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Article Title: Mastering the Chicago Style Dissertation Results Section: A Comprehensive Guide

The Cornerstone of Your Research: Understanding
Chicago Style Dissertation Results

Chicago style dissertation results represent a critical juncture in academic writing, demanding
precision, clarity, and adherence to specific scholarly conventions. This section is where your research
findings take center stage, requiring a meticulous presentation of data, statistical analyses, and
observed outcomes. Effectively communicating these results in Chicago style ensures your
contributions to your field are understood and respected by the academic community. This guide will
delve into the essential components of crafting a robust results section, from initial data presentation
to interpreting statistical significance, all within the framework of the Chicago Manual of Style. We will
explore the nuances of integrating tables, figures, and textual descriptions to create a cohesive and
compelling narrative of your discoveries, equipping you with the knowledge to confidently present
your hard-earned findings.
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The Core Purpose of the Results Section

The primary objective of the results section in a Chicago style dissertation is to present the findings of
your research objectively and comprehensively. It is the empirical heart of your work, providing the
evidence that supports or refutes your research questions and hypotheses. Unlike the introduction or
literature review, which sets the stage and theoretical framework, or the discussion section, which



interprets the findings, the results section strictly focuses on what you discovered through your
methodology. It should be factual, unbiased, and devoid of interpretation or speculation, allowing the
reader to form their own initial impressions based on the presented data.

This section acts as a direct answer to the research questions posed earlier in your dissertation. It
bridges the gap between your research design and the broader implications of your study. A well-
structured results section is crucial for the credibility and impact of your entire dissertation. It
demonstrates the rigor of your research process and the validity of your conclusions. Therefore,
dedicating significant attention to its construction is paramount for any doctoral candidate employing
the Chicago Manual of Style.

Essential Elements of Chicago Style Dissertation
Results

Crafting a successful Chicago style dissertation results section involves a systematic approach to
presenting information. The key is to be thorough, organized, and clear. This means ensuring all
significant findings are reported, regardless of whether they align with your initial hypotheses. The
presentation should be logical, typically following the order in which your research questions or
hypotheses were introduced, or in a sequence that best illuminates the data.

Crucially, the Chicago style emphasizes clarity in textual presentation. While tables and figures are
essential for summarizing large datasets, the narrative text should guide the reader through these
visuals, highlighting the most important trends and findings. This textual summary helps to
contextualize the data and ensures that even readers who skim tables and figures grasp the core
outcomes of your research. Remember, the goal is to communicate your findings effectively, not just
to present raw data.

Structuring Your Findings

The organization of your results section should mirror the structure of your research. If your
dissertation addresses multiple research questions, it is often best to present the results for each
question or hypothesis sequentially. This makes it easier for your committee and readers to follow
your line of reasoning and understand how your findings directly address your initial objectives.
Subheadings can be employed, following Chicago style guidelines, to delineate subsections
corresponding to specific research questions or thematic areas of your findings.

In some cases, a thematic organization might be more appropriate, especially if your research
uncovered emergent themes not directly tied to predetermined hypotheses. Regardless of the
primary organizational strategy, ensure a logical progression that builds a coherent picture of your
research outcomes. The flow from one finding to the next should be seamless, creating a compelling
narrative of your discoveries.

Objectivity and Neutrality

A cardinal rule of the results section is maintaining absolute objectivity. This means presenting the

data exactly as it was collected and analyzed, without any embellishment, personal interpretation, or
emotional language. Avoid phrases like "interestingly," "surprisingly," or "unfortunately." The Chicago
style, like most academic styles, prioritizes empirical evidence and factual reporting. Your role here is



that of a reporter, not an advocate.

Any discussion of the implications or significance of your findings belongs in the discussion section.
The results section should simply state what you found. This strict adherence to objectivity is vital for
the credibility of your research. Readers must be able to trust that the data presented is an
unvarnished representation of your study’s outcomes. This principle extends to how you discuss
statistical significance; report the p-values and effect sizes without claiming causality or making
sweeping pronouncements.

Presenting Quantitative Data in Chicago Style

Quantitative data, which involves numerical measurements and statistical analyses, requires a
structured and precise presentation. The Chicago style provides clear guidelines on how to report
these findings effectively. This typically involves presenting descriptive statistics, inferential statistics,
and any relevant statistical models used in your analysis. The goal is to make complex numerical data
accessible and understandable to your readers.

When presenting quantitative results, it is crucial to define all variables clearly, often by referring
back to your methodology section. This ensures that readers understand what each number or
statistic represents. The use of tables and figures is highly recommended for summarizing large
datasets, but it is equally important to complement these visuals with clear textual explanations that
highlight key findings and trends.

Descriptive Statistics

Descriptive statistics provide a summary of the basic features of your data. This includes measures of
central tendency, such as the mean, median, and mode, as well as measures of dispersion, such as
standard deviation, variance, range, and interquartile range. You should report these statistics for
your key variables, providing context for your inferential findings. For instance, if you are comparing
groups, you would report the means and standard deviations for each group.

When reporting means, it is standard practice to indicate the sample size (N) associated with that
mean. The Chicago style generally advises reporting descriptive statistics for all relevant variables in
a clear and concise manner. These initial summaries help readers to grasp the overall characteristics
of your dataset before delving into more complex analyses. Ensure that the level of precision in
reporting (e.g., number of decimal places) is consistent throughout your dissertation.

Inferential Statistics

Inferential statistics are used to make generalizations from sample data to a larger population. This is
where you report the results of hypothesis tests, such as t-tests, ANOVAs, chi-square tests,
regressions, and correlations. For each inferential test, you must report the relevant test statistic
(e.g., t, F, x?), degrees of freedom (df), the exact p-value (or an indication of its significance level,
e.g., p < .05), and the effect size (e.g., Cohen's d, eta-squared). Effect sizes are crucial as they
indicate the magnitude of the observed effect, regardless of statistical significance.

The Chicago style encourages a clear and consistent format for reporting these statistics. For
example, a t-test might be reported as "t(df) = statistic, p = p-value." Similarly, an ANOVA might be
reported as "F(df_between, df within) = statistic, p = p-value, n? = effect size." Always define



abbreviations and statistical terms if they are not commonly understood within your specific
discipline. This ensures that your findings are accessible to a broad academic audience.

Presenting Qualitative Data in Chicago Style

Qualitative research yields rich, descriptive data, often in the form of interview transcripts, field notes,
or textual documents. Presenting qualitative results in Chicago style requires a different approach,
focusing on themes, patterns, and illustrative examples. The aim is to convey the depth and nuance
of your findings while maintaining academic rigor.

Qualitative data presentation often involves the identification of key themes that emerged from your
analysis. These themes should be clearly defined and supported by excerpts from your data. The
Chicago style encourages the use of direct quotes from participants or primary sources to bring your
findings to life and provide concrete evidence for your interpretations. However, it is important to
select quotes that are representative and directly relevant to the theme being discussed.

Identifying and Defining Themes

After rigorous analysis, you will likely identify several overarching themes that capture the essence of
your qualitative data. Each theme should be clearly named and defined in your results section. The
definition should explain what the theme represents and why it is significant in the context of your
research questions. This helps readers understand the framework you are using to organize and
present your findings.

When introducing a theme, you might begin with a paragraph that defines it and explains its
relevance. Following this, you would present evidence from your data that supports the existence and
prominence of this theme. This evidence can take the form of paraphrased summaries of participant
responses, descriptions of observed phenomena, or direct quotations, depending on the nature of
your data and analysis.

Using lllustrative Quotations

Direct quotations are a powerful tool in qualitative research. They allow participants to speak for
themselves and provide authentic insights into their experiences, perspectives, or behaviors. When
using quotations, ensure they are accurately transcribed and properly cited according to Chicago
style. Each quotation should serve a specific purpose, illustrating a particular aspect of a theme or
providing a powerful example that resonates with the reader.

It is important to maintain a balance between direct quotes and your own narrative. While quotes are
valuable, they should not overwhelm the text. Your narrative should frame the quotes, explain their
context, and connect them back to the broader themes and research questions. Avoid cherry-picking
quotes that seem supportive without considering the full range of participant responses. Presenting a
balanced view, even if it includes contradictory or nuanced statements, enhances the credibility of
your findings.



Integrating Visuals: Tables and Figures

Tables and figures are indispensable tools for presenting complex data in a concise and visually
appealing manner. The Chicago style has specific guidelines for their formatting and integration into
your dissertation. Properly formatted tables and figures can significantly enhance the readability and
impact of your results section, making your data more accessible to a wider audience.

The key is to ensure that every table and figure is clearly labeled, titled, and referred to within the
text. They should not be presented in isolation; the narrative must guide the reader’s attention to the
most important aspects of each visual element. This synergy between text and visuals is fundamental
to effective data presentation in Chicago style.

Formatting Tables

Tables in Chicago style are typically presented with horizontal rules to separate the column heads
from the data and to delineate the table’s end. Vertical rules are generally discouraged, as they can
make tables appear cluttered. Each table must have a unique number (e.g., Table 1, Table 2) and a
descriptive title that clearly indicates its content. All abbreviations and symbols used in the table
should be defined either in a footnote or in a legend within the table itself.

When referring to a table in the text, use its number (e.g., "As shown in Table 1..."). Briefly highlight
the most critical information from the table in your narrative, such as the main trends or significant
findings. Avoid simply repeating all the data from the table in your text; instead, use the text to quide
the reader’s interpretation of the table’s key takeaways. Ensure that the data in the table is accurate
and directly reflects your research findings.

Formatting Figures

Figures can include a wide range of visual representations, such as graphs, charts, maps, and images.
Similar to tables, each figure must have a unique number (e.qg., Figure 1, Figure 2) and a clear,
descriptive title or caption. The Chicago style often places captions below figures. All elements within
the figure, such as axes labels, data points, and legends, should be clear, legible, and informative. If
the figure is adapted from another source, proper attribution and citation are absolutely essential.

In the text, refer to figures by their number (e.qg., "Figure 2 illustrates the relationship between...").
Explain what the figure demonstrates and draw the reader's attention to the most salient patterns or
trends depicted. For example, if you have a line graph showing an increasing trend, you would
mention this trend in the text, guiding the reader to observe it in the graph. Ensure that the resolution
and quality of figures are high enough for clear reproduction.

Statistical Reporting Standards

Adhering to specific statistical reporting standards is crucial for the integrity and clarity of your
guantitative results. The Chicago style, while not dictating specific statistical software, aligns with
general academic best practices for reporting statistical findings. This ensures that your results are
reproducible and understandable to other researchers in your field.

The primary goal is transparency and accuracy. Every statistical test you report should be presented
in a way that allows a knowledgeable reader to understand the analysis performed, the data used,



and the outcome. This includes reporting not just whether a hypothesis was supported or rejected,
but also the strength and direction of the effect, if applicable.

P-values and Significance Levels

P-values are fundamental to inferential statistics, indicating the probability of obtaining observed
results if the null hypothesis were true. In Chicago style, it is generally recommended to report exact
p-values rather than just indicating statistical significance (e.g., p < .05). This provides more
information about the strength of the evidence against the null hypothesis. For example, reporting p
= .02 is more informative than simply stating that the result was statistically significant at the .05
level.

When p-values are very small, it is acceptable to report them as p < .001. However, avoid reporting
p-values with excessive precision, such as p = .000123. The focus should be on conveying the
statistical evidence in a clear and consistent manner. Always define your alpha level (significance
level) if it deviates from the conventional .05, though this is usually established in your methodology.

Effect Sizes and Confidence Intervals

While p-values tell you whether an effect is statistically significant, effect sizes tell you how large or
meaningful that effect is. Reporting effect sizes is increasingly important in academic research and is
highly recommended in Chicago style dissertations. Common effect size measures include Cohen's d
for differences between means, eta-squared (n?) or omega-squared (w?) for ANOVA, and R-squared
(R2) for regression analyses.

Confidence intervals (Cls) provide a range of values within which the true population parameter is
likely to lie. Reporting Cls alongside effect sizes offers a more complete picture of your findings. For
example, a confidence interval for a mean difference would indicate the likely range of the true
difference between two groups. When reporting Cls, specify the confidence level used, typically 95%.

Narrative Flow and Interpretation

While the results section is primarily for objective reporting, a logical narrative flow is essential to
guide the reader through your findings. This involves carefully structuring your presentation and
ensuring smooth transitions between different findings, tables, and figures. Interpretation, strictly
speaking, belongs in the discussion section, but the results section must present the data in a way
that facilitates subsequent interpretation.

The narrative should tell a coherent story of your research outcomes. Think of it as presenting the
evidence that will be discussed and analyzed later. This means ensuring that the reader can easily
understand what was found and in what context. Effective narrative flow transforms a collection of
data points into a meaningful account of your research journey.

Guiding the Reader

The best way to guide your reader is to be explicit about what you are presenting and why. Begin
paragraphs with clear topic sentences that introduce the specific finding or statistical analysis you are



about to discuss. When introducing a table or figure, clearly state what it shows and highlight the
most important information. For instance, "Table 3 presents the demographic characteristics of the
study participants," followed by a brief summary of key details like age range and gender distribution.

Use transitional phrases to connect different ideas and findings. Phrases like "In addition,"
"Furthermore," "Conversely," or "Following this analysis" can help create a smooth flow. Ensure that
the order of presentation makes logical sense, building a cumulative understanding of your results. If
you are presenting findings related to multiple research questions, clearly demarcate the results for
each question to maintain clarity and avoid confusion.

Distinguishing Results from Discussion

A common challenge is the temptation to interpret findings within the results section. It is imperative
to resist this urge and maintain a clear distinction between reporting what you found and explaining
what it means. The results section should answer the "what" of your research, while the discussion
section addresses the "so what."

For example, instead of writing, "The significant increase in scores (p < .01) indicates that the
intervention was highly effective," a results section would state: "Participants in the intervention
group showed a statistically significant increase in scores (M = X, SD = Y) compared to the control
group (M = Z, SD = W), t(df) = statistic, p = .00X." The interpretation of the intervention's
effectiveness would then be reserved for the discussion section, where you would connect these
results to your research questions and existing literature.

Common Pitfalls to Avoid

When crafting your Chicago style dissertation results, being aware of common mistakes can save you
significant revision time and enhance the quality of your work. These pitfalls often stem from a lack of
clarity, objectivity, or adherence to stylistic conventions. By proactively addressing these issues, you
can ensure your results section is both accurate and impactful.

The most frequent errors involve mixing interpretation with reporting, poor organization, and
inadequate presentation of statistical information. Ensuring your results are presented in a clean,
logical, and objective manner is paramount. Reviewing your work with these common pitfalls in mind
can lead to a stronger and more persuasive presentation of your research findings.

Over-Interpretation or Under-Reporting

One significant pitfall is the tendency to over-interpret findings within the results section. As
mentioned, discussions of implications, limitations, and significance belong in the discussion chapter.
Another related issue is under-reporting key findings, perhaps by omitting results that do not align
with expectations or by failing to present complete statistical information.

Conversely, some students may feel compelled to report every single statistical test conducted,
regardless of its relevance to the research questions. This can overwhelm the reader and obscure the
most important findings. Focus on presenting the results that directly address your research
qguestions and hypotheses, and do so comprehensively and objectively.



Inconsistent Formatting and Citations

Inconsistency in the formatting of tables, figures, and statistical reporting is a common issue. This can
range from inconsistent decimal places in reported statistics to variations in font sizes or rule styles in
tables. Such inconsistencies detract from the professional appearance of your dissertation and can
create confusion for the reader.

Furthermore, improper or inconsistent citation of sources, especially when adapting figures or
reporting secondary data, can lead to serious academic integrity issues. Always ensure that all
borrowed material is correctly attributed according to the Chicago Manual of Style. Diligent
proofreading and adherence to style guides are crucial for avoiding these errors.

Frequently Asked Questions

Q: What is the main purpose of the results section in a
Chicago style dissertation?

A: The main purpose of the results section in a Chicago style dissertation is to present the objective
findings of the research, including data, statistical analyses, and observed outcomes, without
interpretation or discussion of implications.

Q: How should I present statistical findings in my Chicago
style dissertation results?

A: In Chicago style, statistical findings should be presented clearly and precisely, including the test
statistic, degrees of freedom, exact p-values, and effect sizes. Use consistent formatting for all
reported statistics.

Q: Can |l include my interpretations of the data in the results
section?

A: No, the Chicago style strictly separates the results section from the discussion section. The results
section should only present the data; interpretation and discussion of the findings belong in a
separate chapter.

Q: What is the difference between a table and a figure in
Chicago style?

A: A table is used for presenting precise numerical data in rows and columns, while a figure is used for
graphical representations like charts, graphs, or images to illustrate trends and relationships.



Q: How do | cite sources for tables or figures that are not
original to my research?

A: If you adapt or reproduce a table or figure from another source, you must provide a clear citation
according to Chicago style guidelines, typically in a footnote or in the figure/table caption itself.

Q: Should I report all statistical analyses performed in the
results section?

A: You should report all results that directly address your research questions or hypotheses. Avoid
reporting extraneous analyses that do not contribute to answering your research objectives.

Q: How detailed should my descriptive statistics be?

A: Descriptive statistics should include measures of central tendency (mean, median) and dispersion
(standard deviation, range) for key variables, providing a summary of your data's characteristics.

Q: What are effect sizes and why are they important in the
results section?

A: Effect sizes quantify the magnitude of an observed effect, indicating its practical significance. They
are important because they provide information about the strength of a relationship or difference,
independent of sample size, and are recommended for comprehensive reporting.
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