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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

2.1 Genre Analysis 

Genre analysis is one of the types of discourse analysis. It is employed to 

analyze the genre of the text both oral text and written text. To analyze the genre, 

it focuses on the idea of texts in genre theorists which will be similar or different 

and depends on the classification between the genres. In order to organize those 

different classifications, research has set up to distribute the key linguistic and 

rhetorical features in the particular genre (Hyland, 2005). 

Rhetorical features is kind of art persuasive features focusing on the arguments 

in no formal proof. In the recent past, rhetoric tended to involve negative 

connotations and to give some immoral suggestions, but today rhetoric has been 

an important aspect of working in text analysis and written communication 

(Hyland, 2005). The use of rhetorical features divided into: macro- textual level 

analysis and micro- textual level analysis. The first is used to analyze the move 

structure of the text which assigns the pragmatic function and builds the schematic 

structure thus mean to achieve the communicative purposes. The second is used to 

analyze the interaction of the text which is concentrated on the use of reference, 

mood and modality, and metadiscourse (Vergaro, 2004). Thus, metadiscourse as 

the subject which is applied in this study known as one of the rhetorical features 

(Swales, 1990). 
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2.2 Metadiscourse 

In writing text, there are two levels that the writers have to reach. On one 

level, they have to supply the information or subject what they are going to write. 

On this level, they should expend the propositional content. When the writers are 

in the propositional information level, they will search and supply many 

information what they are going to write. Then, they will sort out that information 

to choose the suitable one for their texts. On the other level, they do not have to 

expend the propositional, but they should expend metadiscourse level. The writers 

would know how to help the readers classify, organize, react, and evaluate in what 

they wrote (Crismore, 1984; Vande Kopple, 1985). In addition, Fa-gen (2012) 

states that metadiscourse is used in expressing the important meanings correctly, 

in organization text, and interaction between them and their readers for 

understanding the text. 

Metadiscourse is widely used in the terms of discourse analysis and language 

education, referring in interaction between the text producers and the texts or 

between the texts producers and users (Hyland, 2005). In discourse analysis, 

sometimes metadiscourse become the main object of study to analyze the genre of 

texts by analyzing the function. In contrast, in language education, for writing 

skill, learning about metadiscourse is truly important for teacher and students. In 

order to produce the good writing and coherent, both teacher and students should 
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understand the use of meadiscourse in constructing the relationship between 

writers and readers.  

 

2.2.1 Metadiscourse Model 

The model of metadiscourse has been revised time to time. It has been 

changed in form of models and functions. There are many studies contribute the 

change of the metadiscourse model. Early study, Crismore (1984) defines the 

metadiscourse seeks to involve the reader as an active human being and indicates 

the presence of author in the texts. It differs the metadiscourse model into two 

different types, they are: “informational” and “attitudinal” (p. 10). The different of 

metadiscourse is based on the function.  The first indicates the existence of an 

author, it consists of the explicit rhetorical devices. The function of explicit 

rhetorical is referential or ideational, that is, to give author’s idea about content 

explicit and structure. They include devices for the effective communication such 

as: to state the author purposes, goals, or aims; to decide main statement as a 

discourse topic consists of a single topic and the predication or comment (called 

theses, controlling idea, topic or main idea statement); to decide the justifications 

between main statement; to label the discourse as the description, argumentation, 

exposition; or to announce the topic shifts. On the other side, the second is to 

show the author’s attitude by using word choices in the propositional content (by 

using word amazingly, interestingly, etc.) or about how firm the propositional 

content is (by using word true, probably, uncertain, etc.) In addition, the 
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metadiscourse are used to convey the attitude and comment of author such as: 

pronoun of reader preference (I, we); mental state and process verb (feel, think 

realize, argue, etc.) and adverbial construction that qualify the whole sentence 

(probably, naturally, it is true that, etc.) See appendix 1 for detailed description. 

The next studies, Vande Kopple (1985) declares that metadiscourse divided 

into “interpersonal” and “textual” metadiscourse (p. 86). Interpersonal 

metadiscourse is used to help the reader react and evaluate what the idea in the 

text.  The sub- classifications are: “validity markers,” attitude markers,” and 

“commentaries” (p.84-85). Next, Textual metadiscourse is used to make the text 

makes sense in context to explain the function as the massage, being more 

understandable and coherent. It also helps the readers to organize how the text 

organized. It includes sub- classification as: “textual connectives,” “code glosses,” 

“illocution markers,” and “narrators” (p.83-84) See appendix 2 and 3 for detailed 

description. 

The next previous study, Crismore, Markannen, & Steffensen (1993) claim 

that the types of metadiscourse as the same as what the previous study stated. 

Metadiscourse became two different types “interpersonal” and “textual” (p.47-

54), but it is different in the sub- classifications of each metadiscourse type. For 

textual metadiscourse, it dropped the sub- categories of “narrators” and “textual 

connective”. It changed “textual connectives” became “textual marker” (p.48) 

which had other subcategories namely, “logical connectives,” “sequencers,” 

“topicalizers,” and “reminders” (p.48-49). It shifted “code glosses,” 

“announcements,” and “illocution markers” (p.49-50) in one category namely, 
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“interpretive markers” (p.49). For interpersonal metadiscourse, it separated 

validity markers and became three subcategories they are “hedges,” “certainty 

markers,” “attributor,” and it shifted “commentary,” and “attitude markers” (p.50-

54) for the subcategories. See appendix 4 and 5 for detailed description. 

Recently, Hyland (2005) argues that textual metadiscourse is not as 

metadiscourse function.  So-called ‘textual’ device organizes text to relate 

statements about the ideas and metadiscourse relates statement of the text for the 

readers; Their functions are not independently of two functions. Further, textual 

function in a text will be organized when the propositional function and 

metadiscourse collaborated as one. Therefore, in this model it focuses 

interpersonal function of metadiscourse which it divided into two general 

categories “interactive” and “interactional” (p.49). For each type of metadiscourse 

has different sub- classifications.  

From those previous studies, it showed that metadiscourse revised time to 

time, depend on the function or the classification itself. Especially, in this study, it 

focuses on the metadiscourse classification of Hyland’s model which is divided 

into interactional and interactive metadiscourse. Besides it is flexible to identify, it 

is understandable with each metadiscourse signals that they have. 

1. Interactive Metadiscourse 

These features are used to organize the propositional ideas of the text. 

Then, the readers can find the conveyance and the coherence of the text. Here, the 
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author’s purpose is to shape and constrain a text, find the needs of the readers so 

that they can set up their arguments to interpret in what they read (Hyland, 2005). 

Interactive metadiscourse has 5 sub- classifications, they are: “transition 

markers,” “frame markers,” “endophoric markers,” “evidential,” and “code 

glosses” (p. 50-52). For each member has different function and signals. See table 

6 for detailed description. 

2. Interactional Metadiscourse 

These features concern on the way how the author’s comment on their 

massage.  It used to open opportunities for the readers to respond the author’s 

perspective. Metadiscourse here to evaluate and to engage, to express solidarity 

and to respond the dialog of imagination that written in the text (Hyland, 2005).  

There are 5 types of interactional metadiscourse: “hedges,” “boosters,” 

“engagement markers,” “attitude markers,” and “self-mentions” (p.52-53). For 

each type has different function and signals. See table 7 for detailed description. 

 

2.3 Corpora Analysis 

Corpora analysis is a methodology to investigate of linguistic phenomena in 

communicative situation by software via computer. It is known by corpus- based 

studies focus on the analysis of corpus in the text. Additionally, corpus (pl. 

corpora) refers to a collection of text which is electronically encoded which seems 

a representative of some subject of language and uses for linguistic analysis 
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(Baker, 2006). The software that can be used to encode and to analyze the corpora 

they are: Wordsmith Tools 4.0, Wordsmith Tools 6.0, Lextutor, Web Corp 

Lingist’s Search Engine (WebCorpLSE), AnConc, ConcGram, etc.  

In discourse analysis, corpora, having one major advantage, had been really 

helpful. It can reduce researcher bias. When carrying out discourse analysis, the 

problematic such of cognitive biases can be present. In case, in kind of research to 

select newspaper article, the article will be selected in the subjective point of view 

and will ignore other newspaper presenting different perspective. By using 

corpora, the researcher can place a number of restriction on cognitive biases 

problem. Corpora researchers can be selective in choosing which aspects of their 

research (Baker, 2006). 

Another aspect which is essential in corpora analysis is sampling. The use 

corpora in discourse analysis, it is possible to use small data for the representative 

(Baker, 2006). Then, the sampling is needed. It is based on what corpus 

depending from the genre of the text that will be analyzed. If it is the analysis of 

pronoun in the newspaper, the sampling will be taken from the pronoun markers 

in the text. Therefore, corpora have text collection which are balanced for the text 

that are representative based on the genre of the text. 

A number of studies have used corpora on their research. It is about no 

metadiscourse analysis such as: grammar (Friginal & Mustafa, 2017), metaphor 

(Deignan & Potter, 2004; Semino, Heywood, & Short, 2004), apologies (Lutzky 

& Kehoe, 2017), pronoun (Kim, 2009) and sales promotion (Cheung, 2011). As 
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Kim (2009) declares the use of two different personal pronouns in Korean and 

English corpus plural personal pronoun (uli and we) and second person pronoun 

(tangsin and you) for ‘Reader- Involvement Evoking acts’ (RIE acts) around 

newspaper science popularizations. Information about the corpora is English 115 

texts and 8855 sentences for Korean 241 texts and 8917 sentences. It is different 

because of the average length of Korean article is shorter than English and 

English newspapers are published more frequently than Korean. The corpus 

software used in this study is Wordsmith Tools 4.0. This study finds that 

quantitatively there is the significant differences in using pronoun between two 

different languages. The lower frequencies of the Korean personal pronoun 

because the omission of pronoun is allowed in Korean.  

 

2.4 Research Articles (RAs) 

Research article, known as the scientific article, is kind of informative text. It 

is different from other articles, because it is experiment report. Generally, research 

article consists of following components: a title and abstracts, an introduction, 

methodology, results discussion and references. 

Research article become popular among genre analysis researchers. Many 

English Academic Purposes (EAP) researchers have produced the profitable result 

about genre of RAs in two different levels: macrostructure and linguistic- features 

(Chang & Kuo, 2011). The former line of research usually takes the genre- 

analysis approach to how the information is organized and how the rhetorical 



16 
 

function is performed. The studies that have conducted the research in this line 

(e.g., Hopkins & Dudley-Evans, 1988; Posteguillo, 1999). The later focuses on 

the linguistic- features in RAs such as: verb, mood, metadiscourse, reporting verb, 

hedging and personal pronouns (e.g., Kawase, 2015; Kuo, 1999; Mur-Dueñas, 

2011; Nasiri, 2012; Thompson, 1990). Some other studies have also explored the 

possible lexico-grammatical features with the rhetorical features in particular 

function (Gledhill, 2000; Lim, 2006) or other part genres like acknowledgement 

(Giannoni, 2002). 

An abstract, such as conclusion for whole aspects of research articles, is one 

of the important component in RAs. When the authors write abstracts, they will 

carefully strive to focus on the main information around the article and present it 

as well as possible in order to make them competent among research community 

as their work scrutinized and reviewed through their abstract (Friginal & Mustafa, 

2017). The two main objectives of abstract according to (Golebiowski, 2009) they 

are: (1) To deliver the synopsis of article and (2)  to promote the relevant research 

and professional communities.  

 

2.5 Related Empirical Studies 

2.5.1 Studies about different aspects of metadiscourse 

Metadiscourse has been investigated in many descriptive stand points and has 

been shown as the essential feature in some types of academic discourse. There 

are numerous studies which is aimed the metadiscourse role in pedagogy 
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(Gholami et al., 2014). Several studies which is included to find the effectiveness 

of metadiscourse on the writing abilities (Crismore et al., 1993; Lee & Deakin, 

2016; Rustipa, 2014; Steffensen, Margaret S.; Cheng, 1996), reading 

comprehension (Crawford-Camiciottoli, 2003),  listening comprehension 

(Heshemi, Khodabakhshzade, & Shirvan, 2012), and lecture comprehension 

(Ghaemi,F., & Naderi Anari, 2014). For instance, Heshemi et al. (2012) state that 

the role of metadiscourse in the effectiveness of listening comprehension seems 

have been ignored. Then, the study aimed to know the effective of metadiscourse 

role in listening comprehension among EFL students. It finds that the role of 

metadiscourse in improving listening comprehension is significantly effective 

depended on the student EFL awareness of metadiscourse use in the monologues. 

In recent years, many considerable studies of text analysis have been 

conducted. Among them, some studies occurred to clarify the characteristic genre 

of the text or text types in term of discourse, structure, and metadiscourse 

properties. In some studies, metadiscourse had been explored in various genres 

such as: academic research articles (Abdi et al., 2010; Abdollahzadeh, 2011; Del 

Saz-Rubio, 2011; Gillaerts & Van de Velde, 2010; Koutsantoni, 2006; Salas, 

2015), newspaper discourse (Dafouz-Milne, 2008; Le, 2004), post- graduate 

dissertation (Bunton, 1999), commercial websites (González, 2005), 

advertisements (Saadi & Roosta, 2014), and academic writing (Mur Dueñas, 

2007; Nasiri, 2012). As Dafouz-Milne (2008) declares how the role of textual and 

interpersonal metadiscourse to persuade among newspaper readers. This study 

finds interpersonal metadiscourse is not only the one which persuade the readers, 
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textual metadiscourse in the form of logical markers, is essential to give the 

persuasive effect in the texts. Nevertheless, it seems that the readers prefer both 

textual and interpersonal metadiscourse to guide them through the text. 

 

2.5.2 Comparative studies of metadiscourse 

Most of the comparative studies which is focused on metadiscourse feature 

among cross- linguistics. Those studies are the comparison between English and 

other language in the use of metadiscourse such as: Chinese (Loi & Lim, 2013; 

Mu et al., 2015), Turkish (Ozdemir & Longo, 2014), Finnish (Crismore et al., 

1993), Spanish (Lafuente-millán, 2014; Lee & Casal, 2014; Martı   n-Martı   n, 2003; 

Moreno, 1997; Mur-Dueñas, 2011; Mur Dueñas, 2007; Pérez-llantada, 2010), 

Slovene (Peterlin, 2005), Persian (Gholami et al., 2014; Zarei & Mansoori, 2011), 

and Spanish and Norwegian (Dahl, 2004). As a case in point, Mu et al., (2015) 

examined the use of metadiscourse in different languages in research articles (i.e. 

English and Chinese). Before, this kind of study had been conducted by (Loi & 

Lim, 2013), which only focuses on the introduction of research articles (RAs).  It 

finds that Chinese and English applied the different attention in using 

metadiscourse in RAs. The English RAs used more interactional metadiscourse 

than Chinese RAs. The result demonstrates that the English pays more attention to 

the interaction between the writers and their readers. In addition, it shows the 

different ways of metadiscourse features used between both of them. 
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Furthermore, fewer works have been compared the metadiscourse features 

in different genres of specific languages, they are: L1 and L2 undergraduate 

student writings (Lee & Deakin, 2016), EAP lessons and university lectures (Lee 

& Subtirelu, 2015), PhD theses and research articles (Kawase, 2015), and 

paradigmatic and disciplinary of text influenced by metadiscourse  (Cao & Hu, 

2014). In a similar case, Kawase (2015) states that no study examined how and 

why metadiscourse is employed differently in the introduction of PhD theses and 

RAs which are written by the same authors. Then, this study finds the different 

amount of metadiscourse that used in those texts. Especially in the use of 

endophoric markers, all authors used it to present previews in their these, but none 

of them used it in their RAs. However, this study suggests that to make the greater 

use of metadiscourse in PhD theses than in RAs may not be applicable with regard 

in introduction. Moreover, the variation of metadiscourse that used in the PhD 

theses introduction and RAs introduction based on the genre of PhD theses and 

RAs. 




