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" language
communication
3 attitudes
* feelings
° beliefs
% the other
"audience awareness
% identity
? writing
' English as a foreign language (EFL)
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interaction

interactional resources
evaluation

stance

discourse

Vo1ce

appralsal

second language

ﬁrst language
elementary writers
second/forelgn language
EFL elementary learners
* writers’ gender
commumcatlve repert01re
mteractlonal meanings
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context

d1fferent communicative purposes

EFL learners

text production

> social and interactional aspects

rhetorlcal interactional, and social levels

7 theories

frameworks

? dynamic systems theory

"% sociocultural theories of language learning

theorles of multi-competence in language learning studies
goal theories in education and psychology

genre theories in second language writing research
' systemic functional linguistics
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" multi-competence perspective
? content
3 discourse-semantic expression
* amount
> frequency
6 British National Corpus
7 genres
¥ lexical
syntactic
' fiction
" Non-fiction
'2 pronouns
" noun modifiers
nominal
"% narratives
' agent
'7 participant
observer
' subordinate clauses
% adjectives
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% Jocal cues

3 engagement cues

interactive meta-discourse cues
gender identity

secondary age

sentence and text level

explicit knowledge
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" linguistic characteristics
* composing process

paragraph writing

a full range of psychological, cultural, linguistic, political, and educational

variables
> a multifaceted phenomenon

personal and situational variables
7 longitudinal design
¥ cross-sectional design
? pretest-posttest design
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' point of departure
2 deficiency, disadvantage, or difference
3 linguistic and rhetorical features
*L1 and L2 academic texts
> exaggerated claims
appropriate expressions of doubt and certainty
7 hedging devices
conversational discourse
? casual spoken interactions
' Non-native speakers
"lexical and syntactic features
'2 socio-cultural perspective
1 Linguistic perspective
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' discourse communities governed by L1 English cultural and linguistic norms
linguistic or socio-cultural orientation

3 theorization

4 the length of text production

> C units and characters

¢ macro level

7 micro level

¥ volunteer
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' conceptual content
* written instructions
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' data analysis
% macro- and micro- analyses

text analysis
* segmentation into smaller units
> C unit (communication unit)
5T unit
7 verb-less utterances
¥ main clauses
? main clauses and one or more subordinate clauses
' main clauses and one or more supplementing or appended clauses
" direct reported speech

single word utterances

13 co-ordinate clauses
' analysis of the rhetorical content
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> rthetorical structure
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coding scheme

macro
emphatics
graduation
8 attitude
interaction
information
exclamation mark
:‘1’ added
effect
:i people
salutation
4 Visuals
13 infused
' appreciation
:7 question (end or integrated)
places
? sounds
invoked
]udgment
2 2 Teave-taking
interests
2 Vocatlon
B low level
pos1t1ve
7 signing off
28 school
% capitalization
medium level
3 negative
32 other
3 high level

1
2
3
4
5

20



e 3OS 37wl B, 3 Kl (ks O 501005 B3l 5 90 olas gl YYY

bosls fuldoxi £ Y
ol 03 3 03 e BB Tlesls ST 15 s ew s eyl LT Sl eslizal b Laesls
O an 5y 51 oSG Ay 4y Waosls o iyl 050 1 (6 8 83 51 6 eyl sla oy Jlo-
S S po ol Clotd il Kos Kaags 95 g O SLL 5" oy 5 okl s
Ol jn 5 s oLl pgs Sy b a)lips el Kicassy Moy 4 ok plonil sla s
ot 3 OS5y oy o Sl oy ) OB T s 4 8 0LL ) o bl
Tl s Sz sy s b e (opomen 235 o g3y Moy 4 a ot
)l 5 ol Ll 4 e A5 Dol 3550 03 B e eeds 4 Bl Lo
«(Schneider et al., 2002) 0|l 5 5 Lsl 5 b g5 (LUl b
O30 3T 3 oo o dslos 4515 5 31 SBOLS 3 ki 5 5 b (lantols JS sl
SR 033 e 4 Fely Sl A e3linl (6 a0k 0505T G Ol 4 (a5 s S
NS aaan 5 5 (LI ladaly G b 51y 5 b s o e U 5 5l&5 5,50 50
5 bl sladsly | slaw «(Lindgren & Stevenson, 2013) & s sl 5 0,8 4d
Jb odins OLES L dug i 31ad ok dranlons 810 5 5b ) U ey 5 Lo s (gladols 53 Lads 5
A ey 0l oslial b (gladal s slas odias OLiS bLi ) ladsly sl 5 e

i a8 8w besls Lo (gl s 5 0 505T Sl Cimmen

O tten 05 38T 213 3 )87 Ol soe 3550 53 223 poler 5 oo S by & ey (61

Lindgren & ) o g sl 50 84 Sinsi 3l sl 5 ds) sLadls 53 Julss palie
ol 3l eslinal Ly S e 3 oS $14 S 4 (el ols (55,4 (Stevenson, 2013
L 3,5 gl s 5 (Halliday & Matthiessen, 2013) sadla” 58500 o5 Shae 3
5 & s (Martin & Whites, 2005) 515 5 owsle o o gyl Sl eslizal
Halliday & ) sadla o als p3 s 4 § LS 0 oy 5Ll 5 i ioldog,S

! parametric statistics
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> homogenous
3 general English proficiency level
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final score
> descriptive statistics
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? mean
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