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Abstract 
Indonesian faculty members and postgraduate students are encouraged to publish their research 
results in reputable international journals such as those published in English. This is to boost 
the participation as well as prestige of Indonesian scholars in the eyes of international scholars. 
However, the majority of scholars in Social Sciences and Humanities find it very difficult to 
succeed in international journal publication. This paper is aimed to present several potential 
problems experienced by Indonesian scholars in preparing their research article (RA) 
manuscriptin English before submitting it to a main-stream journal. The data in this paper were 
obtained from relevant discourse studies on RAs in Indonesian and English written by 
Indonesian scholars. The results of these studies suggest that the most serious problem for 
Indonesian writers in Social Sciences and Humanities is in writing argumentative abstract, 
introduction and discussion sections. Unlike international authors, Indonesian authors tend to 
write these sections descriptively although their research topic and findingsare interesting and 
important. They also tend to justify their research projects only by practical problems and 
rarely discuss their research findings in relation to the results of previous studies found in the 
literature. It is believed that if they can write convincingly argumentative articles the 
possibility of their manuscripts to be accepted by a prominent international journal will 
increase.  
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Introduction 

Writing for highly-indexed international journals such as those published in English is becoming more 
important for university students and faculty members all over the world including in Indonesia (Day, 2007; 
Dujsik, 2013; Coleman, 2014; Adnan, 2014 and Arsyad and Adila, 2018).This is because through publishing 
in the prominent journals, Indonesian scholars can actively participate in communication with scholars from 
other countries in order to share and exchange ideas and research results to develop knowledge on a 
particular topic. However, unlike those in hard sciences, engineering and medical, Indonesians researchers in 
social sciences and humanities seem to be unsuccessful in international publication for various academic and 
non-academic reasons such as poor English ability, lack of recentand relevant references and different style 
of academic writing in Indonesian and that of in English (Arsyad and Arono, 2016).Therefore, in order to be 
successful in publishing in international journals in English, Indonesian scholars especially from social 
sciences and humanities must learn and be familiar with the academic writing style in the same disciplines in 
English as the ones expected by international journal readers (Fazilatfar and Naseri, 2014 and Loi et al., 
2015). 

The problem of international publication by Indonesian scholars in social sciences and humanitieshas 
been recognized by the Indonesian government (Kemristekdikti, 2016). This is because,asthe fifth biggest 
country in the worldconcerning the population Indonesia ranks below much smaller neighbouring 
countriessuch as Malaysia, Thailandand Singapore in terms of international journal publication (Wahid, 
2011). Therefore, it is necessary to know the real reasons why the majority of Indonesian academics 
particularly in the fields of social sciences and humanities are unsuccessful in publishing their research 
articles in highly-indexed international journals and share the information with active representatives of the 
academic community such as lecturers or professors and postgraduate students.  

Discourse analysts have examinedthe introduction section of English RAs published in international 
journals in English on their rhetorical styles and linguistic features using framework suggested bySwales 
(1984, 1990 and 2004)andother linguists such as by Bathia (2001), Holmes (1997), Hyland (1996, 1999, 
2000, and 2002) and Samraj (2002 and 2005). Swales (1984, 1990 and 2004), for example,suggests a 
standard discourse pattern of RA introduction known as CARS (create a research space) in all fields of 

Seventh International Conference on Languages and Arts (ICLA 2018)

Copyright © 2019, the Authors. Published by Atlantis Press. 
This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/).

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

469

mailto:safnil@unib.ac.id
mailto:safnilarsyad@gmail.com


 

discipline which has been used by many subsequent studies on different disciplines and languages and 
culturessuch as in Arabic byNajjar (1989), in Malay by Ahmad(1997) and in Indonesian by Safnil (2001) and 
Adnan (2009). The majority of these studies found that Swales‟ CARS model is effective enough to capture 
the substantial units of information in RA introductions at macro level (moves) but found some differences at 
a micro level (steps). Therefore, some of these researchers suggest a revised model to CARS such as PJP 
(problem justifying project)model by Safnil (2001) and IPS (ideal problem solution)model by Adnan (2009).  

Other sections of RAs have also been studies by genre analysts such as abstractsby Ren and Li (2011), 
Tseng (2011) and Zhang et al., (2012), methods by Peacock (2011), Lim (2006) and Swales and Feak 
(1994),results and discussion by Dudley-Evans (1994), Holmes (1997) and Parkinson (2011). A more 
specific analysis of RAs such as on literature review has also been conducted such as by Hyland (1999, 
2000), Kwan (2009) and Kwan et al., (2012). These studies generally used a similar approach of genre-based 
analysis in their data analysis; that is looking at the familiarrhetorical moves and steps in the RA sections. 
The findings of these studies have been implemented in the teaching writing of scholarlypapersto educate 
students and new writers in writing RAs especially for international journal publication in English. 

In Indonesian context, several genre analysis studies on RAs written in Indonesian or English by 
Indonesian writers have also been examined such as by Safnil (2001), Mirahayuni (2002), Adnan (2009), 
Basthomi (2006), Arsyad and Wardhana (2014), Arsyad and Arono  (2016) and Arsyad and Adila (2018). 
The important findings from these studies are that there are significant rhetorical differences in the rhetorical 
styles ofRAs written in Indonesian or English by Indonesian authors and those written in English by 
international authors. This paper presents the findings of these studies especially on the different rhetorical 
styles between RAs in Indonesian or English authored by Indonesian scholars and those by international 
authors (first or other speakers of English) especially in social sciences and humanities. 
 
The Rhetorical Style of Research Article Abstracts 

The most important chunk of a research article (RA) is the abstract because it determines whether or not 
readers will keep reading the article. Although RA authors can write abstract the last, abstract is the first 
section of academic writing such as articles, theses, research reports, etc. to be read by readers after the title. 
If authors do not write a convincing, interesting and appropriate abstract, readers may not continue reading 
the article after reading the abstract (Belcher, 2009). In addition, for readers where academic literature 
available is limited, abstract can be the only part of RAs available to them (Cargill and O'Connor, 2009 and 
Fartousi and Dumanig, 2012). According to Thyer (2008), abstract is frequently republished by an indexing 
service organization associated with scientific work to tell readers what have been researched and published. 
In other words, abstract quality of scientific works such as RAs is very important and determines whether or 
not the article in which the abstract belongs to will be read by readers as a whole.However, studies found that 
the discourse style of RA abstracts written by Indonesian author differs from that of by international authors. 
The frequency and percentage of Moves of RA abstracts taken from Arsyad‟s study are presented in Table 1 
below. 

 
Table 1: The Rhetorical Movesin RA Abstracts (Arsyad, 2014) 

Moves Journal Disciplines 

HJ 

N=10 

EMJ 

N=10 

EJ 

N=10 

Total 

N=30 

% 

Move 1 (introduction) 4 3 1 8 26,6% 

Move 2 (purpose) 10 8 9 27 90% 
Move 3 (methods) 9 10 9 28 90% 
Move 4 (results) 10 10 10 30 100% 
Move 5 (conclusion) 4 1 4 9 30% 

Notes: 

HJ=Humanity Journal EMJ=Economics and Management  EJ=Education Journal 
 

Table 1 indicates that the majority of English abstracts written by Indonesian writers have only three 
moves (i.e., objectives, methods and results). This data confirms whatBasthomi (2006) found that Indonesian 
authorsstill use theIndonesian rhetorical style of RA abstract although writing in English. This is probably 
because since the RAs examined in the study are published in Indonesian, the authorsmust comply with the 
format of abstract commonly found in Indonesian RAs. However, this style differs from the rhetorical style 
of English RA abstracts written by international authors as suggested by the guidelines of academic writing. 
English language abstracts published in international journals should have five moves: Move-1 
(background/introduction/situation), Move-2 (research purposes), Move-3 (methods 
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/materials/subjects/research procedures, Move- 4 (results /findings of the study) and Move-5 
(discussion/conclusions/significance of the findings of the study). Paltridge (2007) suggests that RA abstracts 
must have five moves (the main goal, specific objectives, rationale, process and outcomes) and Bhatia (1993) 
suggests that an RA abstract have four moves (destination, methods, findings and conclusions). 
Similarly,according to Belcher (2009), RA abstracts must have five stages (reason, topic, results, 
conclusions, and recommendations). 
 
The Rhetorical style of research article introductions 

The second most important section in anRA is the introduction;this is because if readers are not 
impressed by reading the introduction they may not continue reading the article (Swales and Najjar, 1987 
and Safnil, 2001). In other words, because authors should motivate readers to read the entire article the 
introduction section, thereforemust be written as argumentatively as possible. According to Belcher (2009), 
the main purpose of the introduction in an RA is to provide enough information for readers to understand the 
arguments developed in the article. Similar comment is also addressed by Swales and Feak (1994) that the 
primary goal of RA introduction is to give initial information for logical reason of the article and to stimulate 
readers to read it. Hence, authors‟ ability in presenting the information and arguments in their RA 
introduction determines whether or not readers are interested and persuaded and whether or not they will go 
on reading the article. 

Study results show that the discourse style of RA introductions written in Indonesian by Indonesian 
writers is different from that of in English by international authors. Below are the data from Arsyad and 
Wardhana‟s study on RA introductions in Social Sciences and Humanities. 
 

Table 2: The Rhetorical Moves in Indonesian RA Introductions 

(Arsyad and Wardhana, 2014) 
The Main Communicative 

Units 

Journal Disciplines 

SS 

n=50 

LitS 

n=50 

LS 

n=50 

LawS 

n=50 

Total 

N=200 

% 

Move 1 (establishing shared 
schemata) 

40 44 46 48 178 89% 

Move 2 (establishing the 
research field) 

50 42 48 47 187 93.5% 

Move 3 (justifying the 

research project) 

16 23 20 25 87 43.5% 

Move 4 (announcing the 
present research) 

41 35 36 28 140 70% 

Notes: 

SS=Sosial Sciences LitS=Literature Studies LS=Language Studies LawS=Law Studies 
 

Table 2 indicates that,Move 1 and Move 2 are the predominant moves found in the RA introductions in 
the corpus of the study; 178 or 89%of the RAs have a Move 1 and 187 or 93.5% have a Move 2 butonly 87 
(43.5%) have a Move 3.This implies that for Indonesian writers the rhetorical work of supporting the 
importance of a research project or Move 3 is consideredless important than establishing the shared schemata 
(Move 1) and establishing the research field (Move 2).Also, as Table 2 indicates,Move 4 or the act of 
announcing the present research is also considered not very important and only 140 (70%) articles have this 
move. 

 
How Authors Rhetorically Justify Their Research Topic 

In the introduction, authors are expected to convince readers that the research which has been completed 
and reported in the article is interesting and necessary(Hunston, 1994).According to Hunston, there are two 
important reasons to carry out a study; first, there are still unanswered questions left out from previous 
relevant studies and second, the questions are on important topics. These two rhetorical works must be 
written in argumentative and persuasive styles and therefore, new authors and postgraduate students may 
find it difficult to write. Also, authors from different languages and/or fields of discipline may write this part 
of RAs in different ways. Below are the data taken from Arsyad and Wardhana (2014)‟s study on how 
Indonesian authors in Social Sciences and Humanities justify their research topic. 

 
 
 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

471



 

Table 3: The Ways Indonesian Authors Justify Their Research Topic 

(Arsyad and Wardhana, 2014) 
The Writer‟s Ways of 
Justifying the Research 
Topic 

Journal Disciplines Total 
N=200 

% 
Social 

Sciences 
n=50 

Literature 
studies 
n=50 

Language 
Studies 
n=50 

Law 
sciences 

n=50 
A. Introducing the actual 

research topic 
30 45 19 26 120 60% 

B. Identifying the 
research problem 

26 34 33 28 121 60.5% 

C. Referring to the 

government policy 

15 10 5 33 63 31.5% 

D. Reviewing the current 
knowledge and 
practices 

41 40 41 33 155 77.5% 

Notes: 
SS=Social Sciences LitS=Literature Studies LS=Language Studies LawS=Law Studies 
 

As indicated in Table 3,there are three ways commonly used byIndonesian authors to support the 
importance of their research topic or „centrality claim‟ to use Swales‟ term (Swales, 1990, 144); these are by 
simply introducing the actual research topic (Step-A); by identifying the research problem (Step-B) and/or by 
reviewing the current knowledge and practices related to the research topic (Step-D).Justifying research 
using research problem is also acceptable in English academic writing convention as suggested byDay (1996: 
30). Day claims “Any piece of research is built around a design, which begins with identifying a problem and 
then the issue that guides our understanding.”According to Day,the main purpose of conducting research is 
to find the answer to a particularquestion about an important topic. Similarly, Swales (1990) states “problems 
or research questions or unexplained phenomena are the life blood of many research undertakings‟ (p: 
140).On the other hand, the ways international authors support the importance of their research topic are 
usually by citing already published studies on the same or similar topic; therefore, they often use many 
citations from the first paragraph in their RA introduction (Swales, 1990).Swales suggests that authors „can 
claim interests or importance‟, refer to the classic, favourite or central character of the issue‟ or „claim that 
there are many other investigation active in the area‟ (p:144) in order to justify the importance of their 
research topic or title.  

Another way of justifying the research topic uniquely used by Indonesian authors is by referring to the 
government policy or program (Step-C). This typical rhetorical work is not found in English RA introduction 
as in Swales‟ CARS scheme (Swales, 1990).The possible reason is that research projects in Indonesia are 
mainly funded by the government and in order that such projects can be funded by the government they must 
deal with the problems related to the government programs and policy in order to help government solve 
them (Safnil, 2001). Thus, researchers must relate their research projects in some ways with the government 
programs or policy in order to win a research funding. 
 
How Authors Rhetorically Justify their Research Project 

A statement of supporting the importance a research activity or Move-2 in English RAs is mainly carried 
out with reference to the weaknesses or limitations of previous relevant studies, denying earlier statements 
made by other researchers, criticizing the research process or outcome of others or adding to the existing 
knowledge (Swales, 2004). International authors, as Swales claims further,use this writing style to generate a 
spaceto justify a piece of research. In other words, international authors base their research activities by 
showing weaknesses, limitations or flaws found in previous studies. Indonesian authors, on the other hand, 
have a different way of justifying their research project. Below are data from Arsyad and Wardhana (2014) 
on how Indonesian authors in Social Sciences and Humanities justify their research project in their RA 
introductions. 
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Table 4: The Ways Indonesian Authors Justify Their Research Project 
(Arsyad and Wardhana, 2014) 

The Writer‟s Ways of 
Justifying the Research 
Project 

Journal Disciplines Total 
N=200 

% 
Social 

sciences 
n=50 

Literature 
studies 
n=50 

Language 
studies 
n=50 

Law 
sciences 

n=50 
A. Indicating a gap in 

previous studies  

4 5 6 4 19 9.5% 

B. Claiming that the topic 
has never been or rarely 
investigated 

3 4 4 - 11 5.5% 

C. Claiming that the topic is 
necessary to investigate 

6 8 4 10 28 14% 

D. Claiming interest in 
investigating the topic 

3 6 6 11 36 18% 

Notes: 
SS=Social Sciences LitS=Literature Studies LS=Language Studies LawS=Law Studies 
 

Table 4 shows that there are two common reasons for Indonesian writers to conduct a piece of research 
found in their RA introductions; these are asserting that the topic is important to study (Step-C)or declaring 
interested in researching the topic (Step-D).However,different from writersin international 
journalsIndonesian scholarsrarely point at theshortcoming or fault in the previous studies or the literature to 
support the necessity or importance of their study.This is probably because in order to point at the flawsof 
previous studies in the literature, authorshave toevaluate or critique other‟s work they cite in their work 
while, according toKeraf (1992),Indonesiansare oftenhesitant to point at the defect of other authors‟ workin 
their academic writing.Keraf goes on to suggest that evaluating the work of other authors especially those 
who are older or having a higher social or economic status, can be perceivedas culturally rude or ill-
mannered.However, according to Keraf, authors should not be reluctant to evaluate other authors‟ work in 
academic writing becausethe main purpose of an academic work is to find and share the truth. For this 
purpose every ideas or data presented in published work must be evaluated to locate its strengths and 
weaknesses in order to advance science (Sternberg, 2017).Similar comment has been made by Saville-Troike 
(1982) and Gudykunst and Ting-Toomey (1988); according to them, unlike people in the Western countries 
such as in Europe and North America, Eastern people such as Chinese, Koreans, and Japanese and probably 
Indonesian consider group harmony and collective value very important. Therefore, they tend to avert 
criticizing other people because it may hurt their feeling and ruin the harmony.  

Also, unlike in CARS framework of Swales (1990), Indonesian authorsuse Step-D (declaring interested 
in conducting a study on a topic) to justify their research project.This is probably because, for Indonesian 
authors problem is consideredalready acceptable to justify a piece of research and therefore no other 
rhetorical attempt is necessary to convince readers that the research project is important and necessary. Thus, 
a piece of research is already justifiable if there is a problem on an important topic; the purpose of the 
research is, therefore, to find out the causes or the best solution for the problem.However, the same or 
similarproblemsmay have been investigated else-where by other researchersand therefore the results of the 
studies will be useless because they do not help advance readers‟ knowledge on the topic. 
  
How Authors Write Literature Review 

The introduction section is the main place where authors evaluate or review what have been investigated 
or discovered by other researchers in previous related studies (Feak and Swales, 2009). More specifically, 
according to Feak and Swales, RA authors need to provide an explanation and assessment or the story of the 
findings of previous studies related to the present work to create a „niche‟ or opportunities for a research 
project. Swales (1990) suggests that, reviewing relevant previous studies is a compulsory element in the 
introduction section of an RA except in very new areas or topics of research, such as in the field of computer 
technology. In addition to being a new discipline area, research on computer technology is different from 
those in other disciplines; for example, research in this field is more intended for commercial purposes rather 
than to produce new knowledge. However, the data from Arsyad and Adila‟s study show that the way 
Indonesian authors write literature review or cite other people‟s work in their RA introduction is different 
from that of international authors. The data are shown in the following table. 

 

 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

473



 

Table 5: The Rhetorical Style of Citations in RA Introductions (Arsyad and Adila, 2018) 
Functions of Citation Citation Frequency in RA Introductions 

IJC 

n=75 

IJES 

n=77 

Bio 

n=124 

JICT 

n=80 

Total 

N=356 

% 

F1(defining a key 
term) 

1 3 10 5 19 5.34 

F2(justifying the 
research problem) 

6 5 15 4 30 8.43 

F3(supporting the 
research topic) 

21 17 30 25 93 26.12 

F4(suggesting a 
solution to the research 
problem) 

7 3 4 5 19 5.34 

F5(negatively 
evaluating the cited 
literature) 

2 1 2 6 11 3.09 

F6(indicating a gap in 
previous studies) 

10 11 19 9 49 13.65 

F7(presenting positive 
justification) 

28 37 44 26 135 37.92 

Notes: 

IJC=Indonesian Journal of Chemistry 
IJES=Journal of Engineering and Technology Science 
BIO=Journal of Biotropis:The South East Asian Journal of Tropical Biology 
JICT=Journal of ICT Research and Application 
 

As Table 5indicates,presenting positive justification is the most frequentquotationfunction used by 
Indonesian authors in their RA introduction (135 out of 356 or 37.92%) and supporting the research topic (93 
out of 359 or 26.12%) while only 11 out 359 or 3.09% references are used to critique the literature and 49 
out of 359 or 13.65% citations are used to indicate a gap in previous studies. Samraj (2002) asserts that, 
citations can be used just to show that authors follow the development of research on a part icular topic to the 
most recent ones but, according to Swales (2004), this is only an optional one. The main function of citation 
as Swales suggests, is to point at a gap in previous relevant studies found in the literature while the function 
of positive justification according toSwales is only an optional one because journal readers anticipate that 
writersreveal their own positionin relation the cited literature and this demandwriters to indicate their opinion 
about and not just to restate the work related to their research (Feak and Swales, 2009, p. 71). 
 
The Rhetorical Style of RA Methods Section 

Swales and Feak (1994) state that the method section is generally considered to be the easiest part of an 
RA and therefore, it is usually the first section to write. However, according to Belcher (2009), although the 
method section looks easy, the authors may also have difficulties in writing it especially when the RAs are 
written in a foreign or second language, such as English for Indonesian speakers; the difficulties among other 
things are in determining the choice of tenses, using preferred types of sentences (active or passive), giving 
enough information about the research processes, and following the wright format suggested by the journal 
editors in the targeted journal guidelines. In addition, as suggested by Branson (2004) that, the method 
section of an RA should be written well and clearly so that the study can be valid and replicated. Thus, 
Methods section has a communicative function to convince readers that the research project has been done 
well, the respondents represent the intended group of population and experimental methods have avoided any 
possible of distortion. 

 
Table 6: The Rhetorical Moves in Indonesian RA Methods(Arsyad, 2013) 

Moves Journals Total 

N=51 

% 

RS 

4 

EJ 

15 

EM 

12 

LL 

7 

PJ 

6 

SS 

7 

Move 1 (overview) 4 11 4 8 6 5 38 74.5 
Move 2 (aims/question/ 
hypothesis) 

- 5 - - - - 5 9.8 

Move 3 (subject/materials) 2 12 5 7 8 4 38 74.5 
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Move 4 (location) - 10 2 - 2 3 17 33.3 
Move 5 (procedure) 3 9 3 6 7 6 34 66.6 
Move 6 (limitation) - - - - - - - 0 
Move 7 (data analysis) 3 9 8 8 8 2 38 74.5 

Notes: 
RS=Religious Studies  EJ=Education Journal EM=Economics and Management 
LL=Language and Literature PJ=Psychology Journals SS=Social Sciences 
 

Table 6 shows that, the dominant moves found in the texts are Move 1, Move 3, Move 5, and Move 7. It 
can be claimed that these four moves are the major moves in the methods section of Indonesian RAs in 
Social Sciences and Humanities while the other moves (Move 2and Move 4) are only peripheral ones. This 
data also show that, the communicative units of limitation of the study or Move 6 is found in the data of this 
study; it is found at the end of the discussion section. Similar to RAs published in international journals,the 
appearance of Move 2 is also very rare in the corpus of this study. Thus, in terms of the use of moves and 
steps, it can be concluded that the Methods section in the Indonesian RAs is similar to that of English RAs 
although there is only an in significant difference especially compared to the findings of Peacock (2011) and 
Lim (2006).  
 
How Authors Rhetorically Write RA Discussion Sections 

The discussion part is also considered an important and difficult chink in an RA to write; this is because 
in this section authors are expected to state the contribution of their research results and convince readers that 
such new knowledge claim is important. In addition, according to Hess (2004) and Hagin (2009), writers 
must explain the causes and interpretation of their research results. Authors must summarize and interpret 
their research results in the discussion section and comment on every point as addressed in the research 
questions (Thyer, 2008 and Branson, 2004). Since this section must be written convincingly argumentative, 
new writers often find it very difficult to write (Parkinson, 2011).Table 7 below summarizes the study results 
by Arsyad (2013) who investigated the common communicative units in the discussion sections of 
Indonesian RAs written by Indonesian authors in Social Sciences and Humanities.  

 
Table 7: The Rhetorical Moves in the Indonesian RA Discussion(Arsyad, 2013) 

Moves Journals Total 

N=47 

% 

SS 
n=7 

PJ 
n=6 

EJ 
n=14 

RS 
n=4 

EM 
n=10 

LL 
n=6 

Move 1 (background 
information)  

5 4 11 4 4 4 32 68 

Move 2 (statement of 
results) 

7 6 14 4 10 6 47 100 

Move 3 (un/expected 
outcome) 

- - - 1 - - 1 2.1 

Move 4 (reference to 

previous research) 

2 4 3 2 4 3 18 38.3 

Move 5 (explanation/ 

interpretation) 

5 6 7 3 8 2 31 65.9 

Move 6 
(exemplification) 

1 - 1 1 - - 3 6.4 

Move 7 (deduction) 3 1 9 1 5 1 20 42.5 
Move 8 
(recommendation) 

3 3 3 1 4 - 14 29.8 

Notes: 

SS=Social Sciences PJ=Psychology Journals  EJ=Education Journals 
RS=Religious Studies EM=Economic and Management LL=Language and Literature 
 

Table 7 shows that, the dominant moves found in the Indonesian RA discussion are Move-1 (background 
information of the research), Move-2 (the statement of the research results), and Move-5 (explanation of the 
research results). This typical rhetorical style is different from the one in English which has the dominant 
moves of Move-2; Move-4 and Move-5. The most significant difference between Indonesian and English 
RAs in terms of the rhetorical style of their discussion part is the frequent use of Move-4 (reference the 
relevant findings of previous studies). Unlike in Indonesian RAs, Move-4 in English RAs is a common 
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move; this is to indicate to the readers that the research findings presentadditional information to the 
available knowledge in the literature. 
 
Conclusion and Suggestion 

Research article is anacademic writing which must be argumentative and persuasive and therefore authors 
should state their arguments clearly and support them with data or references convincingly. In an RA, there 
are at least three places which must be written convincingly argumentative using appropriate rhetorical style 
as they are expected by the journal readers; these are abstract, introduction and discussion.  

The rhetorical style of RAs may vary from one field of discipline to the others and from one language and 
culture to the others and therefore, writers should study and comply with the rhetorical style commonly 
found in the examples of RAs in their own field especially those in RAs published in international journals to 
be targeted to publish their own RAs. By so doing, it is expected that the quality of the RA drafts will 
improve at least from the rhetorical style points of view and so does the possibility of the manuscripts to be 
accepted by prominent international journals.  
 
References 
Adnan, Zifirdaus(2014) „Prospects of Indonesian Research Articles (RAs) Being considered for publication 

in „centre‟ journals: A comparative study of rhetorical patterns of RAs in selected humanities and 
hard science disciplines‟, in A. Lydia & K. Warchat (Eds.), Occupying niches: Interculturality, 
crossculturality and aculturality in academic research (pp. 66–79). New York, NY: Springer. 

______ (2009) „Some Potential Problems for Research Articles Written by 
 Indonesian Academics When Submitted to International English Language Journals‟, the Asian EFL 

Journal Quarterly, 11(1), 107-125. 
Ahmad, U. Khair (1997) Scientific Research Articles in Malay: A Situated Discourse 
 Analysis, a Ph.D. Dissertation in the University of Michigan, Michigan: UMI Publication. 
Arsyad, Safnil and DestiantaryAdila (2018) „Using local style when writing in English: the 
 citing behaviour of Indonesian authors in English research article introductions. Asian Englishes, Vol. 

20, No. 2, 170-185. 
Arsyad, Safnil and Arono (2016) „Potential problematic rhetorical style transfer from first language to 

foreign language: a case of Indonesian authors writing research article introductions in 
English,Journal of Multicultural Discourses, vol. 11 no. 3, 315-350. 

Arsyad, Safnil and Dian EkaChandhraWardhana (2014) „Introduction in Indonesian Social Sciences and 
Huanitie Research Articles: How Indonesian Justify Their Research Project,Linguistik Indonesia, Nol. 
32, No. 2, 149-163. 

Bhatia, V. K. (2001) Analysing Genre: Some Conceptual Issues. In M. Hewings (Ed.), Academic Writing in 
Context: Implications and Applications (pp. 79-92). Birmingham: The University of Birmingham 
Press. 

Basthomi, Yazid (2006)„Examining Research Spaces in Doctoral Prospectuses‟,TEFLIN  

 Journal, 20(2), 140-158. 
Belcher, Wendy Laura (2009) Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A Guide to  
 Academic Publishing Success, California: SAGE Publications, Inc. 
Branson, Richard D. (2004) „Anatomy of a Research Paper,Respiratory Care, Vol. 49 No. 
 10, 1222-1228. 
Cargill, Margaret and Patrick O‟Connor (2009) Writing scientific research article: strategy 
 and steps, Oxford: John Wiley and Son Ltd. 
Coleman, J. A. (2014)„How to get published in English: Advice from the outgoing Editor-in- 
 Chief‟,System, 42, 404–411. 
Day, Abby (2007) How to Get Research Published in Journals, Hampshire: Gower Publishing  
 Limited. 
Dudley-Evans, Tony (1994) „Genre Analysis: an Approach to Text Analysis for ESP‟, in Malcolm Coulthard 

(ed.) Advances in Written Text Analyses, London: Routledge, 219-228. 
Dujsik, Darunee (2013) „A Genre Analysis of Research Article Discussion in Applied Linguistics,Language 

Research, 42(9), 453-477. 
Fazilatfar, Ali Mohammad and Zainab Sadat Naseri (2014) „Rhetorical Moves in Applied Linguistics 

Research Articles and their Corresponding Iranian Writer Identity‟,Procedia - Social and Behavioural 

Sciences98, 489-498. 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

476



 

Fartousi, Hasan and Francisco PerlasDumanig (2012) „A rhetorical analysis and contrastive rhetoric of 
selected conference abstracts‟, World Applied Sciences Journal, Vol. 18(4), 514-519.Retrievedin July 
15, 2013 fromhttp://idosi.org/wasj/ wasj18(4)12/8.pdf.2012. 

Gudykunst, William and Stella Ting-Toomey (1988) Culture and Interpersonal Communication, Newbury 
Park, California: Sage Publication. 

Hagin, Stephen (2009) „How to Write the Results and Discussion Sections‟, English 1102/66 of Kennesaw 

State University, Spring 2009. 
Hess, Dean R. (2004) „How to Write an Effective Discussion‟,Respiratory Care, Vol. 
 49, No. 10, 1238-1241. 
Hyland, K. (1996) „Writing without conviction: Hedging in science research articles‟,Applied Linguistics, 17, 

433-454. 
_______(1999)„Academic attribution: citation and the construction of disciplinary knowledge‟, Applied 

Linguistics, 20, 341-367. 
_______(2000) Disciplinary Discourse: Social Interactions in Academic Writing. Harlow, Essex: Pearson 

Education Ltd. 
_______(2002)„Directives: Argument and Engagement in Academic Writing‟,Applied Linguistics, 23(2), 

215-239. 
Holmes, Richard (1997) „Genre Analysis, and the Social Sciences: An Investigation of the Structure of RA 

Discussion Sections in Three Disciplines‟,English for Specific Purposes 16(4), 321-327. 
Hunston, Susan (1994) „Evaluation and Organization in a Sample of Written Academic Discourse‟, in M. R. 

Coulthard (ed.),191-218. 
Keraf, Gorys (1992) ArgumendanNarasi, Jakarta: Gramedia. 
Kemristekdikti (2016) „Kekuatan 50 InstitusiIlmiah Indonesia: ProfilPublikasiIlmiahTerindeks Scopus‟, 

Jakarta: DirektoratPengelolaanKekayaanIntelektual, 
DirektoratJenderalPenguatanRisetdanPengembanganKemnristekdikti Indonesia. 

Kwan, Becky S. C. (2009) „Reading in Preparation for Writing a Ph.D. Dissertation: Case 
 Studies of Experiences‟, Journal of English for Academic Purposes, Vol. 3, No. 3:180-191. 
Kwan, Becky S. C. and Hang Chan, Colin Lam (2012) „Evaluating Prior Scholarship in 
 Literature Reviews of Research Articles: A Comparative Study of Practices in Two Research 

Paradigms,‟ English for Specific Purposes, Vol. 31, No. 3, 188-201 
Loi, Chek K; M. Sweetnam Evans; S. Akkakoson; Shabbir Ahmed and Shameem Ahmed (2015)„Rhetorical 

Patterns in the Discussion Sections of Malay Research Articles‟,International Journal of Languages, 

Literature and Linguistics, Vol. 1, No. 2: 118-121. 
Lim, Jason Miin-Hwa (2006) „Method Sections of Management Research Articles: A Pedagogically 

Motivated Qualitative Study‟, English for Specific Purposes, Vol. 25, No. 3, 282-309. 
Mirahayuni, N. K. (2002) Investigating Textual Structure in Native and Non-native English Research 

Articles: Strategy Differences Between English and Indonesian Writers, Unpublished Ph.D. 
Dissertation, the University of  New South Wales, Sydney, Australia. 

Najjar, Hazem Y. (1989) Scientific Arabic: the Agricultural Research Article, an Unpublished Ph.D. 
Dissertation at the University of Michigan, Ann Arbor 

Paltridge, Brian (2007) Thesis and dissertation writing in second language: A handbook for supervisors, New 
York: Routledge. 

Parkinson, Jean (2011)„The Discussion Section as Argument: The Language Used to Prove Knowledge 
Claims‟,English for Specific Purposes, 30(3), 164-175. 

Peacock, Matthew (2011). „Communicative Moves in the Discussion Section of Research  
 Article‟,System 30, 479-497. 
Ren, H. And Y. Li (2011) A comparative study on the rhetorical moves of abstracts in  
 published research articles and master‟s foreign language theses. English Language  

 Teaching , V. 4(1), 162-166. Retrieved in July, 2013 from http://www.ccsenet.org/ 
 journal/index.php/elt/article/view/9678. 
Saville-Troike, Muriel (1982). The Ethnography of Communication, Oxford: Basil  
 Blackwell. 
Safnil(2001) Rhetorical Structure Analysis of the Indonesian Research Articles, unpublished Ph.D. 

Dissertation, the Australian National University,Canberra, Australia. 
Samraj, B. (2002)„Introductions in Research Articles: Variations across Disciplines‟,English for Specific 

Purposes, 21, 1-17. 
_______(2005)„An Exploration of a Genre Set: Research Article Abstracts and Introductions in Two 

Disciplines‟,English for Specific Purposes, 24(2), 119-238. 
Sternberg, Robert J. (2017) „Why it is so hard for academics to write textbooks‟, Psychology  

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

477

http://idosi.org/wasj/%20wasj18(4)12/8.pdf.2012
http://www.ccsenet.org/


 

 Teaching Review, Vol. 23, No. 1, 79-84 
Swales, John M. and H. Najjar (1987) „The Writing of Research Article Introduction,‟  
 Written Communication, Vol. 4(2), 145-171 
Swales, John M. and Christine B. Feak (1994) Academic Writing for Graduate Students:  
 Essential Tasks and Skills, Michigan: The Michigan University Press. 
Swales, John M. (1990) Genre Analysis: English in Academic and Research Settings,  
 Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 
Thyer, Bruce A. (2008) Preparing Research Articles, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Tseng, Fan-ping (2011) „Analyses of moves structure and verb tense of research article 
 abstracts in applied linguistics journals‟,International Journal of English Linguistics, Vol. 1 (2), 27-

39. Retrieved July 15, 2013 from http://www.ccsenct.org/ 
 journal/index.php/ijel/article/viewFile. September, 2011. 
Travers, Robert M. W. (1969)An Introduction to Educational Research (3rd ed.). New York: The Macmillan 

Company 
Zhang, Baoya; Quyen Bui ThiThuc and IssraPramoolsook (2012) „Moves and linguisticrealizations: English 

research article abstracts by Vietnamese agricultural researchers‟,The Asian ESP Journal, Vol. 8, No. 
3, 126- 149. Retrieved July 15, 2013 from http://asian-esp-journal.com/Volume 8-3 Pdf. October 
2012. 

 

Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, volume 301

478

http://www.ccsenct.org/
http://asian-esp-journal.com/Volume%208-3%20Pdf.%20October%202012
http://asian-esp-journal.com/Volume%208-3%20Pdf.%20October%202012



