EEI T E TR Y — L AWSUM®D B8 3%

IKAFE « B+ - /AN LT

X C®IC

ARETIL, RPN G SCEE IR Y — /L AWSUM (Academic Word Suggestion
Machine) OB OHFHAE R L, # 7T &, R 3Nn 555HE N H Y T
bolehr& v, BRFFOSIREREMET D,

1. BA% D REAE

RIETHR 72 L 51, IHE, BNORFIZEWCEHERS Hom e 7 a—
NIV DB RO BN TWLH T, HFZEHERE L L TORFIZHEL TV DHF
BB (FFICRZREA) 1X, T E TLLEICHEEE T ORI SUR R & B 78k
RORKEFEL L TN RITNAVEIRLRVRIICH D, £D XD RIES DIFE )
b, EEEFIRCHEIRNRBORECHL L ER, EELLEZIILD LT
HWFFETF — ML, WEEFINGRCD a — A EREE, ¥ 71T L, FRSTEEEY
— VORI LA TE 7z, BEMMICIE, o7y FTHREIND Y —
Nk, BESTAT AT - B E—DEIRGTHATLIZLICEY, 0%
REMIET D TETH D,

BAJE U 7= SRR i SO S Y — b (20164F2 0 L v BEAEABABRGR) 1%, =
AUE TESP (English for Specific Purposes) <> — /XA S35 CTE I ZE AL
HHNTET, 5A—7 (move) &iBEHEH (lexical bundle) Z@A I H7=7 71—
FICEVEBEIND, 2O, KETEENENOETHIEE, Zhbz@E
SHEIEMEEAMEBT S, Z LT, VLEBROE EEL L TH TR
SRS EFE AT ORML T — N AD SN EAT, A—7 LFEEEHEME ST T
n—F O REEERFT 5,



2 MDY &

2.1 A—T7 5T

L —7 5381 (move analysis) [ZSwales (1990) (2 X » THBEN=Y v VLo
(genre analysis) O —FTH Y, EVRAREDHEMSHEOY v L LIZBNTH
AW5 Z LR TE 5HH (Biber, Connor, & Upton, 2007; Hyland, 2013), #5121l
3T (research article: RA) ODFNEFNDE Y v aiBirsd EENEDOE & F
V] 2EZ2 X ITbhD, 5—7 38 EE X DIntroductionlZ R A > 72 b
D734 < (Cotos, Huffman, & Link, 2015), IntroductionTi%, (1) %% & L TW
LT —~OEEMHEEZTAL, ZhETITbhoTWH I EERR, (2) %
DR T —<IZB VW THENR SN TV ARVARLZIEML, ) SEOHKIXOHR
a5, LWOIRERLA=THRHY, IHIZENETNDOL—TOHIZHBIZ
WMo Tt AT v 7 (step) BdHD, ZTDOXH7e7 L —ALT—7 %, “create a
research space”% E LT 5 [CARSET /L | (Swales, 1990) EIEIENTEY, i
?lIntroductionZ 73T S RIS b TV D,

HORFEMREROSHEEFEAT LT 4 Aa—2 « 23 2=7 1 — (discourse
community) Ti, E&EMEE (rhetorical structure) T D L— 7 Z1EFIAY I
95 (Swales, 2004), ED7=, TDOEH>7aIa=T 4 —DO—BLRDHDIZ
X, —RREFEOA X ALEMAGES T CTERL, HDHYV v U LICEBIT D LA—
TOMBHLMLETH D E I TS (Swales, 1990, 2004),

ZOX I RBEBENEL, 5 — 7 3 HIZTESPREAP (English for Academic
Purposes) DHF%E, B L OHE L CTLIEH SN TE 7 (Hyland, 2010), =
7z, BMEMED T 4 Aa—R &0 T 256, 2a— " 2A%FfHTHZ LT, X
D BRI SEME 2T 22 8N TE 57280, ESPRY ¥ U LDE 2 FITIR
SLETAT IV « FAT 4V ITHRIZBNTIEa—RAZESN TS H 0
3%\ (Paltridge, 2014), HEIZ, 20fALB BICBITHa L B a— X DIEEIZLY
I—NRAPFENILEY, LA—T S THLa— "R FE VBTt D LT,

Swales (1990) ®CARS<E 7 /L 23 IntroductionZ x4 & L=t D TH o722, =
AWE TRAO L —T7 W TiX, IMRD (% L < IZIMRAD) JEX & XN 5,
introduction-methods—results—discussion THERK 4L 55 LD 9 B, Introduction & %f
G L LI N %< AThN TE 722 (Lim, 2014), IntroductiontA4t Dt 7 3 =
VEMNBELELTND LD LE X TS (Cotos et al., 2015; Kanoksilapatham, 2015,
AR - JEK, 2010), £72, 1207 arTODL—=TDOh%EASBELELEHEAIC
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FEORDIMEANRELNTLEI D, IMRDOTRXTOEY ¥ a iiBitbd A
— T ERE LN LITHhTE T 5 (Cotos et al., 2015; Kanoksilapatham,
2015; Lin & Evans, 2012; Nwogu, 1997; Pho, 2008, 2013; Stoller & Robinson, 2013),
COXDRBHATOMEDOHR2LT, BAENIZEWNWTS, L—7 0 ik>
WIZESPRT AT I v 7 « TAT 4 VIR ERIIHEZ T TWnW5b, 2
ZIE, A - TEAK (2010) 1, EULF B O Y ¥ —F B S N TE30AK O
XD AbstractZ R & LI =T 27w, fEflchTns 7 4 Aa—2 - %
N7 U—EEt Lo, HHEF - SEN - &L - w2 T F - [HHE (2008) 1X, fhe
TR, HEFR, REFR, BEFR, PR, LFEROEEFIGG 370078
a—_"2 b Lz TREE R o — 3 A | Z{ERk L, CARSET VIZEES
W Clntroduction® A — 7 3T 24T\, DEIC LD A—THHOERNFET D2
ExR LTz, & v AU - iR - HHEF (2010, 2011) 1%, [A U AELR T
Wi La— 2R, MADODL—T AT v 7 EEER L, ZhickD,
FWM L BREDOE 7 v a v ESBBBIC O TE D X9 Ickolz, & BITF
O HERBEOMMZ X 7 FICEVITY, TATIvI - FGAT 4 TITB
DM SCHEREICHER CELRIT — A RXR—22FEHL T\ 5, ZoOMic, &
—T7DOFEZHFERBAL L, BA - R - FH (2015 O X O RE M B AFET
%o

EAPDEEGETdH 5, Journal of English for Academic Purposes® 2015423 4T
ENT2195 TlE, “25 years of Genre Analysis” & W ) BFENHENTZ Y, TOMfD
V¥ —F AN THbA—T T I LEMENEEICEB I NS L, Swales
(1990) BNEDT A T 7 2B L TLR, A—T7HHIEME Ny 7 L LTEX
ZHID IR UVREER RN TV D,

2.2 FEEH

I RAMROFEIZEY, TS E OESP - EAP 2 — /R ARG N A FE & 72
D, FEEORIFICB T DT 4 Aa—ATHEMELLBEMAT 5ENEBNICHE
Sh, FEEY A RIMERESND X HIC/oT& e, =& 21, Coxhead (2000) i
HARY, AR, %, BT 04A0BICRT 25mCHEME, ER7ZR L3500
FEOD 3 — /XA, Academic Word List (AWL) Z{ERLL, Z @YU A hIXFEEEH
BERLOIIEL b TS, FOoficta—2&2FHAL-bD e LT, EY
(Wang, Liang, & Ge, 2008), J&H S55% (Vongpumivitch, Huang, & Chang, 2009),
BE s Al - /i, 2007), BREEFF (Liv & Han, 2015), FHi#F (Yang,
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2015), #iE (AL, 2005), % (Martinez, Beck, & Panza, 2009) @ X 5 72 %I\
257V TESP « EAPRERE U A EAMERR STV 5,
HICEFETIE, a2— R ZHATHZEICL-T, HEMHGER EOHEELS
TR, Zb—XAXau s —3 g 72 ¥ Omulti-word expressions (MWE) D74y
Fro U A2 MEBBEAICITOILTWD (72 & 1%, Ackermann & Chen, 2013;
Durrant, 2009; Martinez & Schmitt, 2012; Simpson-Vlach & Ellis, 201072 &),
anr—a AT 4 A L7 EOMWER G e E i F B (formulaic sequence;
Schmitt, 2004) Tl%, Biber, Johansson, Leech, Conrad, & Finegan (1999) TiE&E Sh
= [3EE#EH | (lexical bundle; cluster<°chunk & & FEIEIL D) A%, =2— R ZAHFZEIC
BOWTIHEHEZFAEIN TS (Biber, 2009), sEHESHIXERIZ 03D 5 T nilE D
M7= E D (n-gram) & LT, HFEXZLE, LI LT EVWolT 4 Aa—XDH
THEVELAWSLND LD THY, RATIE, the extent to which, it is likely to, on
the other hand, the role of the, at the end of, as well as the 72 & ® X 9 7235 L <
fii>M %, Biberetal. (1999) THE SN TWDE I — AT LD &, 35EL 455

A A DY D L, REEEERD28%, FHTH L SUE TIE 2R D20%% (5 T
W72 (pp. 993-994),

RSO MFE TIE, n-gram® H T b 4758 B (4—gram) Wb D Z L iF e
IMNETHD, ZOBME L TIX, 455HHIC HELEATHDIHANEL
(Cortes, 2004, p. 401), 4FEESIIMOFEHH L 0 HLHEENFE L, o+ EL
LEETHDLE WD ZENEFT LN D (Hyland, 2008b, p. 8),

HEITHM R BEEDO N TZE Y LW T TIERL, FRSBERY vy v (U
VAHK =) OENENMT HEEREE 25 TEY (Durrant, 2015; Grabowski,
2015), R FBEHEOEMN L, FEXFLREOaI2=2T 1 —D—BTHDLHZ
LERTIEDICHESI S EEZ BN TWS (Biber, Conrad, & Cortes, 2004; Biber &
Barbieri, 2007; Cortes, 2004; Hyland, 2008a, 2008b), %72, Hyland (2012, p. 150) |
FEHICHONT, [SFZFERVYUMCBWT, WIFELEMZOSHEMHHAZ

i« FH 5 HERERTH D] &b TWND,

Ferris (2011) (%, “skillful incorporation of academic-sounding lexical bundles will
help students sound more like they belong in the academic discourse community of
which they wish to be members” (p. 176) &R~ TF YV, FEEHHEZ EHEHFET S X
D IRMRGE - RERICIIRE RN H D, LML, TOXIRBETINETH
WY, FERLBEMTH D72 (Byrd & Coxhead, 2010; Cortes, 2006;

12



Eriksson, 2012; Jones & Haywood, 2004), 5%, S L7250 n#Te 2 & 3 HIFE S
ns,

23 A—F L EEFEEDPE LT e —F LR XTREXIEY — L

L—T7 LEREGOMEIT 2 —"2ADIEH] WO HEEHZFLADLYE, 21
CRELSBAEEZZITTVWDEIHLOD, A—TIIESPICBIT DY ¥ VLo —i5 L
LT, £z, B#HEHIFIa—RRAFHEFOT e —F L LT, ENEFRIPMAIZ
BEEZZRTFC&, LML, ERTRLEIICINGIE [T 23— A2 HE
TOMMER] THY, TOERIT (T4 Aa—R - a3a=54—D BTk
HZLAamRT] L O R, TEMOBERLY Y L (VYRS —) OEW & R
T5H] VI EIZBWT, EFICETWD WD Z b~ d (Cortes, 2013),
ZOXEOIBRBERNG, A—T LHEEHEMEIE DL LV IR EFIC/R > T
ﬁéi07W\éocmws@m3)w,13@/%1 BT D13T2AKD L (10075 3
DRA DlIntroductionlZ 1T 2 L —7 T L IZHET D R edd 8 i A R L7z, £
72, 6 OFEHEBEORE L FEEEIC OV T, Biber et al. (2004) 72 £ D AeATHIZE
DFEH L D A 1T - 7=, Cotos, Huffman, and Link (2015) 1%, 300D %5R %5 B 7>
HIMRDIEHX A FFD9000 K DFm L # RN L, §XCTHO®I v aich—T AT
T DE T T Tole, ELT, BB TEICL—T ATy IR fEbLRLTWND
HEZHEL, PWICL > TEOFHNRLRDL VW) Z 2R LT, £, 258
W, 3FEEMDO O L, A—T LML —T IV L FEbLTVWAL D%
BRL, HBICIOVRENREEEI DL LWV ZEEH LN L, 61T,
2 E T2 — R A ngramDF#RE LI LT, EFEE EOT 4 — Ry
JEANNENTEXFICH L THEXDZENTEDLA T4V —/b (Research
Writing Tutor: RWT) ZBH3 L7=, RWTZ W5 Z L2k y, BEOSEICET
Dh—T7 L, FEREPLMAEENEVZRLDOL—TN, EORE-HLTNDLID
MERHALLEZY, 27T ENTca— AN, A—T AT v 7 OlEa
A=Y =RRURRITRALIZDV T LI ENTED, £, b—TRAT v
TOERERL AT FOBM, BT AR, HEOREIENN Y - RS L
MTELEMBAEIN TV,

INFE TORERCAEEY =AU Y — R, BECTT AT 4 7 OFF
fili 23 FI RE 72 PaperRater (http://www.paperrater.com/) <°, Springer’» & AR S 4172 %
MEEOFTNOLELHESL IV —Rbara—F LA« T4V TRRTED

rum

Springer Exemplar (http://www.springerexemplar.com/), giEan s — 3 VK
13



T 5 E WA A IC 5 2 T < L5 WriteAway  (http://writeaway.nlpweb.org/), #&iE
WLk = — A5, FEBISCCRIFERE, 7 L — XORBA A EEA T 0BT
3% (Miyazaki, Tanaka, & Koyama, 2014), % L TGoogleX°COCA® Academict
v aryEMM LT AT 4 70 BRG] (Brezina, 201272 &) O X 9
BRLDBHDLN, XD arTEIlRENR T L —EFHE LI
Academic Phrasebank (http://www.phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk/) ® X 512, ¥+
VR B—T DE 2 I BRI ATy — AR Y — AT E 2B D70,
FDY, FESTF CORMA R L—THHIZESNT, FHEEHEEREFN
T RFEFR L O ZRWT TITRZ D LW I B, ZHETOY—ALRY Y —R&
X872V, Cotos et al. (2015) OHFFEILFERITMET 5, S HIZ, #HILDIMRDE 7
var I EICREERE T T U ETRET D L O e SUERCE Y — v b B
B‘ENS>2H% (Jeong, Nam, & Park, 2014),

24 RKBFEEDEK

b X oz, a—="2AZRHLIEMHEDOTTYH, 20OREL Y7 TH
D h—T N EREEBEAEA S, & DICUE, ATl R0 AR
To GBSO ESR Y — R V=2 BB L TETWND, FEELLITEDLD
REATHIE E B e 5 FE R, A—7 LBEEHEZME S YT T —FITEoni
PEEE NG SCVE SR Y — L 2B LT D, 201642 H ICAR L7z,
KAFZETIZZEDHE B L LT, L—T LD T 2T 2GS EES
BOfm LA — 2D ATV, ZOMRERET 5, KT, Introduction/Z) T
%72 <, Abstract, Conclusions% & IMRDDO Y7 ¥ a2 > T _XRTCDL—TIZH Tt
FEATHITEDICRO T, b—T DX T TFL—NITRKTHDLON, Fiz,
LA—=T T LICHE SN AREEBEITE S v a v R AT ORMER L L DI o
TWLDMNEWN I RIZHOWTIHET D,
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3 5k

30 B a—RRE X TAT

A—T LR THTEITOREDIE, IWHEBEZSHOEEED S b,
Applied Linguistics, ELT Journal, English for Specific Purposes, International Journal
of Applied Linguistics, Journal of Second Language Writing, Language Teaching
Research, Language Learning, Modern Language Journal, RELC Journal, Second
Language Research, Studies in Second Language Acquisition, System, TESOL Quarterly
DIBFEZ KRR L LT, 2015FEF TIHB SN L RBFTO b DN BIEIC & H
DIF > TNE LT,

WIZ, WE LR vay, A—T7 T X 7T &EITo7, RiF5ET
3, WHERBFSHEZMRL LT, MmXT_XTOE 7y arDL—T %2 7T
L, @BEEZMHT 222 LTWEEZD, RCEI)ICSHEERTT T
D7 varDOh—TExGELTWSHPho (2013) OEEFA L (F1) .
AHFGET Z TAFITHEN L7z 5 — 7 43825, Pho (2013) O21H D L— 743 & R
2B RIE, MethodZEZ > a v DLA—T % LS il sl (R26—7)
ConclusionsZ 7 v a Y Z MM SH /2L THY (246 —7) , AEF25MHD L —
T EHRA L,

CDOL=THEN—NEloT, E-FENZ T TOY Iz FlL, £
DY TFNaBBELILRNG, SEBEET O LHRERY - RIICEET L8
G DFENZ TTEAT 5T, R TIE2015F4H 0 H11A £ TIZX 7 fHiF &
721,0004 (51 HSCHRZ & F R WASC, BEEHISS0 T FE) D& i Oxt4:
Ll Z0a—nmRAE, A—=T DX ITHITNRENTWDEIIAL L REER OB
ST, IWHEEFENHORE LT, B EEO THIRRREOY A XTH
%
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#1

a—R2ADX TFHFICER L A —T7 — &

Sections Moves Steps
+ Arguing for topic prominence (Claiming centrality)
X + Making topic generalizations
(o1 Intlroductlon * Defining terms, objects, or processes
(Establishes context of the paper) > >
* Identifying a gap in current knowledge
- Justifying the research study
[02] Presenting the research - Stating the purpose directly
Abstract = Describing the participants
[03] Describing the methodology + Describing the instruments or equipment
* Describing the procedure and conditions
[04] Summarizing the findings + Describing the main features or properties of the solution or product
[05] Discussing the research = Deducing conclusions from results
(s r nds el byt b s o - Evalating valu o th rescrch
applications.) + Presenting recommendations
+ Claiming the centrality of the topic
[06] Establishing a territory * Making tAOPiC geee?alizatio-ns L .
(Announcing the importance of the field) = Summarizing existing studies (Reviewing items of previous research)
* Drawing inferences from previous studies
= Reference to main research problems
= Indicating a gap
[07] Establishing a niche * Adding to what is known
(Preparing for the present study) + Presenting positive justification
Introduction * Raising a question
= Announcing present research descriptively and/or purposively
= Stating purpose(s)
= Presenting research questions or hypotheses
[08] Presenting the present work * Definitional clarifications
(Introducing the present study) * Reference to main research procedure (Summarizing methods)
= Predicting results (Announcing principal outcomes)
+ Stating the value of the present research
- Indicating RA (Research Article) structure
[09] Describing the sample
e L0 Desrin et s
[12] Describing data analysis procedure
[13] Preparing for the presentation of results . (Re)stflting data collecti(?n and analysis procedure
- Restating research questions or hypotheses
Result * Location of results
esults . . .
(or Results & [14] Reporting specific / individual results ) Reportmfg @ost 1mP0n§nt ﬁndlngs
Discussion) - Substantiating (or invalidating) results
+ Indicating non-consistent observations
[15] Commenting on results * Interpreting results
[16] Summarizing results + Presenting integrated results on the basis of a number of specific results
[17] Preparing for the presentation of the - Giving backgljound irjnfor.mation . . X
discussion section (Restate the aims, quectlves, procedural information, theories,
and research questions)
[18] Highlighting overall research outcome - Reporting results (Expected or unexpected outcome)
= Interpreting / discussing results
+ Indicating significance of the outcome
) ) [19] Discussing the findings of the study + Comparing results with a hypothesis
Discussion + Comparing results with literature
(C?)rnclusions) * Exemplifying

[20] Drawing conclusions of the study
Stating research conclusions

[21] Evaluating the study

+ Indicating significance / advantage
+ Indicating limitations
- Evaluating methodology

[22] Deductions from the research

* Recommending further research
= Making suggestions / drawing (pedagogic) implications

Conclusions
(or Pedagogic
implications)

[23] Summarizing the study

* Providing summary

[24] Evaluating the study

= Indicating significance / advantage
= Indicating limitations
- Evaluating methodology

[25] Deductions from the research

* Recommending further research
+ Making suggestions / drawing (pedagogic) implications
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3.2 S H &

B 7R FENTEIEAEEY R Ca — R ADBEROHRL L — T = & D4-gramiil
HZ 1%, CasualConc version 2.0.2 (Imao, 2015) # W7z, A—7 DO3¥EIZ DN T
I, EBATHFRIZE SV TV b ODORFETHIZIZENMLIZL—T bboTo T
W, ZDOHRFEN— VTR RV E BT D702, GEND250 L — T Zxt
G L LT, a—_2AETEMN2500LE TD4-gramZ LV (25017x25%1) , 5 —
2B L, BEDOI TR =0 (Fha—2 Yy NiERE - v+ — &) %
FEIT LTz, 7 T A X —3HITIER version 3.2.2 (R Core Team, 2015) % fV 7=,

4 ERLEBE

HH S4B 8RB v a L b h—TORBEREL TCWDHONEHR5H
I TIT o7 ZAX—=BHOKE (T knrIn) KR, Ty Rl
T LATIHEUERENS DIFEETWGFTICAMET S, HITIEZ 727 =241
ST TWA A, (1) IXAbstract & Introduction,  (2) (X Discussion & Conclusions,
(3) I%Results, (4) [IMethodd, L—7 LFEEMOBEBE LD Z LIZ k-
T, ¥7var ZLICRHBOLH 4B EENH SN TWD 2 EB3b0 D,

Introduction_07_Establishing_niche
Introduction_06_Establishing_territory
Abstract_01_Introduction
Introduction_08_Presenting_study

(1) Abstract_02_Presenting_research
Discussion_17_Preparing_discussion
Abstract_05_Discussing_research
Abstract_04_Summarizing_findings
Conclusion_24_Evaluating_study
Discussion_21_Evaluating_study

Conclusion_25_Deductions
Discussion_22_Deductions

FE Conclusion_23_Summarizing_study
|

Discussion_19_Discussing_findings
Discussion_18_Highlighting_outcome
Discussion_20_Stating_conclusions
Results_15_Commenting_results
Results_14_Reporting_results
Results_16_Summarizing_results
Results_13_Preparing_results

Method_09_Describing_sample
ﬂ: Abstract_03_Describing_methodology
@) Method_11_Describing_procedure
L‘ E Method_10_Describing_instruments

Method_12_Describing_analysis

[ T T 1
1500 1000 500 0

K1 7725 —=nHrofR (7 FarJn)
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Abstract (X IMRDAE & 2 £ > TV D Z &N L WA, A — 7 03: “Describing the
rmmmMy%§M)tﬁiMTwéu%@ TRTOL—=TH (1) ITA-TE
D, Abstract TH Ui LH OFRERSLERZ AR RHGEICH, (2) © (3) LiTR
IR REHSH S SN AN H D E NI ZEERBL TN,
INHDORERIT, KRR TH T E2ITole =T Z L DL —V LRI S
NTAGEEEILEY 2 b O THY, A—T7 LBEHEZMEIELT e —F N &
BTHHLENWIZEEZEMITTNDHENWZDTEAS,

Bhvic

AR TIEL—T LBHEEMA ST T u—FICESE, FEFRHH ST
EXEY —NERFE  NETLOOE R LT, AT LI TS
foa—mRL LTI RERKERDIGCHEHEFESHORILa— /XA & 558 L
Too TORER, EHALTWDZ 7T L —VIEZETHY, A—7 T LI
HEN24558 BT E 7 v a v A —TORFBERLIZLDIZR>TNDZ En
O, TOT7 TR —FNEYThbL W) Z ERERINT,

SR LY, aXOt® s vard h—7 ZLICEREOEEM AR T DR
FE R SCHE KB — L IZAWSUM (Academic Word Suggestion Machine) & V9 4
AT, 20164F2H LI, IROURLTAB ST  (http://langtest.jp/awsum/)
20164 FZICIZAWSUMOD SBE R S, < OREZ FET DL I RhoTz, A%
X, AWSUMZ IGH EREFAE T TR AR Mo ThE A 2 & 9 I2ikEk L, data-
driven learning (DDL) @ X 9 7 R EEEICXL Y, EBICIEAT 2 ks
LT <, &7, BEHF (reporting verbs) DORIFEFELIET LY TE D

INCT B2 E, WEEANRSCPEDO R — b & L0 R E 4T 2 DH%EE
LTWSFETH D,

KEDO—EIL, FFEa— RAWZE23 5 TATI L7 TA—T7 LiE#EETAE S8
77 a—FIC K DI S RE TR LD T — I GE S AR UV B — VBRI S I
JC—)] 2V T4 MLEHLDTH D,
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