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Introduction

Particularly in linguistics-based writing research, aspects like stance have
been the focus of studies on academic writing (Gray & Biber, 2012; Hyland,
2012; Liu, 2013; Hamoy, 2014; Akinci, 2016; Jomaa & Bidin, 2017; Hyland &
Jiang, 2018a; Jomaa & Alia, 2019). That is, writers either directly or implicitly
annotate their statements to correlate with the field's context and the audience's
expectations since the personality level of a text is critical to maintaining good
engagement with readers and establishing a persuasive argument. According to
Jomaa and Alia (2019), for writers to meet these standards, they must
comprehend the language tenets of each profession. As a result, advanced
academic literacy assumes that becoming proficient in disciplinary practices
contributes to improving students' command of the various linguistic and cultural
structures necessary for them to interact critically with the texts (Hyland & Jiang,
2018a). To put it another way, proficient writers should be able to employ a
variety of rhetorical devices to draw attention to the originality of their study,
assess their conclusions, and build rapport with their audience (Hyland & Jiang,
2018b). According to Saboori and Hashemi (2013), members of each academic
community adhere to particular rhetorical genres that are unique to each
academic genre and are mostly represented by research articles (RA). Hyland
(2000) asserts that research articles have two main purposes: first, they
disseminate knowledge to the members of the academic community, and second,
they persuade readers to believe claims and statements. Thus, the abstract, which
Is a significant part of a research article (RA), has grown in popularity among
academics and has attracted the interest of several studies (AlKhasawneh, 2017;
Behnam & Golpour, 2014; Candarli, 2012).

In addition, as Gholipour and Saeedi (2019) stated, the abstract serves
multiple purposes, such as sharing information with others, convincing certain
readers in a community, and persuading editors to accept rather than reject
submitted papers (Lores, 2004). Furthermore, Candarli (2012) argues that
abstracts are important parts of research articles since readers will possibly read
them first and decide either to read the whole research article based on the
content of the abstract or stop reading it. As a result, producing pertinent research
articles from specific domains for the global discourse community requires the
ability to write an effective abstract. Another factor is that a high percentage of
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manuscripts submitted to scholarly publications are rejected because of their
weak abstracts. For this reason, creating a strong abstract is crucial but difficult at
the same time (Jalalian, 2012). However, AlKhasawneh (2012) noted that the
majority of non-native English speakers appear to be unfamiliar with the
common conventions of academic writing. Consequently, a need arises to assist
non-native English speakers in learning academic writing patterns and
conventions by teaching them how to read and write research abstracts. In light of
this discussion, this study intends to address two primary research objectives:
1. To explore the rhetorical moves of abstracts in articles of disciplines in the
hard domain.
2. To explore the rhetorical moves of abstracts in articles of disciplines in the
soft domain.
Literature Review

Despite the abundance of studies on academic genre analysis in general
and reporting verb use in particular, there is a dearth of research on the topic of
reporting verb usage in the Turkish academic writing context. Academic writing
by EFLLs was an axis for many studies during the last few decades due to the
novelty of this domain and the fertile settings to prove their theories (e.g., Jomaa
and Bidin, 2019; Masrai, 2019). Writing within the frame of academic context is
a kind of challenge especially for junior specialists, such as postgraduates due to
the sensitivity of this genre if compared to other fields of knowledge. Thus, the
genre analysis presents an image of how language is used within the specific
discourse community members (Swales, 1990).

More than three decades passed since Swales’ (1990) pioneering work
Genre analysis: English in academic and research settings by which he
addressed the pedagogic issues related and gave readers an impression of how the
field of genre analysis has evolved in many other disciplines. Since that date,
several studies have addressed the topic of academic genre in one way or another
trying to present practical and vital examples for the genre analysis from different
and diverse perspectives (e.g., Gillaerts, 2014; Hyland, 1994, 2007; Thompson,
2001). Genre analysis involves studying the rhetorical structure of varied sections
and genres, such as abstracts, introductions, discussions, acknowledgments, and
conclusions. In these genres, some studies have focused on specific elements,
such as reporting verbs, since they can also reflect the authors’ commitment to

Y.



College of Basic Education Researchers Journal,Vol.20/4.1 February 2025

the norms and principles of each domain. For instance, in their study, Manan and
Noor’s (2013) investigated reporting verb usage by Master students’ theses in
terms of types, frequency, and impact. They employed Hyland’s (2000)
framework in analysing documents collected. They randomly selected six theses
written by Malaysian Master's students in 2012. These theses are part of the ESL
program at Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia (UKM). Their findings revealed that
master students were more aware of reporting verb usage especially those related
to the research acts category, as compared to cognition acts and discourse acts.
The study found that the verbs found from the research acts category are used
more than the others, while states from the discourse acts category ranked first in
terms of reporting verb frequency specified in theses under research. (Manan &
Noor, 2014). The study concluded and suggested teaching Master's students the
skills required that enable them to deal with reporting verbs skillfully in their
academic writings, rather than the research structure students usually taught.

Adopting Swales’s (1981) framework on genre analysis, Marefat and
Mohammedzadeh (2013) investigated abstracts in the literature field written in
Persian. The corpus of the study was ninety abstracts written in Persian and
English in the literature field, by Persian and English native speakers. The
analyzed corpus was based on the IMRD (Introduction, Method, Results, and
Discussion) and CARS (Create A Research Space) models. The study found that
literature research article writers usually concentrate on Introduction and Results
while neglecting Method and Discussion moves, and did not refer to the research
gaps of the previous related works. Secondly, despite none of the models being
suitable to produce accurate findings, literature abstracts, in general, were
adapted to CARS more than IMRD; and thirdly, abstracts written by Persian
native speakers produced minor variations from both the Persian and the
international standards, and produced a special standard. In addition, this study
highlighted the sequence of steps that the models failed to show. Moreover, it
presented many pedagogical implications for the field of TEFL, especially for
writing skills.

Martin’s (2003) study investigated the degree of rhetorical differences
between the abstract research articles published in the Spanish language for
Spanish journals and those published in the English language for international
journals in the experimental social sciences discipline. The comparative analysis
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was used as a method to analyze the structural units that form the macrostructure
of the texts under study. The findings revealed that the Spanish abstracts in this
field widely adopted the international style depending on the standards invented
internationally by academicians as they consist of the basic structures
(Introduction, Method, Results, Conclusion) that form the basic axes of any
research article. However, some divergences have been shown, mostly in the
occurrence frequency of the results part, abstract, and introduction in order,
where authors justify their position toward the findings and the previous studies.
The rhetorical variables that had been shown in both languages under research
may be mostly justified by both languages’ academicians’ diverse expectations.

Besides, Holmes’s study (1997) analysed discussion sections of thirty
social science research articles: ten abstracts from the disciplines of history,
political science, and sociology, according to a modified model invented by
Hopkins and Dudley-Evans (1988). The findings revealed that, despite there was
basic resemblance to the natural sciences, the Discussion sections of social
science also produced certain special characteristics. The data of the history
discipline were particularly unique, and the three disciplines had the least
similarity to those of the natural sciences. The study concluded that the produced
uniqueness was enough to show the reasons behind the idea of a social science
subgenre of the Research Article genre. It also concluded that this quantity of
data was required if academic reading and writing materials were to be developed
that were sensitive to the structural characteristics of academic writings and in
particular, to how such characteristics vary according to discipline. These studies
reveal contradictory results; consequently, the genre analysis in the Turkish
context is one of the areas that lacks deep search and investigation. Therefore,
this study aims to address this research gap by analyzing abstracts written by
Turkish authors in two domains: the hard domain and the soft one.
Research Methodology

Out of 12 journals, 48 abstracts were chosen in total. From each discipline,
four abstracts were selected. 48 carefully selected abstracts made up the corpus of
abstracts authored by non-native English speakers (Turkish Authors). The chosen
abstracts were released online between 2015 and 2022. The abstracts were
written on a range of subjects including disciplines of both hard and soft
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domains. These journals are accessible online, and the nationality of the authors
of each paper was verified based on their names and affiliations.
Research instrument

The current study used the five-move framework developed by Hyland
(2000) to determine the rhetorical structure of the chosen corpus. This framework
states that there are five steps involved: the Introduction (M1), the Method (M3),
the Purpose (M2), the Results (M4), and the Significance and Implications (M5).
Each move signifies the accomplishment of a communication goal. Hyland's
(2000) model, in contrast to the others, separated the writer's purpose from the
introduction move, which is typically where it is found. The research articles
were downloaded and separated into disciplines based on two domains: the hard
domain and the soft domain. Each move was analyzed manually using tables and
frequency of use. Though it is a qualitative study, quantifying the frequency of
use of each move is supported by several studies since such quantifying can lead
to identifying similarities and differences between the abstracts of the same
domain and comparing them with the abstracts of the other domain.
Results

The findings in this section address the two research objectives stated in
the introduction: the rhetorical moves in the soft domain and the rhetorical moves
in the hard one. The rhetorical moves in the soft domain were analysed manually
using tables and frequencies to identify any similarities and or differences in the
abstracts of the same domain and compare them with the moves in the hard
domain
Table 1. Rhetorical moves in abstracts of the soft domain

Abstracts Background Purpose Methodology Findings Significance

No. of thestudy  of the and
study Implications
1 X \ v X X
2 X \ \ \ X
3 X X \ \ X
4 v \ V v X
5 X \ \ v X
6 v X \ v X
7 X \ \ v X
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8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

Total 14

22222 2 XX X222 X2 <2 X<2 2|
XX X 2 X X222 2 2 2 2 X2 2 2
W22 X222 22222222 2 2
X XXX 2X2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
NX XXX X 2XX XXX XXXXX 2]

Table 1 presents the results of the use of Moves by Turkish writers in the
soft domain. As seen from the results, the most commonly used Move is the
Methodology (f=23), whereas the least used move was the significance and
implications (f=2). This shows that Turkish authors are aware of the importance
of the research method move; so this move is dominantly used. However, though
the results are highly important in each abstract, some abstracts did not include
this move; six abstracts did not include the results move. As for the background
of the study, ten abstracts did not include this move. Since this move is optional,
some Turkish Authors did not include it in writing their abstracts. In contrast, the
purpose is an obligatory move that shows what the writers tend to do.
Nonetheless, only 16 abstracts include the purpose move.
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Percentage of Moves used by

writers

M Background of the study
Purpose of the study
Methodology
Findings

B Significance and implications

Figure 1. Percentage of moves used by Turkish writers in the soft domain

According to the moves of the abstract, Figure 1 shows the percentage of
each move that the Turkish writers used. According to the data analysis, writers
used 31% of Methodology, 25% of Findings, 22% of Purpose of the study, 19%
of Background of the study, and 3% of Significance and implications. The highest
rate of moves is Methodology. Table 2. shows examples for each move related to
abstracts of the soft domain.

Table 2. Examples of Moves used by Turkish writers

Moves

Examples

Background of the study

Purpose of the study

Methodology

“Ege  bolgesinde  bulunan  Mugla  ve
Afyonkarahisar, aricilik i¢in iilkemizin onemli
bitki Ortiistine sahip iki ilidir. Mugla ili aricilart
cam bali sezonuna giiclii kolonilerle girebilmek
i¢in nisan ayinin ikinci haftasindan yani hashas
cigekleri agmaya bagladigi tarihten itibaren
Afyonkarahisar iline gelmekte, koloni
popiilasyonlarin1 artirdiktan ve giliclendirdikten
sonra Mugla iline geri donmektedirler.”

“Bu calismanin amaci1, Tiirkiye’deki seker
fabrikalarinin ~ 6zellikleri ile sosyo-ekonomik
etkilerine politik ekoloji acisindan bakmaktir.”
“Calismanin evrenini Erciyes Teknopark’ta yer
alan firmalar olusturmaktadir. Calisma nicel
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arastirma metoduna uygun olarak tasarlanmistir.
Nicel veri toplama tekniklerinden anket teknigi
kullanilarak veriler temin edilmistir. Elde edilen
veriler SPSS 26 paket programinda betimsel ve
istatistiksel (lojistik regresyon) olarak analiz
edilmistir.”

“Sonug¢ olarak katilimcilarin bilgisayarda oyun
oynama siiresi arttikga haz duyma, gergek

Findings diinyadan kac¢is ve fayda konusundaki
motivasyonlarinin yiikseldigi saptanmistir.”

“Calismamiz ~ bulgularn  ve  teknoparktaki

Significance and firmalarin inovasyon siireglerine farkli bir bakis

implications acis1 sunmasi itibariyle literatiire katki sunmay1

hedeflemektedir.”

Rhetorical moves in the hard domain

Table 3. Rhetorical moves in abstracts of the hard domain

Abstracts Background Purpose Methodology Findings Significance

No. of the study  of the and
study implications
25 N X \ \ X
26 \ X \ \ X
27 \ X \ \ X
28 \ \ V V X
29 X \ v v X
30 X \ V v X
31 \ X \ X X
32 \ X \ X X
33 X X v v X
34 v X v v X
35 v X v v X
36 X X v v X
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37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
Total

X 2 2 2 2 2 XX X X X X
2222222222 2 2
2222222222 2 2
22222222222 2
OX XXX XXX XXX XX

|—\
w
[T
(@)]
N
~
N
N

Table 3 presents the results of the use of Moves by the Turkish writers. As
seen from the results, the most commonly used Moves are Methodology (f=24)
and Findings (f=22). The use of Methodology as a move of abstract is
overwhelmingly more than the others. In contrast, the writer did not use moves
like Significance and implications (f=0). These findings show that some authors
are aware of the importance of moves like methods and findings, but optional
moves like the significance of the study were neglected.

Percentage of Moves used by writers

M Background of the study

Purpose of the study

Methodology

Findings

H Significance and implications

Figure 2. Percentage of moves used by Turkish authors in the hard domain
According to the moves of abstracts, Figure 2 shows the percentage of
each move that the writers used. According to the data analysis, writers used 32%
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of Methodology move, 30% of Findings move, 20% of Purpose of the study move,
18% of Background of the study move, and 0% of Significance and implications
move. The highest rate of moves is Methodology.

Table 4. Examples of moves used in the abstracts of the hard domain

Moves Examples

“a ve B sifirdan farkli pozitif tamsayilar olmak
lizere, Z2axZ4f mnin alt gruplann olarak
tanimlanan 7.274-toplamsal kodlar
arastirmacilar tarafindan son yillarda oldukga 1lgi
gormiistiir. Bu kod ailesine benzer bir kod sinifi
72 rx(Z2+uZ2)s fzerindeki kodlardir. Bu
kodlar Z274-toplamsal kodlara gore bazi
avantajlara sahiptir. Bir kodun sifirdan farkli tiim
kodsozleri ayni1 agirliga sahipse bu kod bir-
(sabit) agirlikli kod olarak tanimlanir.”

“Bu makalede, FV enerji santralinin gii¢

Background of the study

iretimini tahmin etmek i¢in kiiltiirel gecis hedefi

temelinde popiilasyon tabanli bir algoritma

gelistirmeyi amacglamaktadir. Ayn1 zamanda, her
Purpose of the study yinelemede tiim degiskenleri g6z Oniinde
bulundurarak daha hizli yakinsamaya olanak
saglamast  ozelligi ile  Pargacitk  Siri
Optimizasyon (PSO) yontemi ile kisa vadeli
tahmin yapilmaktadir.”
“Calismanin evrenini Erciyes Teknopark’ta yer
alan firmalar olusturmaktadir. Calisma nicel
arastirma metoduna uygun olarak tasarlanmistir.
Nicel veri toplama tekniklerinden anket teknigi
kullanilarak veriler temin edilmistir. Elde edilen
veriler SPSS 26 paket programinda betimsel ve
istatistiksel (lojistik regresyon) olarak analiz
edilmistir.”
“Calismamiza dahil olma kriterlerini karsilayan
72 katilimer alindi. Bu katilimcilarin 38’1 kiz

Methodology

Findings
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Significance and
implications

(%52,8), 34 tanesi erkek (%47,2) idi. Hastalarda
cocuklar i¢in depresyon 6l¢egi puanlart agisindan
bakildiginda, depresyon ol¢egi puan ortalamasi
10,39 £ 599 (2-30) idi. Calismamizda 72
hastanin 7 (%9,7) tanesinde depresyon oOlcegi
puanlart yiiksek olarak bulundu. Hastalarin
depresyon Olgegi puanlar1 ile yas arasinda
anlamli iliski mevcuttu. (p=0,033). Ayrica
cocuklarda sigara icme durumu ile depresyon
puanlari ve uyku siiresi ile depresyon puanlari
arasinda istatistiksel olarak anlamli bir 1ligki
saptandi. Sigara i¢cmenin varhig1 ile depresyon
puanlart artmaktaydi.

Cocuk hastanelerine basvuran veya hastanede
yatmakta olan ¢ocuk hastalarin depresyon
acisindan taranmasi erken tam1 ve dolayisiyla
tedaviye olanak saglayabilir. Ozellikle uyku
problemleri ile hastaneye basvuran, sigara igen,
ileri yastaki c¢ocuklar depresyon acisindan da

taranmalidir.”
X

Based on the previous analysis of Turkish abstracts across both soft and
hard domains, it is evident that authors consistently use the methodology section
in their abstracts, followed by the findings, purpose of the study, and background
of the study. Notably, the inclusion of sections discussing the significance and
implications of the research is relatively infrequent. This pattern suggests that
while the structure of abstracts exhibits considerable similarity between hard and
soft domains, there are subtle differences in the emphasis placed on certain
components. The emphasis on methodology and findings in Turkish abstracts,
with less frequent mention of significance and implications, reflects the general
focus of academic writing on providing a clear, concise summary of research
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methods and results. This pattern, while consistent across both hard and soft
domains, highlights the constraints and priorities inherent in abstract writing.
Discussion

This qualitative study aimed to analyse the abstracts of 48 articles
belonging to two domains: the hard domain and the soft domain. Each domain
has 24 abstracts. These research articles are written by Turkish authors whose
identity was realised based on their names, affiliation, and country. Tables and
hand analysis were employed in the analysis of the abstracts, and the findings
were supported by quantifying the qualitative data. The results showed that
Turkish authors in the two domains are similar in writing abstracts based on the
frequency of use of essential moves, such as methodology move, and findings
move. However, some basic moves, such as the purpose of the study were not
found in some abstracts of both hard and soft domains. These findings show that
some Turkish authors are unaware of the rhetorical style of abstracts in academic
writing due to limited exposure to academic instructions or imitating the style of
others without realizing the main abstract moves as well as the basic moves and
the optional ones.

The hardest talent is writing since it requires continual practice and reading
from reliable sources (Alahmed & Kirmizi, 2021; Alahmed, Mohammed &
Kirmizi, 2020). In other words, learning academic writing techniques is
necessary since the problem goes beyond simply expressing ideas verbally.
Academic writing, on the other hand, calls for order, coherence, logic,
conviction, clarity, and precision. Accordingly, strong academic writing needs to
be well-organized, logically-supported, and show critical thinking (Hei & David,
2015). Since conveying ideas through written language can be seen as
establishing a relationship between the author and the reader, writing in English
as a non-native speaker has impacted the writer's ability to conceptualize the
writer-reader relationship in various cultural contexts.

Given that the English language is "writer-responsible,” Dunleavy (2003)
underlined that thesis writers should address the expectations of their readers. For
reading or speech to be easily understood by readers or listeners, the writer or
speaker must organize and clarify the concepts (Hinds, 1987). One important way
for them to recognize their duties as authors is by structuring the text and
engaging the readers (Dahl, 2004). As a result, rhetorical devices are employed to
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highlight the academic voice, which might be difficult for writers who are not
native English speakers to convey in English (Shen, 1989; Jomaa & Bidin, 2017;
Jomaa & Alia, 2019).

In this regard, equipping non-native speakers of English and novice
researchers with the basic skills of academic writing in general and rhetorical
genre has become a necessity since each member of the academic community
should abide by the norms, regulations, and principles of writing. What is
accepted in speaking cannot be acceptable in writing. Similarly, what is accepted
In non-academic genres cannot be accepted in academic ones. Therefore,
obtaining enough instructions and feedback on academic writing, citing, and
varied genres is very fundamental for all researchers and writers.

Conclusions

This qualitative study could present an idea about how Turkish authors
write their abstracts. That is, this analysis is essential to identify the text in
context. These findings show the authors’ lack of familiarity with the rhetorical
style of writing the abstract genre since some basic moves were omitted though
they are important. However, to obtain comprehensive findings, future studies
can explore the context of the texts (abstracts) which possibly results in further
findings about the academic literacy of non-native speakers of English and their
strategies in writing abstracts. Further, since this is limited to only Turkish
authors in two domains, researchers can conduct comparative studies with native
speakers of English as well accompanied by interviews. Such studies may lead to
additional findings related to academic writing in general and writing genres in
specific.

References

1. Akinci, S. (2016). A cross-disciplinary study of stance markers in research
articles written by students and experts, Unpublished PhD Thesis Submitted to
lowa State University

2. Alahmed, S, Mohammed, Y, Kirmizi, O. (2020). The Use of Discourse
Markers in L2 English Writing by Iragi Postgraduate Students at Karabuk
University. Eurasian Journal of English Language and Literature, 2(1), 107-
115.

iy



College of Basic Education Researchers Journal,Vol.20/4.1 February 2025

. Alahmed, S. & Kirmiz1, O. (2021). The Use of Discourse Markers in Second
Language Writing of Iragi Undergraduate Students. Eurasian Journal of
English Language and Literature, 3(2), 357-385.

. Al-Khasawneh, F. M. (2017). A genre analysis of research article abstracts
written by native and non-native speakers of English. Journal of Applied
Linguistics and Language Research, 4(1), 1-13.  Available online at
www.jallr.com

. Al-Khasawneh, F., M., S. (2010). Writing for Academic Purposes: Problems
Faced by Arab Postgraduate Students of the College of Business, UUM. ESP
World. 9, 1-23

. Behnam, B., & Golpour, F. (2014). A genre analysis of English and Iranian
research articles abstracts in applied linguistics and mathematics. International
Journal of Applied Linguistics and English Literature, 3(5), 173-179.
doi:10.7575/aiac.ijalel.v.3n.5p.173

. Candarli, D. (2012). A Cross-cultural Investigation of English and Turkish
Research Article Abstracts in Educational Sciences. Studies About Languages,
1(20). 12-17 https://doi.org/10.5755/j01.sal.0.20.1770

. Dahl, T., (2004). Textual metadiscourse in research articles: a marker of
national culture or of academic discipline? Journal of Pragmatics, 36(10),
1807- 1825.

. Dunleavy, P., (2003). Authoring a PhD: how to plan, draft, write and finish a
doctoral thesis or dissertation. Hampshire, UK: Palgrave Macmillan,

10.Gray, B., & Biber, D. (2012). Current conceptions of stance. In Stance and

voice in written academic genres (pp. 15-33). Palgrave Macmillan, London.

11.Hamoy, A. (2014). Voice in ESL academic writing: An interpersonal analysis,

Unpublished Master Thesis Submitted to Marshall University.

12.Hei, K. C. & David, M. K., (2015). Basic and advanced skills they don’t have:

the case of postgraduates and literature review writing. Malaysian Journal of
Learning and Instruction, 12, 131-150.

13.Hinds, J., (1987). Reader versus writer responsibility: A new typology. In U.

Connor & R. Kaplan (Eds.), Writing across languages: Analysis of L2 Text
(pp. 141-152). Reading, MA: AddisonWesley.

14.Holmes, R. (1997). Genre analysis, and the Social Sciences: An Investigation

of the structure of research article discussion sections in three disciplines.

vy


https://doi.org/10.5755/j01.sal.0.20.1770

College of Basic Education Researchers Journal,Vol.20/4.1 February 2025

English for Specific Purposes, 16(4), 321-337. https://doi:10.1016/s0889-
4906(96)00038-5

15.Hopkins, A., & Dudley-Evans, T. (1988). A genre-based investigation of the
discussion sections in articles and dissertations. English for Specific Purposes,
7(2), 113-121. https://d0i:10.1016/0889-4906(88)90029-4

16.Hyland, K. (2000). Disciplinary discourses: Social interactions in academic
writing. London, UK: Longman.

17.Hyland, K. (2012). Undergraduate understandings: Stance and voice in final
year reports. In Stance and voice in written academic genres (pp. 134-150).
Palgrave Macmillan, London.

18.Hyland, K., & Jiang, F. K., (2018). “In this paper we suggest”: Changing
patterns of disciplinary metadiscourse. English for Specific Purposes, 51, 18-
30

19.Jalalian, M. (2012). Writing an eye-catching and evocative abstract for a
research article: A comprehensive and practical approach. Electronic
Physician, 4(3), 520-524. https://www.ephysician.ir/2012/520-524.pdf

20.Jalalian, M. (2012). Writing an eye-catching and evocative abstract for a
research article: A comprehensive and practical approach. Electronic
Physician, 4(3), 520-524. https://www.ephysician.ir/2012/520-524.pdf

21.Jomaa, N. (2019). Multiple Approaches to Analysing Academic Discourses:
Similarities and Differences. Journal for English Language and
Literature, 1(1), 1-14. https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/jell

22.Jomaa, N. J. & Alia, M. M. (2019). Functional Analyses of Metadiscourse
Markers in L2 Students’ Academic Writing. Arab World English Journal,
10(1) 361-381. DOI: https://dx.doi.org/10.24093/awej/vol10n01.30

23.Jomaa, N. J., & Bidin, S. J. (2017). Perspectives of EFL doctoral students on
challenges of citations in academic writing. Malaysian Journal of Learning
and Instruction, 14(2), 177-209. https://doi.org/10.32890/mjli2017.14.2.7

24.Jomaa, N. J., & Bidin, S. J. (2019). Exploring process ‘verbs’ in EFL
postgraduates’ citations: A systemic functional linguistics approach.
Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics, 9(1).
https://doi:10.17509/ijal.v9i1.13793

Ty


https://doi:10.1016/s0889-4906(96)00038-5
https://doi:10.1016/s0889-4906(96)00038-5
https://doi:10.1016/0889-4906(88)90029-4
https://www.ephysician.ir/2012/520-524.pdf
https://www.ephysician.ir/2012/520-524.pdf
https://dergipark.org.tr/en/pub/jell
https://dx.doi.org/10.24093/awej/vol10no1.30
https://doi.org/10.32890/mjli2017.14.2.7
https://doi:10.17509/ijal.v9i1.13793

College of Basic Education Researchers Journal,Vol.20/4.1 February 2025

25.Liu, X. (2013). Evaluation in Chinese University EFL Students' English
Argumentative Writing: An Appraisal Study. Electronic Journal of Foreign
Language Teaching, 10(1), 40-53.

26.Lores, R. (2004). On RA abstracts: from rhetorical structure to thematic
organization.  English  for  Specific  Purposes, 23(3), 280-302.
https://doi.org/10.1016/].esp.2003.06.001

27.Manan, N. A., & Noor, N. M. (2014). Analysis of reporting verbs in master's
theses. Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 134, 140-145.
https://d0i:10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.04.232

28.Martin, P. M. (2003). A genre analysis of English and Spanish Research Paper
Abstracts in Experimental Social Sciences. English for Specific Purposes,
22(1), 25-43. https://doi:10.1016/s0889-4906(01)00033-3

29.Masrai, A. (2019). CAN L2 phonological vocabulary knowledge and listening
comprehension be developed through extensive movie viewing? The case of
arab efl learners. International Journal of Listening, 34(1), 54-69.
https://doi:10.1080/10904018.2019.1582346

30.Sabouri, F., & Hashemi, M. R. (2013). A cross-disciplinary move analysis of
research article abstracts. International Journal of Language Learning and
Applied  Linguistics World, 4(4), 483-496. Microsoft Word -
finalversion4437.doc (um.ac.ir)

31.Shen, F. (1989). The classroom and the wider culture: identity as a key to
learning English composition‘, College Composition and Communication,

iY¢


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2003.06.001
https://doi:10.1016/j.sbspro.2014.04.232
https://doi:10.1016/s0889-4906(01)00033-3
https://doi:10.1080/10904018.2019.1582346
https://profdoc.um.ac.ir/articles/a/1038627.pdf
https://profdoc.um.ac.ir/articles/a/1038627.pdf

