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1 Presentation of the paper
1.1 Background
Provide a brief overview of the background information related to the main topic of the paper, highlighting the significance of research in this area. Further literature review may be required. Ensure the use of a proper citation format, as shown in [Section 4].
1.2 Basic terms
Define key terms for the seminar paper here. Additional literature may be needed.
1.3 Methodology and findings
Summarize the scientific paper by presenting its key points (objectives, methods, and results) in your own words (~ 5 pages). Ensure this section is neutral and free of personal evaluation.
2 Discussion of the paper
2.1 Review / Systematic evaluation
a) Formal review of your main paper by systematically evaluating the abstract, introduction, methods, results, and discussion. Follow the standardized approach outlined in the study "A systematic guide to reviewing a manuscript" available at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16751587/. 
b) Methodological framework review of the main paper, focusing on key aspects of medical informatics research, including approach, design, data sources and technologies, data collection, data analysis, performance measurement, etc.
2.2 Comparative studies [only for master]
Select at least two comparative studies (preferably more). Use a scientific approach to develop a search strategy: define keywords and synonyms, then search on PUBMED, SCOPUS, or IEEE Xplore. Report your keywords, synonyms, and provide a snapshot of your searching string. Present your screening and selected studies using a PRISMA flow diagram available at https://www.prisma-statement.org/prisma-2020.
2.3 Summary comparative papers [only for master]
Summarize the selected comparative papers briefly (about 1 page each), focusing on aspects relevant for comparison with the main paper.
2.4 Comparative criteria [only for master]
In this section, it is essential to identify formal and content criteria for comparing the main paper with the selected papers. 

a) Identify formal criteria concerning overall structure and presentation, including components like Abstract, Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, and Conclusion. Follow the standardized approach outlined in the study "A systematic guide to reviewing a manuscript," available at https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16751587/. 
b) Identify specific methodological framework criteria suitable for comparing the selected papers. You can develop these criteria based on key aspects of the medical informatics research, such as approach, design, data sources and technologies, data collection methods, data analysis methods, and performance measurement,etc.
2.5 Comparison [only for master]
Comparation of the chosen papers based on the predetermined formal and specific framework criteria.
3 Conclusions
A concluding section that situates the significance of the main paper within its scientific context is essential. This should include a concise summary of the paper's strengths and weaknesses. Additionally, it should address potential areas for improvement and highlight elements that distinguish this study from other research in the field.

4 References
Create a reference list in Vancouver style. See https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK7276/   or https://www.nlm.nih.gov/bsd/uniform_requirements.html.
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