Researchers may have already formulated a specific research question, but before research is carried out, it is essential to critique and review other people's previous research, especially the findings. By analysing the work of others on a given topic, researchers can identify what is unknown about that subject and may reassess their proposed research questions (Ratan, Anand and Ratan, 2019). Therefore, reviewing the findings of previous studies could lead to further research questions and work.
Hoernke et al (2021) study focused on frontline healthcare workers (HCWs) experiences with personal protective equipment (PPE) during the covid-19 pandemic. Hoernke et al (2021) carried out this study to comprehend and acknowledge HCWs worries and fears regarding PPE, highlighting how PPE issues affected the delivery of care during the covid-19 pandemic. Having done some further research, it is evident that all the authors of Hoernke et al (2021) study have the relevant background to have carried out this research, as they all have university affiliations.
Hoernke et al (2021) study used a rapid qualitative appraisal research design. Hoernke et al (2021) claim that by using a collaborative team-based iterative approach to collecting and analysing data that triangulates results between various sources, they were able to produce results swiftly and with greater overall comprehension, interpretation, and validity. Commonly used in qualitative research, triangulation can help achieve a more detailed understanding of a phenomenon of interest by aligning various interpretations of multiple data sources (Salkind, 2010). A rapid qualitative appraisal was appropriate to achieve the aim of Hoernke et al (2021) study, as it provided researchers with an enhanced understanding, credibility and sustainability of findings. Additionally, Hoernke et al (2021) suggest that a rapid qualitative appraisal was chosen as the research design due to its advantages of generating results promptly and, thus, aid in the preparation of complex health emergencies. Similary, Vindrola-Padros et al (2020) emphasises the critical importance of qualitative data in improving evidence-based public health responses.
[bookmark: _Hlk71510237]For collection of data, Hoernke et al (2021) firstly used in-depth semistructured telephone interviews with HCWs to facilitate in-depth discussions, which allowed participants to discuss their experiences with PPE, focusing on areas that were important to them. Hoernke et al (2021) also indicate that interviews were carried out before, during and after the first peak of the pandemic, which captured experiences in real-time. Telephone interviews enable researchers to reach out to participants in a flexible manner (Block and Erskine, 2012). Additionally, telephone interviewing is an efficient method of data collection to use during the covid-19, as Hoernke et al (2021) indicate that there were hospital access restrictions due to the pandemic.  Secondly, Hoernke et al (2021) reviewed twenty-five Uk government policies and guidelines relating to PPE, which contextualised HCWs experiences following PPE guidance. Almost all changes in health policies are the result of policy-informed studies, as researchers increasingly understand the value of directing their efforts into policy-relevant issues (Clancy, Glied and Lurie, 2012). Thus, government documents are produced on evidence, making them highly credible. And thirdly, Hoernke et al (2021) collected a wide range of mass media, which included thirty-nine newspaper articles and one hundred and forty-five thousand social media posts in the English language relating to the study criteria.
By following ethical guidelines, Hoernke et al (2021) carried out their research with truth, fairness, and to a high standard of practice. Hoernke et al (2021) indicate that participants were approached by their clinical leads to gather verbal consent for the research team to contact them via email. Hoernke et al (2021) then explain that participants who accepted requests to participate in the research were given information sheets and consent forms, which informed participants of all that the study entails and provided researchers with written consent. Additionally, Hoernke et al (2021) also indicate that participants confidentiality was respected by all recorded interviews and data being anonymised. Important ethical standards and moral codes help ensure honesty, fairness, and high research standards while preserving the privacy and integrity of participants (Kass, 2001). 
The sample participants that took part in Hoernke et al (2021) study consisted of forty-six frontline HCWs, mainly consisting of nurses and doctors who varied in years of experience. Hoernke et al (2021) used purposive and snowball sampling techniques for recruiting participants. Since Hoernke et al (2021) aimed to gain insight into HCWs experiences, a particular subset of the population was required to obtain valid, reliable data; thus, purposive sampling was ideal for this study. Purposive sampling entails identifying and choosing candidates who are educated or experienced in a particular area (Creswell and Plano Clark, 2011). Furthermore, Patton (2002) indicates that purposive sampling is commonly used in qualitative research and is used to select the appropriate information-rich candidates, resulting in obtaining well-grounded data that will shed light on research questions. Hoernke et al (2021) explain that they could not access hospital sites to capture practices associated with PPE use directly due to restrictions during the covid-19 pandemic; therefore, this could have made reaching potential study participants more challenging. When the population under investigation is difficult to access, snowball sampling is often used (Browne, 2005). Therefore, making snowball sampling a constructive technique for Hoernke et al (2021) study. Current participants make contact with others relevant to the study in snowball sampling, thus, potentially gaining additional samples (Bell, Bryman and Harley, 2019). 
It is clear to see that Hoernke et al (2021) has explored and reviewed a wide range of literature that is relevant to the research topic. There are sixty-five pieces of literature throughout Hoernke et al (2021) research paper, most of which appear to be up to date within recent years. It is believed to be important that Hoernke et al (2021) has up to date literature because the study topic is in regards to the covid-19 pandemic, which is a recent occurrence. The first UK lockdown was declared on March 23rd, 2020, and came into force on March 26th, 2020 (IFG, 2021). Recent literature sources are essential for health research topics, as published research rapidly becomes outdated (Smith, 2016). Hoernke et al (2021) include a piece of literature from a journal article by Fischer, Weber and Wohl (2015), which is relevant because of the fact it highlights the importance of PPE for frontline HCWs during an epidemic but is not relevant in regards to the covid-19. Hoernke et al (2021) also include a piece of literature from a document by the WHO (2020), which is all relevant as it concerns shortages of PPE equipment which are becoming an issue for HCWs during the covid-19 pandemic. Hoernke et al (2021) indicate that this study was the first study to qualitatively explore HCWs experiences with PPE in the UK during the covid-19 pandemic, which highlights one of the study strengths and will significantly add to the body of knowledge.
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