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Lack of knowledge may cause harm.
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A little knowledge is a dangerous thing.
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The raw law is a source of serious injury.
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Mt. Fuji might explode.
Kappa might exist.
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“suffer a mortal consequence”
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a large number of
a plethora of
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equal halves — halves

merge together — merge
completely full — full
adequate enough — adequate
absolutely essential — essential
definitely proved — proved
entirely eliminate — eliminate
Serious Crisis — Crisis



BHER D B ERRZ T LSRR TS

Examination of the patients was carried out.
— The patients were examined.

Separation of the antibodies from the serum was accomplished.
— The antibodies were separated from the serum.

Log transformation of the non-normal data was achieved.
— The non-normal data were log-transformed.
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“Using the Japanese Diagnosis Procedure Combination Database,
we identified 9388 patients who were preoperatively diagnosed
with stage | and Il gastric cancer.”

“Using..."ZzAAWLVE=R R XIE LLENND,
useD EAHNweTHASZEIZEAR,




<AHERGFRESCOMEHF >

Considering the benefits and risks, chemotherapy plus
radiotherapy with lobectomy is an option for patients with
stage I11A non-small-cell lung cancer.

consider D EARD I35 720,
B ST R DB 7 DD E IR DB A 0 5 72,
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<EFHAREINEVE-EKRTHADOXE>

We excluded patients who underwent surgery, which may have
decreased the number of patients with severe complications.
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T RVRY gWiab I WER
HERODEHE
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Malignant hyperthermia is a rare but life-
threatening condition, .....

We identified 10,912 patients who developed ....
Table 1 shows that .....
A previous study showed that .....

The results indicate that ......




Elim X TIEIEFR D —FUhH
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She said to me, “Do you love me?”
—She asked me if | loved her. (B —E)

X Columbus showed that the earth was round.
O Columbus showed that the earth is round. (&) EIE)

EOBMIELLY?
A recent study showed that drug A was superior to drug B.
A recent study showed that drug A is superior to drug B.
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(Bolsky MI. Better scientific and technical writing. 1988)
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because, since, as, for, 75 &

“Since -+ [T{FHTE N HVEEEE,
(SincelZIF ~ LI JEVLVSERKREH LTI LLY)

“as -7 “for - "HEEITI=AAKLY,
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755 =because

LTDESHETL—XIE, “because”—ETELMEZ 5N S

based on the fact that
due to the fact that
for the reason that
on the grounds that
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“Especially, ==+~ [FF8Y

especially in---
especially for---

especially when---

ELVORIBIT KK




QILt=m>T, ]
1)accordingly

“accordingly” =l ZNIZIGCTIEWLWDEKRTH S,
XEED “Accordingly, ...” LB FT=A D KLY,

<HI3x1>

She continued to have severe headaches and accordingly returned
to our outpatients’ clinic.

<pI32>

We have responded to the reviewers’ comments in a point-by-point
fashion and revised the manuscript accordingly.




2 ) consequently
“consequently, ...” = ZFDHFEREELL T

“As aresult, ..” XX R FHE
HEHAEEIRREBDFRELT, RDE
a7 A,

<3 >

In social epidemiology, an individual's neighborhood is an important
determinant of health behaviors, mediators, and outcomes.
Consequently, when investigating health disparities, researchers

EEOIREEZE DR Vot

may wish to adjust for confounding by unmeasured neighborhood
factors, such as local availability of health facilities or cultural
predispositions.



3)therefore,

thereby, thus

WINBTLIZA > TIEWLS BRI BN TES

therefore

BEX “Therefore,
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0 CthereforeZ{E Z [XFEOMNLVRIRIZAS,
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“ and therefore ...”

“We therefore ...”
“..is therefore...”
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Therebyld XEETHLY NS EIFELLY,
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If patients are directed to high-volume centers for
specific surgical procedures, the increased
number of patients may overwhelm the resources

of such centers, thereby rendering the
procedures even less accessible.
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Compared to on-pump CABG, off-pump CABG was associated with
lower rates of early strokes but with similar rates of delayed stroke.
The mechanisms of stroke after on- and off-pump surgery may
thus be slightly different.

More widespread use of preoperative and intraoperative
assessment of specific risk factors, such as ascending aortic
atherosclerosis, has now made it possible to individualize the
surgical approach in high-risk patients and thus potentially reduce
the occurrence of perioperative and postoperative strokes.
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Risk Factors for Retained Instruments and Sponges after Surgery.
N Engl J Med 2003;348:229-35.

E1NST52

Error in medicine is common and may cause harm.! However,
isolating the factors underlying specific types of errors has
proved to be a formidable task. The types of errors that occur
vary widely because of the extreme complexity and
heterogeneity of the tasks involved in medical care. Furthermore,
many of the most devastating errors happen too infrequently for
observational or single-institution studies to identify the risk
factors and patterns of causation. As a result, studies of error to
date have generally measured only the frequency and outcomes
of specific types of errors, not the roles of particular contributing

factors.
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One persistent but poorly understood error is leaving sponges
or instruments inside patients who undergo surgery. Such
incidents may result in major injury. In a report on 24 cases of
foreign bodies retained after intraabdominal surgery,
complications observed included perforation of the bowel,
sepsis, and in two patients, death.? The retention of sponges
and instruments is considered by many to be avoidable, and
when it occurs, it can attract wide, critical press coverage.3-
Yet these errors persist. Although the incidence has not been
determined, estimates suggest that such errors occur in 1 of
every 1000 to 1500 intraabdominal operations.®’
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There is great uncertainty about why these incidents occur
and how to prevent them. The standards of the Association
of Operating Room Nurses have long required that only
sponges detectable on radiography be used and that they be
counted once at the start and twice at the conclusion of all
surgical procedures.® The standards also recommend that
Instruments be counted in all cases involving an open cavity.
If a count is incorrect — that is, not all materials are
accounted for — then radiography or manual reexploration is
to be performed. In published case series, some incidents
appear to result from a failure to adhere to these standards.
910 However, in the majority of cases, foreign bodies go
undetected despite proper procedures. Previous descriptive
studies have been unable to establish the human and
systems—related factors involved.!
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We performed a case—control study to identify risk
factors for the retention of foreign bodies during
surgery that might provide direction for ameliorative
efforts. Because these cases are avoidable and
frequently injurious, many lead to malpractice claims;
given the high likelihood of litigation after such cases,
most liability insurers also encourage clinicians and
hospitals to report them. Therefore, we used
malpractice-insurance files from several institutions to
identify cases.




Key sentencesf= |7 ZIREME > TEIVNTH LD

Studies of error to date have generally measured only the
frequency and outcomes of specific types of errors, not the
roles of particular contributing factors.

One persistent but poorly understood error is leaving
sponges or instruments inside patients who undergo surgery.

There is great uncertainty about why these incidents
occur and how to prevent them.

We performed a case—control study to identify risk factors
for the retention of foreign bodies during surgery that might
provide direction for ameliorative efforts.
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