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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. A literature review is a comprehensive survey of existing literature on a specific topic, while related work specifically focuses on work done in the same or closely related field.
2. Both literature reviews and related work are important components of a research paper as they provide context, background information, and help identify gaps in existing literature.
3. A systematic review is a complete scholarly project in itself that centers around a protocol for finding, evaluating, and comparing articles and studies. Cochrane Reviews are the standard for systematic reviews in medicine.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
[bookmark: _Toc4]Article analysis:
The article provides a comprehensive overview of the differences between literature review and related work in research papers. It explains that a literature review is a comprehensive survey of existing literature on a specific topic, while related work focuses specifically on work done in the same or closely related field. The article also highlights the importance of both components in providing context, background information, and identifying gaps in existing literature.

However, there are some potential biases and missing points of consideration in the article. For example, the author's personal experience with researching food banks is used as an example to explain the difference between literature review and related work. While this may be helpful for illustrating the concepts, it is not necessarily representative of all research topics.

Additionally, there is no discussion of potential risks or limitations associated with relying solely on existing literature for research. This could include issues such as publication bias or outdated information.

Furthermore, while the article briefly mentions Cochrane Reviews as a standard for systematic reviews in medicine, it does not explore other potential standards or methods for conducting systematic reviews in other fields.

Overall, while the article provides a useful introduction to literature review and related work, it could benefit from more balanced reporting and exploration of potential biases and limitations.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Potential biases in literature reviews

· Limitations of relying solely on existing literature for research

· Publication bias in research

· Outdated information in literature reviews

· Standards for conducting systematic reviews in different fields

· Criticisms of Cochrane Reviews as a standard for systematic reviews
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