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Evaluating the Research Literature  

Both articles share similarities and differences. The articles, “Sneak It in”: Information 

Literacy Instruction Related to Misinformation and “With Friends Like These…”, examine how 

librarians and instructors respond to current challenges in information literacy and the modern 

information environment.  Each article highlights the importance of information literacy 

instruction and notes that librarians' role is crucial in these circumstances, helping students 

critically evaluate information sources. Technology is also the central focus in both articles. 

However, one article examines how misinformation spreads, while the other looks at how AI 

chatbots influence how young adults find information and emotional support. Additionally, the 

immediate difference between the articles lies in the authors’ approach and scope.  

Enis (2026) writes a professional periodical article that combines existing studies, 

surveys, and reports to discuss how young adults are increasingly using AI chatbots and why 

librarians should learn about and teach AI literacy and critical evaluation skills. In contrast, 

Bugre et al. (2026) introduce a peer-reviewed study that uses qualitative data from librarian 

workshops to examine how misinformation instruction is designed and how trust influences 

those decisions. Because of this difference, the Bugre study provides direct research evidence 

and a methodological approach, while the Enis article offers a broader overview of existing 

studies and commentary on current trends. Therefore, the scholarly articles provide stronger 

research findings, whereas the professional article helps frame the issue and highlights the 

practical implications for librarians and educators.  

​ Regarding the research for both articles, they differ in the type of research and how it is 

used in each application. The article, “Sneak It In,” can best be described as applied research. In 

this study, the authors examine how librarians design information literacy instruction and how 
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issues of trust influence those decisions. The end goal of the research is to generate knowledge 

that librarians can use to improve how to teach misinformation and information literacy. Because 

this research directly addresses professional practice and design, it fits the definition of applied 

research rather than basic or action research. On the other hand, Enis (2026) does not conduct his 

original research, so it does not fall into such categories. However, the article is closer to 

actionable research as it combines findings from existing studies and reports to help librarians 

understand AI chatbots and why AI literacy is becoming a crucial topic in the literary world. The 

main purpose of the article is to raise awareness and provide guidance for professionals, rather 

than to present new research findings.  

​ Additionally, Bugre et al. (2026) meet the criteria for rigorous scholarly research because 

they are published in a peer-reviewed journal and clearly explain the research question, 

methodology, participant selection, and data collection. The authors use the initial data to situate 

their current study within existing research, thereby strengthening the credibility of their 

conclusions. In contrast, “With Friends Like These…” does not represent rigorous scholarly 

research because it summarizes existing studies and research rather than presenting original 

research and methodology. However, it still provides useful information for librarians by 

highlighting these AI trends. Finally, a noteworthy difference is the intended audience and 

writing style. The scholarly article uses a formal academic tone in order to present its research, 

findings, and suggested outcomes, while the professional periodical uses a more accessible 

writing style to communicate information to librarians and instructors. These characteristics 

influence how each article presents knowledge and how readers can interpret and apply all of the 

information.   
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Figure 1. Screenshot from Bugre et al. (2026) discussing misinformation instruction strategies 
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Figure 2. Screenshot from Enis (2026) discussing the social impact of AI companions 
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