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Agenda

• Morning
• Premises and goals of the course
• Academic integrity 
• How academic publishing works
• Online profiles 
• Searching for literature

• Afternoon
• Mechanics of searching → Choosing and using databases
• Understanding bibliometric indicators
• Organizing and managing your references



Academic Integrity



Academic integrity

• Integrity -> probity (uprightness), 
incorruptibility, honor.

• The idea that there is a moral code of conduct 
that guides one’s behavior as they go about 
their academic activities.
• E.g., researching, teaching, dealing with data, 

(co-)writing, publishing, consulting with 
businesses.

• Maintenance of academic ethical standards.



“The International Center for Academic Integrity defines academic 
integrity as a commitment, even in the face of adversity, to six 

fundamental values: honesty, trust, fairness, respect, responsibility, 
and courage. From these values flow principles of behavior that enable 

academic communities to translate ideals into action.”

Source: ICAI. (2021). The fundamental values of academic integrity (3rd ed.). International Center for Academic Integrity. 
www.academicintegrity.org/the-fundamental-valuesof- academic-integrity

https://doi.org/www.academicintegrity.org/the-fundamental-valuesof-%20academic-integrity


National Committees for Research Ethics in Norway

• Concrete guidelines for different fields:
• National Committee for Medical and Health Research 

Ethics (NEM guidelines).

• National Committee for Research Ethics in Science and 
Technology (NENT guidelines).

• National Committee for Research Ethics in the Social 
Sciences and the Humanities (NESH guidelines).

• National Commission for the Investigation of Research 
Misconduct.

• National Committee for Research Ethics on Human 
Remains.

• Magasinet Forskningsetikk

https://www.forskningsetikk.no/en/guidelines/
https://www.forskningsetikk.no/ressurser/magasinet/


Source: PhD Comics. The actual method. Available at:  https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=761

A few things to think about

Adequate citation practices and use of other’s ideas and materials

•Plagiarism, self-plagiarism, direct citation, paraphrasing

•When does a claim require citation and when does it not?

Collaboration and co-authorship

•How much is enough to warrant co-authorship

•Criteria for claiming authorship (Vancouver recommendations)

Public interest disclosure

•Commissioned research

•Patents and other commercial interests

Data protection and responsibility

•Confidentiality, consent

•Vulnerable groups

Clearly fraudulent practices are “easy” to deal with 
The bigger challenge lies in “grey zones”

Source: PhD Comics. The author list. Available at: https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=562

https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=761
https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=562


Who can you ask for help?

• Your supervisor

• The coordinator of your PhD program

• The library,
• Section Learning and research services

• The Human resources department
• Senior advisor Astrid Haugskott Dahl

• Si ifra! -> https://www.nord.no/kontakt-oss/si-ifra

• Reporting anonymously https://nettskjema.no/a/162546#/page/1

mailto:astrid.h.dahl@nord.no
https://www.nord.no/kontakt-oss/si-ifra
https://nettskjema.no/a/162546#/page/1


How academic publishing works



There are lots of actors with a stake in academic publishing

Academic 
publishing

Authors and 
co-authors

The scientific 
community

•Your main 
audience

The 
University 

Library

Publishers

•e.g., Elsevier, 
Springer, Taylor 
& Francis etc.

Journals, 
editors, 

reviewers

Funding 
agencies

•Who paid for 
your research?



Before you submit…
• Become familiar with the journals in your field early on.

• When you are recommended a paper/book chapter to read, go 
beyond the title/theme and take a moment to notice who the 
authors are and where it has been published.

• Notice in which journals the scholars you most read publish.

• Understand the differences in scope from different journals (niche 
vs. broad journals) and consider what audience you want to reach.

• If you have a manuscript ready, notice which journal(s) you cite the 
most in you reference list.

• Read the guide for authors very carefully before submitting.
• What types of contributions do they accept?

• What formatting requirements do they ask for?

• All publishers and journals make this information available for authors.



https://www.science.org/content/page/science-information-authors


https://www.sciencedirect.com/journal/research-policy


https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/journal/15309290


Standard issue and Special Issues

• Special issues are a collection with more 
specific and homogeneous themes.
• SIs have deadlines, standard issues have 

running submissions.

• Could be an open call for papers or the 
proceedings of a seminar or conference 
with invited contributors.

• Some journals invite for “calls for special 
issue proposals”, others do not.

• The prestige of publishing on a SI depends 
on the field.

• Beware for SI in predatory journals!

• Is it easier or is it more difficult to publish 
in a special issue?

Source: PhD Comics. Deadline. Available at: https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=998

https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=998


Example CfP – Special issue

Suggested 
RQs and 
themes

Background and justification for SI



Photo by Mikhail Nilov (Pexels)

• Imagine you have finished writing a paper. You 
are confident of its quality and the 
contribution it makes. You already discussed 
with your co-authors which journal you would 
like to publish in. 
• You already read the information for authors in 

the journal’s webpage and formatted accordingly.

• You are ready to submit!

• What happens next?

https://www.pexels.com/photo/a-woman-in-black-blazer-holding-her-eyeglasses-6981018/


What 
happens after 
you submit 
your paper

Peer-review



Peer-review
• Peer-review is at the heart of scholarly publishing.

• Reviewers (aka referees) assess the quality of the 
manuscript and give recommendations for the 
editors.
• Reject (sometimes “Reject and re-submit”)
• Major revisions
• Minor revisions
• Publish

• Reviewers usually only have access to each 
others’ comments after they have submitted 
them to the editor.

• Who is a peer? Who can be peer-reviewers?

• Different types of peer-review:
• Blind, double-blind, triple blind, open peer-review.

Photo by Vanessa Garcia (Pexels)

https://www.pexels.com/photo/man-in-red-sweater-using-macbook-6326412/


Source: PhD Comics. Addressing reviewer comments. Available at: https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=581

https://phdcomics.com/comics/archive.php?comicid=581


Addressing reviewer comments

You do not ‘have to’ do what the 
reviewer asks.

• If you decide to push back, you need to be 
able to articulate a reason and be clear 
about the potential limitations involved 
with your choices.

• Assess the risks of not addressing changes 
the reviewer requested.

• At the end of the day this is your work, 
not the reviewers’, and you need to be 
comfortable with—and proud of—what it 
says and how.

Reviewers seldom pick on the 
same issues. If they do, make sure 
to listen. They might have a point.

• Be polite and avoid being adversarial, no 
matter how annoyed you are. 

• But you should not be deferential or 
submissive either. This is a dialogue 
between peers!

It is good practice to organize your 
response as a table:

• Three columns: comment, response, 
quotation from revised text.

• Many journals will give you detailed 
guidance about the format they want you 
to reply to their reviews.



One example:
• From the reviewer process for:

• Nogueira, L. A., Kringelum, L. B., Olsen, J., 
Jørgensen, F. A., & Vangelsten, B. V. (2022). 
What would it take to establish a take-back 
scheme for fishing gear? Insights from a 
comparative analysis of fishing gear and 
beverage containers. Journal of Industrial 
Ecology. https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.13296

• This as a 6000-word paper submitted to a 
level 2 journal.

• There were four reviewers plus the editor 
(who commented actively). The length of 
the first round of reviews was about 4000 
words of comments combined.

https://doi.org/10.1111/jiec.13296


• Often, editors might invite an 
additional reviewer to break the 
impasse, before returning your 
manuscript.

• The editor should provide 
guidance. If they don’t do it 
proactively, you can and should ask 
them before investing too much 
time trying to please everyone.

What happens when reviewers disagree? What if 
they give contradictory advice or make 

incompatible requests?



How you too can become a reviewer

Make sure to ask 
for and offer 
friendly reviews

•Colleagues and fellow 
PhD students.

•Internal seminars

Register as a 
reviewer on the 
website of the 
journals you are 
interested in

Tell people you 
know you are 
refereeing for 
your topics of 
interest

•You can e-mail editors 
offering to review, but 
make sure you are on 
top of your game

Network with 
journal editors 
(courses, confs) 
and let them 
know you are 
available

Conferences 
sometimes ask 
you to referee 
when you submit 
a contribution 

Publish and 
become known in 
your field!

•As you become known 
for a certain 
contribution or in a 
specific field, editors will 
reach out to you



Why would you want to review?

• You will have access to state-of-
the-art knowledge in your field.

• You will have the opportunity to 
influence the research agenda.

• You will see what other’s papers 
look like before they are all 
polished and published.

• There are increasing attempts to 
give credit for reviewers.

• Doing a proper job is time 
consuming.

• You might want (or need) to limit 
distractions and extra work during 
your PhD.

• Though you don’t have to say yes 
every time!

• Journals will not pay you for this 
work (but will profit from it).



How to give 
feedback as a 

reviewer

• Think about how you would like to be addressed as an author.

• Write as if you knew your review would be open for anyone to read.

• Being direct is no excuse for being rude or arrogant.

• Try to be an ally and constructive.

Be kind – it is very well possible to be both kind and direct

• There are many different approaches, but I like to divide my reviews into (1) overall impression and 
general comments; (2) comments per section (intro, theory, methods, results, discussion, conclusion).

• Some people begin summarizing / describing the paper in their own words.

• Be concrete and specific → “there are errors in the reference list” (what kind of errors!?) vs. “I noticed 
that some papers are cited, but not listed in the reference list. One of quite a few examples is Hansen et 
al. 2021, which is cited on page 4, but not in the reference list.” 

Be organized and clear

• NOT: “Great paper, I recommend publication”.

• NOT: “This is a mediocre article on a trivial topic that does not make a clear contribution, so I 
recommend it to be rejected”.

• You don’t always need to be lengthy, but you need to offer reasons for your recommendation.

• It is ok to recommend a paper even your own, but ONLY if it really adds to the research, rather than to 
increase your own citations.

• Remember to handle papers you are asked to review as confidential information.

Do a proper review → Academic integrity also applies in your role as a reviewer

• You might know the methods very well but have only a slight acquaintance with the theoretical 
framework → the editor might then seek additional reviewers to supply this competence.

• The perspective of ‘newcomers’ or ‘outsiders’ might be refreshing and valuable.

Focus on the areas you are strong in, but let the editor know if you fall short on something



What are the pros and cons
of peer-review? Are there 

alternatives?



Academic 
publishing is a 
business

Source: Buranyi, S. (2017, juni 27). Is the staggeringly profitable business of scientific publishing bad for science? The Guardian. 
https://www.theguardian.com/science/2017/jun/27/profitable-business-scientific-publishing-bad-for-science

https://www.theguardian.com/science/2017/jun/27/profitable-business-scientific-publishing-bad-for-science
https://www.theguardian.com/science/2017/jun/27/profitable-business-scientific-publishing-bad-for-science


The economics of academic publishing

Traditional 
model

Authors submit their papers to a journal, usually for free.

- In some areas it is common that authors pay to have their 
papers assessed by the journal.

Publishers of the journal charge libraries for subscription fees, so 
that researchers can have access to them.

Authors give up copyright, but retain the moral rights (and 
responsibilities) over their work.

Open 
access

Authors pay an article processing charge (after
the article is accepted for publication).

The publisher makes the article freely and 
permanently available to anyone interested.

Creative commons license → Author retain 
copyright of their work.

Hybrid 
model

Some journals give the author both options → either publish 
as a subscription article (behind  paywall) or as an OA article.



Beware of predatory publishing!

• Some actors—not just journals, but also 
conferences —are predatory. That is, they 
prey on the pressure scholars experience to 
publish.

• Some scholars are misled → inexperience, 
gullibility, inattention.

• Others publish with full awareness (against 
academic integrity principles) → they 
probably want to inflate their publication 
performance statistics (or that of their 
departments). 

• Your reputation as an academic is everything. 
Beware of predatory actors.

Illustration by David Parkins, available on: Grudniewicz, A et al. (2019). Predatory journals: No 
definition, no defence. Nature, 576(7786), 210–212. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-019-03759-y

https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-019-03759-y


Some are 
ridiculously  
obviously 
predatory!



Others are 
sneakier…

AEJ?



Anything 
goes…



Beware of 
“awards”!



Recognizing predatory actors 
• This is a complex and hotly debated issue, with many 

suggested criteria.

• A few rules of thumb → watch out for:
• Journals that mimicking the name or a prestigious journal.

• Journals that promise to accepting articles suspiciously quickly 
→ (what kind of peer review can be done in 48 hours?).

• Journals that first accept your paper and only after that notify 
you that there is a fee for publication, which is not related to 
open access.

• Journals or publishers that engage in aggressive marketing for 
scholars to submit papers, serve in editorial boards, or promote 
a suspicious number of special issues simultaneously.

• Journals that seek legitimacy by saying they are “indexed” by 
ResearchGate, Academia.edu → these are social networks, not 
databases. 

• Check the Norwegian register for scientific journals, 
series and publishers

• Journals that are not in the registry are not necessarily 
predatory.

• Beware of journals classified as level ‘X’.
Photo by Emiliano Vittoriosi on Unsplash.

https://kanalregister.hkdir.no/publiseringskanaler/Forside.action?request_locale=en
https://kanalregister.hkdir.no/publiseringskanaler/Forside.action?request_locale=en
https://unsplash.com/@emilianovittoriosi?utm_source=unsplash&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=creditCopyText
https://unsplash.com/photos/0N_azCmUmcg?utm_source=unsplash&utm_medium=referral&utm_content=creditCopyText


Resources at Nord university
• www.nord.no/en/library/resear

ch-and-publish

• Information about open access, 
predatory publishing, and more! 

http://www.nord.no/en/library/research-and-publish
http://www.nord.no/en/library/research-and-publish


Disclaimer! The page has been 
edited to fit the presentation – the 
middle part was cut and the upper 
and bottom were joined together.



Searching for literature



1. What do you want to accomplish 

when you search for literature?

2. How do different purposes affect your 

approach to search?



“The objectives behind each search type (why 
we search) should determine the search 

methods—that is, system choice (where we 
search) and search heuristics (how we search).”

Gusenbauer, M., & Haddaway, N. R. (2021). What every researcher should know about searching – clarified concepts, search advice, and an 
agenda to improve finding in academia. Research Synthesis Methods, 12(2), 136–147. https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1457

Gusenbauer & Haddaway, 2021; p.138

https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1457


What do you want to accomplish with your search?
• Lookup searches (clear purpose, low rigor)

• Retrieving a specific item

• Fact-checking

• Exploratory searchers (unclear purpose, medium 
rigor in planning/reporting)

• Get inspiration

• Get acquainted with a new field

• Keeping up to date

• Spotting knowledge gaps

• Writing a narrative review (for an article or Kappa)

• Scoping stage of a systematic search

• Systematic searches (clear purpose, high rigor in 
planning/reporting)

• Take stock or make a map of the field (bibliometric 
analysis)

• Publish a stand-alone SLR article or meta-analysis

Source: (Gusenbauer & Haddaway, 2021)



Different types of literature review

Narrative (traditional) 
literature review

• Offers an account of what has 
been published in a field

• Based on a clear question

Scoping review

• Exploratory stage of a 
systematic literature review

• Identifies key concepts, 
theories and sources

• Learning-driven; unclear 
question

Systematic literature 
review

• Systematic search, appraisal 
and synthesis of knowledge

• Aims for exhaustive and 
comprehensive search of 
relevant records

• Pre-defined and protocol-
driven, but based on earlier 
scoping work

• Aims for transparency and 
reproducibility

• Prisma flow

Umbrella review

• A review of earlier literature 
reviews

Meta-analysis

• Statistically combine results 
(i.e., data) of quantitative 
studies

• Graphical and numerical 
presentation; narrative 
commentary

• Aims for transparency and 
reproducibility

Source: Grant, M. J., & Booth, A. (2009); Gusenbauer & Haddaway (2021)



Other ways of 
categorizing LRs

Critical 
review

State-of 
the art-
review

Integrative 
review

Problematizing 
review

…



Different search 
approaches 

(i.e., heuristics)

Contact with experts

Snowballing
• Footnote chasing (backward chaining)

• Citation searching (forward chaining)

Pearl growing

Building blocks

(Post-query) filtering
• Journal run -> Selecting the specific journals in which a search protocol 

will run



Contact with experts



How do you find out who are the 
important / seminal people in your field?



Finding out 
who are the 
important 
/seminal 
authors in 
your field?

Ask your supervisor

Read an encyclopedia entry on your field/discipline

• Encyclopedias usually indicate the seminal authors in a field, and note who wrote the encyclopedia entry

Check the introductory chapters of a textbook in your field

Check the theory session of a recently published doctoral dissertation in your field

• NORA: Norwegian Open Research Archives

Read a bibliometric paper or a literature review article

Note who is cited in the literature review session of an empirical article you find good or useful

Search for your discipline as a search term in a reference database and check the authors for the most 
cited papers



Snowballing and
pearl growing



Sn
o

w
b

al
lin

g • Starting point is one (or a 
few) key studies

• Seminal studies, state of the art 
studies, other LRs

• Look at the reference list 
(backwards)

• Look at citations (forward)

Pe
ar

l g
ro

w
in

g • Starting point is one (or a 
few) key search terms

• They can be derived from a key 
source by seeing what index 
terms are associated with it.

• Perform search, select 
relevant hits, refine search 
terms, perform new search

• Grow the pearl by 
successive iterations



Building blocks 
and post-query filtering



Structured search on databases
A database is a service that draws information from a selection of sources. 

Subject 
specific

PubMed and Medline for 
Medicine

CINAHL for nursing and 
other heath sciences

APA PsychArticles and 
Psychinfo for psychology

ERIC for education

EconLit for economics

Different 
types of 
material

Eurostat for EU statistics

dataverse.no

Lovdata for legal 
resources

Retriever (ATEKST) for 
media sources in 

Norway

Specific 
publishers

Taylor and Francis

Sage

SpringerLink

ScienceDirect (Elsevier)

Wiley Online Library 

Generic 
search 

engines

ORIA – library search 
engine

nettbibliotek.no 
The National Library of 

Norway

Google scholar

Open 
repositories

ResearchGate

SSRN: Social Science 
Research Network

RePEc: 
Research Papers in 

Economics

Reference 
databases

Scopus

Web of Science

•Social Sciences Citation 
Index, Science Citation 
Index, Arts & Humanities 
Citation Index etc.



Make a search protocol

• Background → What is the motivation for performing a search?

• Problem formulation and research question

• Search terms and blocks

• Choice of database → Do you need more than one database? Why / why not?

• Boundaries of search → timeframe, source and document type, language, specific 
journals etc.

• Criteria for inclusion → What makes a hit relevant to your purposes?

• Criteria for exclusion → What makes a hit NOT relevant to your purposes?



Background, problem formulation and RQ

Research area: Sustainable entrepreneurship

Empirical example of a 
problem formulation:

New information technologies, in particular AI, are brought to market and raise the 
interests of students faster than the ability of academic librarians to assess their 
quality and ideal conditions for their adoption (or rejection) and the effect of these 
technologies on student’s information competences.

Example of RQ (1): How do academic librarians keep up to date with new technologies and how do they 
adapt their activities to student’s adoption of innovative tools? 

Example of RQ (2): How have academic librarians coped with earlier instances of technological change in 
their professional activities (e.g., Wikipedia, e-books, electronic journals, the 
internet)?

Example of RQ (n): …



Search terms and blocks

Search term 1 Search term 2 Search term 3 Search term 4

• Identify the key words in your 
problem/question and organize 
them on a table.

• Each column constitutes a 
search block.

• The different search 
blocks/columns are combined 
with AND

• You then get a hit list of articles 
that contain at least one word 
from each search block

• Expand your table with 
synonyms (OR)

• Use the table to (re)consider 
how keywords should be 
combined.

Search term 1 Search term 2 Search term 3 Search term n

Academic librarian New technologies
Adoption of 

innovative tools

Adaptation Students

AND AND AND

How do academic librarians keep up to date with new 
technologies and how do they adapt their activities to 

students’ adoption of innovative tools? 





AND: Search terms combined with AND must all 
be present in the articles

OR: At least one of the keywords combined with 
OR must be present in the articles

Combining search terms 
and keywords with 
Boolean operators

• AND and OR

• Be careful with AND NOT 
(exclude one term)
• Always at the end



Where can I find 
synonyms? 
• Brainstorm 

• Use dictionaries and thesauri
• www.oed.com

• www.merriam-webster.com

• www.thesaurus.com

• www.freethesaurus.com

• Check if your database has a 
thesaurus / list of indexed terms

• CESSDA Thesauri 

https://www.merriam-webster.com/
https://www.merriam-webster.com/
https://www.freethesaurus.com/
https://www.freethesaurus.com/
https://thesauri.cessda.eu/en/


Controlled
vocabulary

• A list of standardized subject headings, often associated with a specific 
database:

• CINAHL subject headings, MeSH (Medline and PubMed), APA 
Thesaurus of Psychological Index Terms (PsycInfo) 

• Scopus and WoS do not have controlled vocabularies

• aka index terms, subject headings, subject terms, system keywords, 
descriptors

• Advantages:

• Organized vocabulary -> clear terms representing a concept

• Allows browsing, which helps with brainstorming

• Hierarchical nature allows choice regarding broader/narrower 
concepts

Keywords

• Terms authors use to describe what their work is about (own words)

• Free text

• Advantages:

• Captures vocabulary developments in the field quicker and more 
effectively

• Portable across databases



School librarian
Reference librarian

Public librarian
Corporate librarian

Librarian
Information services 

professional 
Cybrarian
Archivist
Curator

Educator

Tool
IT

Mechanization
Automation
Digitalization

Computerization
Artificial intelligence

AI
Innovation

Adjustment
Accommodation

Acculturation
Conversion

Shift
Transformation

Transition
Adjustment

Adoption
Compromise

Reconciliation

Schoolchildren
Youth

Education
Graduates

Search terms and blocks

Search term 1 Search term 2 Search term 3 Search term 4

Academic librarian New technologies
Innovation

Adaptation Students

• Identify the key words in your 
problem/question and organize 
them on a table.

• Each column constitutes a 
search block.

• The different search 
blocks/columns are combined 
with AND

• You then get a hit list of articles 
that contain at least one word 
from each search block

• Expand your table with 
synonyms (OR)

• Use the table to (re)consider 
how keywords should be 
combined.

AND AND AND

OR

How do academic librarians keep up to date with new 
technologies and how do they adapt their activities to 

students’ adoption of innovative tools? 





“Information services 
professional”

Cybrarian
Archivist
Educator

Digital*
“Information 
technology”
Adaptation
Adoption 

Youth
Education
Graduate

Search tables need to be adjusted

How do academic librarians keep up to date with new technologies 
and how do they adapt their activities to students’ adoption of 

innovative tools? 

Search term 1 Search term 2 Search term 3 Search term 4

“Academic librarian” “New technolog*”
Innovation

Students (?) ?

AND AND AND

OR

Type of 
discipline?

Geographical 
limitation?







Systematic 
thinking 

Creative 
thinking 

Discussion: 

Which is more important for a database search?



Tips and tricks for your search string
* Truncation

(0 or more characters)

Watch out for where you put the * Scopus searches for plural and possessive forms automatically

Sustain * → sustainable, sustainability, sustained… Sustainabl* will not catch ‘sustainability’

? Wildcards 
(single character)

Wom?n → woman, women

{} Braces {sustainable development} searches for actual characters

«sustainable development» searchers for the term

Proximity operators 
W/n and Pre/n

W/n  → no regard to placement (Sustain* w/15 development)

Pre/n → the first precedes the latter (Sustain* Pre/3 development) 

Pay attention to 
hyphens

New-venture and New venture



What if results are 
unsatisfactory?

• Check for spelling mistakes.
• Are your terms aligned with the usage in your 

discipline?
• Discuss your search terms with your supervisor or 

a trusted senior colleague.

• Are there alternative search terms you could use?
• Get help from a librarian!

• Too many results?
• remove some synonyms (OR)
• add new blocks for a more specified search (AND) 

• Too few results?
• Rearrange or combine search blocks (AND)
• Add synonyms where relevant (OR)

• It may be appropriate to divide the problem and 
make several different searches.

• Consider whether there can be a transfer value.
Photo by Nicola Barts (Pexels)

https://www.pexels.com/photo/frustrated-man-in-front-of-a-laptop-7927346


Remember!
• Databases and search engines do not 

“think” for you. 

• Building a search string is like 
building an algorithm.

• Results are a function of the 
instructions you give.

• You might not find hits exactly on 
your topic. Does not mean they are 
not relevant.

• It is your job to “process” results into 
something meaningful to your field.

Photo by Andrea Piacquadio (Pexels)

:%20https:/www.pexels.com/photo/woman-draw-a-light-bulb-in-white-board-3758105/


Let’s look at Scopus and Medline!



A few tips

• Use a reference management 
software.

• EndNote, Zotero, Mendeley, 
RefWorks…

• Consider using Rayyan to organize 
the literature review process.

• Create a profile on Scopus / Web of 
Science and create alerts.

• Get acquainted with Browzine

https://www.rayyan.ai/
https://browzine.com/libraries/1466/subjects
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