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 OVERALL AIM
✔ Have I moved from description → synthesis → contribution?
✔ Does my work show doctoral-level critical thinking (not just summary)?

PART 1 – CRITICAL FOUNDATIONS (1,500 words)
 Understanding CLR
☐ Defined what a Critical Literature Review is (DBA level)
☐ Explained purpose, process, and structure of CLR
☐ Distinguished critical vs descriptive review
 Research Approach
☐ Explained search strategy (databases, keywords)
☐ Included inclusion/exclusion criteria
☐ Referenced systematic review logic (e.g., PRISMA)
Critical Thinking
☐ Discussed how literature is analysed (not listed)
☐ Demonstrated awareness of theory, debates, contradictions

 PART 2 – ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY (2,500 words)
Coverage
☐ Included 100+ relevant sources
☐ Majority are recent journal articles (last 5 years)
☐ Included key seminal works
 Structure (for each source)
☐ Summary of argument
☐ Theory used
☐ Method used
☐ Key findings
☐ Critical evaluation
☐ Relevance to my research
Organisation
☐ Grouped sources into themes (NOT alphabetical list)
☐ Added synthesis at the end of each theme
 DBA Upgrade
☐ Identified patterns across studies
☐ Highlighted contradictions and debates
☐ Included a gap matrix (optional but recommended)

 PART 3 – PRELIMINARY LITERATURE REVIEW (3,500 words)
 Introduction
☐ Clear research problem and justification
☐ Defined aim and scope
 Thematic Analysis (CORE)
☐ Organised into analytical themes
☐ Compared studies (NOT described them)
☐ Explained why findings differ
 Synthesis (CRITICAL SECTION)
☐ Identified patterns across literature
☐ Explained relationships between variables
☐ Developed higher-level insights
 Conceptual Framework
☐ Included key variables and relationships
☐ Showed mediators/moderators (if relevant)
 Research Gaps
☐ Identified:
· ☐ Theoretical gaps
· ☐ Empirical gaps
· ☐ Contextual gaps
· ☐ Methodological gaps
 Research Questions
☐ Derived directly from identified gaps
☐ Clear, focused, and researchable
 Contribution (DBA LEVEL)
☐ Extended or challenged existing theory
☐ Proposed new relationships or insights
 Managerial Implications
☐ Clearly answered:
· What should organisations DO differently?
· What decisions change?

 WRITING & PRESENTATION
 Academic Quality
☐ Logical structure and flow
☐ Clear signposting between sections
☐ No repetition or descriptive listing
 Critical Tone
☐ Used language like:
· “However…”
· “This suggests…”
· “A key limitation is…”
 Referencing
☐ Consistent referencing style
☐ Accurate in-text citations
☐ Full reference list included
