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Abstract:

Abstract is the initial section of any research article. It could take different forms like, critical,
descriptive abstract, informative abstract, or highlight abstract. Informative abstract is considered the
most frequent type among the applied linguists. It is normally a one paragraph and contains 300 words
or less addressing the issues like purpose of the study, the research problem and the question/s and
the hypotheses, the design of the study, the findings, as well as a short summary of the interpretations
and conclusions.

In terms of style and mechanics of writing, abstract is considered unigque and special for certain
reasons. First, it is a miniature of the whole article. Second, it is written in past tense but passive voice
mainly. Third, it takes the form of a single blocked format paragraph with no indention. It should
briefly talk about conclusions or implications of the study. It is recommended not to include acronyms
or abbreviations in the abstract. Redundancies or wordiness, jargons, citations, illustrations, figures,
tables should be avoided in this section. Fourth, to compose an abstract, the researcher could start
with copying from every section of the article and put them together, then revises them so that the
information flows smoothly from one section to the other. It should include the heading of *Abstract’.

Keywords: linguists, informative abstract, abstract, context, literature

Naturally, research in education,
like any other field, starts with a
problem and the researcher’s endeavor
to solve the problem convincingly. It
would be a false start if the researcher
starts the research before specifying the
topic before determining the type of
evidence he needs, or before setting up
the design, he needs to conduct and
analyze the findings. Designing a good
and detailed research design is basic
element of any research. Of course, it
requires, for example, a clear
identification of the research problem,
comprehensive review and synthesis of
existing solutions, specifying the
research  questions and  writing

hypotheses, determining and describing
the type of data that will be necessary to
test the hypotheses, and finally, making
a decision on the method of analysis.
Metaphorically speaking, in the
introduction section, in general, we lead
the reader from the ‘universe’ to
‘galaxy’ down to our own ‘star’. In
other words, we guide the reader from
general area (universe) to a specific
topic (star). The abstract normally
covers the scope, context, significance
of the study, and statement of the
problem of the study, research
question/s and hypotheses of the study,
brief description of the method of
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investigation, potential results, a road
map or an outline of the research paper.

Of course, one goes through
certain phases in writing the
introduction. Establishing the setting or
niche or research area, identifying the
gap or controversy in the literature, and
occupying the niche or placing own’s
own research topic in larger context are
the important phases which an article
has to pass. Firstly, this could be
accomplished by using some techniques
such as mentioning highlights of the
topic, making general statements, and
providing an outline of the paper.
Secondly, the researcher could talk
about the controversies in the literature,
or show the gap in the literature, or he
could mention research questions and
hypotheses, and finally he may provide
a statement of the problem, outline, and
provide some tentative answers to the
research questions. Another issue that
should be handled is the setting the
boundaries for the research i.e.,
delimiting the study. By taking
exclusionary and inclusionary
decisions, the researcher controls the
readers’ expectation or stretch of
Imaginations towards the scope of
study.

One of the goals of the researcher
Is to hook the attention of the readers or
convince them that the current topic or
issue is worthwhile. Writers normally
achieve this goal by deploying strategies
such as providing a compelling story or
an anecdote or a quotation from a well-
known figure in the related discipline,
deploying a heated argumentation.

In the next stage of the
introduction, i.e., literature review,
writer has the responsibility of
reviewing the related books, scholarly

articles, critically evaluating the
previous words, sketching an overview
of consulted sources, and finally
justifying how his study fits the larger
context in the field. Here, the writer has
to show his ability in providing a new
interpretation of the existing materials,
tracing and evaluating the sources and
finally identifying the niche in the
literature. Furthermore, he should
demonstrate his intellectual power in
logically describing the potential
relationship he may find in the sources
he explores. He might justify the need
for conducting a new research to resolve
the conflict, which might exist in those
sources. A need for fresh interpretation
of old results could be another strategy.
Finally, borrowing the geographical
terminology, | may say, he should
reveal his own GPS coordinates to other
researchers in the area and identify his
position to others. In other words, he
positions himself in the context of the
related literature.

The review of literature could take
different forms and formats, but in
general, the pertinent component of an
empirical study in an academic context
are sampling, interview or observation,
data collection and data analysis. The
researcher should show his academic
and logical rigor by providing a good
argument for supporting or preferring
one specific academic writing over the
other sources. He should justify the
reason why he considers a certain
research in the literature as seminal or a
major contribution to the field of
inquiry.

In terms of organization of
information in  the introduction,
chronological order, thematic order,
methodological approaches are



considered as the common methods of
organization of literature review. While
writing the literature review, one should
be cautious about his language, avoid
the plagiarism, and preserve originality
of language style.

Method

In essence, in the method section,
we explain the participants, the
instruments, the treatments, the design,
the procedure, the techniques of data
collection, and the method of analysis of
the data. The writer aims to win the trust
of the readers of the article in terms of
validity and reliability of design of his
study. Hence, establish the credibility of
results.

Normally, the readers or reviewers
of the manuscripts expect a full
description of the data collection
method in order to examine the
reliability of the results, as well as the
interpretations that are made as a
consequence. Justification for the
selection of a certain method or
approach among readily available
approaches has to be fulfilled in the
method section.

The method part should be detailed
enough to enable the readers to replicate
the study. It starts with the reiteration of
research problem/s and hypothesis/es of
the research. A reach description of the
participants of study, tools and
instruments used for data collection,
procedures of data collection and
analysis, and the  protentional
limitations and delimitation, i.e.,
framework of the study would follow.
The research should also provide the
rational for the selection of a specific
design and approach for data collection.
This task becomes more crucial when
the author plans to deploy an innovative

instrument or procedure during the data
collection stage.

Results

As most of the definitions of
research might indicate, publishing and
sharing the findings other results of an
investigation is an indispensable
requirement of any scientific inquiry.
One of the most important features of
the results section of an article is that it
does not prove anything, rather,
impartially and objectively, it answers
the questions and reports the findings
and talk about the acceptance or
rejection of the research hypothesis. It
should be noted that a novice researcher
might be tempted to include all the
details of his analysis in the result
section, which might be confusing for
many readers. The amount of statistical
information, which has to be included,
should be determined by consulting to
APA Manual for publication.

Structurally speaking, results are
normally ordered and presented in two
different forms, i.e. holistically or
linearly. In the first format, the writer
provides a summary of the finding and
then explains the key findings. In the
latter format, he presents and describes
the first finding, then he presents and
explains the second finding, and so on.
This latter one might finish with a
summary of the main findings of the
study.

In terms of techniques of writing, it
Is good to provide a smooth transition of
the ideas from the very beginning to the
end of the article. To this end, authors
could start with an introductory
paragraph, repeating the research
problem and hypothesis. Illustrations,
I.e. non-textual elements, like tables,
and figures play a major role in forming



the structure of an article in APA style.
Responsible author/s might not miss
highlighting the major findings to the
readers, but at the same time, they
should not jump into the interpretation
of the results, as it is supposed to be
handled in the discussion section. It is
good to finish the result section with a
short paragraph summarizing the key
findings.

Some sensible precautions should
be taken in developing this section of an
article. As said before, results should
not be interpreted in the results section,
yet. Inclusion of raw data, or repeating
the same data again and again, or
compiling complicated and confusing
tables and figures are some of the
common mistakes of any novice
researcher.

Discussion

In the discussion section, writers
indeed demonstrate their critical ability
in interpretation and justification of the
findings and provide a better description
of the phenomenon compared to the
exiting interpretation mentioned in the
introduction of the article. So, there
won’t be any harm if we say that the
discussion section is the most important
section of any research article. It is
import to note here that if the discussion
IS not properly connected to the
previously presented literature review
of the article, it is considered as a
fragmentary section for a reader. In
other words, the writer has to address
the research questions and provide a
logical synthesis of the findings. As
mentioned before, in the introduction,
the writer provides the setting, identifies
the gap or niche, and justifies the need
for conducting a new investigation.
Therefore, the writer has to refer back to

the identified gap, and provide a
discussion as how his finding
contributes to the existing knowledge,
and how it fills the existing gap
mentioned in the literature review
section.

In terms of style of writing, one has
to take necessary precautions not to
repetitive. On the contrary, he has to be
concise and clear. Clarity here should be
interpreted as avoiding  jargons.
Following a logical pattern in presenting
the findings, conveying confidence in
one’s finding by the use of present tense
as the tense of the sentence are
considered useful strategies. The use of
present tense would convey the idea that
the author considers the finding as facts.

In short, explanation of the results,
references to  previous  studies,
deduction and hypothesis are the main
components of the discussion section.
The writer/s also should identify the
limitations and weaknesses he faced
during the investigation. But he need not
take an apologetic tone in his writing
because he has spent a long period of
time on the topic, and probably, he
knows more than his peers about the
topic, and he should appreciate the fact
the no research is without limitations.
Then, he might even proceed to discuss
the principal implications of his
findings, followed by the suggestions
for further studies.

According to the APA guidelines,
there is no subsection with a heading of
conclusion .1t is suggested that writers
wrap up the discussion with one or two
compelling concluding paragraphs,
synthesizing the key points of the
research, in a few sentences. These
words (or solutions to the problem)
would act as a long-lasting principal



achievement or thought-provoking
stimuli for the readers. These sentences
should be formulated in a strong
argumentative but still evidence-based
tone so that the readers are warned
against the undesirable and unwarranted
consequences by ignoring  the
suggestions offered in the research. The
author/s could strengthen and solidify
their own argument by providing a
guotation from an authority if they are
going to recommend the urgency of
taking action to improve the condition.
However, it is very important to note
that any recommendation should be
evidence-based and should be drawn
solely from the variables of the study
and no other external source. Putting it
briefly, the conclusion should offer a
fresh and revealing insight to our
understanding of the field.

The concluding paragraphs might
suffer from certain deficiencies. Novice
writers should be warned against not
being concise. They may fail to position
themselves among other scholars in the
related field. In other words, the
conclusions might fall short of linking
to the larger network of already existing
solutions for a certain problem.
Furthermore, problems, drawbacks and
negative findings, i.e. results that reject
the researcher’s hypothesis should be
acknowledged. Finally, the author
should not undermine his finding by
taking or using an apologetic tone or
language, or by expressing doubt about
his own findings.

References

Though the references section
appears at the end of the research article,
it does not imply it should be handled
carelessly, because it is considered as a
means of providing the list of sources

and publications the author has
consulted. Readers could only evaluate
his study based on the sources he has
reported. Furthermore, one commits
plagiarism if does not provide the
sources he has consulted, because, after
all, ideas are intellectual property of the
writers who produce them, and using
them without proper citation might have
negative consequences to the user.

Proper citation of the others’ work
has several advantages. First of all, it
allows the readers to located the
materials. Second, it is an indication that
the author has explored the literature.
Third, it reinforces the argument of the
author, too.

Novice researcher again may face
several questions in the process of
citation of other works, and may have
misconceptions about the possible
answers to those questions. If asked
whether citation of the works of other
people reduces the credibility and or
weaken the originality of their work, the
answer is negative. On the contrary, it
places the research in a better position.
If asked what should one do if he finds
out that other people have worked on the
same topic, the answer would be that, he
should not ignore the source, rather it
should be properly referenced. More
importantly, if one wants to know what
to do in case, he finds an article exactly
similar to what he wants to explore, the
best solution would be revising the topic
and choosing another topic for
investigation. Alternatively, the least, he
should explore the topic from a different
perspective. In sum, the author must
cite all consulted references related to
the topic, both old as well as the new
ones.
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OPTAHM3ALIAA NCCJIEJOBATEJILCKOI BYMATH B OBPA3OBAHUN:
KOHIENIAN

Aun AkOGap Aucapun?

'Yuusepcurer Tebpusa

JoxTop drtocopckux Hayk,

npodeccop pakynbpTeTa NEPCUCKON TUTEPATYPHl K MHOCTPAHHBIX SI3BIKOB
Tebpus, Upan

E-Mail: aansarin@gmail.com

AHHOTAUMA. AHHOTAIUS - HAYaJbHBIN pa3ien Jro00i MccleaoBaTenbckoi ctarbu. OH
MOXET MIPUHUMATh pa3lu4Hble (POPMBI, TAKUE KaK KPUTUYECKUMN, ONUCATENIbHbIH a0CTPAKTHBIM,
UH(POPMATUBHBIA a0CTPaKTHBIM WM BBIACICHHBIN aOcTpakTHbIA. MHpOpManmonusii pedepar
cuuTaercs Haubojee paclpOCTPAaHEHHBIM THUIIOM CPeIU NMPHUKIATHBIX JTUHIBUCTOB. OOBIYHO 3TO
onuH ab3ar u coaepxuT 300 cIOB WM MEHBIIE A pElIeHHs TaKuX BOMPOCOB, KaK IENb
UCCIIeIOBaHMsl, IPOoOIeMa UCCIIE0BAaHUS U BONPOC (bl) M TMIOTE3bl, CTPYKTYpa MCCIEI0BaHMS,
pe3yabTaThl, @ TAKXKE KPATKOE PE3I0OME MHTEPIIPETAI[MH U BBIBOJIBI.

C ToukM 3peHMs] CTWISI M MEXaHMKM MHCbMa, AHHOTALUS CUYUTACTCAd YHUKAJIBHOW WU
0CcOOEHHOM 110 OTpeIeIeHHBIM MPHYMHAM. Bo-TiepBbIX, 3TO MUHUATIOpa BCel cTaThbi. Bo-BTOPBIX,
9TO HANUCAHO B IMPOLIEJIIEM BPEMEHH, HO B OCHOBHOM ITaCCHUBHBIM I0JIOCOM. B-TpeTbux, oH
npuHUMaeT GopMy €AMHOTo 3a0JIOKUpOBaHHOTO (hopmarta abzana 6e3 orcryna. Cleayer KpaTko
paccka3aTb O BBIBOJAX WM IIOCIEACTBUSAX HCCIENOBaHMs. PexkoMeHOyeTcs He BKIIOYaTh
ab0peBuaTyphl WM COKpaleHus B pedepar. B atom pasnene ciemayer nzdberarb H30BITOYHOCTEN
WJIA MHOTOCJIOBHOCTH, ’KapPTrOHOB, IUTAT, WUTIOCTPALNM, pUCYHKOB, Ta0snL. B-ueTBepThIX, 4TOOBI
COCTaBHUTH pedepaT, UCcCIe0BaTENb MOT Obl HAYaTh ¢ KOMMPOBAHUS U3 KKAOTO pa3iena CTaTbu
U co0paTh UX BMECTE, a 3aTEM IIEPECMOTPETh, YTOOBI MH(OPMAIUs IIAaBHO MEPEXOANIa U3 OJHOTO
pasznena B Apyroil. OH JOJKEH BKJIIOYATh 3ar0JIOBOK «AHHOTAITUS».

KiroueBble cjioBa: TUHIBUCTBI, MH()OpPMaTHBHOE pe3toMe, pedepaT, KOHTEKCT,
auTeparypa

BLJIIM BEPY BOMBIHIIA FBLIBIMUA-3EPTTEY YHBIMBI:
TY/KBIPBIMJIAMAJIAP

Aun AkOap Aucapun?

1Te6pus yrusepcureri

Ouiocodust FEUTBIMIAPBIHBIH JOKTOPBI,

[Mapcer ogebueri xoHe meT Tiiaepi GpaKyabTeTiHIH Tpodeccopsl
Tebpus, Upan

DIEKTPOHBIK TOIITA: aansarin@gmail.com

Anparna: AHaaTtna - Ke3-KelNreH 3epTTey MaKalachlHbIH Oactamkbl Oemimi. On ChIHH,
cUMaTTamMalblK pedepat, aKknapaTThIK pedepar HeMece HaKThUIAHFaH pedepaT CUAKTHI opTYypIi
HBICAHAap bl KaObUIIayhl MyMKiH. AKIApaTTHIK pedepar KoaaaHOaIbl TUHTBUCTEP apachlH/Ia KeH
TapaiFraH Typi 6ousbin cananazsl. by onerre 6ip naparpadTad Typabl )KoHE 3€pTTEYIIH MaKCaThl,
3epTTey Maceseci MeH CypaKTaphl MEH THITOTE3aJIaphl, 3€PTTEY KYPBIIBIMBI, HOTHKEIEpi, COHIali-
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aK WMHTEpIpeTanuss MEH TYXKBIPBIMHBIH KBICKAIla Ma3MYHBI CHSKTBI MOCENeNIep/i IIemryre
apHasirad 300 HeMece 0/1aH a3 Ce3AepIEH TYPAJbI.

XKazy cTuii MeH MexXaHWKachl TYPFBICBIHAH AHHOTAIMS €peKIle ceOCeNTepMEH epeKIIe
KOHE epeKIie OoubIn caHanansl. bipinmriaeH, 6y Oykisn MakamaHbiH 5Cku3i. EKiHIIIIeH, 071 6TKEeH
IIAKIEeH JKa3bUTFaH, Oipak KeOiHece MacCHBTI JAaybICIICH Ka3bUTFaH. Y IIHIIIICH, 01 a03aIThiH
nierinicei3 OipbIHFail OekiTiareH ad3all mimiHiH anaasl. 3epTTeyIiH HOTHXKeNIepi HeMece calaapbl
Typalibl KbICKaIlla akmapaT Oepinyi kepek. PedepaTka abOpeBuaTypanap HeMmece KbICKapTysap
eHrizoey ycoiHbUIAABI. byn Oernim apThIK Hemece ce30e-ce3, >KaproH, THIPHAKIIA, CyperTep,
cyperTep, KecTelepAcH ayiak 001y kepek. TepTiHIIieH, Topic xKa3y YIIiH 3epTTeyIl MaKaJlaHbIH
op OesliMiHEH KeIIipil aublm, ojapAbl Oip-OipiHeH ekiHmm OermiMre xkaiinam eTyi kepek. OHzia
«Pedepar» aitnapsl 00Tyl KEpEK.

Tyiiin ce3aep: MTUHIBUCTED, aKMAPATTHIK TYHiHIEMe, pedepar, KOHTEKCT, d71eOueT.
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