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Abstract: [Objective/Significance] This study compared the differences between MeSH and key phrases extracted from literature

titles and abstracts in revealing the theme structure and development evolution of disciplines. Taking literature in the field of
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personality disorders as an example, we constructed co-word networks, thematic communities and strategic coordinate maps for

two analysis units. After conducting descriptive comparative analysis, experts in the field were invited to evaluate the results.

[Methods/Processes] By combining qualitative and quantitative methods, this study aimed to reveal the differences of co-word

analysis using different analysis units in reflecting the correlation structure and development trend of research topics. [Result/

Conclusion] Research has found that the MeSH topic word network has a greater advantage in displaying the deep correlation

structure between topics, while the key phrase network performs better in identifying specific research hotspot communities,

evaluating topic development directions, and depicting clear evolutionary paths. This study provides scientific basis and practical

guidance for selecting appropriate analysis units based on task orientation in co-word analysis.
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