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BT EE S RE S PSR SR - ROEERE AL
EBTRRMBAES - AENIL > AFERERVER T AR E
O H o EEHV AR ARG  WER S EE TR ? BN
@ﬁﬁﬂg¢%%mﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ7f% BRRIRA A S &
NEIT T - R E N A LR SRR FE LD (e 5 3R 2 ARioE
PROLEHI BRI RT3 - 58K 15 L AR N EAVE
% WRBARE R TR E R - PR e e W%%%%é
N ANCERH TR B A A AEHUTE © 1. W&
sk B ERERH I 2. DTSR REAT e R A 3%mﬁ£%@%ﬁ%
4. BAREA SUBRAIRAN © 5. BIFERVAIR - PR eEE R - fES T
B A SaiEEseE EReie i EE RS AR ERIEES]
R T B EITR > R EEZ gL o HE
wETAHEFTTA - BN - ASCEEWRE R - MEERNEM
TR - SRR - B RS SRR S
TENESE R ~ Pt 2R FUORAEAEGN > I BB EES - 1M
Ffimams (WEMEE) ERMER > AESINREREN 5
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B~ RO EERESE > et EAS AL - SORE
RIEWITEEEIR > B AL BRI TR S o -
Abstracts are surrogate information that facilitates the
dissemination and exchange of scholarly information. However,
existing abstracting guides do not fully meet the needs of the
humanities research. This study explored what types of information
need to be included in a humanities research abstract and whether the
increasingly popular structured abstract is appropriate for humanities
works. It goes on to discuss on the content inclusion and writing
presentation of humanities abstracts of varying lengths. Based on the
in-depth interviews with 15 humanities scholars, this study derived
five content elements to be included in a humanities abstract: research
questions or research focus; study subjects and materials; research
methods or research perspectives; relations to the existing literatures;
research achievement, insights, and/or conclusion. A good humanities
research abstract also demonstrates good writing and wording,
comprehensive and balanced in content coverage, magnifying the
research focus and major theses, and can be viewed as a stand-alone
text. For lengthier abstracts such as those for books, theses, and longer
reports, additional macro and micro descriptions of the works may be

offered aside from compliance to the aforementioned principles.

[FE##= Keywords]
NSCEE 5 BAfha e 5 f s AF

Humanities research; Scholarly abstract; Abstracting
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BB SURR E AR - TR EFE - B0 A TRV 2k
TIFEEEESRENSOR L > a0l 72 & ke & A s Y = AE IR
HISCRR > BB Ao L BERE Y s R - I R E B BT o i IR
SRR BRI 22T BRI SORME ME SRR A (Cross &
Oppenheim, 2006) - FHYHEEEEHE - ERHNE > FEFEFEHT
FEH ST LSRN ZS (Salton, 1989; SXEZE > 1993 5 [HITHE » 1993) - &
RIS BT 2 SR 0115 HR ORI E 3 - S A
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58 F e S 1 A2 2% (Chan & Foo, 2004; Nicholas, Huntington, Jamali,
Rowlands, & Fieldhouse, 2009 ; Koltay, 2010) ° 45~ > fEZEITIEELE
o Bh & e & NS R (discovery) ~ WA RRIEE - RIS SCHEEE S
T %% (Fidel, 1986; Rowley, 1988; Cleveland & Cleveland, 2001; Chander,
2003; Lawlor, 2003; "Abstracting service" , 2004 ) °

W% BATATIE IS S ER - R A S RE e - BIEARE
e oA AR HIEERMEE - RZ 2R MEIREEE A kg
5 ERSER L HEMPATIIE R EE R IR E - RiFERESE
FABRRMEEAEENAFEEER - #52 » MENEREFCRED
REBEEEES o (FEE MU RETER -

Hiw b (EE R ESCRERAIA - B2 R EE H B 2 fE = B
EEERANBRIA © 280 > (R EREIAE RS » MR T RS
ZAh  BOVAFRHEAMTE K - FIEEE SRR AR E
FRERIE AR AT ? e 55 - J7RE (R RS PR R ftsE © (/EEEs
4 ZE LE B RE T R 1 HH A B A & 3 R o 3 T R I Y A S AR 4
B8 - HESEE 2 FEEMNRIREGRE DIFRK ? 2R
B BAAERE LR ? S E AR -

TR FHVERE - BUR[E BRI R OGRS L IES R (% - E4%
b BRI ETERLIAT A RIS CRIEEE - BIERH
HHHE > 2% {1 {& IMRD %5 # (introduction, methods, results, discussion )

( Sollaci & Mauricio, 2004; Thomson, 2005) R Bim X 4EHEEHME » /E&
B B AR - BT F K ARk P2 st R 2 IR
F4EREMERE . (structured abstract) - DAFHIZCAVIE RN SAERE (headings
2\ subtitles ) BERIEHEREHRBANZ (Hardey, 1997) o {HAH%2EER
NS s sm AT am 73X~ 1T304 - RiRRE - BEHERTT
AETH - R SCERESE - AR IFEER - H
ARG = B AR » RS A SO EEE R N g 200
BREER 7 AR EUE SOERE - SHEE I - (TR 7 smallsh iRy 258
URAIEERREARE & - SR REf2 B SO S o B ] F A -

EE L BRI SO — SRR ot g R R -
HEMOFRRM L HZR > F4 Milas-Bracovi 8 Zajec (1989) & 4747
1372 B B TR ALAVREE » SRR SR — B B 2R
B > WEH 4% B EAE e B R T IMRD PU(EER (7 » & AV
MG Ry IR (24%) 5 (Rt G REE T - g 15% R TR EE
IMRD - % FHY4HE B ID (41% ) Hardey B Betts (2009) 434t
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GREEE AR L H (56% ) EASUIFZE R 5% - BE40 (2013)
HIEE35R > 7 SSCI B TSSCI iz & i Ry B Bl rh Sk e R ERSH
BT SMEF G RSB TEAERANEE 2R - =%
R H S E RIS BEE A 2 - HIEANESEEHEN F - FE
BRI ER -

ASCEAER - Ram U AP LAV SR - B I TR 2
BAESIE AR ASCETE K - ASCEE B A0 7 B B4 22 i 1Y i R
H B % o Tibbo (1992) Hil Sauperl ~ Klasinc Bil Luzar (2008) #$ ¥ 1
SERE ST R e rh o fEELLICE sk dS e 0 FARMEEWMR A
B B R FEFZ & 5 Tibbo DL ANSI/NISO 739.14-1979 ( % B2 55 {F fZ= ¢ >

“Guidelines for Abstract” » BIEL#Y 239.14-1997 EUfL) 25 s e ot
A SHH 64% IV NBAEARERT R ENIEH 24 o Ralthisess
R DU R ERE 5 AR EE - F R ERAEEN
Tram T L ES AR (MR&E 5 - MREERE ~ Al ~ PR - TRIRME -
2013) - WASCEEMNE » MZEEA AR SCRE - (HFR T 5%
TR G 2 AN o W ER B AEE )T A RS J7X 0 DIFEEE S -
e~ AR SR RE 2 EAE > {2 BRI A S ] gE A TR e
FBEEFECR o HW o 34 Tibbo (1992) FFE » 239.14-1979 i K 545
IR PEEUE SRR AT A ST SRR - R R AR
LA A R A RES |

NSRS — (B SRR B A B © AR - A SRR
mEGIAT RS HEENESEEENEMER PN (FF5E -k
AT » 2007 ; Huang & Chang, 2008) - B2 HAI S HEMTHEEN ¢ H
FEF A IEY - (EHE R A A A SR B S i B e R
ERA MR HE - BEHARZREES E 2N A SOt - (545
EallE %R - BEENSNEAEBRIT R AV - (EEEAEZHES
ZAHR . BIEREETE - B ANEEHNESENNER - =
75 O EAREAY IR IR ERE - BOEB TR E T ~ TR FIERY EHaT
%F o P o B AR R A ERE B SR AR E A o Bl
HMaE AT E M - A EERRREERRRSHERE - H
NS R E A8 o BHIKER - BB s e R E 2
B R 28 A B BB FAVRE R E T (bk
TFHEFEN > 2013) - HEARZETENEREREE » MR (HIER
TeEe » O AEFEFEEREER FERER > HER
ERmEERRER > SimENE - 248 - RERB L ZHEG
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B2 (PRETF5 ~ PREERE ~ BRI - SREELT > 2016) - Rt - AX
BrhRREmENHE  UREEEE W Fes s R R R
FEDA St i R R S [ E B - fE e BT A
e AXEREPTEERIFE > BRI TRE R RS
FHtem SO > ROBER e A SCERRT R REIIIRT - HASCE SR SL
FRENIZE - FESUFARE 2 SOK > SR E R 5
5 o AL - AWTFEERRE TYIHEE -
L SR B R EANE T Ea SRR TR ? M2t
G RGBS A LRSI ?
2. NSCEREE Ry PETR T B % HA R AR 2 AR IR
AR - EERRRE GRS (NEMEE) IRMEE - %
PRI i 5 SR e A i 2 2

A - BiiRZRRRERE ENEHN

BESE LRl B EEERE - BERHGRERBASNERE
oo 1 R EREE S P i E ) E B S (Abstract, 2014a)
ER R E R M ERR S SRS T E R A& E
EEIBFAL (Abstract, 2014b) : I E T EEERHLE T  ER T
8 T Bam SN A DARS VRIS T e AU - BelRE SR > B A] TR K
Z (B 1994) | EES (1995) {EEEAEEL SRR AR
dieh > RIS HEESE T DURSIHIERER SCRB SN B R LK - B
1SEE ERE SR B 18, MG R e 2 S ~ BB SR ~ iR
SEOCHIRERSE 0 DAREHEN RS [ REFZEUE , - A LIMER > MEE
— MR SO EE - R S Re R EE [FOC KRB 2 Ealldt /> 2
B EHBABSRENE  EE 54 - WA - Kbz
b FFERIERIESLEL H AR B - 15 > S —TEER S
e —TEE RV -

A RHSN A ERE > MEDEFRAECBMN " HREH
(surrogate) > REMHHFEEATE HEM » EHEEENEHASHNE (Taylor,
2004) © {F H ATV T ERERS b > ISR S i 2 A b i e FE
A MRIEERAVEZA (monographs ) RIIFELIFEHEL - (HEFK
WA ARV EAN & - 0FFE (book review ) EABNITHEZL (executive
summary ) o AERFEETH BB RS B 5 [Pk BRE i o
KRB EEENGE > BEEPA -~ 57K - Boige e 2 FE0 1ER
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REETEmELE BB -
— BRI EE

AU A6 SRR B RS - SR #7850 AR B S R SRy T
T > BLAE MR AR B - e B B AR RIS TR AR E - 2
HETE = B2l R R BRREHIUHTFERCA (Rowley, 1988; Pinto
& Lancaster, 1999; Koltay, 2010) > ¥ fgtt B n] S5 DL N IIRE © 1. HE
& FESR RSO ELE » 5| BB EEE P RE R 2.18
B2 MELEE AR CEEENANE 3.8 | EE T
JRSCh R RA SR AV R 5 S [ EEREE R E AR 48
AT TR T » S E ST H R R S BRI R A
&K (Rowley, 1988; Cleveland & Cleveland, 2001; Cross & Oppenheim,
2006) -

MR BB E R 720 AR =K (E R 0 1995
Cremmins, 1996; National Information Standards Organization, 1997;
Lancaster, 2003 ) -

L ¥R % (indicative abstract) © {% 258 BH [ S F R EGARERE

HIB s ESam - (E N B S B RSt s IR B s R - BEE
AR RE SRR Z A - RlEEFE R - T eI 8ZER]
MR EEE . F/E - EWMEGHINT A SR - REAER
T e SRR R -

2. B MRS S (informative abstract) @ [LIEHZE & # 1B FEIH
NEENE - FIAIHTE 5 - HERE - 3R - B2 RS
WREEHEERE - AIHE - /£SO EE - RUHARER S -
B F R EFR M A - Br] SHE S R ST -

3. GEMEMEREE (structured abstract) @ 25 HIR A RHER Bl 1 1 222
o BAFI R > (F R BRI - R R R T S SR Y A R A A2 R
BEENE - AEHITIZERNN S E A R - BEREEA
A — (BE o 2013) > HAETEEHEES - HEH
BE ~ W7E0704 ~ WH9REE T - 5tam - ERL - ERMSE - 45
BE IR B A8 B S EHE 2 388 (Haynes, Mulrow, Huth, Altman, &
Gardner, 1990) - HHFECHHEUHAVE R ERRFEKR » FIEERYEE
HARAEREEELURIE - b (ERERE > I EART R
3 WHAENREIEE R ERERN S E S R B2 (Hardey &
Sydes, 1996; Hartley, 1997; Lancaster, 2003; Zhang & Liu, 2011) -
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FERAEMEREES T > —RERBEENTEZE - i
¥ty HAERPE HYE HE: (bibliography) it - FHREHHEE M
Al E SRR Y LR R o B T RV ERRE E H B Ry E H iR

(annotation) - FAFFEEEIEES EER UV ~ EE - &
Sifam SR ME S (Taylor, 2004) - fEIRAVEEIEE G - thawFam it
i % (critical abstract) (HEE¥S > 1995)  (HEFASRBEREKX
HeVamZ A EEs SRV MTRER « sVam 15 - Fomill et S - A8
FRAR K £ HAIHETE R INEE R T - &/ VEFREm IR - K
MM EENEN - S 6r - etz - S5
s P S B R T2 5%

— - HttRFREBNEREFN

(=) &

TR ERRRE R BRIEEAN B N RRamE IR ECC
B8 WA EEAMITIRE - EFHGE —AREZ TR - 578
LAY S (Book Review, 2013 ) » E2fly P25 51 i Hh SH I S o 8
5o HEKEBREL  SEEEMrIHTEEE F (Virginia Polytechnic
Institute and State University, 2013 ) » FH&EF A SCE S RIEAVE A0 ERE
i EE AT (Borgman, 1990 » §#5[H Zuccala & Leeuwen, 2011) >
Parker (1989) 38 FZ2 Ml i Eatul g — AV ARSI B ilrimiE - 25
] i i T BT AR AT 22 25 5 Miranda (1996) FIEE F & PP EER Y
AR B BE R ER MY 2 Teae i > WA A EEn R B A 8T -
Lindholm-Romantschuk (1998 - ## 5[ 5 Hartley, 2006 ) %&£ > 1990 4 [
1732 R Ay oA - S I mE v 22 8 5 ey AR B B R <5
AR -

ERABIVAERE - SR AESE B 2RSSR
I BFESCE &N —E s BB ENAEEARE  Hiite—
A = EEBRER - SR AT - At EIREE SRR S

(Hartley, 2006) - HaFELEEAYE RN E S EHVEGEAEBENE
ERPEEAR 2R BN — (EE KR B T HEZE > BREREASCAR
WA B R B TR 5 0 BB RS R B At SRR 2 B (% ¢
e E T E BN > W RS2 i Ry 7 AR S HE ~ 1S
B EHEHMERYER L (Borchers, 1951 » 5[ H Simon & Mahan, 1969) -
NS - HEREEEERENEIERE AR - PR -
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DLEFFHESE (Choice) Fyfil » & 2K E PV 55 1F & ME 8 40 AF o A
JEEE ~ (FERERME - B SRR R BB G HE A (Parker,
1989) ° Hartley (2006) g ERFEFEALE @ 1. 3%5 18 K#Z
E AT A SRR AREE Fh a5 2. fFHERE 5 3. @S me ETHIAE
TEBHY > W EFE AN S E TR © 4 HZEEFREZENE
MTSE R 5 5. sEam L BBERIIRE] ;6. s amEFEAEE 2 S RE
Ao WalimE P - REMNEEEGFHE © Stowe (1991 » E5[H
Hartley, 2006) HiRBEEGEENVER - BT ENETEE R
KM 1. EPREEEN T E 2 IS 3. BEEFINF
SSRGS 4. DUAEBIHY AR S 5. Rt EEREE AN -

A ENEMHEERER - BN /ERE EFRA
UG ERE ) > Rt - BEERERA—ABEENRERT > W6
HEENRICE R o HER R AR SR B K B FE RE AR (I AH E KAV
i B e M & a4 5% F B AT A SCRRAER I ~ (&5 S e 858
R - AUE S BB REE - B EEE R AR ERTSEE RN
RS o 5 ET B A B W A R [F] SO B AR RS WRE RN E
PRE S RARFE R IR R E RIS o SR A SRR R
TAREAE -

HWEEN A SCETURGER » e S e e = - s RIERE T2
TEBTEM L B HVEEIN G - EHEP R MR E Ml L M K
firsei8 EHIRNER < PRears5 ~ REERE - ElalE ~ P =40 sRE R (2013)
EERBUM M TBCRA I ZIE = - ZEtEEHERGFEHEAN
HEERR - ZiLHEEEMHREE - TS EREAEFT
HIR R EE R REES » 5 EBUNSEBh RV R E R
EFEOAREER - RS2 ERARMSENNVEESH - A
EBCRBHIE 2 4h » — (i iFRRE A EZ S AU & T R
FP8 2 AT Bh ASCEAEE R B R ~ FIEMEERS [ E ? B
EEBEE—IR » TR ST E RS -

(=) $UTRE

BUTIE S (executive summary ) i AN /2 —F 1 3 B I 508G TRSR
FHHHCE NERBFREN » 9 MRETERE - Wit > EER
NS5 5B — 15 B 1 SR T T 5 2 S 4 IC )t R 1 EL G % 0 DA
ARE B EE 0 ST HIET (Emanuel, 1996; Colorado State University,
2013) o fREHREPITIZR R LG - 7oy~ VIR SR EE
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MfEse s SR - RIEERE - FAlamEEf R e astE
HEE - Eon ~ IR - 178HETE ~ EIFIEH% (Executive summary, 2009;
Executive summary, 2013) ° 414 » YTHEZEAVEH AR BSE - B
JEFHRE - RIS - R - SRR GRS BRI U8 -
HHIRTIREE -

e he BACE - SUTIRERE R B— RS (MIFMESE & 7y 5iE
HEAMREFER) NS L SITRELMEREEEEEEE - REA
N mE D] 2HIHITHRE R /R > BUFECRAVIEEL - 281 - 40
At » ASCHE e Bl BB s /e AN A BRI 7= - SRR o R
HAERE - St AR R o EIRITER A ]~ SR B A Ry
sk IYAHA - % SUTIREM S EATHEE - Wty
AEET 2 N i R EEERN - ELUEHE H B Rk 18y ER
(Clayton, 2003) - {HiE{EFR A RS EAE A G2 8 E -
WE—ARASCGRERNEE REMEE ST - BaREAERNEL - Hi
AEHVER ~ EEEE AR - 280 - BEA LGSR - ST
TERUE BB A - EGRRE A RS &N - s8R ERCRATT
Ko AMER/ASCUMS S -

2~ RS

A TR AL E MR BLR S 3307 20 0 g 15 it ASCEEH R
Y FE £ » A7 LA Strauss B2 Corbin (1998) V& EE R o7 T5 5K
EEEIGEREN B R PR 9EaEam o ASCER AT M E VR #ilE T2 5
EHEES - B WA - BETE (Encyclopedia Britannica; OED
Online) - AT WAHE %ot » HpmFHEBEI e AR 20
B2 (WEES2EEGETE) - AW LUNRBEE AR ST R M5
S 2 BRI ZIRNE SRR - 458 2RHEER HRE SR
E4FIE - BA8ME » AR 2 ZeiEER g REEF a3 (Cl-
C4) -~ JLEBERFECE (FI-F6) -~ 528 (HI-H3) » RS (P) Bl
a2 (L) BEE&E— - AAFRIEHEZTIEBET - A2 mH
FEEAI (Strauss & Corbin, 1998) » DUEREIVIHITHIE (TREIEDEEETT
HEZE G SR ~ 50kt~ 588 R 0 {3 iR e B8
BRAN ~ HHEE - HEERT) KIESZHEME - LB R > RER
BRI 5575 R A2 EE B ST EUS Ry S B B PR ST B AR R AT
Mm&Fmaia % (ZiiEERFE2RE D) -

54



PREFS - PREERE ~ EEI ~ SREELY ~ BREA @ ASCERE L H AR

*1

ZHEERN B

(A% B2l I o 46j BFEEUE

Cl 2B E BIIBE SCRBAS RS AT
C2 EHETE EIEES SCREA SRS AT
C3 e % SCARBAS LS T
C4 EE8E FlEreEd S iR e
F1 FER S EIESER SCAREA S LT
F2 BREECE B SCAREA SRS
F3 PR EIESER SCAREA S RL T
F4 BEEE BlESEEd R
F5 BEEE BB R
F6 BREESCE B SR SERLST
H1 285 BIEE SR AT

H2 EETEd iz SR AT

H3 =28 B SR

P PTEE (HIEHE) BB PrEAT PR

] BIFRS sk

MERENTIERRE - BT SRR 25 E T A B E AR Sy > K
FNSCER R EZ B S BRI E DU SRR > DL [E R S %
fEREHVEIAE - MasH S S i MR 2 A A\ SR AT AT RENE -
SR s BT SRR S T R M A AR - fERR0E
pI=firszsh# (C1~Fl1~H1) - WS MR REs - B2
s R R R IR - BSRGIEIREE AT T

1. SAT AR SR - & i 2RI AR 2 S
SRR g el o

2. FFEEAESES H O CER R - g 2RPLEN ? FER M
I > &G Z BRI LERLETR ?

3. (RIS - AR L A AR SR F B AR SRS R s
DRIRIR — E AR AR SR (E &R - BIAAR E 2R R
iR Tt RN, TSR IE, - TISRREL, - TR
FEER ) KEE o GRS G B RIS EEHL
AR EER TS ? R L WEEFUTREEZ AR
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TE&ETRERY 2
4. BRI EAE - AR ERE EFEIE 2000 =GRV RRE - 65D
RIEZBEMEANE ? ER 7 LA REMEK ?
5L &Y 30-60 438 > H4r Zeh & M2 — R B
BEEE ~ LI9H ~ 27 email i 7E5AR - G5BT A NS - EEEHD
PRI R BB AT (RSB FE IO PY {857 5% M REAH BH 2 #ET TR 8% - 11
BRI E > BREL Strauss B2 Corbin (1998 ) HY B i & 5 Bl 0 4R 15
W% > BB SR E R M AT RR AR - SR A2 E AV RE R AR R
NEMES  4RISEBLIREGEIE A S TR E L > IREIZehE S e
JEBEZNETEKERFEIE 280 4mIEE - RIFEGE IR R
HETEELE - HEHEN - BEfrat o WETELSIEERG - fla -
MR E R 2 TEEHOTER - HSHEN TR ETRE SR E
¥rans o BMIHS TTENEFEEEN > Y& TER T a2 ERNE
HIEEE (OISR R T —EbtesE) -
TEAS 24 & 2 1) Guba B Lincoln (1989) Y& 1L i 5T H i &
(authenticity) 2] {Z £ (trustworthiness ) F§ A 12 #E 2K £ F+ b 3¢ 45
RHaE ¢ R ER U ER S EZ B R R REREE A
(fairness) » HMEPRZ 5 E B RARZH KBS E S H (catalytic
authenicity) § 5 SRR LS BIZE » BECRIFZE B 05 R 2t
R FENEEEE (aedible) ~ HFREI75695 2 FF (dependable) ~ 32
FRLCAGHEEREE (confirmability) ~ H B AW 2 HASGEEER 2 &t
(transferability ) o ABHFEHYZ 5, F(E B & s R -ERT - ¥ TH T
MERRAEZE A EIF R RIS - HesELE s
i 7 SRR B sk B RV R AL 2 BB MW © &R E - T —Ei Z2EAYH
e T B RN SRS 2 B &k -

B ~ tA3E58IR

— AXERERESHEFTER

AW FEAEF T > 52N E DS B & H B S s AR i
BAE - ZahERIEIERUR > HIES /B A [F SIS R IS - B e
MEMESRAER A @K - A8 ZaiEAAGEPEEEHUTER
AyRESE - BRI SR SO R SERE A AR - T B — (o4 S e H A Lk
Filot R GRS SR - = IR S T ASTHZEE 2 7T R B LR
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ol Z I - ERANiR - N ENEATR TR B &L N

W

(=) FAaE#EXEARIR

ZEjE C4~F1~F3~F4~F6~Hl~H3 P » 5 AYRT
R EZ B PR EENEN  (FEECREE P ROAR TR
MRS - DGR R R M E B E E MRS - EEEK - BRI E R
FORIEEREAZE M - 8% - s REERSE > BKE 2 - P
el > WEm S E A ERER S EYE o MEEMRE BEFE
HEIEFEE S EEMS - Nt > R EE S B AR AR
RE S ERE -

{HAIHE N SCHH TR R B 3k N S S e i 2 78 oy R At - il
CligH : "X SR FHEETH —BIy » MR R B F A ML
RARBAHE PP A ERIRFE B M A E BRSS9 )
FIRBLELMBAE o  H3 el " RAEFBAHARE F# Qs s
AMEFE > BAMLFRGIFE R FXMB A FTARES TR
MAMNBRER TRAZZREREFTREY - | BTy HEEEY
FERE R R - DR 2 h A L E i oe R A - SEE R
—E e 78 o7 i pllEm SRR BT S B FR . BVARL e HANE T RN
EIR > A e HEEn SRR R E A -

(=) srR#REBREHM

ZlrzaiEg i TR ) KIS H O ES (C4- F2-
F3-F4-~F6~F6~P~L) -~ BIff (C4-~F3-~F4-F6) ~ B (C1~
C2~C3) ~ BRHIMTHY SR BLIZERS (C3~ F1~ F4~ H1 ~ H3) - #{%
HEHIRES - 2 E eIt s B8 LARHER "9t £
Ry B - B

REALWEEFRREEATAT RS LA E o THERE
B Mot 3750 ) 69 AR ABL B 1 6 90 90 3P A 30 8 3 A
SR (HI) o

R R EAE
ZEARHEEA
W (R 24

BYR L MM AR ER AT LG
it ER D TE SEMNPS 2 Tk 3!
)24
A

KRR ENHETY L BH R
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REAFHEARARCOARH G RN E - AR RF AT
B HE A R A RARAT B S B R~ B~ R AR AT AT AR R 8 S
Bz [ BBHHA | BHERL THEIA) LT > TEK
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Introduction

Good abstracts assist readers in their literature search and robustly
inform textual relevance judgements, while adhering to the ABC’s of
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accuracy, brevity, and clarity. An informative abstract can be viewed as a
condensed version of the original text, describing the essential substance
constituting the research work in a concise and articulate fashion. Research
papers in the hard sciences are usually highly structured, following the
IMRD (Introduction, Methodology, Results, and Discussion, or IMRaD)
writing convention. The abstracting of science papers may easily follow
that structure and serve its purposes. In contrast, humanities research works
are relatively flexible in organizational structures, and thus what should be
included in an abstract and how the information is best organized are less
overtly clear. Whether the increasingly popular form of structured abstracts,
mostly used in the sciences and social sciences journals, is applicable
in humanities writing also requires investigation. Further, monographs
constitute a major part of humanities research. In the abstracting of scholarly
books, for instance, how content may be expanded in the longer abstracts,
as opposed to the short abstracts of journal articles, and how the information
may be better presented, also awaits analysis. As such, this study explores
the following research questions:

* What content elements should be included in a humanities research
abstract? Is the form of structured abstract suitable for humanities
research works?

* What are the features of a good humanities research abstract? When
the length of abstract varies, what adjustments are required about the
abstract content and abstracting strategies?

Methodology

This study employed the in-depth interview method to understand
humanities researchers’ needs of and recommendations for scholarly
abstracts. Purposive sampling and theoretical sampling strategies were
used to recruit the fifteen study participants (see Table 1). Their subject
backgrounds ranged from Chinese and Taiwan Literature, foreign literature
(i.e., Anglo American and European literature), history, philosophy, and
linguistics. Although their study areas and subject disciplines varied, their
study approaches can be categorized broadly into two types: theoretical
discourse as opposed to textual/historical data analyses.
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Table 1

The Profiles of the Study Participants
ID  Subject Area Title Major Study Approach
Cl1 Taiwan Literature Associate Professor  Textual/historical data analysis
C2  Chinese Literature Professor Textual/historical data analysis
C3  Chinese Literature Professor Textual/historical data analysis
C4  Taiwan Literature Associate Professor  Theoretical discourse
F1  English Literature Associate Professor  Textual/historical data analysis
F2  European Literature Assistant Professor  Textual/historical data analysis
F3  English Literature Associate Professor Textual/historical data analysis

F4  Anglo-American Literature Associate Professor Theoretical discourse

F5  Anglo-American Literature Assistant Professor  Theoretical discourse

F6  European Literature Professor Textual/historical data analysis
H1 Taiwan History Assistant Professor  Historical data analysis

H2 Chinese History Professor Historical data analysis

H3 Taiwan History Assistant Professor  Historical data analysis

P Philosophy Associate Professor  Theoretical discourse

L Linguistics Assistant Professor  Textual analysis

The interviews were conducted between October, 2013 and January,
2014. Each interview took 60-90 minutes. The study participants were
asked what they thought, as authors and as readers, were required for an
abstract in regard to the content elements and textual features. They were
further asked about the applicability of structured abstracts for humanities
papers. Finally, they were queried about the requirements for long abstracts
of book-length scholarly works. The interviews were transcribed verbatim,
and the qualitative data analysis techniques recommended by Strauss and
Corbin (1998) were used to derive the essential content elements and textual
requirements for good humanities abstracts.

Study Findings

The Content Elements of the Humanities Abstracts

Based on the content comparison of the interview data, this study found
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that a humanities research abstract should ideally include the following
content elements:

1.Problem statement or research focus: the abstract should include
sufficient information on the study problems and why they matter.
Ideally, it should indicate the specific research questions under
investigation, or, provide a rich and clear description of the research
focus if the study topic is complex and requires background
knowledge.

2.Subject for the study and research materials: the abstract should
clearly indicate what the study subjects are, i.e., literary works,
authors, and specific historical periods. In some cases, the concept
of study subjects and research materials may overlap. If the research
materials are new, rare, or unfamiliar to the scholarly communities,
it should be reported in the abstract. Likewise, novel approaches
applied to well-known materials also merits mention in the abstract.

3.Research methods or research perspectives: by research methods, the
participants meant various things; it could be the specific theoretical
perspectives employed in textual analysis, the researcher’s unique
interpretation approach such as deconstruction, or ways of reading,
understanding, and appropriating historical materials. Subjects felt
inclusion of research methods or research perspectives in abstracts
affects readers’ relevance judgement in literature searches.

4 Relation to the existing literature: participants highly emphasized
the importance of the contextual information of a research work
in terms of its relations to previous research, i.e., what research
gap is addressed in the current research, how it echoes to or differs
from the previous related works. This information may magnify the
significance of the research; and,

5.Research achievements, insights, or conclusions: unlike sciences and
social sciences papers where research findings are deemed as the foci
of a paper, many participants did not feel comfortable with claiming
they had a finding, i.e., discovery of new things or verification
of relationships between things. The achievement of humanities
research may manifest in the forms of discourse construction,
revelation of new perspectives, and alternative interpretations of
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known facts or materials. Hence, humanities researchers prefer to
have a certain degree of flexibility in reporting what their works
have achieved. In some cases, it is more important for humanities
researchers to indicate the value of the analysis rather than to report
on the conclusions.

The Applicability of Structured Abstracts

In regards to structured abstracts, the analysis suggested that, the format
of a structured abstract is perhaps useful for humanities papers, but it is also
undesirable for many humanities authors. Most of the participants had hoped
for an abstract that is a well-written and highly readable narrative rather
than a dull listing of information. As academic authors, they would welcome
abstracting guidance on what to include in the abstracts and to what extent
to include elements of the contents, but they were mostly against a rigid
organizing structure that might constrain their expression and argumentation.
The format seemed particularly unwelcomed by scholars whose research lies
mainly in the construction of theoretical discourse. Other difficulties with
the use of structured abstract include the labeling of content elements. Those
content labels drawn from existing science and social sciences structured
abstracts, such as research findings and conclusions, as aforementioned, can
be confusing and inappropriate for humanities authors. In summary, more
content guidance and higher flexibility in the presentation structures are
more helpful for humanities scholars to produce informative abstracts.

The Features of a Good Humanities Abstract

A good humanities research abstract should demonstrate certain
features in its writing and content coverage. First, in the composition of the
abstract, the wording and the expression should be precise and accurate in
revealing the intent of the argumentation. The abstract should be treated
as a holistic, stand-alone text, avoiding copy-and-paste assemblage from
the original text. And if possible, enhance the readability and appeal of the
abstract to interest potential readers.

As to content coverage, an abstract should ideally cover the
aforementioned five content elements in balance. An abstract should
faithfully represent the work; avoid information that is not presented in the
original text. The author should wisely respond to the word limits and avoid
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over compression of ideas and argumentation that may lead to obscurity
and imprecision. Having a target audience in mind helps to determine the
expectations of the readers as well as what might promote the work to the
wider scholarly communities.

Abstracting Strategies for Longer Abstracts

When a longer abstract length is offered to the authors for a
monographic work, the participants recommended certain abstracting
strategies. Firstly, it is desirable to describe the intellectual context in
which the current book-length work resides, for instance, the continuity
or departure of ideas or schools of thoughts in the universe of literatures.
Secondly, provide fuller and substantial descriptions on the content
elements, specifically, relations to previous research as well as research
achievements or insights can be strengthened. Thirdly, an outline of the
chapters and brief introduction of each chapter are highly encouraged.
Finally, in regards to writing styles, as the longer abstracts can be viewed as
an independent essay that might be detached from the work in electronic or
other formats for wider dissemination, the authors should take advantage of
its communication potential and make it an informative and appealing text
to further promote the work.

Conclusion & Suggestions

This study identified five content elements to be included in humanities
abstracts as well as the writing principles for abstracts of journal articles
and monographic works. It is suggested that academic publishers provide
more abstracting guidance to assist humanities researchers to produce more
informative abstracts that serve information retrieval, communication,
and promotion purposes. In regard to research limitations, the humanities
are broad and diverse in subject topics, research approaches, and writing
conventions. The participants of this study were mostly from literature and
history research. Future research may consider broadening the subject scope
and include more diverse research traditions to fuller understand humanities
researchers’ needs and expectations for abstracts.
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