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Deadly Sin #2: Hedging (Overqualifying) to Death

Hedging, which we often see in abstracts and discussion sections, is appropriate when you can't draw a
solid conclusion from a particular finding. Candor, caution, and even modesty are virtues when you're
discussing implications. But you can overdo it.

Example:
It appears that this finding might possibly suggest a new mode of analysis.

Revision:
This finding could suggest a new mode of analysis.

Example:
Our analyses seem to show an apparent link between head injuries and age of diagnosis.

Revision:
Our analyses seem to show a link between head injuries and age of diagnosis.

OR

Our analyses show an apparent link between head injuries and age of diagnosis.
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