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A small mistake in a laboratory once led to a major discovery, and this incident
shows how unexpected results can change the direction of scientific research.

The researcher, having focused on a different objective, noticed an unusual reaction
that did not match his original assumption, which forced him to reconsider his

approach.

At first, he believed that the result was simply an error, but repeated experiments
produced the same outcome, suggesting that something important had been
overlooked.

If he had ignored this result as a failure, he would have missed an opportunity that

could have transformed his entire field of study.

Still, accepting a new idea was not easy, because it required him to abandon the
theory that he had defended for many years.
In fact, it was only after he had carefully examined the evidence that he admitted the

possibility that his previous conclusion had been incorrect.

What is important here is not the discovery itself but the process that led to it.
Without the willingness to question established ideas, scientists would not be able to
make significant progress, and many breakthroughs might never have been

achieved.
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(D What caused the discovery in the laboratory?

(2 Why did the researcher reconsider his approach?

(® Why was it difficult for him to accept the new idea?
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What might have happened if he had ignored the result?

a. He would have improved his theory
b. He would have completed his experiment
c. He would have missed an important discovery

d. He would have changed his job
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In fact, it was only after he had carefully examined the evidence that he admitted the

possibility that his previous conclusion had been incorrect.
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(D A small mistake (2 Because the result did not match his assumption

(3 Because he had to abandon his previous theory @c
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e |If he had ignored this result as a failure, he would have missed an
opportunity that could have transformed his entire field of study.
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In fact, it was only after he had carefully examined the evidence that he

admitted the possibility that his previous conclusion had been incorrect.
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What is important here is not the discovery itself but the process that led
to it.
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