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First et the "big picture” by reading the title, key
words and abstract carefully: this will tell you the

major findings and why they mattes

* Quickly scan the article without taking notes; focus on headings

and subheadings

* Note the publishing date; for many areas, current research s more

relevant,

* Note any terms and parts you don't understand for furthey

reading

READ

©LUPYTHA HERMIN

DRINK
COFFEL



Step by step

Most journals require research papers to use
IMR&D or similar format
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Introduction
1 1
Methods Central
T I report
Results section
1 1
Discussion /
Conclusion

“We balance

probabilities and
choose the most likely.
It is the scientific use

of the imagination.”

— The Hound of the
Baskervilles




Baslik ve Yazarlar

* Dikkat cekici
A good headline must be:

e Tutarl
e Kulaga hos gelmeli

. & 35 v Attention-grabbing v Credible
e [nandirici
e Kisa ve 0z v Coherent v Concise
* Dogru

‘/ It must be written in ‘/ Accurate
an active voice

ESSAY




Yazar sayisl

* We next turn to studying
authorship over time. The average Authorship over time
number of authors per paper has
increased more than 5-fold over
the last 100 years, going from ~1
author per paperin 1913 to ~5.4
authors per paper in 2013
Interestingly, the only significant
drop in the average number of
authors per paper occurs between
1945 and 1949. Although this dip
occurs at the end of World War I,
it is unclear whether there exists a
causal link.

Average number of authors per paper



Yazar sayisl

* The trend in number of authors is also
influenced by a journal's authorship
policies. In November of 1991, the New
England Journal of Medicine (NEJM)
wrote an editorial announcing a new
policy that limits the number of authors
to 12 (Kassirer and Angell 1991). As a
result, we observe a significant decrease
in the average number of authors in
NEJM papers starting in 1992. In 2002,
however, the NEJM editorial board
reverted their decision (Drazen and
Curfman 2002) and, although not
immediately, the average number of
authors per paper increased significantly
a few years later.

Authorship over time
(New England Journal of Medicine)

adll

1992

Average number of authors per paper

Year



Abstract-miniature

e purpose or rationale of study
(why they did it)

 methodology (how they did it)
* results (what they found)
e conclusion (what it means)

* Veritabanlarindan arama
vaptiginizda gordiuginiiz
kisimdir. Makaleyi buna gore
okumaya deger olup olmadigina
karar verebilirsiniz.
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Introduction Structure

WORDVICE

INTRODUCTION:
What is known?

(Our understanding of the
world)

What is unknown?

(What's the gap we want
to fill?)

How and why

should we fill the gap?

(Your rationale and
purpose/hypothesis)



metod

e okuyucuya soruyu
cevaplamak icin hangi
deneylerin yapildigini
soyler

e Calismanin
tekrarlanabilirligini
gostertr.

* Teknik ayrinti icerdiginden
zordur.




metod

A

Abstract
(x%4y=1.2, P=0.875)

Introduction
(x2(4)=4.9, P=0288)

Discussion
((%4)=9.9, P=0.041%)

Results: text
(x%4)=16.0, P=0.003**)

Results: figures + tables
(x%)=23.6, P<0.001**)

Methods *

(x%4)=59.1, P<0.001**)

2nd year 3rd year
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| T More important

Results - figures + tables
(H=18.0, P<0.001**)

Results - text
(H=10.3, P=0.036*)

Methods
(H=43.8, P<0.001**)
Abstract
(H=24.4, P<0.001**)

Introduction
(H=3.9, P=0.409)

Discussion
(H=31.7, P<0.001**)

2nd year 3rd year PhD PostDoc Academic
Career Stage

RESEARCH ARTICLE

Perceptions of scientific research literature
and strategies for reading papers depend on
academic career stage

Katharine E. Hubbard®*, Sonja D. Dunbar



Bulgular

* Bir calismanin
tamaminin ayrintili bir
sekilde okunup
okunmamasina karar
verilen yer bulgular
kismidir.

* Bu bélimde TABLOLAR
ve RESIMLER oldukc¢a
onemli oldugundan
tablo ve resimleri
anlamaya calisin




Tartisma ve Sonuc

* Yazarlarin bulgularini
diger calismalarin
sonuclari ile karsilastirdigi

kisimdir. Knowledge gap H
* Sonuclarini IKNA ETMEYE

calisir.

e Referanslarin glincel

. What is known
olmasi
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v'Bu arastirma hangi spesifik
problemi ele aliyor? Ve neden
onemlidir?

v'Bu yontem iyi bir yontem midir?
En iyisi?

v'Spesifik bulgular nelerdir? Onlari
bir veya iki cimleyle 6zetleyebilir
miyim?
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* Bulgular ikna edici kanitlarla
destekleniyor mu?

e Alandaki diger calismalari
benzersiz / yeni / siradisl veya
destekleyici mi?

* Sonuclarin alanimla ilgisi nedir?

 Spesifik olarak ne sundu? Geriye
ne kaldi?

Is this you...
or are YOU you?

e NS, SN

FUTUREWORLD

where you can’t rell
the morrals from the machines
...even when you look in the miirror!




ozet

Everything will be alnght

In the end so 1f 1t 1S not
KR

Deborah Moggach




