
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.

Table of Contents
The Purpose of a Literature Review Conclusion
Key Components of a Chicago Style Literature Review Conclusion
Synthesizing the Literature
Identifying Gaps in the Research
Suggesting Future Research Directions
A Chicago Style Conclusion for Literature Review Example
Common Pitfalls to Avoid in Literature Review Conclusions
Best Practices for Writing a Strong Conclusion

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. Its 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. It is 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
forward.

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. It requires a precise articulation of



the main arguments and findings derived from the reviewed sources. Essentially, it aims to answer
the implicit question: "What 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 frameworks 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. These 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 forward-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. It 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. However, 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
2021). 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."

Common Pitfalls to Avoid 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. Vague recommendations for future
research, such as simply stating "more research is needed," are unhelpful. Instead, 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.

When 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. It provides closure and demonstrates a comprehensive
understanding of the field.

Q: Should I 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 I 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.

Q: 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 does 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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