HAYKOBI 3AIMTUCKU. Cepisi: dinonoziyHi Hayku ISSN 2522-4077 (Print), ISSN 2522-4085 (Online)

UDC 811.111°42
DOI https://doi.org/10.32782/2522-4077-2026-216-8

ABSTRACT AS A GENRE OF ENGLISH ACADEMIC DISCOURSE:
RHETORICAL STRUCTURE AND LINGUISTIC FEATURES

AHOTALNIA SAK ’)KAHP AHIVIOMOBHOI'O AKAAEMIYHOTI'O
AUCKYPCY: PUTOPUYHA CTPYKTYPA
TA JIIHFBICTUYHI OCOBJUBOCTI

Tymoshchuk N. M.,

orcid.org/0000-0001-5638-5825

Web of Science Researcher ID L-8431-2018

Scopus-Author ID 58094116400

Candidate of Philological Sciences,

Associate Professor at the Department of Foreign Philology and Translation
of Vinnytsia Institute of Trade and Economics

of State University of Trade and Economics

Research article abstracts play a crucial role in academic communication, as they summarize research content
and influence both editorial decisions and readers’ interest. The paper examines the abstract as a genre of English
academic discourse using a comparative analysis of its rhetorical structure and linguistic features in philology journal
articles. We have focused on abstracts published in Ukrainian Category A and Category B journals, which differ in
terms of international visibility and academic prestige. The corpus includes 100 English-language research article
abstracts selected from four philological journals, with an equal number (25 abstracts) representing each journal and
each category (50 abstracts). The study employs a combination of descriptive, quantitative, and qualitative methods.
The five-move rhetorical model was applied to identify the distribution of rhetorical moves. The linguistic analysis
was simultaneously used to examine voice and tense patterns across the abstracts. Research findings show that
abstracts of Category A journals have a more comprehensive and standardized rhetorical structure than those from
Category B journals, particularly in the inclusion of methodological and concluding moves. Move 2 (Aim/Purpose)
appears consistently across both categories, whereas the Conclusion/Suggestions move is the least frequent. The
analysis of grammatical voice reveals a general preference for the active construction, particularly in the Introduction
and Results/Findings sections, while the passive voice dominates in the Methods section. The analysis of tense
usage shows that the Present Simple and Past Simple tenses are used most frequently, reflecting their functional
roles in summarizing research aims and reporting results. The paper finds that rhetorical organization and linguistic
choices are deeply connected in the abstracts. It therefore strongly suggests explicit instruction of both rhetorical
and linguistic aspects in English for Academic Purposes classes aimed at novice Ukrainian researchers.
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AHOTAaIlIT HAYKOBUX CTATEH MOCIIAI0Th BXKIJIMBE MICIC B aKaJeMiYHIi KOMyHIKaIlil, OCKIIbKH BOHH 3a0e3mnedy-
FOTh CTUCIHMI BHKJIAJ OCHOBHOTO 3MICTY JIOCII/KCHHS Ta CYTTEBO BIUIMBAIOTH SIK HA PEIAKIiiHI PIIICHHS MO0
MPUIHATTS PYKOTMCIB 10 MyOJiKallii, Tak 1 Ha GOpPMyBaHHS YUTAIBKOTO 1HTEpeCy. Y CTATTi aHOTAIII0 PO3IISHYTO
SIK CAMOCTIHUIA JKaHp aHIIHCHKOTO aKaJIeMIuHOTO JUCKYPCY KpPi3b MPH3MY IOPIBHSIBHOTO aHaNi3y 11 pUuTOpHY-
HOT opraHizaiii Ta JIHMBICTUYHUX XapaKTEPUCTHK y MyOmikamisx (ioJoriyHUuX HAayKOBHX >KypHasiB. OCHOBHY
yBary 30CEpe/KEHO Ha aHOTAIlisX, OMyOIiKOBAHUX B YKPATHCHKHUX KypHaiax kareropiit A ta b, ski pisHATbCs 32
BUMOTaMH JI0 HayKOBOro mnuchMa. Kopmyc mocmimpkenss oxoruiroe 100 aHOTaIli#l aHIIOMOBHHX HAYKOBHX CTaTEi,
BiIIOpaHUX 13 YOTHPHOX (PaXOBUX (PLIOJOTIYHUX KYPHAIIB, MPH [[bOMY KOXKHHUH KypHAJ 1 KOXKHA KaTeropis mpe/-
CTaBJICHI OJJHAKOBOIO KIIBKICTIO Marepiany. Y Mexax JTOCIIKEHHSI BUKOPUCTAHO I’ ITHKOMIIOHEHTHY PUTOPHYHY
MoJie)Tb. JIIHMBICTHUHUE aHasi3 OyJ0 3aCTOCOBAHO TS JIOCIHI/PKEHHS Y)KMBAHHS aKTUBHOTO Ta MACHBHOT'O CTaHIB i
yacoBuX (hopM B aHOTAIlisIX. Pe3ynbTaTtu TOCTiHKEHHS CBITYaTh, 110 aHOTallii cTarel, onmyOiKOBaHUX Y KypHaJlaX
Kareropii A, XapakTepH3yHOThCS OLIBII MOBHOK Ta CTAHAAPTH30BAHOK PUTOPHYHOKD CTPYKTYPOKO MOPIBHSHO 3

© Tymoshchuk N. M., 2026

CTaTTs NOLIMPIOETHCS
@ @ Ha yMOBaXx JIIeH3i1
BY Bigkpuroro pocrymy (CC BY 4.0)

63



Bunyck 1 (216) Cepisi: ®inonoeivyHi Hayku. HAYKOBI 3ATMUCKU

AHOTAIlISIMK JKypHaITiB Kateropii b. MeTa Ta 3aBIaHHs JTOCHIDKEHHS MPEJICTABICHI B aHOTAIlIsIX 000X Kareropin
JKypHAJIiB, OJJHAK BUCHOBKH Ta TMPOIIO3HUIIIT € MEHIII YaCTOTHUMH. JITHTBICTUYHMI aHaIIi3 3aCBIIUy€ NIPEBaTFOBAHHS
AKTUBHUX KOHCTPYKIIiH, 30kpeMa y «Berymi» Ta «PesynsraTax MOCHKEHHIX», TOIl K Y «MeTomax» JoMiHye
nmacuBHUE cTaH. JlocmipkeHHsT yacoBUX (OpPM TOKa3ye, 10 HaWJacTillle aBTOPU B aHOTAIlISIX BUKOPHCTOBYIOTH
tenepiniHii poctuit (Present Simple Tense) Ta munynmii npoctuii (Past Simple Tense) wacu, mo BimoOpaxae ixHi
(hyHKIIOHAITbHI POJIi B y3arallbHeHHI METH JTOCITI/PKEHHSI Ta TIOJ[aHHI OTPUMAaHKX PEe3yJIbTaTiB. Y CTaTTi MPOaHai30-
BaHO B3aEMO3B 30K MIXK PUTOPUYHOIO OPraHi3aIliero aHOTAIIIH 1 JIIHTBICTHYHUMH 3aco0aMu iX peaizaiii. ABTOp-
KOKO OOTPYHTOBY€ETHCS JIOIUIBHICTh HABYAHHS SIK PUTOPHUYHUX, TaK 1 JIIHTBICTHYHHX aCIIEKTIB HATTMCAHHS aHOTAIlIH
y MeXax KypciB 3 aHDIIHChKOI MOBH JUTS aKaJIEMIYHUX I11JIeH, OPIEHTOBAHNX HA MOJIOJIUX YKPATHCHKHUX JTOCITITHHKIB.

KirwuoBi cioBa: aHoTallis, HayKoBa CTATTs; aKaJeMiYHUH JAMCKYpC, JIHTBICTUYHI OCOOIMBOCTI, aHTIIIHChKa
MOBA IS aKaJIeMIYHUX LIJIEH.

Statement of the problem. Scholars have suggested that there has been a growing linguistic
focus on analyzing academic discourse over the past several decades. Researchers have extensively
studied effective argumentation, the rhetorical structure of academic texts, the expression of authorial
stance, and methods for building engagement with the reader across various languages and genres of
academic discourse [1, p. 34]. As a genre of English academic discourse, research article abstracts
have garnered increasing attention from scholars due to their significance in scientific publications.
According to Ventola, research article abstracts «have become a tool of mastering and managing the
ever-increasing information flow in the scientific community» [2, p. 333]. They play a crucial role
in academic publishing, serving as a key means for disseminating research findings and influencing
decision-making: editors and reviewers often rely on them to assess submissions, while readers
use them to judge the relevance and value of a paper. Belcher claims that an abstract is like an
advertisement that markets an article [3].

In practice, many students find writing abstracts challenging, as it requires them to present their
ideas clearly and write well-structured, high-quality text. The most common issues are limited writing
skills in academic English for reporting research results, neglect of lexical and stylistic norms, and
reliance on word-for-word translations from the source language. Thus, the research topic is closely
related to the curriculum of the Vinnytsia Institute of Trade and Economics of the State University of
Trade and Economics (VITE SUTE), especially the English for Academic Purposes course. Besides
partially illustrating how a group of Ukrainian scholars constructs their English abstracts, the findings
of this study are expected to inform higher educational institutions on teaching academic writing
to novice Ukrainian researchers, thereby maintaining and increasing the national and international
reputation of Ukrainian universities, as well as ensuring quality assurance.

The latest research analysis. Several previous studies have addressed the rhetorical organization
of research article abstracts in various disciplines, which typically employ a five-part structure [4].
This rhetorical structure has been identified in abstracts from multiple scientific disciplines, such
as applied linguistics [5], tourism studies [6], protozoology [7], and computer and communication
systems engineering [8], Ukrainian scholar Natalia Ivanytska has established the linguistic and
discursive characteristics of the cross-language transformation of nominalization in Ukrainian
translations of academic texts [9]. Oksana Chepil has identified the criteria for writing a successful
conference abstract, taking into account the ability to conduct linguistic analysis to develop academic
writing skills [10].

The purpose of the article. To the best of our knowledge, most previous studies have been
primarily descriptive, lacking a comparative analysis of the rhetorical structure and linguistic features
of journal article abstracts across different quality levels.

This study addresses this gap by exploring the following research questions:

1. How are rhetorical moves employed in category A and B journal article abstracts in philology
written by Ukrainian authors?

2. How are active and passive constructions used in these abstracts?

3. What are the patterns of tense usage in these abstracts?
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Rhetorical moves and linguistic features are two key aspects to consider in abstract writing [11].
Accordingly, this study aims to examine the abstract as a genre of English academic discourse through
a comparative analysis of its rhetorical structure and linguistic features in category A and B philology
journal abstracts authored by Ukrainian scholars.

The primary material of the study. After the titles, the abstract is the most frequently read part of
a scientific paper. Readers expect it to be a concise summary that captures the key ideas of the article.
There are two types of abstracts: informative and indicative [12]. Informative abstracts encompass all
parts of a scientific work. They are often used in original research reports and systematic reviews to
guide the reader to seek more detailed information throughout the paper. Indicative abstracts are of
simpler construction, used to express opinions or discuss facts, crafted to provide a context by which
the reader can approach the content [13].

The professional academic publications in Ukraine are classified into two categories. Category
A scientific journals are Ukrainian academic publications with international recognition, indexed in
databases such as Scopus or Web of Science. Category B regional journals are Ukrainian academic
publications that are not yet included in international databases. Nevertheless, publishing in these
journals is also required to realize the key scientific goals of scholars.

For our research, 100 English-language research article abstracts were selected for analysis
from two types of philological scholarly journals: Category A and Category B. These are the Alfred
Nobel University Journal of Philology (Category A), the East European Journal of Psycholinguistics
(Category A), and the Research Bulletin. Series: Philological Sciences (Category B), and Studia
Philologica (Category B). 25 research article abstracts represent each journal. The selection of these
journals was based on several criteria: they are open-access, nationally accredited, and internationally
indexed, which serve as indicators of the quality and credibility of the published articles.

The research method used was a combination of descriptive, quantitative, and qualitative analysis
of the communicative objectives and linguistic features of the abstract part of the research sample.
In this study, the five-move model developed by Swales and Feak [4] was employed to analyze the
rhetorical structure of research article abstracts. «A move is a functional, not a grammatical term,
and it can vary in length from a phrase to a paragraph» [4, p. 5]. Our study adopts the definition
proposed by Erika Gobekci, who defines a move as «a bounded communicative act that is intended to
contribute to a single primary communicative goal» [1, p. 37].

Initially, the focus was on the rhetorical moves found in abstracts across the two groups of articles
within the study’s corpus. The study’s results are presented in the following table.

Table 1
The Distribution of Moves in the Research Article Abstracts
Rhetorical Move Cat:=g(5)(l)'y A Catjﬁg{)y B I;l;oltg:)

Moves Description Frequency Frequency Frequency
Move 1 Introduction 48 37 85

Move 2 Aim/Purpose 50 50 100

Move 3 Methods 49 32 81

Move 4 Results/Findings 47 35 82

Move 5 Conclusions/Suggestions 45 33 78

Table 1 shows the distribution of rhetorical moves in the abstracts of papers from two categories of
journals: Category A and Category B (n =50 for each category). Move 2 (100 %) is the most frequently
used move across both categories, indicating its essential role in academic writing, regardless of
journal quality. In contrast, Move 5 is the least frequent one, appearing in only 78% of the abstracts. A
comparative analysis reveals that abstracts from Category A consistently demonstrate a more complete
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rhetorical structure. For example, Move 1 appears in 48 Category A abstracts versus 37 Category B
abstracts, and Move 3 appears in 49 Category A abstracts versus 32 Category B abstracts. Similarly,
Moves 4 and 5 seem more frequent in Category A (47 and 45 instances, respectively) than in Category
B (35 and 33 instances, respectively). These findings suggest that abstracts published in higher-
ranking journals tend to follow a more standardized and comprehensive rhetorical structure. Notably,
the substantial difference in the inclusion of methodological descriptions highlights the importance
of methodological transparency in academic publishing, particularly in so-called prestigious journals.

Research data reveals a general preference for the active voice (57.5%) over the passive voice
(42.5%). Active constructions dominate most of the time, particularly in Moves 4 and 1 (74.4% and
61.2%, respectively). Move 3 is the only one in which the passive voice is used more frequently
(58%), in line with conventional academic reporting practices. Move 2 shows a more balanced
distribution, indicating variation in stylistic choices depending on rhetorical function. For more
detailed information, see Table 2.

Table 2
Passive and Active Sentences in Abstracts

Rhetorical Move Cat:=g(5)(1;y A Catj’;’ggy B I;E)Itg}) 1})tal
Moves Description Active | Passive | Active | Passive | Active | Passive n=100
Move 1 Introduction 31 17 21 16 52 33 85
Move 2 Aim/Purpose 28 22 26 24 54 46 100
Move 3 Methods 12 37 22 10 34 47 81
Move 4 Results/Findings 37 10 24 11 61 21 82
Move 5 Conclusions/ 26 19 18 15 44 34 78

uggestions

Two examples of passive and active sentences taken from the abstracts in the corpus of this study
are given below:

«The study suggests a combined application of linguostylistic and empirical methods to investigate
the specificity of the author's poetics as a system» [14, p. 169].

«To achieve the aim and complete the tasks the contextual-interpretative method (to define the
authors pragmatic aim concerning the socio-political topic of the text), the method of interactive
modelling (to define and generalise the emotional elements of the meaning created and to hypothesise
on the possible systemic nature of these means) and the method of structural analysis (to identify the
linguistic means that help objectivise the pragmatic intention) are used» [15, p. 234].

As shown in Table 3, the Present Simple Tense dominates in categories A and B, with 94 and
93 uses, respectively. This reflects its standard use in most cases, as it conveys well-known facts,
confirms or refutes the authors’ hypotheses, and summarizes the study’s content. The Past Simple
Tense appears 126 times (66 in category A and 60 in category B) and is typically used to describe data
and research results. Our findings are in line with Kuznietsova’s study regarding the frequent use of
the Present and Past Simple Tenses in abstracts [16].

Table 3
The Distribution of Tenses in Abstracts
Category A Category B Total
Tenses n=50 n=50 n=100
Frequency Frequency Frequency

Present Simple Tense 94 93 187
Past Simple Tense 66 60 126
Future Simple Tense 7 5 12
Present Perfect Tense 60 41 101
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The following examples illustrate the use of the Present Simple and Past Simple tense forms taken
from the corpus of our study.

«The study results showed that secondary predication structures are pretty common in the analytical
and informational genre of mass media business publications, contributing to the conciseness
and effectiveness of communication in the modern information-overloaded communication
spacey [17, p. 134].

«The test results show that the English associate the concept of betrayal with a traitor. They
clearly identify the subjects of betrayal — specific persons (historical, public, political figures,
heroes of cartoons and literary works) with whom the objects of betrayal were in a close, trusting
relationshipy [18, p. 169].

These examples are categorized as Move 4 (Results/Findings). Both scholars employ that-
complement clause to present their study’s findings, but use different verb tenses despite serving the
same rhetorical function.

Conclusions. The research article abstracts in philology written by Ukrainian scholars generally
follow the five-move rhetorical model, though there are notable differences across journal categories.
Abstracts published in Category A journals demonstrate a more complete and standardized rhetorical
structure than those in Category B journals, particularly in the inclusion of methodological and
concluding moves. The grammar analysis reveals an overall preference for active constructions,
especially in the Introduction and Results/Findings moves, while passive voice is more frequently
used in the Methods move, in line with conventional academic norms. The Present Simple and Past
Simple tenses dominate across both categories, reflecting their functional roles in summarizing
research aims and reporting findings.
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