ike i tabli S PR e el an
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Pravila: L g gAY 2els=Z220l:

Slike su prezentacija podataka, tablice su spremista podataka
Prilozi ne smiju imati pozadinu (ink-data!)

Pazite na dimenzije slike i njenih elemenata (prijelom pri tisku)
Koristite crte pogreske (error bars; npr. SD) gdje je moguce

U pripremi tablica koristite samo vodoravne linije

Navedite jedinice u naslovu stupca/retka tablice

Koristite napomene ili fusnote za razjasnjavanje simbola iz tablice*

Pazite na decimalna mjesta

*napominjem da ovo moze biti na ispitu




Rezultati

Not everything that counts can be counted,
and not everything that can be counted counts.

Pazljivo odaberite samo relevantne rezultate
Pazljivo odaberite $to i koliko rezultata ce i¢i u priloge

Sto je moguce prikazite grafiéki.
NE opisujte slike doslovno u tekstu - NE PONAVLJAJTE

Priloge citirajte redoslijedno i pravodobno
Rezultati trebaju ‘pravocrtno napredovati’

Odvajajte razlicite rezultate u razlic¢ite pasuse (blokove)
grupirajte slicne rezultate u susjedne pasuse




Slike - anatomija
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Figure 1. Cumulative gemunation of Chenopodium seeds after Y axis label % 50 “
: inati : 2 day soak in NaCl solutions. Seg O T

fosend pregemunation treatment of ) 4 £

7 n= 1 tnal per treatment group (100 seeds/tnal.) E T

- E »
o
e 254
[
@
=
0 -4----- X axis
treatment--------- 12 NH; S0 mech.scar. 3% H02 Control
labels - X axis label

Pregermination Treatment <&----~""

Figure 1. Mean germination (%) (+SD) of gourd seeds following
various pregermination treatments. N=10 groups of 100 seeds

per treatment and control. Treatments: 12 hour soak in 12 N HpS04,
90 second scarification of seed coat with 80 grit sandpaper,

6 hour soak in 3% H;0, w.
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TWie, m)

Reservoir 2 (R2)
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100m

Fig. 1. Map of the Jankovac Stream (Papuk Nature Park) with marked sampling sites. IS, Jankovac Spring, sampling site for seston;
B JS(e.m). Jankovac Spring, sampling site for epiphyton and macroinvertebrates; JW . Jankovac Waterfall, sampling site for seston:
JW (e.m), Jankovac Waterfall, sampling site for epiphyton and macroinvertebrates.

Fig. 3. Ultrastructure of the follicular epithelium and egg enve-
lopes of Brachyptera risi, during choriogenesis. A: Fragment of follic-
ular cell active in synthesis of eggshell precursors. The cytoplasm is
filled with vesicles storing the precursors (black arrows). A prominent
nucleus (fn) contains a large nucleolus (fnu). TEM; scale bar, 2 ym. B:
Axial section through the ovarian follicle. An oocyte (oc) covered with
forming egg envelopes. Note in the cytoplasm of follicular cell numer-
ous vesicles (black arrows) filled with materials similar to that form-
ing the external layer of chorion (white asterisk). Follicular cell (fc);
oocyte (oc); vitelline envelope (ve); one to four layers of common sub-
system of chorion; paracrystalline layer (black star). TEM, scale bar,
2 pm. C: Fragment of follicular cell during the final phase of chorio-
genesis. Note the less-frequent vesicles containing eggshell precur-
sors (thick black arrows) and the electron-dense grains close to the
apex of the follicular cell (thin black arrows) and also a thin layer of
electron-dense material forming the extrachorion (black arrowheads)
on the surface of chorion. Follicular cell nucleus (fn); follicular cell
nucleolus (fnu). TEM; scale bar, 2 pm.
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Tablice - anatomija

Naslov tablice

Naslov stupaca

Season:

Upper

Fast Slow Fast

Table 1. Physicochemical characteristics of water at different habitats during the experiment;

Winter Summer

Lower Upper Lower

Slow Fast Slow Fast Slow

i redaka Flow velocity

TDR

Temperature

Podaci g o

0.87 025 0091 0.2b

[gg’lwk'l] 0.054 0.044 0.099 0.085 0.077 0.069 0.225 0.169

[°C]

[mg dm'3]

pH

(isti format unutar kategorije)

Conduectivity

Napomene

Crte

->

[uS em™]
[mg dm™]
[mg dm™]

[mg dm™]

5.35 5.74 19.20 19.78

11.74 11.51 7.94 8.10
8.22 8.52

367

0.49

0.025

0.79 0.91

* marks significant differences between flows at given site, + marks significant differences

between sites and # marks significant differences among seasons.




Tablice

Tablica 1. Prikaz broja uginulih kitova (Cetacea) u razdoblju od 1990. Do 2007.
godine, po uzrocima smrti. Preuzeto i prilagodeno prema Kolaric i sur., 2011.

Uzroci smrti

broj uginulih
Zivotinja

Ukupno

utapanje u ribarskoj mrezi

strangulacija grkljana dijelovima ribarske

mreze

djelovanje Covjeka podvodna eksplozija (ribolov dinamitom)

prostrij elne rane

ubodna rana

opstipacija smeCem
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Species/Location Spring Stream  Tufa rim Lake
Hemerodromiinae
Chelifera concinnicauda Collin, 1927 .
M Beme e et et by e ey 1. =) Chelifera flavella (Zetterstedt, 1838) .
A emrs or o ™e e oo T 5vuee|Chelifera precabunda Collin, 1961 .
e, e e Fr Be e b e e AT\ Chelifera precatoria (Fallén, 1816) .
oo~ - - s m= e e &= =\ Chelifera pyrenaica Vaillant, 1981 .
gl i gt~ & |Chelifera siveci Wagner, 1984 . .
- =2 Chelifera stigmatica (Schiner, 1962) . .
e, b : . 2 “ams,|Chelifera trapezina (Zetterstedt, 1838) . .
gl SRR R~ -;';;-:-5‘ Hemerodromia faudatoria Collin, 1927 L] .
L - A= Hemerodromia melangyna Collin, 1927 .
N EEEE LR g..'{; Hemerodromia oratoria (Fallén, 1816) . .
,"-‘,:t.:'..,. E %% "™ 1 1 :-*_- Hemerodromia raptoria Meigen, 1830 .
PP —— —'::z Hemerodromia unilineata Zetterstedt, 1842 . . .
S EEEEELEE »="|Clinocerinae
ﬁ- ; : : _" : : "_' : ' @woﬁchocephaia guttata (Haliday, 1833) . .
¥ 1.:: EREEEENEE | Dolichocephala ocellata Costa, 1854 . .
82T Yt L : ———=|Clinocera stagnalis (Haliday, 1833) .
-ii--: - el i Bk 1 a2l Clinocera wesmaeli (Macquart, 1835) .
Shitncold = = = we e se me e =a2% |Kowarzia barbatula Mik, 1880 . L] .
Kowarzia bipunctata (Haliday, 1833) .
= Wiedemannia (Eucelidia) zetterstedti (Fallén, 1826) .
Wiedemannia (Phifolutra) aquilex (Loew, 1869) . .

Wiedemannia (Pseudowiedemannia) lamellata (Loew, 1869) . . .
Number of species 13 18 9 5



Rasprava

Stavlja vase istrazivanje u kontekst

Pokazuje da ste svjesni prethodnih argumenta (i onih koji se

slaZzu s Vasim rezultatima i onih koji se ne slazu).
///

Prema njima se valja jasno
odrediti i stav potkrijepiti
smislenim argumentima

WELL. THEN I HAD TO

Nacelo: Posebno — OpC'e | , ) ’KlCK HIS ASS.

NE RASPRAVLJATINI O
CEMU STO NIJE IZNESENO
U REZULTATIMA (ILI METODAMA)




Rasprava

Istaknuti veze, nedostatke veza, neocekivane rezultate
ponudite objasnjenja rezultata
STO REZULTATI ZNACE

Spekulirati se (bas i ne) smije*

Ne pretjerivati

Don’t raise your
voice,

Improve your
argument

Odvajati logicke cjeline rasprave
Ne ponavljati rezultate**

Istaknuti zakljucke koji namecu buduca istrazivanja




Rasprava

Strugaci (puzevi) su opcenito najpogodenija skupina
utjecajem finih Cestica u potoku. Njihova se brojnost najvise
smanijila, a njihov oporavak je najslabiji nizvodno od izvora
poremecaja. Suspendirane cestice ogranicavaju izvore hrane
erodirajuci supstrat (kod brzog protoka) s jedne strane i
prekrivajuci povrsinu supstrata (kod sporog protoka)
mijenjajuci tako metabolizam struje (Parkhill & Gulliver, 2002;
Larsen et al., 2009).

SUMIRANJE (ne ponavljanje) REZULTATA %

OBJASNJENJE | USPOREDBA




Zakljucak
RaZIikovati Od Saietka! SaZetak (Abstract, Summary)

Abstract - saZet prikaz €lanka
ukljuéuje sve dijelove élanka (najée3ce izuzev rasprave)

Summary - navod glavnih zakljué¢aka

J ezgrOVito Odgovoriti n a p ita nia, Treba prenijeti najbitnije informacije o sadrzaju ¢lanka ne bi li

citatelj brzo razluéio o daljnjem &itanju

usporediti s predvidanjima i .
h i p ot ez a m a i Z uv o d a Informativni saZetak sadrii - svrhu, metode, rezultatei zakljucke

Indikativan saZetak - daje bit ali bez informacijao
metodi i rezultatima pa ¢ak niti zakljucku

Izjavne recenice

Npr.
Zamucdivanje potoka finim ¢esticama negativno utjece na
brojnost puzeva

Vise liSajeva je na stablima u predgradu nego u sredistu radi
ispusnih plinova automobila




Zahvala

Kolegama koji su pomogli
(i ¢clanovima izlagackog tima)

Izvori (literatura):

Autori, godina izdanja, naslov ¢lanka, knjige ili naslov poglavlja
+ urednici, izdavac, mjesto izdavanja, (stranice)

Far, ]. H.. 1984: Biostatistical Analysis. — Prentice Hall, Engle-
S T : - : > wood Cliffs, New Jersey.
StatSoft Inc., 2001. Statistica (data analysis software system), Zhang, D. D., Zhang. Y. 1.. Zhu, A. & Cheng, X., 2001: Physical

version 6. www statsoft.com. mechanisms of river waterfall tufa (travertine ) formation. — J.
Sediment. Res. A 71: 205-216.

URL (https://hr.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mravi) Software:

https://office.microsoft.com/excel




