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Any academic discourse group worth its salt requires its members to write abstracts that are both
useful and easy to understand. In a typical abstract, you may discover details on the study's
rationale, methods, scope, key results, and conclusions. Forty research papers published in two
journals of English Studies were examined for rhetorical strategies according to Santos's (1996)
methodology. There were noticeable disparities in the rhetorical structures of the twenty abstracts
from the fields of linguistics and literature, according to cross-disciplinary assessments. The
abstracts from the field of linguistics gave a more thorough overview of the study's methodology,
scope, and primary findings, whilst the abstracts from the field of literature attempted to
contextualise the study within a broader framework and presented a more tentative overview of its
findings. For an outsider to the specific field's intimate academic discourse group, abstracts with
less than three steps are seen as too unclear. An reason for the discrepancy between the two
publications' published abstracts remains elusive. The vast worldwide community of academics in
English studies is one group that may benefit from this study's findings by becoming more aware of
the significance of producing concise abstracts for publications with big readerships.

1. Introduction

Due to the increased number of academic publications and the need for
theavailabilityofone’sresearchthroughonlineacademicsearchengines,researcharticle (RA)
abstracts have gained importance in the past few decades. Todaya limited number of
articles appear without an abstract, and the abstractsprovide a lens through which research
becomes available to larger audiences.Therefore, writing clear, informative abstracts in
English has become a crucialskill for scholars. It is through these abstracts that presentations
are selectedby conference organizers, papers are screened for review processes by
journaleditors,andpotentialreadersdecidetoreadandcitepublishedarticles.This
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While it has not just emerged, the internet flow of scholarly debate has
brought it to the forefront even more. Linguists have taken a keen interest in
RA abstracts since the 1980s, when they first gained prominence as a means
of academic information dissemination. For example, Hirano (2009) and
Sheldon (2011) are only two of many studies that have examined various
parts of RAs, such as the introduction, methodology, findings, and
conclusion. According to Swales (Research Genres 228-229), a "discoursal or
rhetorical unit that performs a coherent communicative function in a written
or spoken discourse" is what discourse analysis refers to when considering a
move. A move is to be seen as a genre stage with a specific, minor
communication aim to satisfy, which in turn serves the primary
communicative purpose of the genre, according to Santos, who explains why
abstractions are analysed by motion. Hartley (2004), Samraj (2005), Lon et al.
(2012), San et al. (2012), and Martin-Martin (2005) are some examples of
certain fields that have been the subject of most research on the movement
structures of abstractions. Literary texts have been the subject of a
vanishingly small number of research published in applied linguistics
journals (e.g., Santos in 1996, Lorés in 2004, Pho in 2008, Suntara and Usaha
in 2013). As an example, Stotesbury (2003) contrasted abstracts from the
social sciences and the scientific sciences with humanities studies, although
he did not specifically include literary analyses. Similarities in the formats of
research abstracts published in journals or authored by students from other
fields have also been sought after (e.g., Stotesbury in 2003, Samraj in 2005,
Pho in 2008, and Zand-Vahili and Kashani in 2012). To the author's
knowledge, no study has yet examined the movement structures of RAs
published in the same journals from different fields of English Studies, even
though several studies have examined these patterns across languages and
disciplines. The purpose of this exploratory research is to fill this void by
examining the similarities and differences in the rhetorical structures of RA
abstracts published in English studies journals across Europe. The two very
distinct areas of English studies, linguistics and literature, are given
particular emphasis.
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2. Literaturereview
2.1 Abstractasagenreanditscommunicativepurposes

Abstractscanbeconsideredasadistinctgenreinacademicwriting.AsLorés

(281) states, “there seems to be general agreement on three ways in whichresearch abstracts
differ from RAs. They differ in their function, in theirrhetoric structures and in their
linguistic realizations”. John Malcolm Swalesdefinesgenrethefollowingway:

A genre comprises a class of communicative events, the members of
whichsharesomesetofcommunicativepurposes. Thesepurposesarerecognisedby the
expert members of the parent discourse community, and therebyconstitute the rationale
for the genre. This rationale shapes the schematicstructure of the discourse and
influences and constrains choice of contentand style. Communicative purpose is both a
privileged criterion and onethat operates to keep the scope of a genre as here conceived
narrowlyfocusedoncomparablerhetoricalaction.Inadditiontopurpose, exemplarsof a
genre exhibit various patterns of similarity in terms of structure, style,content and
intended audience. If all high probability expectations
arerealised,theexemplarwillbeviewedasprototypicalbytheparentdiscoursecommunity.(Ge
nre Analysis58)

Genre identification based on Swales’s early definition, however, seems to beproblematic as
abstracts serve multiple communicative purposes and thesepurposes may not always be
clear in different sections of the abstracts.
TheseconcernshavebeennotedbySwaleshimselfinhislaterstudies(e.g., Askehaveand Swales in
2001). The authors promote a genre analysis based on bothbottom-up(textbased)andtop-
down(discoursecommunitypractices,values,beliefs based) identifications. They also note
that genre functions and
formschangewithtimeandacrossdiscoursecommunities.Whentheseideasareinterpretedin
termsofRAabstracts,itcanbeconcludedthatRAabstracts,although clearly identifiable by
their form and place in published works,may change considerably across disciplines
and journals. Indeed, editorsmay ask for a specific length and content of the abstracts and
may label theseshort texts in different ways. To illustrate, while abstracts can be
consideredbriefsummariesofthemainelementsofpapers,journalsmightnotaskforan
abstract, but a summary, the function of which is to summarize
findingswithoutnecessarilyplacingthepaperintoawidercontextorintroducingthe
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investigate the topic and gather data. Nevertheless, these words are usually thought
to mean the same thing. It is difficult to evaluate the uniqueness and value-added of
the published material without key details about the research's scope and results,
regardless of the labelling. A variety of RA abstract communication goals have been
investigated. The early research do support the idea that abstracts serve as
informational tools. Abstracts are defined as "faithful and accurate summaries, which
is representative of the whole article" by Bhatia (82). Santos (1996) and Lon et al.
(2012) aren't the only ones who have pointed out that RA abstracts serve to
summarise the articles. According to Bhatia's rhetorical structure, which is based on
the premise that the abstract is a condensed version of the article, a research paper
should consist of an introduction, methodology, findings, and conclusion.
Furthermore, abstracts have a persuasive purpose in addition to a purely descriptive
one, according to some academics. Hyland (2000) contends that abstracts should
encourage readers to continue reading the full work. Because there is an
overwhelming amount of freshly released material, readers must be cautious about
what they acquire and absorb. We may also mention that people won't look for, buy,
read, or reference articles if they don't think they're beneficial. Therefore, if the
abstracts aren't informative and compelling enough, even great research publications
could go unrecognised. When crafting their abstracts, seasoned writers ensure they
make sound structural and linguistic decisions that will sway readers. An effective
RA abstract will direct the reader in the understanding of the material via the use of a
particular metadiscourse. In this category youll find terms like "in addition,” "to
conclude,”" "perhaps," "it is clear," "attitude markers," "self-mentions," "engagement
markers,” and "you can see" or "one might consider." You'll also find words like
"surprisingly” or "agree" among them. According to Hyland (2005: 9-12), writings
become more approachable and engaging for readers when metadiscourse is used
effectively. Noun and verb phrases, among other vocabulary choices, show that the
writers want to promote their findings. Hyland contends in Disciplinary Discourses:
Social Interaction in Academic Writing that rhetorical movements, in addition to
specific rhetorical qualities like markers, educate and, in better instances, convince
the reader. Published in 2000, this exhaustive research examined 800 abstracts from
different fields to see whether they had all five identified moves: introduction,
purpose, method, product, and conclusion. After discovering considerable diversity
both inside and across fields, he came to the conclusion that

non non "non
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especially the first and the last moves indicate the writers” attempt to placetheir research
within the already existing mass of academic findings and toevaluate and promote their
own research, yet they are less frequently usedthanthemidthreemoves.

Basedontheircommunicativepurpose,informationcontentandstructure,two main types of
abstracts can be distinguished, namely indicative andinformative (Martin-Martin 6).
Indicative abstracts, also called descriptive,give a general overview of the topics covered in
the article (Youdeowei et al.30). It is easier to write this first type of abstract as they only
provide a shortdescription of the research background or the topics mentioned in the
paper.They are more appropriate for longer pieces of work such as books or reviewarticles
than research papers. As Youdeowei, Stapleton and Obubo claim,indicative abstracts are
“the lazy way of writing an abstract; many journalswill ask for a more informative version”
(30). Since descriptive abstracts
ofresearcharticlesdonotprovideenoughinformationaboutthetruenatureof the papers, these
abstracts oLen remain vague, may not be convincingenough and may even lose readership.
More specific information is providedfor prospective readers in informative abstracts, in
which reference is made tothe research context and methodology, main results and
conclusions. Sincemore detail is provided, readers can better assess the paper in terms of
itsrelevance,  novelty = and  usefulness. = Although  abstracts are  usually
precededbythetitle,theyareoLenseparatedfromtheRA;stilltheyhavetobeableto stand on their
own. Abstracts that do not fulfill this requirement are notservingtheirreaderswell.

2.2 Researchontherhetoricstructuresofresearcharticles

Interest in the rhetoric organization of research article sections has
beengrowingformanydecadesamongresearchers,andpioneeringstudieshavebeencarried out
starting from the 1980s. Swales, back in 1981, constructed a four-move model of
introductions, which included the following: establishing theresearch field, reporting
previous research, preparing and finally introducingthe present research. Later he
revisited the model and this revised
versioncontainsthreedistinctmoves.ThisCreateaResearchSpace(CARS)modelconsists  of
the following main moves: establishing the territory, establishingthe niche and occupying

the niche (Swales, Genre Analysis). A few years
laterheconcludedthatthismodelhadbecomeprototypicalintheintroductionsof many
journals (Swales, Research Genres). Swales also established

variousstepswithinhismoves.Forexample,creatingthenichemaybedoneby
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pointingoutgapsinpreviousresearch,raisingquestions,orcontinuingcertainrese
archtraditions.TheCARSmodelhasbeenusedbyanumberofstudiestoinvestigat
e the rhetoric structure of RA introductions (e.g., Samraj in
2005,0zturkin2007,Hiranoin2009,andSheldonin2011).

Whiletheintroductionisusuallythefirstfullsectionofaresearchpaperthat
we encounter, abstracts have taken a major role in informing readersabout
the scope and content of the paper. ALer the initial research by
Swalesontheintroductionsections, moreattentionhasbeenpaidtotheanalysis
ofRAabstracts.Santos,in1996,constructedafive-
movemodel,includingthefollowing moves: situating the research, presenting
the research, describingmethodology, summarizing the findings and
discussing the findings. In orderto help the identification of each move based
on both semantic and linguisticinformation, Santos assigned functions to
each move in the form of questionsthat they should answer (see Table 1)
(Santos). This model has been
usedtoidentifythemovestructureofbothpublishedR Asandtheseswrittenbys
tudent writers (e.g., Pho in 2008, Tseng in 2011, Lon et al. in 2012, and Doréin
2013). Santos, Pho and Tseng all identified obligatory and non-
obligatorymovesinappliedlinguisticsabstractsandconcludedthatmoves2,3and
4areobligatory.ThesefindingsareverysimilartotheconclusionsdrawnbyDor6in2
013whocomparedabstractsofundergraduateEFLEnglishthesesandfoundthatth
eappliedlinguisticsabstractfollowedthemodelcloserthantheabstractwritten on
literature,  culture  and  history  topics. @A  move = was
consideredobligatorybySantosifitappearedinatleast80%ofarticles.Dord(185)fo
undthat while move 2 (presenting the research) occurred in all the theses,
move
3(methodology)showeda92and90%resultandmove4(findings)a92and 42%
occurrence for the linguistics and the non-linguistic theses,
respectively.Thesefindingsindicatethattheresultswerenotsummarizedinmo
rethanhalf of the literature, culture and history theses. Lon and colleagues
(64) alsofound move 4 to be non-obligatory in computer and communication
systemengineeringjournals.
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Tablel:Frameworkforafive-
movestructureanalysisofRAabstracts(basedonSantos)

Moves Functions Questionsto ask
1. SituatingtT Setting the scene, Whathasbeenknownaboutthefield/t
heresearcTh topicgeneralization opicofresearch?

. Setting  the purpose  of
2 Presentingt thestudy, research Whatisthestudyabout?
heresearch questions/hypotheses

3. Describing Describing the
materials,subjects,variables,proced

ures

Howwastheresearchdone?
themethodology

4. S izingt i ind?
Summarizing Reportingthemainfindingsofthe Whatdidtheresearchfind
hefindings
research
. ?
5. Discussingt Interpreting the Whatdotheresultsmean?Sowhat

- . ?
hefindings results,givingrecommendatio !

ns,implications,applications

Afour-movestructurehasalsobeenusedbyresearchers, referredtoasthelMRD  or
IMRaD  framework (e.g, Swales in 1990, Bhatia in 1993,
andLorésin2004).Theseacronymsrefertothelntroduction,Methods,Results,Disc

ussionsectionsofabstracts.ThisisaframeworkverysimilartothatofSantoswiththe

onlydifferencebeingthatthefirsttwomovesintheSantosmodel are combined here.
Indeed, the Introduction move in the IMRD modelshould provide information
about the context of the research, the author’sinterests, the aims of the study
and the research questions. Lorés analyzedabstracts published in applied
linguistics journals and compared the thematicdistribution of moves according
to both the IMRD and the CARS models.She found that 61% of the abstracts
followed the IMRD model, 30.5% theCARS structure and8% a combinationof
the two.

The five or four-move structures seem to address the same purpose
ofinforming the readers about the main pieces of information in the
article,although key moves are oLen missing from abstracts. The need for a
morestandardizedabstractwritinghasbeenfulfilledbytheuseofstructuredabstractsin
journalsandconferenceapplicationproceduresincertain
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disciplines,suchasmedicalsciencesandpsychology.AsJamesHartleypoints out, “structured
abstracts represent an improvement over traditionalabstracts because not only is there more
information presented but also
theirformatrequirestheirauthorstoorganizeandpresenttheirinformationina systematic way —
one which aids rapid search and information retrievalwhen looking through abstract
databases” (“Improving the Clarity” 366).Structured abstracts usually provide the following
subheadings:
background,aim,method,resultsandconclusions.Hartleyarguesthatalthoughstructuredabstra
cts occupy more space in print, this is not such a problem for
onlineversions.Hestatesthat” withtheextralinescomesextrainformation.Itmay be that more
informative abstracts might encourage wider readership,greater citation rates and higher
journal impact factors — all of which authorsand editors might think desirable” (“Improving
the Clarity” 370). In
2004,Hartleyreviewsresearchonstructuredabstractsandconcludesthat,althoughnot all
advantages  are  straightforward ~and not all authors and  editors
preferthismorerigidformat,structuredabstractsarebetterthantraditionalonesas ~ they  force
authors to systematically think over and present their research(”“CurrentFindings”).

3. Methodology

The corpus of the forty RA abstracts chosen for this study comes from
twoEnglishstudiesjournalsissuedbetween2009and2011.Selectioncriteriaincludedthepeer-
reviewingofsubmittedmanuscripts,thepublishingofmorethanoneannualissueandtheinclusion
oflinguisticspapersinallthreeyears.AlthoughanumberofEuropeanjournalshaveEnglishStudie
sindicatedin their titles, and have as their aim the publishing of studies on
literature, linguistics and culture, many have a predominance of literature articles or
donotpublishlinguisticspapers.Someexamplesincludethe HungarianJournalof English and
American Studies andtheEuropean Journal of English
Studiesthatdonotincludearticlesonlinguistics.

The two journals selected for this study, namely English Studies (ES) andthe Nordic
Journal of English Studies (NJES) are slightly different in their profile,which was a deliberate
choice to see whether publishers and aims change
thestructureoftheabstracts. EnglishStudies,publishedbyFrancisandTaylor,has a  nearly-
hundred-year  history = and  nowadays issues up to eight  volumes
peryear,someofwhicharespecialissues,butnoneoftheseareonlinguistics.
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Five or six research articles appear in each issue. Of these, only one or rarelytwo studies are
language-related, including theoretical, historical and appliedlinguistics. The Nordic Journal
of English Studies has been published since
2002bytheNordicAssociationof EnglishStudies,andhasbeenissuedonetothreetimes a year. If
multiple issues are published a year, at least one of them isdedicated to applied linguistics
studies. It can be concluded, therefore, thatwhile the first journal reflects the traditional,
literature-dominated views
ofEnglishStudies,thesecondjournalismorebalancedintermsofthedisciplinesitprovidesspacefo
r.

Ten linguistics and ten literature abstracts were extracted from both ofthe journals.
The abstracts were of similar sizes to ensure comparability. Thisexploratory study works
with the five-move pattern described by Santosand used in a variety of other studies
(see Table 1 above). This frameworkoffersmoredetailthanthethree-orfour-
movemodelsandisconsideredtobe a better indicator of similarities and differences in RA
abstracts acrossdisciplines and journals. Contrary to previous research which
comparedabstracts published in different journals, for this study RAs that
appearedinthesameEnglishStudiesjournalswereselected.SincethereadershipofEnglish
Studies  journals is thought to be wider and more heterogeneous
thanreadersofspecificliteratureandlinguisticsjournals,itishy pothesizedthatthese abstracts
show a close similarity across the two disciplines and follow alogical move structure
sequence to better inform scholars who are not expertsinthegiventopics.

Although  rhetoric  structure models are widely wused internationally,
ElenaSheldon,togetherwithotherresearchers,addressedtheproblematicnatureofidentifying
moves as subjectivity plays a role in the decision making process.This is especially true in
the case of authors who do not provide sufficientlinguistic clues to mark the boundaries
between their moves. In order
tobalancethissubjectivity,doubleratingwasdonebytheauthorofthisstudyattwowidelyseparat
etimes, withathree-monthintervalbetweenthetworatings. The two manual ratings were
compared and in cases where
therewereafewminordiscrepancies,thefinaldecisionwasmadeonthebasisofthe
information content and the linguistic realization of the moves. Phrases,connectives and
certain clauses (such as 1 would argue, this paper is
concernedwith,thearticlediscusses,thispaperinvestigates,theessayexploredvariousideas,the
results showed, other conclusions of this research, however critics have been ambiguouson the topic...)
in most cases clearly marked the boundaries between
moves,althoughitisbeyondthescopeofthisarticletoshowindetailthelinguistic
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realization of the moves. Abstracts were rated without looking at the titles
orthevarioussectionsofthearticles,sinceitwasbelieved,asstatedalsobyotherresearch
ers, that abstracts need to be able to stand on their own. The
samecriteriahavebeenappliedbypreviousresearch(e.g.,Santos,Pho,Hirano,and
Dord). As an initial step, each sentence was assigned to a move (forexamples refer
to Tables 4 and 5), but as moves can be signaled by clauses orsingle words, oLen
the same sentence was marked as two different moves. Toillustrate, it is oLen the
case in  abstracts that ~ moves 2 and 3 are  placed
withinthesamesentence(e.g.,Drawingontheresultsofaseriesofonlinequestionnaires, the
paper ascertains how the project was evaluated...; In order to bridge this gap, thepresent
paper offers a corpus-based analysis of ...; uis article examines a number ofsuch texts by
linking the notion of punctuality to the general nineteenth-century wishforself-
improvementandsocialprogress).Ifinsufficientinformationwasgiveninthe abstracts to
orient the reader, for example, whether statements referred toprevious studies
(move 1) or to the findings of the given study (move 4), thesecond rating was
taken into consideration that was done alLer working withthe actual corpus for
several months. In cases where the entire abstract wasfollowing a single line and
even the title did not help in deciding whether
theinformationreferredtobackgroundknowledgeortheoutcomeoftheresearch(with
outreadingthearticleitself),theabstractwasdoublemarkedasmove
Vi(seetheexampleintheEndnotes).

Abstractsthatappearedinthejournal EnglishStudiesarereferredtoas ESling and
ESlit, followed by a number (1-10) in each group. Similarly,abstracts from the
Nordic Journal of English Studies are marked as NJESlingandNJESlit.

4. Resultsanddiscussion

Findings from the analysis using Santos’s model are shown in Table 2 for
theEnglish Studies journal. Number 1 is indicated if the specific move is presentin
any part of the abstract and 0 if it is absent or wunidentifiable.
Doubleoccurrencesofthesamemoveswithintheabstractsaredisregardedatthisini
tialstageoftheanalysis.Resultsrevealsimilargeneraltendenciesinthetwodisciplines.

For both groups of abstracts, move 2 (presenting the research)
isthemostfrequentonewith100%and90%,followedbya90%occurrenceof moves3a
nd4(methodologyandfindings),andan80%occurrenceofmovel (situatingtheresearc
h)inthelinguisticsabstracts.Similarly,movesland3
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appearin80%oftheliteratureabstracts,whilemove4occursin70%ofthecases.Move5isthelea
stoLenappliedmove,witha40%occurrencerateinthelinguistics and only 20% inthe
literature abstracts.

Most figures are lower than the ones found by previous research.
Forexample,Phoreporteda50%to70%ofoccurrenceformove5incomputertechnology  and
applied linguistics. On the contrary, San and Tan found onlya 20% occurrence rate for the
same move in their corpus of computer andcommunication system engineering papers.
This suggests that move 5 is non-obligatory and its appearance in RAs varies greatly. While
previous researchhas reported on the non-obligatory nature of move 1 (situating the
research),bothdisciplinesindicateahigh,80%occurrenceinourcorpus.Thismeansthat most
authors found it important to refer to previous research,
defineterminologyorintroducetheliteraryworkunderinvestigation.

Table2.MovestructureofabstractspublishedinEnglishStudies

English Studies linguisticsabstracts EnglishStudiesliteratureabstracts

M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5
ESling1 1 1 1 1 0 | ESlitl 1 1 1 1 0
ESling?2 1 1 1 1 1 ESlit2 1 1 1 1 1
ESling3 1 1 1 0 0 | ESlit3 1 1 1 0 0
ESling4 1 1 1 1 0 | ESlit4 0 0 0 1 0
ESling5 1 1 1 1 0 | ESlit5 1 1 1 1 1
ESling6 0 1 1 1 1 ESlit6 1 1 1 0 0
ESling7 0 1 0 1 1 ESlit7 1 1 0 1 0
ESling8 1 1 1 1 0 | ESlit8 0 1 1 1 0
ESling9 1 1 1 1 0 ESlit9 1 1 1 0 0
ESling10 1 1 1 1 1 ESIlit10 1 1 1 1 0
ESling 8 10 9 9 4 ESlit 8 9 8 7 2

ResultsfortheNordicJournalofEnglishStudiescorpusarereviewedinTable3 below. For this set
of abstracts more differences than similarities are foundin the move structures of the
linguistics and the literature RAs, both in
termsofdistributionandproportion.Forthelinguisticspapersmoves2and3areobligatoryand
appearinalltenabstracts,followedbymove4with60%,
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move 1 with 50% and move 5 with 30% of occurrences. These figures
closelyreflectSantos’soriginalfindings,althoughtheresultsarediscussedinon
lysixofthetenabstracts,whichisbelowtheusualoccurrencerateinappliedling

uistics RA abstracts. Hyland (2004) found an increasing trend of
usingmove 1 in applied linguistics abstracts; however, the results of this
study donot support this with the 50% rate. This may be due to the fact
that the tenabstractsrepresentvarioussub-fieldsoflinguistics.

Abstracts that do not provide clear information about the findings
inmove 4 may invite readers to read the paper by creating an information
gap,but could also risk being abandoned by potential readers due to a
certainlack of conciseness. Readers might choose other articles that clearly
indicatetheoutcomeoftheresearchalreadyintheabstract. Aswasdiscussedint
heliterature review section of this study, quick, most olLen online
browsingthrough abstracts is a first step in selecting articles from the
massive flowof academic information that is available for researchers and
scholars (seeHyland, DisciplinaryDiscourses).

The most unusual pattern of moves was found in the NJES
literaturecorpus. As shown in Table 3, in three cases it was difficult to decide
whethercertain statements are intended to be results, background
information,
aimsormethods.Thesecasesareindicatedwithhalfpoints. Thisisunusualandd
eceives the purpose of an abstract that should provide a clear lens
throughwhich readers gain access to the project and its outcome.
Surprisingly,
theintroductorymovewasthemostoLenemployedone(75%),followedbymove3(
70%),move2(60%),move4(45%)andfinallymove5(10%).Thispatternindicate
sthatsomeoftheauthorsusedthestrategyofavagueintroductionofthediscuss
edtopicsratherthanexplicitlyarguingfortheimportanceoftheir research.
This results in indicative rather than informative
abstracts,astrategywhichwasarguedagainstinthereviewedliteratureforRAs
(seeHyland, Disciplinary
DiscoursesandMetadiscourse;Hartely“ImprovingtheClarity” and“CurrentFindi
ngs”;Youdeoweietal.).

This article can be downloaded from https://ijesl.com/index.php/ijesl
13



Int. J. of Eng.stu.&Lit. 2023 Michael Lee et al., 2023

Table3.MovestructureofabstractspublishedintheNordicJo

urnalofEnglishStudies
NordicJournalofEnglishStudies NordicJournalofEnglishStudies
linguisticsabstracts literatureabstracts
M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M1 M2 M3 M4 M5
NJESling1 0 1 1 1 0 NJESIit1 0 0 0 1 1
NJESling2 1 1 1 0 0 NJESIit2 1 1 1 1 0
NJESling3 0 1 1 1 1 NJESIit3 0 1 1 0 0
NJESling4 0 1 1 0 0 NJESlit4 1 1 1 0.5 0
NJESling5 0 1 1 1 0 | NJESIit5 1 0 1 1 0
NJESling6 0 1 1 0 0 | NJESIit6 1 1 0 0 0
NJESling7 1 1 1 1 1 NJESIit7 0.5 0 0 0.5 0
NJESling8 1 1 1 0 0 | NJESIit8 1 0 1 0.5 0
NJESling9 1 1 1 1 1 NJESIit9 1 1 1 0 0
NJESling10 1 1 1 1 0 | NJESIit10 1 1 1 0 0
NJES ling 5 10 10 6 3 NJESIit 7.5 6 7 4.5 1

Itispossibleonlytohypothesizewhatbringsthedifferencesfoundacrossthe two journals and the
two disciplines. The limited data set restricts thegeneralizability of the conclusions to be
drawn, but is sufficient to
showtendencies.Reasonsforthedifferencesbetweenthetwojournalscouldbethehigherselection
ratesforthejournalEnglishStudiesandthepublishingofarticles from different English Studies
disciplines within the same volumes.These aspects probably push authors to be as specific
and reader-friendly aspossible already in their abstracts. It is also worth noting that
linguists andliterary scholars form distinct communities of practice (see Lave and
Wenger;and Wenger) within  which, due to information sharing, socialization
andrelativelynarrowareaofpurposesandexpertise,theyunderstandeachother’sresearch  even
based on limited information. However, they need to avoid themarginalizationofnon-
expertreadersandconsideroutsideofthecommunityscholarsespeciallywhentheypublishinmix
ed-disciplinejournals.

ThegroupofabstractsthatstandoutthemostistheN]JESliteratureRAs. These, as a group,
operate with the lowest number of moves,
althoughsomeofthemreceiveddoublemarking.NJESIit7, forexample, providesno
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linguisticcluetobeabletodecidewhetherthesentenceflowreferstopreviousresearch
or is the summary of the thinking process indicated in the article.Three of the
abstracts in  this group also give reference to only two
moves.However,twolinguisticsabstractsusethesamestrategyinthisjournal,sowecan
not clearly state that two-move abstracts either in literature or linguisticscannot
be published. It is the subject of further study to analyze more
closelythelinguisticrealizationofthemovesthatoccurineacharticleandtoseehow
traditions of publishing and abstract writing in the two fields differ. Itwould also
be useful to test the degree of clarity of these abstracts seen bygroups of scholars,
the readers themselves, from and outside the given fieldsand communities of
practice in order to see how efficient those abstracts arewhich operate with a
limited  number  of moves. Table 4 shows an  example
ofalinguisticsabstractthatcontainsallfivemovesandclearlymarksthevariousmoves
by introductory lexical units. These underlined strings of words
helptheidentificationofthemovesandtheunderstandingofthetext. Thisabstractalso
demonstrates that moves olLen do not follow each other in order, but
canchangeplacesorevenreoccurlater.

Table 4. Analysis of the move structures in a linguistics abstract(Simon,
Ellen and Miriam Taverniers. “Advanced EFL learners’
beliefsaboutlanguagelearningandteaching:acomparisonbetweengrammar, pro
nunciation,andvocabulary.” EnglishStudies92.8,(2011):896-922.)

Moves Sentences

M2.PresentingtTher Thispaperreportsontheresultsofastudyexploringlearners’beliefsonthele
esearcTh arningandteachingofEnglishgrammar, pronunciation,and  vocabulary
S1 atthe tertiary level.

While the importance of learners” beliefs on the acquisitionprocess is
generally recognized, few studies have focused onand compared
learners’ views on different components of thelanguagesystem.

M1.SituatingtThe
researcThS2

A Tl iDL A questionnaire  containing  semantic  scale and  Likert

VST ESCHIIDHETT scaleitemsprobinglearners’viewsongrammar,pronunciation,andvocabul

metThodologyS3 arywasdesignedandcompletedbyl17nativespeakersof DutchinFlanders,w
howerestudyingEnglishatuniversity.
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The analysis of the responses revealed that (i) vocabulary
wasconsidered to be different from grammar and pronunciation,both
in the extent to which an incorrect use could lead tocommunication

Md. - breakdown and with respect to the learners’language learning strategies,
S'um'marlzmgthe (ii)  learners  believed in  the feasibilityofachievinganative-
findings likeproficiencyinallthreecomponents,and
S4 (iii)in-
classgrammar, pronunciationandvocabularyexerciseswereconsideredto
beuseful,evenatthetertiarylevel.
M5. Theresultsarediscussedinlightof pedagogicalapproachestolanguage
Discussingthefin teaching.
dings
S5

M=move,S=sentence

Sample 2 in Table 5 indicates an abstract that employs only three, rather
clearmoves, although it could be argued that the first sentences marked as move
lare not all referring to previous knowledge on the manuscripts. This
becomesclearer only if one reads the article or has more knowledge on the given
topicIt is a frequently reoccurring problem, especially in the reviewed
literatureabstracts, thattheauthorsprovidenoorlimitedreferencetothemselves(we,Iw
ouldargue,myexamination)orthearticle(thisarticlediscusses, theessayexplores,ananal
ysisofXshows),andthereforetheaimofstatementsandtheadded  value of  the
sentences in  the abstracts remain unclear or uncertain.
Onthecontrary,insample2theunderlinedphrases(weanalyse; inordertocometo  a
better understanding) greatly help in the identification of the moves andthe
differentiation between the background information and the aims of
theresearchpresented.

Altogether, theliteratureabstractsseemtoemploymarkedlylesslin-
guisticallyexplicitreferencestothevariousmovesthanthelinguisticsabstracts, ~ and
markers are also more tentative. For example, the verbs argue,claim, examine
and show in literature abstracts are used interchangeably torefer both to the
research aims and the outcome of the research. Linguisticspapers, especially the
ones that report on empirical investigation, mark theirmove boundaries more
efficiently. Linguistics abstracts, however, which
donotreportonempiricaldatacollectionandanalysis,alsotendtoemployfewermoveso
rtomarkmoveboundarieslessclearly.
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Table5.Sample2: Analysisofthemovestructuresinaliteratureabstract(Chardonnens,
Laszl6SandorandRosanneHebing.” ADescriptive Analysisof Nijmegen, Universit
eitsbibliotheek,HH5194,aLateMedieval English Manuscript at Nijmegen
University Library.” English Studies 92.1(2011):20-38.)

Moves Sentences

HS 194, a late medieval manuscript in the collection of NijmegenUniversity
Library, is relatively unknown to scholars of
MiddleEnglish.Themanuscript,asmallandrathersoberlydecoratedprayer
book, contains a range of devotional material in  English
andinLatin,insomecasesuniquelyattestedandhithertounknown.Anaddedattra
ctiontoNijmegen194isthedetailedrecordof post-
medievalownershipnotes,enteredintothemanuscriptby

several generations of a single family of owners. These familyrecords
enable the present-day user to trace the whereabouts ofthe manuscript
from the mid-sixteenth century until the end of thenineteenth century. The
manuscript is a composite whose contentsare divided across eleven
booklets. Analysis of the manuscript’slayout, script and decoration, as well
as indications from the book’scontents, point towards a fiLeenth-century
English origin. Themajority of booklets that make up Nijmegen 194 do
not seem
tobedesignedtoaccompanyeachother;themanuscriptasawholeprobablyca
meintoexistenceinthehandsofthefirstidentifiablesixteenth-centuryowners.

M1.SituatingtTh
eresearcThS1-7

M3.

Describing We analyse the construction, script, decoration,

tThemetThodolo date,provenance,ownershipandcontentsofNijmegen194,

gyS8

M2.PresentingtTh inordertocometoabetterunderstandingofthecompositionandhistoryofthe
eresearcTh manuscript.

S8

M=move,S=sentence
The cycle patterns of moves both in abstracts and introductions have
beennoted by previous research (e.g., Sheldon, or Dord). Move cycles that
aredifferent from the traditional numbering are seen both in linguistics
andliterature abstracts. Some moves occur more than once or change
placescomparedtothesuggestedorder.Movepatternssuchas1-3-2-3,1-2-4-3-4,2-
1-2-3,1-2,2-3arealsofoundinthiscorpus.Thereareonlyfiveabstractsin
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the corpus that indicate all five moves, and four of these follow the
linearorderfrom1to5.TheremainingoneisillustratedinTable4, withthefirsttwo
moves changing places, and in this way highlighting the aim of the
newstudybeforeputtingitintothecontextofpreviousresearch.

5. Conclusion

This study examined forty RA abstracts published recently in two
EnglishStudiesjournals. Theanalysisoftherhetoricstructureoftheabstractsshowedth
at only a few of them follow the full structure suggested by Santos. Onlyfive
abstracts included all five moves. Although there was a variation in thepattern,
the most frequently employed moves were move 2 (presenting theresearch) and
move 3 (methodology), although not all the abstracts providedinformation about
these two moves. Reference to move 4 (findings)
showedconsiderablevariationacrossthefoursub-corpora.Moreover,movel (situating
the research) and move 5 (discussion of findings), found as mnon-
obligatorymovesbyearlierresearch,alsosignificantlyvariedacrossthesub-
corpora,with move 5 remaining the least preferred and least commonly used
section of
theabstracts.Theanalysissuggeststhatthreemovesinanabstractprovideagoodguideli
ne to the reader in terms of what can be expected from the paper
itself,butfewermovesmayleavethereaderwithinsufficientinformation.

With regard to the similarities and differences between linguistics
andliterature abstracts, the first group seemed to follow the five-move
structuremorecloselyandfully,althoughindividualvariationswereseenintermsofthe
movecyclesandthelengthofeachmove. Abstractswithonlytwomoveswerefound
more oLen among the literature abstracts in both of the journals, andthe
application of only one move within the same abstract was also
detectedonlyintwoliteratureabstracts.

As for the differences in the rhetoric structures of abstracts published inthe
two journals, the two linguistics sub-corpora showed more resemblancethan the
two literature ones. This indicates that it is difficult to draw a
finalconclusionwithregardtothemovestructureofabstractsevenwithinthesamedisci
plineandstudiespublishedinsimilarjournals,butitisaneasiertaskin ~ the case of
linguistics. Many factors may play a role in the final structureand content of
abstracts, including field- or journal-specific academic writingtraditions, reviewer
or editor preferences, or the readership of the
journals.However, thisstudyarguesthatregardlessofthesevariations,abstractsneed
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to be clear, concise, accurate and understandable for readers. Journals
thatpublish papers from different fields of studies must follow these rules
ofthumb even more closely in order to satisfy the needs of wide
readerships,suchasinthecaseofEnglishStudiesjournals.

Using both qualitative and quantitative analyses, this study strives
toextend our knowledge of research that has used the Santos (1996) model
andothersimilarmodelsofrhetoricstructures.Thisstudyhasalsosomepracticalandpe
dagogicalimplications.Researcherswhopreparetheirpapersmustpaycloseattentiont
otheabstracttheysubmitasmuchastotherestoftheirpaper.Inexperiencedwritersshou
ldstudycarefullyabstractswrittennotonlyintheir ~ close  circle  of  research
community, but also in other fields in order to gain acritical point of view
regarding academic writing and to develop an
efficientwritingprocess. Anotheroutcomeofthisresearchcouldbethesensibilizationo
f expert researchers to the importance of writing clear abstracts in
ordertopromotetheirresearchandgainreadership,especiallyiftheypublishinjou
rnalsthatservelargeinternationalcommunitiesofscholars.

AlthoughthisstudyhighlightedsometendenciesintherhetoricstructuresofEnglis
hStudiesRAabstracts,itisnotwithoutlimitations.Acloserinvestigation is needed
into the linguistic realization of the moves to
betterunderstandthedifferencesfoundbetweenlinguisticsandliteratureabstracts.As
abstractclarityissubjectivetoacertainextent, testingtheclarityofselectedmove
structures among readers might also shed light on new aspects. Futureresearch
could also focus on journals other than the two used in the presentstudy (ES and
NJES) to see how universal the differences and the
similaritiesarebetweenthetwoinvestigateddisciplines.

Notes

Abstract with a single move, rated as move V4. Lofrgen, Hans. “Cooper’sPioneer:
Breaking  the chain of representation.”  Nordic Journal of
EnglishStudies8.3(2009):1-19.
InCooper’sPioneers,thetransitionfrom“nationalliterature”andarealistepistemologyof
representationtowardaRomanticimaginaryandincreasinglyindividualized politics is
linked to the decline of liberal political philosophy andto the loss of landed property as
the political basis of society. While the dominantnarrative reconciles two families,
healing the breach between colonial and post-revolutionary society, displacing Indian
claims, and relegitimizing land ownership, atragicepilogue—
theregressivedepartureofthepioneertowardanewfrontier—opens
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up a Romantic subnarrative of desire. A complementary psychosexual narrative
anddiscourserelocatestheorigin,sodeliberatelytheorizedinthisnovelintermsofnaturalpropert
y rights, in oedipal problematics. It is a regressive move which,
paradoxically,alsoconstructsthepost-Enlightenmentsubject.
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