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(%Zf+ 20034108 17H)

0. ABEIBLRLrHET LS VHWDIEENL 7+ —< v FTdh D “IMRAD” B, (Introduction,
Methods, Results, and Discussion) TEHEPNEFEERLOEFNFNDOXL Y ¥ a Y IZBEAEOERE,
TELXHLPICLEIETEODTH A,

4 [l British Medical Journal (BMJ) 12388 &, BMJ DL TH 5 Student BMJ (2 5k X
NIZERXD ) B “IMRAD” BRD & ¥ 7 ¥ a VITREHFMFIT SN 721005 L % BT S & L, Abstract
#43 & ‘Methods and Results’ D & ) ICBEO L2 L a v i F Lo TUEDDEREE L2mTIINS41
E L7z XEBITICITHARKREZREARBKRSED 7)) — Y 7 k% = 7 KWIC Concordance for Windows
Version 4.7 % L 7.

1. O=N2DHPE

AT SR AR L DMFEEENIHI20775E (WER @ Introduction (LAF 1) #843+1.85EE, Methods (M) B
575.3775%, Results (R) #§4 6 7355, Discussion (D) #8457 FfE) Tho7:. F-HBHEERIIN
275 (WER 1 3.3F%, M 613, R 5.3T#E, D 6.2T%E) Thor.

ENENDET L a v BOENIONE COBBEERBIIRDL I ICh 5.

1.1 RFADSHEEE L1058

I M R D

1. patients (74) patients (286) patients (375) study (341)
2. health (73) study (220) table (319) : patients (336)
3. study (63) data (168) women (309) women (260)
4. studies (57) hospital (149) p (260) risk (232)

5. risk (51) age (137) group (228) cancer (184)
6. cancer (44) analysis (130) age (219) studies (178)
7. treatment (43) health (111) years (157) results (150)
8. care (40) women (105) risk (144) data (136)
9. factors (37) questionnaire (102) cancer (132) health (120)
10. people (37) number (101) time (126) smoking (119)

INETNDE 7 ¥ a3 ¥ T ‘patients’, ‘health’ »° LIS BE L TW5, 27 a VEBICRAEITIE
‘study’, ‘studies’ %% <, M T ‘analysis’, ‘data’, ‘questionnaire’ 3% & LT\ 5. R Tii ‘p, ‘table’
M EALIAZE L, D Tid ‘data’, ‘results’, ‘risk’ 7555\,

BFERKRE BEI HEN
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1.2 BhiE, BhEDEAOD SRR LAI105E

I
. is (170)
. have (139)
. been (126)
. has (116)
. are (113)
. was (91)
. be (87)
. may (60)
. were (48)
10. use (30)

W 0 3 & O & W DN o~

M

were (1100)
was (851)
had (224)
used (186)
is (132)

be (126)
using (98)
been (90)
included (90)
are (89)

i uf

R

were (1023)
was (856)
had (479)
be (147)
shows (127)
did (125)
have (123)
is (108)
been (106)
reported (96)

D

is (776)
be (641)
was (514)
were (425)
are (409)
have (402)
may (325)
been (238)
had (203)
has (200)

WEFNhOYX 7 Y3 T BEBFAOCEENEVA, HIZM & R TO ‘were O HBEIEAHETL - T
A, &Y 23 aryTHNAHAVE 3—B8EHE LTI VETEEZRTBEF L L THELNLIHENS
V., fLOBhENETIE MAY 51 & D THEREZEICHER SRS,

1.3 Z0DEH
I

. the (956)
. of (909)

. in (586)

. and (562)
. to (415)

. a (317)

. with (189)
. that (167)
. for (166)

10. on (141)

© 00 3 & U1 = W N

M

the (3449)
of (2184)
and (1784)
to (1213)
in (1138)
a (956)
for (761)
by (508)
with (460)
or (433)

R

the (3395)
of (2414)
and (1685)
in (1597)
to (1212)
a (922)
for (858)
with (614)
or (386)
not (374)

D

the (3932)
of (3119)
in 2088)
and (1797)
to (1607)
a (1231)
that (899)
for (757)
with (735)
this (546)

WEhotr v a y Chd, sBEROFHAEE T, FUERERARIELS Va3 Y TROVBEELNS

v,

2. “IMRAD” 3L

“MRAD” X R Tz &+ 7 2 a v TRKDOOLNTWVETF—TidHR T o T3, 72& 2 IS Greenhalgh
(1997) % “Introduction (why the authors decided to do this particular piece of research), Methods
(how they did it and how they chose to analyse their results), Results (w#hat they found), and
Discussion (what they think the results mean )” & BT\ 5,

2.1. INTRODUCTION

DY 7T a TR AEDAICE ST KTV LER, FOSTHICBIT L BEOEE, BEOH
BIZOWTORES, X612, B bOMEOHNERTLEN D 5.
INFTFONBHTED L) BRIES L ENTRLPERTERICIIROLI L LDODVH 5 .
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Several studies have confirmed that ~
Previous studies have reported that ~
Several studies have shown that ~
Many reports have suggested that ~
Many have tried to answer this question
Some studies have reported ~ and others have reported ~
Several epidemiological studies have found that ~
Most studies in this area have been retrospective
With three exceptions, studies have been focused on ~
IOv7 T arTRINITIATONIFRICHMN L LELRH S, Z0D72® “HAVE +:B8FESH" @
5 A% <, HAVE OHEDE. FEEOEMH T study’, ‘studies dFHE T3,
FRRICBEDHRICERTAHETD “—etal BEFOBEIIRD L 5 ICBFIIBERTHELAT
W5
- et al found that ~
--- et al ascribed ~
- et al reported that ~
- et al observed ~
- et al compared ~
- et al failed to replicate ~

ZOFEOBEOHFIZR ED L) LIED D - 725 % 16T 5 L5 B EFIRO L 5 HhERIME
bhb .

TR TREINIH
The importance of ~ has received little attention.
An association between ~ has been shown, but data on ~ are inconclusive.
It has not been established whether ~
~ has not been investigated.
To our knowledge, no other study has investigated ~
Although ~ has been shown, the effectiveness of ~ is less clear
little research has been conducted ~
less interest has been directed towards ~
No published study could be found about ~

Research studies have so far failed to show ~

BIETE TR & M7z
We are not aware of any published trial of ~
Less is known about ~
It is rare to find studies that ~
There is little information on ~

There is little evidence on ~
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WFNROBIT Y ‘inconclusive’, ‘less’, ‘little’, ‘no’, ‘rare’ % EOBEM L EBHREVOEVPFEHI LT
5.
BEOHEOMEL 5> F X THF - BOMAEDOENEARTLENHS. BREZRTERRL L TRD
VDDV H 5 .
FFEE LT aim PMER S 7Bl
The aim of this study was to ~
The main aim of this study was to ~
The aim of the present study was to ~
The aim of our study was to ~

Our aim was to ~

Bhi & L C aim’ AMFEH S 726
Our study aimed to ~
We aimed to ~
We aimed at ~
‘gimed to’ (2t < BE 1213 ‘ascertain’, ‘assess’, ‘compare’, ‘describe’, ‘determine’; ‘establish’, ‘explore’,
‘investigate’ 7z £ A% 5. F 72, ‘aimed at’ IZid ‘collecting’, ‘determining’, ‘finding’, ‘summarising’ %

EhHE L Bli % .

Z DAt

We present such a study ~

We present the main results of ~

We present the first description data from ~

We also present data on pain ~

Here we present a detailed analysis of ~

We present the outcome ~

We therefore tested ~

We therefore looked at ~

We therefore performed a longitudinal study ~

Therefore, we set out to determine ~

We decided to ~

This paper presents the full results of ~

This paper presents an account of ~

BhE OREHIL ‘study & FEEICT A A, ‘paper X EFEICT AN TRZLR A, FiED study DEEN

IEBEFAE SN, ‘paper DHERIBAERISHONS. FiED we OBEFIFELONLEF LW
THAERLBER S ODNL.

2.2 METHODS
S0k y Y ayOBHEELHICIE analysis’, ‘data’, ‘questionnaire’ 7 &A5H 1, EHEEEIE IS EE
WKOBERH L. TDXr L ary THUELFERIECffin(2001) 12 & 5 & “study design, setting,

participants, intervention (what you did to the participants), main outcome measures (how you
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measured your interventions), methods of data analysis (statistical methods used) , and patient
consent procedures or institutional review board approval for the interventions” THh A Z &5 I 5
DIEDFREDOBESRZI DL ¥ a Y TRTREBFROWEZ L H5DLLTVWE LI THS.
REXNRE (subjects) 131. 10 EAZIORLICIZE TR T W22 WAS, ‘subjects’ DI TITHE, ‘subject’ O
Fc23Mml, EH120E DN T T ‘analysis’ BV THEDOBEWEFATH 5. F-RABOZRLFD
‘participants’, ‘participant’ 13 & 54 LD TV, Tho5DEE L {fEbN 28T ‘recruit’
TRDEH)IfEDbND :
Subjects were recruited from ~
Patients were recruited from ~
We recruited students to the study
The women were recruited to the cohort on ~
Participants were recruited from ~
~ were recruited by letter from ~
¥/, ZOtr v a vy TRBEFTBE HFMELNLZ EHFFEFEICEZ . ThEZDEs Y a T}
EREFZHINTE I L LRI D 5. BXBUHT 2 ZBEOE 413 T Ti242.3% (302/708),
R TI336.6% (1027/2809), D Ti354.6% (1265,2315) TH B HM Tlx Z DEIEH76.7% (1824/
2377) BB EA > Twh. RIEBE DZNEFRORI L OZHECTHCOWERTH L. BHE
BEEE () RHITRLTH 5.

I M R D
be 49 (87) 90 (126) 79 (147) 358 (641)
been 9% (126) 77 (90) 90 (106) 174 (238)
being 15 (24) 22 (34) 27 (63) 23 (62)
is 42 (170) 47 (132) 21 (108) 181 (776)
are 46 (113) 59 (89) 47 (78) 136 (409)
was 51 (91) 642 (851) 293 (865) 191 (514)
were 30 (48) 887 (1100) 470 (1024) 202 (425)

ZDk7 Y arTHE) BFAOKIIIKIE~NDE R EOBE % BV THEEINS N,
ED X9 IT ‘data analysis’' ¥ B 2o 72 PIZOVTOERD CDL 2 ¥ 3 L 2&oEFIER S 7%
V. ZE D ‘analysis’ % V5 & & OBYEIE ‘carry out’, ‘perform’, ‘conduct’ FHHT B HIAL W ¢
Statistical analysis was conducted according to ~
We carried out an initial analysis of ~
The analysis was performed using SPSS for Windows
BF D ‘analyse’ I ZBETHWONRLFNZ V. TDt 7 2 a v IZISS5EBE I EL TS HED
) bASBI P ZEIETHEDLN TV 5,
MEtY 7 MR BT A R T 258 3RD L) KBS S S
The analysis was performed using SPSS for Windows.
Analysis was carried out with SAS software
All analyses were done by SAS version 6. 07
The data were analysed by means of Cox regression models
Data analysis was by Pearson’s yZtest and Fisher'’s exact test

AEFAE L7232 = SATIEMETY 7 by 2 THEHOFR L F i using ~* £ D b ‘with ~ * % {5 Bl
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%iroiz.
RN ANBRLTHIFIEALDOMETIIA Y 74— Farey bA2BT, HRBEZEROKRELRFL
VERHL, FRUIIOVTHIOLT v a Y TRERERME L ZITRIER S 20,
HHEEROERIIRD LI BRALH VDL I LHE V!
The protocol was approved by the local ethnics committee
The project was approved by ~
Approval for this study was given by ~
a2 by FOBESE SN AL give', ‘obtain’, ‘seek’, ‘provide’ Z{H ) BIHL V> !
~ gave informed consent
~ were asked for consent
We sought parental consent
~ sent their written consent to
concent was also gained from ~
Consent to participate in the study was voluntary and was gained from ~
~ provided written informed consent for ~
ROBUIENF D 'consent' & fFi- 726 TaH 5 :

~ consented to having a single blood sample drawn ~

2.3 RESULTS
Iovr Y aryOBHELR - BFICMOYLs Y a Y TIREMIZT V7 SN h o LFEFRA .
45Tl table’ & p Th Y, BIF T shows THbH. INLDFEIINLS v a Y TLELEHRE
FCRELTWS, 2V EALOFHMEHET M E LT ‘table’ 2MEb I, MEtH2HBERE LT
o HBfELNTNS,
‘table’ 2 L72BICIZRD L) A dbood ), WTFNLBFRRER I ER SN TS !
Table ~ shows ~
table ~ gives their background details
table ~ summarises the reasons
table ~ records the mean anxiety and depression scores
table ~ presents ~
table ~ displays
table ~ lists ~
BONTFERAHEIIC E NI EEEL AU 5B & BN A RIS significant’ & ‘significantly’ T
Ho., INLDEILIDEHEEFEICIA > TR WA &b T283m L2, 1MICMET 55k
THY, KOXHIMELNEBIE !
~ were significantly raised
~ were significantly correlated with ~
~ was significantly related to ~ / associated with ~
There was a significant difference in ~
There was a highly significant difference in ~
Bk % ‘significantly ORICESHIF L CRONS |
~ had a significantly lower expectation that ~
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A significantly greater proportion of ~
significantly greater / less / higher / younger / older / better / smaller / fewer

2.4 DISCUSSION
DX T aryTERINTYDHERIE results DFERTH 5. LFADOBEHEEED U & D results’ 13

RD L) B EFETDOVTNG

Our results suggest a strong association between ~

Our results therefore reflect ~

Our results strongly support ~

Our results (strongly) suggest that ~

Our results confirm existing evidence ~

Our results indicate that ~

Our results agree with the findings of ~

Our results imply that ~

The results show how ~

These poor results may indicate ~

The results are likely to ~

The results should be interpreted with great caution

The results do not confirm the findings of ~

The results share considerable agreement with those from ~

These results seem to be broadly in line with other evidence

These results justify ~

We believe that our results have potentially important implications
HEBAYHE VD X 297\ 3B 13 strongly’, ‘suggest’, ‘imply’, ‘seem to’, ‘likely to’ 2 £ TH 5. Thb it
FEFOHW LR TRE GEN) THH. LA oTresults LD LS IZHBI LTV 22%55 b
FTIFBEL T A, 72k 213 likely D HBEHIZ T TIZ14E, M Tt 9], R TI388HITH 525D T
(X108[E & 23S 5. FKRIZEIFA O ‘suggest’ b 1 TI324E, M Ti2 5[, R TIX19ETH 555D T123
BlEZ b T,

EHIZZDEY T a ryTRL2ARLELS I, BEhE ‘may’ BHREIFEHIN TS,

REZENETNDL S 2 a v COMBFAOHBRTER LD DTH A,

I M R D
can 23 18 13 136
could 8 45 48 101
may 60 21 15 325
might 6 6 11 66
must 2 1 5 34
should 17 5 19 109
will 7 7 6 33
would 12 39 68 156

EOBEFS D TRHBEEASHE L Twa I E0hh s, IRLOBBEIE, TEICHT 2 H5HIC
DVTWVIGHEL, EEFOHMEERTHEIS ), EXSRIIBVTRBEZOABIIS . can’ it
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[~T%2 (B8h)] L0 [~LoH 5% (TEEH) ], ‘may i [~LTkw (FFM)] £hd [~2bL
N (R, ‘must & [~RIEZ52V (FH)] L0 [~lbp v (A1) ], 72 wil
i3, BEIND, [~T2725 (FH)], ~T5507 (B, shall ik [~§53FTH5 (H
B)| OBEW®RTHEbLNS I LS\, TN - HEDEA V1 must > will > can > would > should
> may > might > could T& V), ‘must’ & ‘will’ 1290% LL LHERE DB % %58 %, ‘might’ & ‘could’ 1£30%
DTORESTVIEMENZEHEEELTWAHEVDIRS,

LI BMJ 10058730 % 15212 U TESEFER O CEMRAN 2 A 7205, SHRISHMOEFEMEED TR
RN BRI AT 2 EER TS,
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