CHICAGO STYLE CONCLUSION FOR LITERATURE REVIEW EXAMPLE

CHICAGO STYLE CONCLUSION FOR LITERATURE REVIEW EXAMPLE IS A CRUCIAL ELEMENT IN ACADEMIC WRITING, SERVING AS THE
CAPSTONE OF EXTENSIVE RESEARCH AND CRITICAL ANALYSIS. THIS ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE INTRICACIES OF CRAFTING AN
EFFECTIVE CONCLUSION FOR A LITERATURE REVIEW , ADHERING TO THE RIGOROUS STANDARDS OF CHICAGO STYLE. WE WILL
EXPLORE THE PURPOSE OF A LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION, KEY COMPONENTS TO INCLUDE, AND PROVIDE A DETAILED
EXAMPLE TO ILLUSTRATE BEST PRACTICES. FURTHERMORE, WE WILL DISCUSS COMMON PITFALLS TO AVOID AND OFFER
STRATEGIES FOR SYNTHESIZING DIVERSE SCHOLARLY PERSPECTIVES. UNDERSTANDING HOW TO CONCLUDE A LITERATURE REVIEW
WITH PRECISION AND CLARITY IS ESSENTIAL FOR DEMONSTRATING MASTERY OF A SUBJECT AND GUIDING FUTURE RESEARCH.
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THe PUrPOSE OF A LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION

THE CONCLUSION OF A LITERATURE REVIEW IS FAR MORE THAN A SIMPLE SUMMARY, IT IS THE CULMINATION OF YOUR
SCHOLARLY JOURNEY THROUGH EXISTING RESEARCH. TS PRIMARY PURPOSE IS TO PROVIDE A FINAL SYNTHESIS OF THE REVIEWED
LITERATURE, HIGHLIGHTING THE MAJOR THEMES, FINDINGS, AND DEBATES THAT HAVE EMERGED. THIS SECTION SHOULD OFFER A
CLEAR, CONCISE OVERVIEW OF WHAT HAS BEEN ESTABLISHED WITHIN THE FIELD AND HOW THE CURRENT BODY OF KNOWLEDGE
HAS BEEN SHAPED BY THE RESEARCH YOU HAVE EXAMINED. A WELL-CRAFTED CONCLUSION DEMONSTRATES YOUR COMPREHENSIVE
UNDERSTANDING OF THE SUBJECT MATTER AND YOUR ABILITY TO CRITICALLY EVALUATE SCHOLARLY CONTRIBUTIONS.

FURTHERMORE, THE CONCLUSION ACTS AS A BRIDGE, CONNECTING THE PAST RESEARCH TO POTENTIAL FUTURE ENDEAVORS. IT1s
WHERE YOU ARTICULATE THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE EXISTING SCHOLARSHIP AND IDENTIFY ANY UNANSWERED QUESTIONS OR
UNEXPLORED AREAS THAT WARRANT FURTHER INVESTIGATION. THIS FORESIGHT IS CRITICAL FOR ANY ACADEMIC PURSUIT, AS IT
POSITIONS YOUR OWN WORK WITHIN THE BROADER ACADEMIC LANDSCAPE AND JUSTIFIES THE NEED FOR CONTINUED INQUIRY. THE
CONCLUSION SHOULD LEAVE THE READER WITH A STRONG SENSE OF CLOSURE REGARDING THE LITERATURE REVIEWED AND A
CLEAR UNDERSTANDING OF THE RESEARCH TRAJECTORY MOVING FORW ARD.

Key CoMPONENTS OF A CHICAGO STYLE LITERATURE ReVIEW CONCLUSION

A CHICAGO STYLE CONCLUSION FOR A LITERATURE REVIEW IS CHARACTERIZED BY ITS STRUCTURED APPROACH AND EMPHASIS
ON ANALYTICAL SYNTHESIS RATHER THAN MERE ENUMERATION. |T REQUIRES A PRECISE ARTICULATION OF THE MAIN ARGUMENTS
AND FINDINGS DERIVED FROM THE REVIEWED SOURCES. ESSENTIALLY, IT AIMS TO ANSWER THE IMPLICIT QUESTION: “\W/HAT HAVE
WE LEARNED FROM THIS BODY OF LITERATURE?”

SYNTHESIZING THE LITERATURE

THIS IS ARGUABLY THE MOST CRITICAL FUNCTION OF YOUR CONCLUSION. INSTEAD OF RESTATING INDIVIDUAL STUDIES, YOU
MUST BRING TOGETHER THE OVERARCHING THEMES, COMMON FINDINGS, AND RECURRING DEBATES THAT HAVE SURFACED. THINK
ABOUT THE CONSENSUS THAT HAS EMERGED, THE AREAS OF DISAGREEMENT, AND THE SIGNIFICANT THEORETICAL FRAMEW ORKS
THAT HAVE SHAPED THE DISCOURSE. THIS SYNTHESIS DEMONSTRATES YOUR ABILITY TO SEE THE FOREST FOR THE TREES,
UNDERSTANDING HOW INDIVIDUAL PIECES OF RESEARCH CONTRIBUTE TO A LARGER, EVOLVING PICTURE OF THE FIELD. For
INSTANCE, IF YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW FOCUSED ON THE IMPACT OF SOCIAL MEDIA ON ADOLESCENT SELF-ESTEEM, YOUR
SYNTHESIS MIGHT HIGHLIGHT A GENERAL CONSENSUS ON A NEGATIVE CORRELATION, WHILE ALSO ACKNOWLEDGING NUANCES
RELATED TO PLATFORM TYPE, USAGE PATTERNS, AND INDIVIDUAL VULNERABILITIES.



IDENTIFYING GAPS IN THE RESEARCH

NO FIELD OF STUDY IS EVER ENTIRELY SETTLED. YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW HAS UNDOUBTEDLY REVEALED AREAS WHERE
RESEARCH IS SCARCE, METHODOLOGIES ARE LIMITED, OR CONCLUSIONS ARE INCONCLUSIVE. THE CONCLUSION IS THE
APPROPRIATE PLACE TO EXPLICITLY POINT OUT THESE RESEARCH GAPS. THIS DEMONSTRATES YOUR CRITICAL ENGAGEMENT WITH
THE LITERATURE AND YOUR ABILITY TO IDENTIFY AREAS RIPE FOR NEW INVESTIGATION. CLEARLY ARTICULATING THESE GAPS
JUSTIFIES THE IMPORTANCE OF YOUR OWN RESEARCH OR GUIDES FUTURE SCHOLARS IN THEIR PURSUITS. FOR EXAMPLE, YOU
MIGHT NOTE A LACK OF LONGITUDINAL STUDIES EXAMINING THE LONG-TERM EFFECTS OF A PARTICULAR EDUCATIONAL
INTERVENTION, OR A DEARTH OF RESEARCH ON A SPECIFIC DEMOGRAPHIC GROUP WITHIN A WELL-STUDIED PHENOMENON.

SUGGESTING FUTURE RESEARCH DIRECTIONS

FOLLOWING DIRECTLY FROM THE IDENTIFICATION OF GAPS, THE CONCLUSION SHOULD OFFER CONCRETE, WELL-REASONED
SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH. | HESE RECOMMENDATIONS SHOULD BE DIRECTLY INFORMED BY THE LIMITATIONS AND
UNANSWERED QUESTIONS YOU HAVE IDENTIFIED IN THE LITERATURE. INSTEAD OF VAGUE PRONOUNCEMENTS, AIM FOR SPECIFIC
METHODOLOGICAL APPROACHES, THEORETICAL LENSES, OR POPULATIONS THAT FUTURE STUDIES COULD EXPLORE. THiS
SECTION SHOWCASES YOUR FORW ARD-THINKING PERSPECTIVE AND YOUR ABILITY TO CONTRIBUTE MEANINGFULLY TO THE
ONGOING ACADEMIC CONVERSATION. FOR INSTANCE, YOU MIGHT PROPOSE A MIXED-METHODS APPROACH TO INVESTIGATE A
COMPLEX SOCIAL ISSUE, OR SUGGEST EXPLORING A PARTICULAR CULTURAL CONTEXT THAT HAS BEEN PREVIOUSLY
OVERLOOKED.

A CHIcAGO STYLE CONCLUSION FOR LITERATURE REVIEW EXAMPLE

CONSIDER A HYPOTHETICAL LITERATURE REVIEW THAT EXAMINED THE EFFICACY OF VARIOUS PEDAGOGICAL APPROACHES IN
FOSTERING CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS IN UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS. THE REVIEW IDENTIFIED CONSISTENT EVIDENCE SUPPORTING
INQUIRY-BASED LEARNING AND PROBLEM-BASED LEARNING AS PARTICULARLY EFFECTIVE METHODS. |T ALSO NOTED A RECURRING
THEME IN THE LITERATURE REGARDING THE CRUCIAL ROLE OF INSTRUCTOR GUIDANCE AND SCAFFOLDING IN MAXIMIZING STUDENT
ENGAGEMENT AND THE DEPTH OF CRITICAL ANALYSIS ACHIEVED. HO\X/EVER/ A SIGNIFICANT GAP EMERGED CONCERNING THE
COMPARATIVE EFFECTIVENESS OF THESE APPROACHES ACROSS DIFFERENT DISCIPLINES (E.G., STEM VERSUS HUMANITIES) AND THE
LONG-TERM RETENTION OF CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS BEYOND THE COMPLETION OF A SPECIFIC COURSE.

THEREFORE, A CONCLUDING PARAGRAPH IN THE CHICAGO STYLE MIGHT READ:

“IN SUM, THE REVIEWED LITERATURE OVERWHELMINGLY SUPPORTS THE INTEGRATION OF ACTIVE LEARNING METHODOLOGIES,
SPECIFICALLY INQUIRY-BASED AND PROBLEM-BASED LEARNING, AS ROBUST STRATEGIES FOR CULTIVATING CRITICAL THINKING
AMONG UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS. STUDIES CONSISTENTLY DEMONSTRATE THAT THESE APPROACHES, WHEN COUPLED WITH
EFFECTIVE INSTRUCTOR FACILITATION AND SCAFFOLDING, PROMOTE DEEPER ANALYTICAL ENGAGEMENT AND IMPROVED PROBLEM-
SOLVING ABILITIES (SMITH 2018; Jones ET AL. 2020; CHen 202 1). NEVERTHELESS, A NOTABLE PAUCITY OF RESEARCH
EXISTS REGARDING THE DIFFERENTIAL IMPACT OF THESE PEDAGOGICAL TECHNIQUES ACROSS DIVERSE ACADEMIC DISCIPLINES.
FURTHERMORE, LONGITUDINAL STUDIES ARE LARGELY ABSENT, LEAVING UNANSWERED CRUCIAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE ENDURING
NATURE OF CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS FOSTERED THROUGH THESE METHODS. FUTURE RESEARCH SHOULD ENDEAVOR TO CONDUCT
CROSS-DISCIPLINARY COMPARATIVE ANALYSES OF INQUIRY-BASED AND PROBLEM-BASED LEARNING, EMPLOYING ROBUST
QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE MEASURES TO ASSESS SKILL ACQUISITION AND RETENTION OVER EXTENDED PERIODS.
INVESTIGATING THE INFLUENCE OF SPECIFIC INSTRUCTOR TRAINING PROGRAMS ON THE SUCCESSFUL IMPLEMENTATION OF THESE
APPROACHES WOULD ALSO OFFER VALUABLE INSIGHTS INTO OPTIMIZING THEIR EFFECTIVENESS.”

CommMoN PITFALLS TO AvolD IN LITERATURE ReVIEW CONCLUSIONS

ONE OF THE MOST FREQUENT ERRORS IS SIMPLY SUMMARIZING EACH SOURCE AGAIN WITHOUT SYNTHESIZING THE INFORMATION.
THIS PROVIDES NO ADDED VALUE AND FAILS TO DEMONSTRATE AN UNDERSTANDING OF THE COLLECTIVE KNOWLEDGE. ANOTHER
COMMON MISTAKE IS INTRODUCING ENTIRELY NEW INFORMATION OR STUDIES THAT WERE NOT DISCUSSED IN THE BODY OF THE
LITERATURE REVIEW. THE CONCLUSION SHOULD ONLY DRAW FROM WHAT HAS ALREADY BEEN PRESENTED AND ANALYZED.
ADDITIONALLY, A CONCLUSION THAT IS TOO BRIEF OR SUPERFICIAL RISKS NOT ADEQUATELY CONVEYING THE SIGNIFICANCE OF
THE LITERATURE OR THE IDENTIFIED RESEARCH NEEDS.

AVOID MAKING BROAD, UNSUPPORTED CLAIMS. EVERY STATEMENT IN YOUR CONCLUSION SHOULD BE GROUNDED IN THE EVIDENCE



PRESENTED THROUGHOUT YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW. V AGUE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH, SUCH AS SIMPLY
STATING “MORE RESEARCH IS NEEDED,” ARE UNHELPFUL. |NSTEAD, BE SPECIFIC ABOUT WHAT KIND OF RESEARCH IS NEEDED AND
WHY. LASTLY, ENSURE THAT YOUR CONCLUSION ALIGNS WITH THE INTRODUCTION AND THE OVERALL PURPOSE OF YOUR
LITERATURE REVIEW, IT SHOULD PROVIDE A SATISFYING SENSE OF COMPLETION AND DIRECTION.

BesT PRACTICES FOR WRITING A STRONG CONCLUSION

BEGIN YOUR CONCLUSION BY REITERATING THE MAIN THEMES AND OVERARCHING FINDINGS OF THE LITERATURE IN A SYNTHESIZED
MANNER, NOT AS A MERE LIST. CONNECT THESE FINDINGS BACK TO THE CENTRAL QUESTION OR OBJECTIVE OF YOUR LITERATURE
REVIEW. CLEARLY ARTICULATE THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE REVIEWED LITERATURE, EXPLAINING HOW IT HAS ADVANCED
UNDERSTANDING IN THE FIELD. TRANSITION SMOOTHLY TO IDENTIFYING THE RESEARCH GAPS, FRAMING THEM AS OPPORTUNITIES
FOR FUTURE SCHOLARLY CONTRIBUTION.

W/HEN SUGGESTING FUTURE RESEARCH, BE SPECIFIC AND PROVIDE A RATIONALE FOR YOUR RECOMMENDATIONS, EXPLAINING HOW
THEY WOULD ADDRESS THE IDENTIFIED GAPS. ENSURE YOUR LANGUAGE IS PRECISE AND ACADEMIC. PROOFREAD METICULOUSLY
FOR ANY GRAMMATICAL ERRORS OR TYPOS, AS A POLISHED CONCLUSION REINFORCES YOUR CREDIBILITY AS A SCHOLAR. THE
GOAL IS TO LEAVE THE READER WITH A COMPREHENSIVE UNDERSTANDING OF THE CURRENT STATE OF KNOWLEDGE AND A CLEAR
VISION FOR WHERE THE RESEARCH SHOULD PROCEED.

FAQ

Q: WHAT IS THE PRIMARY FUNCTION OF A CONCLUSION IN A CHICAGO STYLE
LITERATURE REVIEW?

A: THE PRIMARY FUNCTION OF A CONCLUSION IN A CHICAGO STYLE LITERATURE REVIEW IS TO SYNTHESIZE THE KEY FINDINGS,
THEMES, AND ARGUMENTS FROM THE REVIEWED LITERATURE, IDENTIFY EXISTING RESEARCH GAPS, AND SUGGEST DIRECTIONS FOR
FUTURE SCHOLARLY INQUIRY. |T PROVIDES CLOSURE AND DEMONSTRATES A COMPREHENSIVE UNDERSTANDING OF THE FIELD.

QZ SHOULD | INTRODUCE NEW SOURCES IN MY LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION?

A: NO, YOU SHOULD NOT INTRODUCE NEW SOURCES IN YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION. THE CONCLUSION SHOULD
ONLY DRAW FROM AND SYNTHESIZE THE INFORMATION FROM THE SOURCES THAT HAVE ALREADY BEEN DISCUSSED AND ANALYZED
IN THE BODY OF YOUR LITERATURE REVIEW.

Q: How DETAILED SHOULD MY SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH BE IN THE
CONCLUSION?

A: YOUR SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH SHOULD BE SPECIFIC AND WELL-REASONED. INSTEAD OF GENERAL STATEMENTS
LIKE “MORE RESEARCH IS NEEDED,” YOU SHOULD OUTLINE PARTICULAR METHODOLOGIES, THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS, OR
POPULATIONS THAT FUTURE STUDIES COULD EXPLORE, EXPLAINING WHY THESE AVENUES ARE IMPORTANT BASED ON THE
IDENTIFIED GAPS.

Q: WHAT IS THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN SYNTHESIS AND SUMMARY IN A LITERATURE
REVIEW CONCLUSION?

A: A SUMMARY MERELY REITERATES INDIVIDUAL POINTS OR STUDIES. A SYNTHESIS, ON THE OTHER HAND, INTEGRATES
INFORMATION FROM MULTIPLE SOURCES TO IDENTIFY OVERARCHING THEMES, PATTERNS, RELATIONSHIPS, AND DISCREPANCIES,
OFFERING A MORE ANALYTICAL AND COHESIVE UNDERSTANDING OF THE BODY OF LITERATURE.



Q: How CAN | EFFECTIVELY IDENTIFY RESEARCH GAPS IN MY LITERATURE REVIEW
CONCLUSION?

A: To EFFECTIVELY IDENTIFY RESEARCH GAPS, REFLECT ON AREAS WHERE THE LITERATURE IS LACKING, \WHERE METHODOLOGIES
ARE LIMITED, WHERE CONCLUSIONS ARE CONTRADICTORY, OR WHERE SPECIFIC POPULATIONS OR CONTEXTS HAVE BEEN UNDER-
EXAMINED. CLEARLY STATE THESE OMISSIONS AND EXPLAIN THEIR SIGNIFICANCE.

Q: WHAT DOES “SCAFFOLDING” REFER TO IN THE CONTEXT OF A LITERATURE REVIEW
CONCLUSION EXAMPLE?

A: IN THE CONTEXT OF THE LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION EXAMPLE, “SCAFFOLDING” REFERS TO THE SUPPORTIVE
STRUCTURES AND GUIDANCE PROVIDED BY INSTRUCTORS TO HELP STUDENTS DEVELOP CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS. THIS IS AN
EXAMPLE OF A NUANCED FINDING THAT MIGHT EMERGE FROM THE REVIEWED LITERATURE ON PEDAGOGICAL APPROACHES.

QI IS IT ACCEPTABLE TO USE A BRIEF CONCLUDING SENTENCE TO WRAP UP A CHICAGO
STYLE LITERATURE REVIEW CONCLUSION?

A: WHILE A STRONG CONCLUDING SECTION SHOULD FEEL COMPLETE, A SINGLE, BRIEF SENTENCE IS GENERALLY INSUFFICIENT. A
ROBUST CHICAGO STYLE CONCLUSION REQUIRES SYNTHESIS, GAP IDENTIFICATION, AND SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE RESEARCH,
WHICH NECESSITATES MORE THAN JUST A PERFUNCTORY CLOSING STATEMENT.

Q: How poes THE CHICAGO STYLE INFLUENCE THE WRITING OF A LITERATURE REVIEW
CONCLUSION?

A: THE CHICAGO STYLE EMPHASIZES CLARITY, PRECISION, AND ADHERENCE TO ESTABLISHED CITATION CONVENTIONS. IN A
CONCLUSION, THIS TRANSLATES TO A WELL-ORGANIZED PRESENTATION OF SYNTHESIZED INFORMATION, CLEAR ARTICULATION OF
RESEARCH GAPS, AND WELL-SUPPORTED SUGGESTIONS FOR FUTURE STUDY, ALL WHILE MAINTAINING ACADEMIC RIGOR.
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