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Discussion
Main Points
• State what your study has shown.
• Compare your results with existing knowledge.
• How does your study advance knowledge?
• Discuss every issue brought up by you in the Introduction
and from what you found out in the study.
• Make sure the paper looks complete. If you bring up any
issue in the Introduction that is not talked about in the
Discussion then remove it from the Introduction. You can
usually get away with moving it to the Discussion as a
paragraph about future avenues of research.
• Must have some sort of Conclusion as a paragraph or last
section.
• Must be properly referenced. Use the literature properly.
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Here are the important points about your Discussion.
• The point of the Discussion is to talk about your results and
interpret them in the context of how your findings fit in with
previous knowledge and how your results have improved
understanding of the topic.
• Talk integratively about the results of your study. You can of
course talk about what each Table and Figure shows but it is
important to talk about what the whole of your study shows.
• A fault of the combined Results and Discussion format is
that it is very easy to write a paragraph about a particular
experiment and then write an interpretation and then go onto the
next experiment you did until you reach the last Figure or Table.
• Results and Discussion format encourages you to forget
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to write an overall synthesis of what you found.

• A good Discussion is interpretive and integrates your work into
previous work and talks about its implications for future work.
• The Discussion needs to tally with the Introduction. You
need to modify the Introduction to fit what you found. Do not
put stuff that you did not deal with in the Introduction. It makes
your paper look incomplete.
• You are free to talk about things you did not do in the
Discussion in the context of the implications of your work and
what your work leads onto.
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Some things you should not do in the Discussion.
• Remember that tables and graphs do not explain themselves. You
must state explicitly what they show. That goes for the Discussion as
well as the Results. Refer to Figures and Tables in a logical order.
• Unless the information in the results is merely background material,
for example, freshweights and dry weights of the plant leaves used,
you need to Discuss everything in your Results, otherwise why did you
put the material in the paper at all?
• Repeating what I said. With only minor exceptions, all your Results
need to be mentioned in the text of the Discussion. Do not forget to
talk about every single Table, Graph and Figure.
• Try not to write a Discussion that is too short (not making enough of
your data) or too long. I tend to write L-o-n-g. Thais tend not to
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Discuss enough. You need to make as much of your work as possible.

Basic Structure of Discussion
• Open by basically saying what you found out.
• Interpret and evaluate your results in terms of the background information
you gave in the Introduction. Any problems about the validity of your results,
do they concur with previous work or conflict with it?
• Try to Discuss your results in logical order.
• Do not leave any of your work out including some Results you do not like.
• Admit to the limitations of your study but do not turn your Discussion
into a devastating critique of your own work. Multiple authorship tends
to generate this problem. First Author needs to maintain consistency.
• Put in suggestions about where your findings lead to. Anything you had in
the draft Introduction that your findings do not touch upon might be easily
moved to the Discussion and talk about the material in terms of future work.
• Write a Conclusion so that the Discussion does not end flat.
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Note the value of
proof-reading

SCIENTIFIC
The key disadvantage of
writing sole-author papers
is that it is extremely difficult
to spot your own mistakes.
Your brain automatically
corrects things subconsciously and the
conscious part of your brain
is not made aware of it.
Finishing a paper and then
completely ignoring it for a
while helps to find mistakes.
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