy to identify relevant literature. This involves searching multiple databases, sources, and gray literature (e.g., unpublished studies, reports) using specific keywords and search terms.
3. Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria: The reviewer establishes clear criteria for including or excluding studies from the review. This may involve specifying the types of studies, populations, interventions, outcomes, and other factors.
4. Data Extraction: Relevant data from the selected studies are systematically extracted and organized. This may involve coding specific information such as study design, sample size, methodology, and results.
5. Quality Assessment: The quality of the included studies is assessed using specific criteria or checklists. This helps determine the strength and reliability of the evidence.
6. Synthesis and Analysis: The data from the included studies are synthesized and analyzed to identify patterns, trends, and relationships. This may involve qualitative or quantitative methods such as narrative synthesis or meta-analysis.
7. Transparent Reporting: A systematic literature review should be transparent and reproducible. The review process, including the search strategy, inclusion criteria, and methods of analysis, should be clearly described.
8. Discussion and Conclusions: The review concludes with a discussion of the findings, including their implications, limitations of the review, and potential areas for future research.
Systematic literature reviews provide a high level of evidence and are useful for informing practice, policy, and future research directions. They require careful planning and execution to ensure that the results are reliable and unbiased.




A systematic literature review offers several advantages and disadvantages compared to other types of literature reviews. Here's an overview:
Advantages:
1. Comprehensive and Rigorous: Systematic literature reviews provide a thorough and rigorous examination of all available research on a specific topic. The structured approach ensures that all relevant studies are considered.
2. Objective and Unbiased: The use of predefined criteria for study selection and quality assessment helps minimize bias in the review process. This leads to more objective and reliable conclusions.
3. Transparency and Reproducibility: Systematic reviews follow a transparent methodology, including clearly documented search strategies, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and data extraction methods. This allows other researchers to replicate the review if needed.
4. High Level of Evidence: The synthesis of findings from multiple studies can provide a stronger level of evidence for informing practice, policy, and future research.
5. Identification of Gaps and Future Research Directions: By evaluating the current state of research, systematic reviews can identify gaps in knowledge and suggest areas for future research.
6. Potential for Meta-Analysis: Systematic reviews often include meta-analyses, which use statistical methods to combine results from multiple studies and provide more precise estimates of effects or relationships.
Disadvantages:
1. Time-Consuming and Resource-Intensive: Conducting a systematic literature review requires significant time and effort, including developing a search strategy, screening studies, and synthesizing data.
2. Complexity: The process can be complex, particularly when dealing with large volumes of research or when synthesizing studies with diverse methodologies and outcomes.
3. Potential for Publication Bias: Despite efforts to include all relevant studies, there is still a risk of publication bias, where published studies may overrepresent positive or significant results.
4. Limited Scope: Systematic reviews often focus on a specific question or set of questions. This narrow focus may limit the scope of the review and exclude potentially relevant research.
5. Challenges in Data Synthesis: Synthesizing data from multiple studies can be challenging, especially when the studies have different methodologies, populations, or measures of outcomes.
6. Dependence on Existing Research: The quality and reliability of a systematic review depend on the quality of the underlying research studies. If the included studies have limitations, these may affect the conclusions of the review.
In summary, while systematic literature reviews offer high-quality evidence and comprehensive insights into a topic, they require careful planning, execution, and resources to conduct effectively. Researchers should weigh the advantages and disadvantages based on their specific research needs and objectives.

Let’s look at these factors to see if this suits your needs.

Steve
Check out these sources, which will you read?
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Do you trust this source? SG.
Check out.
1. Journal Reputation: Look at the journal's reputation in the field. Consider how long it has been in publication, whether it is affiliated with a reputable institution or professional organization, and whether it is cited frequently in other academic works.
2. Impact Factor and Metrics: Check for any impact factors or other metrics such as SCImago Journal Rank (SJR) or h-index, which can provide an indication of the journal's influence and reach in the academic community.
3. Peer-Reviewed: Verify whether the journal uses a peer-review process for its publications. Peer-reviewed journals are generally more reputable and reliable.
4. Indexing and Listing: Check if the journal is indexed in major databases such as PubMed, Scopus, or Web of Science. Being indexed in these databases is a sign of the journal's quality and legitimacy.
5. Editorial Board: Look at the journal's editorial board. A diverse and accomplished board can be a sign of a reputable journal.
6. Publication Frequency and Stability: Observe how frequently the journal publishes issues and whether it maintains a consistent schedule. Regular publication can indicate stability.
7. Scope and Focus: Review the journal's scope and focus to ensure it aligns with the current research interests and challenges in ethics in science and technology.
8. Access and Availability: Check the journal's access policies. Is it open access, or does it require a subscription? Open access can increase the journal's reach.
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