[ Sh 45 g A ZE B 5 [l ot

hax AFx

1) %M RF SN EEBE 213164

vA James Hartley #9 #F 5

1 1]

s B 3 .2011-06-22
18] H 151 :2011-08-27

VLI & N T B 2E X g R 1 5, E-mail ; z2cf6565 @ sina. com

2) IR BHEII FIBFIT 1.0, 3 2 B4R PUAL CIRRHBT LI ) SR, 453003 R4 37 2 1787 & B2 B, E-mail  liueditor@ 163. com

m =

WEAREIL206 5, T IZARATT ZEMR . AXAEFT |

AMEFHAXNEMABEZ AT S5 H L, FALARKFCHEFFIZ James Hartley 4% 2 & R M X
ABTEER . EHXBEURE BT E AEHX T

Fa 5L T DL BJR B iR AE, B AR BT ¥4 James Hartley 88T R, A A @ T MBS LM X B LM AR, EmicTE AN FE

A2 F AR IR BT FCALET
E48i M XIFE DHEAR  James Hartley

) B 2 0PV 4549 S (structured abstracts ) 1
T 20 {il2 80 4EFLHI, L IISE A MeMaster K221 BRYEAT
TR 0 56 72 BB Brian Haynes 1985 4F 41 Hi 1y,
1987 42 4 J1 , Edward Huth 76 35 3 45 i (4 Bh 22 20 ) 2 o
(Annals of Internal Medicine) 5 4 1 55R M A E, —
F 2 TR A MR R A6 S R ST T 0
ABFFE T XSRS A B2 P B B 2R 0 P
TR T RO . 2ER S5 My s SR o1, el
1 SRR SR 0 B2 22 B James Hartley ( £ 03457
WD) B 11996 4F LI AN AE R I AT T 7
BEWRIT R KA 3 26 BT A BT A A James Harlley
R TE e E S e SO L S e R N O
A1), A, 06 T4 9 P2 3 76 % SUR I BT 5
W

1 James Hartley a4}

James A. Hartley (1940—) 23 [ A\, 1964 4, fib 7E HL /R
REAHAT B 2, a0 B2 R AT W 58 042 (Research
Professor) . 1998 4E4i AR AR5 , At A SO I3, i = 4F 2
FHEREE IR, 18T AR AR Y BB ST, [R] IR 4R 2k A
FARBITE o MR TR A AR T 9 22 , 388 S 5 [0 B )
SR L BE2A P 22 I IR o Hartley BORIFSETT ) 2 204 4
Hetp ] MG BeE AR SR TR X S SUS A R, R 3R
FARIBTC 350 A3 (Hor 1996 ~ 2011 47 J 45 4y A4 2L AT

s« ARICH| FBITRY SCHk Jg James Hartley 22348t 78 M IR

B 3 26 F ), BT 3 R, 40 1994 4R 2008 AR Y
L& A

2 James Hartley Xt25H s Z 1 TH5C

FATIH Hartley A G 2544 U4 2 M BIF 5818 3040 2k
By OB W S R T E RPN AR S5 | = W VA s R
A 254 2 1 o A DA
2.1 5&GXEEMRL, ERXBEEGHRE

[ FRARAE (1S0) 214—1976 (E) " 44 553 g = Pl - 3
ANPEAEE R T A AR T — 8 R M W AR o R
A% (traditional abstracts ) B, JE 25 #4 2% 2 ( non-structured
abstracts) . % BHE I PIBCR 9 20 DL SGH RN 2 L F
SCkA Z AL G BB H 25T e, RS R —
AR 2RS4 VR LR AR g th & R
SR BT ) RN SCEE ) A SR R EE R B
ANF T R SCHR B BN T 5 ] P A S 00 i S B
G 21530 , N J7 8 SR T BUE X IR 2, 1987 4, Ad Hoc
Working  Group for of the Medical
Literature' "' 42 1 I P& WF 5% 1 36 % A 7 10 28 ( seven sub-
headings ) 2% #4) A 22 (1 UL, A5 3] — 20 35 24 2 ) B 2 B R 1Y
M , U e [ 24 2 7 ) ( British Medical Journal) F 1988 4F:
RIS P 45 4 23 22 1990 4R (B e A% 24 B2 2% 22 i) ((New
England Journal of Medicine ) F { Il % K BE 2% 25 72 k)

Critical ~ Appraisal

FEBIUH <IN R A B PSR S0 5 A i PR B SR (ZDK08020008 ) .

— 56 — http : //www. cjstp. en

T+ EARIFI R, 2012, 23(1)



( Canadian Medical Association Journal) 1991 4£{ 35 [E B 24 4>
J 35y (Journal of American Medical Association) 1996 4F- (At
JI) (The Lancet) g J R &5 A 2

LG EAE L , 45 0 A AT WP LE fE #We 7 Hartley
JEIT T LIRS, A9t T IR 2518 SRS M BAR 1L, 254
BN [ D R o A =0 S SN LI 2 B 1 > SN L 41
HURBISCERIN A A E 2R R AR R
%, R ZRE . Hartley SR X G IR Jy 32 % 53¢ 26 i)
AT T RS, R © WS BT : British Journal of Educational
Psychology British Journal of Psychiatry %%, HF5¢ 8 4eitE 5
A ZEE A AU B, 2R 3218038 (IR A WFFE AR B
BAEE) RAEAF T Bt [R) 8, 43 591 25 3 P A S AL 1 B3 i
WEATor, I Ja AT Gt 2 A . X 7 R 2R S0A -
Obtaining Information Accurately and Quickly; Are Structured
Abstracts More Efficient? (454U 20275 B AE Pd A 20
FEUZ 7)), Are Structured Abstracts More/Or/Less Accurate
Than Traditional Ones? A Study in the Psychological Literature
(G5 A2 L R R A GE Ui ZEHER D7 —— LA
PE2ESCHR Y ) , Are Structured Abstracts Easier to Read Than
Traditional Ones? %514 3 fiff B L A% G2 X i 22 5y T B 12
M%7% ), Do Structured Abstracts Take up More Space? And Does
It Matter? ({Z5H A2 SRR G ? AR EG7)) . Hrh
S =RIR SR T E IR R RS I R
A X5 (No difference ) 3 55 PURSAIZ5 IR KR I, (5
FAEZLF WL” (Yes and Not often) ,
2.2 ZFMAHENRHAERK

LA A 0 2 R O 0k A5 0 TS ), 32 8 25 i AE T
(1) AL E A o A RS BT BRI 22 1R 46 L
BT B TR s A g )7 (2) VR AR
[F)o anA5 /b R R, AT 0 HTRLIR A TR E 5 (3)
A% IT A . AR N R, I SR AT, )
BN AL IR —AT A B/ IR UG N 5 A B/ R 2 ]
25— AT WA BIANES o 1 Ak 52 25 00 2 4 A 28 4 HE D7 30
B Hartley BTN A Z — M 7EX 7 3L A 4 3 Rk
3 : Which Layout Do You Prefer? An Analysis of Readers’
Preferences for Different Typographic Layouts of Structured
Abstracts (CURE PR BETT? 13275 X 45 1 X478 A ] )
HE B F 8 m A9 4> #1)), Which Do You Prefer? Some
Observations on Preference Measures in Studies of Structured
Abstracts ( VR XMP—Fh 7 135235 0 254 XAl 22 B0 1] 114
W€ WF 5T ) ), Typographic Settings for Structured Abstracts
(A5t K2 A AEBET) ) o

Hartley Fil Sydes'”' %} 400 44335 % (LG ARLE BF5TE |

http://www. cjstp. cn

AT HL, 2012, 23(1)

WFFEN A Bk s Bb2 28380 ) EAT TIRBT, T A f X A4 4830
LA AL /bR R A R T o7 5 0 G R 1) 5 4, 4R
R REBaEF Wi THE AR S F 68 '/ T
WU HA] ; 45 28 S5 AR (8] LA S 4% /IR 2 (8] 1325 —4T

“EERI R R R O R A SR T
AR A B 3K, M, Hartley ' 4% 15 Ff 5T iR/ A —
ST, B AR T3 10 ek 10 g DA b ScE, i EDOIREE : 18
AL A R R 75 2 U SCRE B LI, 2R R
A e A ) W R DR TR sl v TR ) ) TR R
AN FZ R 3 TR 30 R) AR SCE Bl S A S . 28K
TEOLT  HERAS A4 )™ T 0], ] 2 A0 24 1 HE W 35 7]
LA AE IR . Hartley' ' W0 F R BLG h “ IR 2"
17 : (1) VBB FER B0 40 AT HES 5 (2) 8348 1 /0 i oAy
TR S IS FE XS 55 o Ml AR LT TR 44 i
T AR : (1) BN T IE SCF (2) AL Eie
SO TTRET AR TN T AR S (3) RIS 15 1
AR FH— ARSI AT, BRI RT 54 i, (H i3
AT RS SCHRAL A AR AE# AL 5 (4) SR A8 75 =X
PRl S 3 R T i % B i3 A LU SR PRI HE 5 (5) 4 /N T B, X
A AR N
2.3 ZMARMEANETENX

IAHLL IR 22 FITR G o A RS R W, 1B W A R S5 F AN
W, e —— R AR AR R B X HE R R RE I &
WL 4k 1987 4RI PRSI SCR AT T IR S5 4 A R
1988 4F, % [ 5T BT A2 1 Mulrow 452 $2 th £33 ¥ 16 3
R AT G 0 A 2, AL 48 H 9 BORE I8 B 5T
B LPORMZHEL PR ZE S 4518 (Purpose, Data Identification
Study selection, Data extraction, Results of data synthesis and
Conclusions) , Haynes 25" % 25 4y XA EHEAT THEIT, IF 2
WVE S TE S BT 58 B EE B AR, LA DR A% EEVENf S e SC
7o 5 Bile-Zulle % G, REA =53 2 — I B2 1 TR
FNTRA G R, =50 2 R R A R —— I A 254
HHE . Hartley 4 3 f 10 SO 451 N B 0 N AT k47
T 116 : Headings in Structured Abstracts ( {3845 A ZE 1) 7]
FR A8 ) | Clarifying the Sub-headings of Structured Abstracts
({5 A B 10 /PR BLZTT 35 7 ) ) Readers Prefer Structured
Abstracts to End with the Conclusions ( {3323 18 [n] T 4518 57 T
St AXME ML) )

Hartley'™ M British Journal of Psychiatry ¥ F|H3EEL 100
Ay 2 (U R R T 1997 48) ME M50 &, %4
“Background” 5§ “ Background and Aims” & F“ Jrik”  “ 4k
G5 2, B A 25 i 5, SR B K2
BEE R RRIR MM E N F A5 8. A, Hartley H1Y Brisish
57 —



Journal of Psychiatry TEZ5 A Z P g™ HEY” (Aim) ,
k345 “ Background” 5§ “ Background and Aims” A~ EAR I 1 [X.
SYHFFE RS Bt (Previous research has suggested---however---) Fl
AHFFEHI H I (The aim of this study was to-++) o R
g0, T 1999 4F 1 S0h, 65 N A A HE: H iR 5t
EE e

Hartley ™" 4t , 25 208 B0 R JH LM —— 15 547
CHE ORI R R g R EE T A S5
S5 BF 5% M 38 3¢ IMRAD #% 3 ( Introduction, Methods,
Results, and Discussion) W) 4, Ho o i 4 4 “ 35 5t f e H
17, B X I X 3 A A, HLRE 23 TR0 .

Hartley %% 4 [ i 4ty 20 22 p < 2598 IO LB AT T
WFot. —HLR, “Z50” — B T4 s R, Hik
PIAEA 24 TR 75 . 10 Shashok %5 European
Association of Science Editors Forum 5 {5 , 2% “ 45 18 & T 4%
A ZAR P R A BRSSP FR SA T  S X — U
AN R I Y AR T, XA AR AR A
Hartley %2 5% FETAR S ) B0k ——40 - 45367 B T A5 L2 A
Xt 36 RIS SCVEH (55. 6% W BEE 951 22, 2% 5 H K
WEIZ 13, 7% K B AERRIN E 58) BEAT T WAF, 25 28 4 Y - 28
N (78% ) i1 T e iy 25 H X 2B 2, HA 8 AN (22%)
WAL E5 T B TARERT, B ARSI R () = 1111,
df=1,P <0.001) . Z5iJe : R 2 HAEH Wi F - 4507 &+
WHERE

I TRANT  BIF5T 3 20 DA =Tl 5 2% A 1) v 45 R 1R 2
T AR A2 35X 6 T AE R ISR 4 2 (Abstract A) 8K J5 R
i i 6 T BT (Abstract B) , RP“ 85387 (HIAHA) & T
B (PRLAAR ) Z T, oI 1 32 1 e BEoR 2 P R 28 B 1 i 22
100 FFBRR H A B . Hoh B AL e ) 254 UM 2R Ay 2
A G T =R — AR R G AR —
FGe i A5 A R EEME B, 78 B ik R S5 R Z AT,
ANTTREHIMT L S50 B AR T s = ARG i a5 X 2 4R
PRI, TS —IF IR RV 45 S5 B AR &8
24 HHMABEEFEZRTIMGESHZHTIPRET

Nz FH

SEAL AR I T T AR W B2 2 I T PRI S 38 SR
ZERAIRTC, 1997 4F, — b SRl 2= 1 RIIT 46 R FH 45 44 2 Hk
B RS MRS ( British, Jowrnal of Psychiatry) . {U>¥82% ( British
Journal of Clinical Psychology, British Journal of Educational
Psychology, British Journal of Health Psychology, Legal and
Criminological Psychology ), it A ¢ E 2 ¥ T,
Bioinformatics, Fruits, Pharmaceutical Research'®?

Hartley Sy #ET AR A XA B AT TAMSS 1, 585

— 58 — http : //www. cjstp. en

St AR R A T AR, At 2Rk AR T,
FIL T 1) X BT 1) S B AR S5 R S . MBTE A C R R
A6 SCHR 1 20 1 3R X AP B 2, AN Jowrnal of Information
Science Applied Ergonomics, W 4h, Hartley 2550 & 25 iy 5K 4k
BT R RO D — AR AR I B S 4 14
TIEBEE IR R RHLR IR A IFHE, T8 —4F
RANPUAEG A B ) Hartley 753 J5 1 & &8 3C 5
B:Is It Appropriate to Use Structured Abstracts in Social
Science Journals? ({25 ¥ X 4 2238 ] T 41 2 BL 2 1 7
M7 ),Is It Appropriate to Use Structured Abstracts in Non-
medical Science Journals? ({2544 2% 2058 FH - B2 2 1 1)
157Y) , Applying Ergonomics to Applied Ergonomics: Using
Structured Abstracts( (5 EAE < BT ALK TR > 1
Tl v i) B A )), Teaching Psychology Students to Write
Structured Abstracts; An Evaluation Study ( { 21{a] 2.0 B 2% K
R R T S5 U E—— WUPE Al A 5T )) , Writing a
Structured Abstract for the Thesis ({28 CE5H XM 219
PED) o ABBIWFTE R : 5 16 g U ZAR 1L, 450 U 245 8
ERE S TREAMER Y WS T SRRE T O
BRAEIT Y AR A T 00 A 2 AR A 454 2 A
BRI AR IR R TR

X FAEREE I T, Hartley ™ S350 75 9902 45 #y 247
B (six sub-headings ) GENENEIRZAR T S DY
W ("] % # 4 ) ( Background, Aim, Method,
Conclusions and ( optionally ) Comment ) , 3% FJE 2t 0] A F
LR IR DL R B s . RS S T A 2 U R
AR RS %5 1IE SO /MR Z (0] 2517

X T2 AR S B, Hartley 45 #0390 2L 45 44
AW 2 (five sub-headings) R NE NN IRF S AR
L K 251885 )5 78 ( Background , Aims, Method ('s)/Procedures,
Results, Conclusions/Implications) , 34k T &~ A9 24K
MN% .
2.5 ZMAMENRETH

R4 A BT, 2 F T IT 4 56 1 1 ot & ) A,
Hartley 547 22 5t 5 FAl Y 00 BEME KA AR EAN T 12004 T
i, 1998 ~ 2010 4E 3% £ A48 7 £5 An Evaluation of
Structured Abstracts in Journals Published by the British
Psychological Society (€ X3k .0 L2725 H i i) DU R 1118 30
25+ =X 9% 2 A IFE /5 )) , Improving the Clarity of Journal
Abstracts in Psychology: The Case for Structure ( { #% /5 .0> ¥ 2%
SR W0 BE—— A A5 K s 2 1)) ) , The Effects of
Spacing and Titles on Judgments of the Effectiveness of

Structured Abstracts ({Z3 475 AR UG 2544 A 22 5 i PR

Results,

AT HL, 2012, 23(1)



52 ) ), Revising and Polishing a Structured Abstract; Is It
Worth the Time and Effort? (L} [E] AU 7 5 otV a4 22
{HM52) ), Common Weaknesses in Traditional Abstracts in the
Social Sciences ({ k23 Bk 2% 18 3C & 4¢ 24l 2 v f) # L [1]
i)) ,How Can We Evaluate the Quality of Abstracts? ({4
PEAGE T ZE R HE?7) ) , Making the Journal Abstract More Concrete
CChn ey s 3 R 2250 BLAA) ) o
2.5.1 ZMXBEREFEGLRNE

S LB T 900 22 05 SO, Hartley 1 Bets™! 44
T E IR AN R LA R R, SRR R
HEMZEE 25, B, 46 [ R 706 ek ol 2 2
B, TEMATAE R, “ %" (editing) FI* B P (revising)
SRR, FEBAE BT HT . “E € (polishing) & /)N
() IRt el , 2 /038 B AR IR B A5 TR R
o AT 02 DR IR 05 20 3213 (400 244
K AR AR5 FIBFTEE ) B R SR AT 11 3l
O 73 CAVERE) 210 73 (TEAE) o Seiif—21 10321l i 2
Wk AR (PRl 5 56 B 7 i SRV EEIR) Fisk
T A7 ) YRR 24T 45 4 ) i 22 2 8 ANME 5US (%20 3R
HPFRE ) , TE I — P2 4 Lo 24T 45, S i
TGt . SR BN ABUGT 12 LR AR S 1k B
M (P <0. 008 ) ——ix Bt B B2 45 A AU 2, FRA Tt AESR
Hiht,
2.5.2

S X BB IR A AT

Hartley ™ = JCLLF L7 10 A FIPAG 5 1 Bl

(1) 5% 1915 B 7% 5 (Information content) , %% i fji
BRBIGR T HCN FEEE . (APA SR TH) 7 ke
SURHEE A ARG BE R R 18 SO P i B A BL i - T 5 R
T, AR, A3 B, B TR A B G T
TEAN AR T — e G A 10 ELA R R (R R B B 5 4 =
),

(2) 2L R 8 ( Abstract length) , 2001 4EfRAYCAPA 4%
ST ZERAHE Ry 120 M1 ,2010 AR 1 C APA 4% X F 1)
PR+ & 0 T 408 2 0 R 2SR AN TR], — i 150 - 250 A~
7T TR T (R G A AT 4k e S
R

(3) 45 2L A AT B2 ( Abstract readability) o 4 % B AT B 1
AT Z R gl L R A AR HE OB T B
2 A S B . SR M E TR AR E S
Frig ",

(4) 5 2L 1) “ BIMG 17 ( Abstract clarity) , Hartley ™ %}
“HB E T (clarity ) — 3] By A8 e SCAS W] B R
(readability) | “ & 2 /3 B ” ( well-organized ) | “ 3% 35 ¥4 7"
http://www. cjstp. cn

AT HL, 2012, 23(1)

(clear) LA S “ A7 15 B & 57 (informative) o AMEA B, BB
(40 clarify” ,“ clarity” #1“ clear” ) 7 Hartley 43632 H L)
AR AR 1 (=R SC A AR i) o

(5) 4% % 1) 72 WL 45 44 ( Abstract microstructure ) , Hartley
1 Benjamin' ) 84 & | FI 1 FI1E 2% Dos Santos ! {YRF5T : i
BT R B (R E 52 — BOEIE ™ B B
“IEA7 (move) B IEF 2P —4
MR I A (UL ) F R S BT R IR — e 1) H 1Y
TSR FH A R B o™ 4 o A M, 4 3 P A — A VAR A
R NELT AL/ A LA R A IR
£ BAEARRFRER” . o [E 545 GB 6447—86 X i
B REASELET (B 5k SR M) VR T T4
o R A AR A AR KA IR D B
T 17
2.5.3 ZMABERETIRE LA TG &

A CHIV T PP AR 4 B ) — S0, Hartley ) 45 4y P 41 Hb
4T R R PG TR A T =AM A

(1) A rating scale, 3 2R Z1H (HE R BERE L
FHE AR A S R 2 B R 5828 ) AR 4 checklist | (1) 15
B, 5334 3 AR B ZEFT 3 Abstract 1 1 Abstract 2 2
R FRIB IR B 5 Abstract 3 &2 R KRG, HHIH
A TA B GEE DS G 5 R IR R I D
B d G EPR I o AR 1 -5 NG =1R25;2 =
2633 = — M4 =415 = 1R4F

(2) An evaluation checklist, BEAY & & A AR 35 1% 22 60 %%
YR 53 28t A T TR R, Q8 S5 I ) 0] R S« 2 T R I
HINIIWEFE sl A BIF 5 1 B 9 52 13 e 27 5 A
B RIGGITES R TS E R S . %2 i) i Narine
AT 1991 ARG, TR I RIS SO LRk %
WICEMRESR PR FREA 8 K26 (H /Y BFFS BT
FERRNL WFFERT G IO FR Ty e AR e (A5 R i) 3k 32
A, Taddio % SR FES 3 A1 T — A [ 81, Hartley 4-3%
Fedn g T A S s,

(3) A text readability score, %92 The Flesch Reading
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