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Following English rhetorical conventions in English academic texts, 
especially by non-native English authors, does not necessarily mean 
disregarding some rhetorical practices of their national language. Although 
investigating English RAs has largely been focused on how the textual 
structure of the section is written in English by native English speakers 
and non-native English speakers, there has a limited empirical attention 
so far related to the investigation of rhetorical differences between RA 
introductions written in English and those written in Indonesian. After 
a thorough genre-based investigation of 60 RAs published from 2019 to 
2023 using the modified CARS model (Swales, 1990, 2004), this study has 
revealed that the use of each rhetorical style, including moves, steps, and 
patterns, in English and Indonesian RA introductions is different. The result 
indicates that although the moves and steps display a close affinity with the 
CARS model, we found higher use of Move 1, i.e., establishing a territory, 
in the language teaching RA introductions written in Indonesian than in 
English. On top of that, while international authors (IAs) established their 
niches adequately, Indonesian authors (Eng-FL) established their niches 
inadequately, seemingly due to the influence of their national language 
(Indonesian). Moreover, the Indonesian language not only affects the 
frequency of occurrence of the moves and steps but also contributes to 
the pattern deviations found in the English RA introductions written by 
the Indonesian authors. This study provides pedagogical implications for 
academic writing and insights for Indonesian authors to write English 
articles using English rhetorical styles.
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INTRODUCTION
The increasing demand for international 

publication in the world of academia undoubtedly 
has encouraged researchers to share their 
knowledge more widely, increase visibility, 
navigate professional futures, push research 
performance, find career opportunities, and 
achieve a professorship (Abramo et al., 2023; 
Frandsen et al., 2022; Hashim et al., 2024; Hyland, 
2016; Hyland, 2023; Olsen et al., 2005; Rorstad 
& Aksnes, 2015; Sasvari et al., 2022; Sheldon, 
2011). Those who have experience in conducting 

research, writing their research reports in the form 
of research articles (RAs), and publishing them in 
international journals might be more motivated 
and confident to write various RAs (Irawati, 2022); 
however, non-native English speakers and novice 
authors who write RAs in English, publishing 
English RAs, especially in international journals 
indexed by reputable databases (i.e., Scopus or Web 
of Science) is an intimidating, daunting, difficult, 
and pressured task (Hyland, 2016; Hyland, 2023; 
Irawan et al., 2023; Khélifi & Al-Amri, 2018). 

A series of workshops to support publications 
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become routine activities in Indonesian universities 
to boost authors’ comprehension of how to write 
a concise English RA (Arono & Arsyad, 2019; 
Jasrial et al., 2019; Jasrial et al., 2021; Madnani et 
al., 2018; Nasihin et al., 2021; Perris & Corcoran, 
2014; Yonezawa, 2015). While strategies and 
guidance provided by the mentors from such 
activities have been beneficial in assisting authors 
to meet expectations of the editorial teams of 
international journals (Hyland, 2003; Marchetti 
& O’Dell, 2015), Indonesian authors, particularly 
in field of social sciences and humanities, still 
have not fully recognized the styles and patterns 
of the introductory section of an English RA 
(Adnan, 2009; Adnan, 2014, Arianto et al., 2021; 
Arono & Arsyad, 2019). To tackle this challenge, 
they need to acquire genre knowledge to make 
their introductions more convincing (Pratiwi & 
Kurniawan, 2021; Swales, 1990), and this is a 
privileged room for applied linguists, who focus on 
genre analysis, to discover the characteristics (i.e., 
moves and steps) of English RA introductions in 
the field of social sciences. 

The introduction section plays a key role in 
an RA since it shows how authors invite, influence, 
and provoke the readers on the research topics being 
discussed. Authors must show their credibility to 
determine and define their position as a researcher, 
especially after reviewing previous literature about 
topics related to their research areas (Arianto & 
Basthomi, 2021; Arianto et al., 2021; Amnuai, 
2021; Basthomi et al., 2021). Besides, they are 
required to state the significance of conducting the 
research (Hyland & Jian, 2020; Lim, 2012). 

Swales (1990) has formulated a conventional 
structure of an English RA, namely Creating 
a Research Space (CARS), and this model has 
been carried out by several researchers. Farnia 
and Barati (2017) investigated the introduction 
section written by native English authors and 
Iranian authors. They found that native English 
authors used more strategies in organizing their RA 
introductions than Iranian authors did. Rahman et 
al. (2017) also found that native English authors 
in reputable international journals in the field of 
applied linguistics followed the rhetorical structure 
of the RA introduction conceptualized by Swales 
(1990). Not only in the field of applied linguistics, 
Muangsamai (2018) confirmed that native English 
authors in other fields such as biotechnology, 
medicine, and environmental studies also followed 

the framework. From the results of the previous 
studies, we can see that the compatibility of 
Swales’ (1990) framework to investigate English 
RA introductions is unquestionable, and previous 
scholars also considered following the CARS 
model in investigating the introduction section in 
several disciplines.  

However, it cannot be taken as a general view 
that the framework (Swales, 1990) is necessarily the 
only one applied in all fields, for example, the field 
of language teaching. Arianto (2021) modified and 
combined the Swales’ CARS frameworks, i.e., the 
old version model (Swales, 1990) and the revised 
version (Swales, 2004), in the English language 
teaching RA introductions, one of the sub-fields 
in applied linguistics. He modified the framework 
because he thought that the CARS framework may 
be suited for some disciplines and could be modified 
as needed. Even Swales (1990) accommodated 
the suggestions provided by Anthony (1999) and 
Samraj (2004) and revised his CARS framework 
to apply to other disciplines. Therefore, Arianto 
(2021) made necessary revisions related to Move 
2 and added several steps in the step of indicating 
research gaps by taking into account the insight 
from Afshar et al. (2018) and Lim (2012), so that 
it is well-suited to his samples related to English 
language teaching. He argued that the Swales’ 
frameworks (1990, 2004) should be updated, and 
researchers focusing on genre analysis are expected 
to find new strategies that can be added to the 
Swales’ theoretical frameworks. Hence, inspired 
by the previous study, an important question is 
whether the modified framework of Swales (See 
Fig. 1) can be used to analyze the RA introductions, 
specifically in the field of language teaching. In our 
case, we used the modified framework to analyze 
RA introduction in some language teaching, such 
as English language teaching and Indonesian 
language teaching. It is expected that the modified 
framework that had been used to analyze ELT 
RA introduction can also be used to be used in 
analyzing another language teaching. 

Echoing the significance of publishing 
RAs in high-impact journals, such as Scopus-
indexed journals, adhering to English rhetorical 
conventions, and considering the appropriate 
moves and patterns of RA introductions in the 
journals will guide and assist authors in writing. 
Geng et al. (2023) investigated the rhetorical moves 
of the introductory sections of linguistic RAs from 
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Scopus and non-Scopus journals. Although they 
found that Move 1 and Move 2 appear more in the 
group of Scopus authors, we still need to question 
what the distribution of these moves looks like in 
their introduction. In other words, there is a need 
for further investigations related to move patterns. 
They did not focus intensively on the rhetorical 
patterns of the sections. Moves and patterns are 
the aspects that must be considered by authors in 
organizing their texts. 

Several studies in the field of applied 
linguistics (e.g., Amnuai & Wannaruk, 2013; 
Farnia & Barati, 2017; Kafes, 2018; Lin, 2014; 
Rahman et al., 2017; Rochma, 2020) have explored 
move patterns in academic writing, but they have 
not delved into the variety of patterns compared to 
established English rhetorical conventions, such 
as Swales’ CARS Model. Attempts to compare 
these patterns to existing models have yielded 
inconclusive results, potentially due to the diverse 
subfields within applied linguistics and random 
data collection methods leading to contradictory 
findings. Therefore, our study attempts to 
investigate the similarities and differences in move 
patterns and steps in RA introductions in English 
and Indonesian, specifically focusing on language 
teaching. 

Previous researchers have conducted genre 
analysis focusing on the organization of the specific 
section, i.e., introduction, by delineating its moves 
and steps (Abdolmalaki et al., 2019; Arsyad & 
Adila, 2018; Arsyad et al., 2020; Chen & Li, 2019; 
Deveci, 2020; Farnia & Barati, 2017; Saricaoglu 
et al., 2021). However, the majority of the studies 
used Swales’ (1990) framework as the conventional 
indicator to identify the general moves and steps in 
the English RA introductions (Afshar et al., 2018; 
Amnuai & Wannaruk, 2013; Deveci, 2020; Farnia 
& Barati, 2017) without any further developments. 
Consequently, the specific sub-step in the move of 
establishing a niche (Move 2), namely indicating 
research gap(s), was not investigated in detail. We 
believe that taking into account the frameworks of 
Arianto (2021), Chen and Li (2019), Kwan et al. 
(2012), and Lim (2012), the identification of the 
rhetorical moves and steps in the RA introductions 
can be done more specifically and more deeply. 

Moreover, the previous studies limit their 
focus only to comparing a specific move in the 
introduction section (e.g., Arianto et al., 2023; 

Ankomah & Afful, 2019; Wang & Yang, 2015), 
and they did not see the connection between 
moves which can potentially provide a wider 
description about how international authors 
organize their English RA introductions. Besides, 
the previous scholars only focused on applied 
linguistics (i.e., Amnuai & Wannaruk, 2013; Lin, 
2014) without considering the sub-disciplines 
in applied linguistics, which suggests that every 
sub-discipline has specific characteristics of 
rhetorical styles (Khani & Tazik, 2010). Besides, 
we also assume that the rhetorical structures of 
RA introductions in English are different from 
those written in the Indonesian language (Arsyad 
& Wardhana, 2014) because the culture included 
in the English RA introductions gives color to 
authors’ writing (Hyland, 2003; Shukri, 2014). 
Thus, the investigation of cross-language moves, 
steps, and patterns in RA introductions, which is 
still lacking in the existing literature, is also worth 
conducting. This study also focuses on providing 
information about the adherence or contravention 
in organizing moves in RA introductions by asking 
the question of whether all authors, in the corpus 
of our study, follow the English rhetorical patterns 
(Swales, 1990, 2004), or some patterns deviate 
from the standard. 

This study is expected to make a major 
contribution to research on genre analysis 
by comparing the rhetorical structures in RA 
introductions written by international authors who 
write English RA introductions (IAs), Indonesian 
authors who write English RA introductions (Eng-
FL), and Indonesian authors who write Indonesian 
RA introductions (Indo-L1) a sub-field of applied 
linguistics, namely language teaching. The 
objectives of this study are twofold: to describe the 
similarities and differences in terms of moves and 
steps in the RA introductions written by the three 
groups of authors, and to investigate their move 
patterns, which adhere to or contravene the Swales’ 
CARS model.

II. METHODS
The RA introductions analyzed in this study 

were obtained from 60 RAs written by international 
and Indonesian authors in language teaching. 
40 English RAs were published in international 
journals written by international authors (n=20, IA) 
and Indonesian authors (n=20, English-FL), and the 
other 20 RAs were published in national journals 
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We analyzed the data following some steps. 
First, the frameworks of CARS (Swales 1990, 2004) 
were used in this study to analyze the rhetorical 
moves presented in the three groups of authors. 
Taking into account the insights from Afshar et al. 
(2018), Arianto (2021), and Chinaprayoon (2017), 
several sub-steps were added to the framework 
(See Table 1).

fying the rhetorical moves, Swales’ (1990, 
2004) CARS model was taken as a point for 
analyzing the patterns. The models have clearly 
conceptualized the common rhetorical patterns in 
the introductory section (Amnuai & Wannaruk, 
2013; Lin, 2014). In this study, the framework, 
which focused on rhetorical patterns (Swales, 1990, 
2004), was used to analyze the RA introductions 
written by the three groups of authors. The 
framework was validated by experts and tested 
in some RA introductions. To ensure reliability, 
another coder was invited to analyze several data 
samples (n=10). Then, we re-analyzed the data. 
The idea of Kanoksilapatham (2005) was used to 
justify and classify the frequency of each move. If 
a certain move appeared in every RA introduction 
(100%), it was categorized as “obligatory”. If the 
occurrence ranged from 60-99%, it was classified 
as “conventional”. If it was below 60%, it was 
“optional”. 

written by Indonesian authors in the Indonesian 
language (Indonesian-L1). International authors 
(IA) in this case are those who are from outside 
Indonesia and have published English RAs in 
Scopus-Indexed journals. Indonesian authors 
(English-FL) are those who are native speakers 
of Indonesian, and they have published English 
RAs in Scopus-Indexed journals. Meanwhile, 
Indonesian-L1 authors are those who are native 
speakers of Indonesian, and they had Indonesian 
RAs in SINTA-indexed journals. In collecting 
the data, a certain set of criteria was used. For the 
groups of IA and English-FL, the articles were 
downloaded from peer-reviewed open-access 
journals. The journals were indexed by one of 
the most reputable databases, namely Scopus. 
Meanwhile, for the Indonesian-L1 group, the RAs 
were obtained from peer-reviewed Indonesian 
journals, which were also indexed by the popular 
index in Indonesia, namely SINTA (Science and 
Technology Index), which was under the control of 
the Ministry of Education, Culture, Research, and 
Technology. For the data obtained from SINTA-
indexed journals, we only focused on the RAs 
published in SINTA quartiles 3, 4, 5, and 6. We did 
not include SINTA 1 and 2 journals because they 
are commonly indexed by Scopus and the majority 
of RAs are written in English. In addition, we only 
included the RAs published in the range of 2019-
2022. 

Table 1. The modified CARS framework to analyze the data  

Moves Steps
Establishing a territory Claiming centrality

Making topic generalization
Reviewing items of previous research

Establishing a niche Indicating a research gap
Stating the absence from previous studies
Indicating the insufficient research
Highlighting the limitations of previous studies
Contrasting and conflicting previous research findings
Highlighting unsolved problems
Adding to what is known
Presenting positive justification
Showing interest to conduct the study

Occupying the niche Announcing present work descriptively and/or purposefully
Presenting research questions (RQs) or hypotheses
Definitional clarifications
Summarizing methods
Announcing principal outcomes
Stating the value of the present research
Outlining the structure of the paper
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III. RESULTS 
This study aims to identify and compare 

the moves and steps used by the three groups of 
authors, IA, English-FL, and Indonesian-L1, as 
well as the patterns they used. The frequency of 
occurrence of moves and steps, and the comparisons 
of move patterns of the three data sets are shown 
in each subheading below. The explanations and 
exemplifications of each move/step are also shown, 
and each example is equipped with code at the end 
of the sentence, for example, IA-01 refers to the 
first article in English from international authors, 
EngFL-01 refers to the first article in English 
from non-native English (Indonesian) authors, and 
IndoL1-01 refers to the first article in Indonesian 
language from native Indonesian authors. The 
linguistic markers indicating moves/steps are 
printed in bold.
The rhetorical moves of language teaching RA 
introductions across three groups of authors
Move 1: Establishing a territory

This move can be realized by claiming 
centrality, making topic generalizations, or 
reviewing items of previous research. Authors need 
to introduce the topics of their research using this 
move and ensure that their topics are important, 
useful, worth conducting, and challenging. Based 
on Table 2, move 1 was considered an obligatory 
move by IA, English-FL, and Indonesian-L1 
groups (100%).

Table 2 displays a comparative analysis of 
the three steps in establishing a territory across 
the three author groups. The results indicated that 
international authors predominantly utilized the 
claiming centrality step to establish and promote 
their research topics. In contrast, the authors 
from English-FL and Indonesian-L1 groups more 
frequently introduced claiming centrality only 
after establishing research context through either 
topic generalizations or literature reviews. This 
pattern suggests that claiming centrality may not 

function as the most commonly used step in the 
RA introductions written by Indonesian authors, 
regardless of whether they were writing in English 
or Indonesian.
Move 1 Step 1: Claiming centrality

In this step, the authors focus on highlighting 
the importance of the research they have conducted. 
As seen in Table 2, across the three steps, claiming 
centrality was mostly used by the international and 
Indonesian L1 authors. Another important piece of 
information from the data is that for Indonesian-L1 
authors, making topic generalizations was the 
step that was mostly used in their Indonesian RA 
introductions. The application of this step in the 
three corpora can be seen in the following excerpts.

(1) Large-scale studies of English corpora have found that 
… more or less frequent in academic prose compared 
to conversational, fictional, and media registers (Biber, 
Johansson, Leech, Conrad and Finegan 1999). (IA-01)

(2) For people in non-English speaking countries, like 
Indonesian youth, this language competence paves 
ways for the global world (Sayer, 2018). (EngFL-01)

(3) Mata kuliah “Translation” merupakan mata kuliah 
wajib yang hadir di hampir seluruh program studi 
Sastra Inggris dan Pendidikan Bahasa Inggris di 
universitas-universitas terkemuka di Indonesia.
#Translation course is a compulsory subject in 
almost all English Literature and English Education 
study programs at leading universities in Indonesia#. 
(IndoL1-01)

Excerpt 1 shows that the international authors 
attracted the readers’ attention by showing the 
popularity of the topic. By using the phrase large-
scale study, the authors showed the readers that 
the topic of English corpora was a popular topic 
to study. Besides, claiming centrality can be 
demonstrated by stating the importance of the 
research being conducted. As seen in excerpt 2, the 
Indonesian authors promoted their research topic, 
i.e., English language competence, by pointing 
out the importance of their topic. In contrast 
to excerpts 1 and 2, where the authors claimed 
their research topics by referring to the research 

Table 2. Frequency of occurrence of move 1 and its steps in IA, English FL, and Indonesian L1 corpora

Moves Steps
IA English FL Indonesian L1

Freq (%) Freq (%) Freq (%)
Establishing a territory Claiming centrality 140 (44.44) 122 (31.77) 172 (22.54)

Making topic generalizations 72 (22.85) 123 (32.03) 410 (53.73)
Reviewing items of previous research 103 (32.69) 139 (36.19) 181 (23.72)
Total 315 (100) 384 (100) 763 (100)
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development, the Indonesian author in excerpt 3 
showed the popularity of translation by referring to 
the observed phenomenon (real world).
Move 1 Step 2: Making topic generalizations

This step functions to show the current state 
of knowledge and how authors relate their topics to 
the state of knowledge (Farnia & Barati, 2017). As 
illustrated in Table 2, the authors from the IA group 
employed this step less than the English FL group. 
The examples of sentences indicating making topic 
generalizations can be seen in the excerpts below.

(4) Writing is commonly characterized a complex activity, 
involving simultaneous management of cognitive, 
motivational, and linguistic processes. (IA-10)

(5) It is a common phenomenon that students nowadays 
cannot separate from their mobile phones. (EngFL-08)

(6) Karya  tulis  ilmiah  merupakan  karya  tulis  yang  
disusun  atau  dikembangkan berdasarkan prosedur 
ilmiah. 
#Academic writing is the form of writing which is 
organized or developed based on scientific procedures#. 
(IndoL1-02)

Excerpt 4 illustrates that the authors employed 
the step of making topic generalizations by using the 
adverb commonly to show the general characteristics 
of writing. Similarly, the Indonesian authors from 
the English FL group also employed this step by 
describing the recent phenomenon regarding the 
relationship between smartphones and students. On 
the other hand, the authors from the Indonesian L1 
group employed this step by defining the topic (i.e., 
academic writing) in general.
Move 1 Step 3: Reviewing items of previous 
research

This step is used by authors to contextualize 
the research topics with the studies that have 

been done by previous scholars. The applications 
of reviewing items of previous research are 
exemplified in the excerpts below.

(7) For example, Carrington and Skelton (2003) submit 
that government policies … about the salience of ‘role 
models’ in socialization’ (p.253), rather than solid 
empirical results. (IA-07)

(8) On the other hand, Ruegg (2015), investigating the 
students of the English program in Japan, proves a 
similar finding to Park (2018), probing feedback in a 
Korean university. (EngFL-04)

(9) Safnil (2001) meneliti  struktur  retorika  bagian 
pendahuluan AJP yang ditulis … sebagaimana dalam 
model ‘Creating a Research Space’ (CARS).
#Safnil (2001) examined the rhetorical structure of 
Indonesian research article introductions written by … 
as in the ‘Creating a Research Space’ model’ (CARS)#. 
(IndoL1-03)

The three excerpts above illustrate that the 
authors used the step of reviewing items of previous 
research in the process of reviewing previous 
studies. In excerpt 7, the authors strengthened their 
arguments by referring to the claims of previous 
researchers. Meanwhile, the authors in excerpt 
8 reviewed the findings of research conducted 
by previous researchers. On the other hand, in 
the Indonesian RA introduction (Excerpt 9), the 
authors showed a more detailed report, including 
the research objective and the results of research 
conducted by the previous researcher. From the 
three data above, it can be concluded that the step of 
reviewing items of previous research has functions 
to strengthen claims, show previous research 
findings, and report what previous researchers have 
done in their research.
Move 2: Establishing a niche

Move 2 is important in the introduction section 

Table 3. Frequency of occurrence of move 2 and its steps in IA, English FL, and Indonesian L1 corpora.

Move 2 Steps
IA English FL Indonesian L1

Freq (%) Freq (%) Freq (%)

Establishing a 
niche

Indicating research gap(s):
Stating the absence from previous studies

14 (27.45) 7 (30.43) 7 (35)

Indicating the insufficient research 11 (21.56) 12 (52.17) 2 (10)
Highlighting the limitations of previous studies 10 (19.60) 0 (0) 1 (5)
Contrasting and conflicting with previous research 
findings

6 (11.76) 4 (17.39) 2 (10)

Highlighting unsolved problems 9 (17.64) 0 (0) 6 (30)
Adding to what is known 1 (1.96 0 (0) 0 (0)
Showing interest in conducting the study 0 (0) 0 (0) 2 (10)
Total 51 (100) 23 (100) 20 (100)
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since it shows the positionality of the authors in 
the research conducted. Based on the analysis, it 
was found that this move was obligatory, and it 
appeared in all RA introductions in the three data 
sets. However, in terms of using the steps in this 
move, the frequency of occurrence of indicating 
research gap(s) appeared most often in the IA 
group.

 Table 3 also provides detailed differences in 
using the three steps in establishing a niche move by 
the three groups of authors. The findings revealed 
that international authors predominantly established 
their positionality through research gaps, with five 
distinct gap-indication strategies identified in their 
RA introductions. In contrast, both English-FL and 
Indonesian-L1 authors demonstrated less frequent 
and less developed use of research gap strategies to 
substantiate their academic positioning. It is worth 
noting that although the strategies of adding to 
what is known and showing interest in conducting 
the study were still considered by certain authors in 
the corpus of our study, these steps occurred with 
less frequency.
Move 2 Step 1: Indicating research gap(s)

Indicating a research gap is a step used by 
authors to prove that the study being conducted has 
novelty. Ways that can be done to indicate research 
gaps are stating the absence from previous studies, 
indicating insufficient research, highlighting the 
limitations of previous studies, contrasting and 
conflicting with previous research findings, and 
highlighting unsolved problems (Arianto, 2021; 
Lim, 2012). The applications of indicating research 
gap(s) are exemplified in the excerpts below. 
(10) Yet, as Ortega (2016) argued, using L1 norms as a 

benchmark for L2 acquisition is problematic because 
a bilingual speaker does not correspond to two 
monolingual speakers. (IA-05)

(11) Meanwhile, in Indonesia, few studies have been 
reported in giving a picture of how students are aware 
of using metacognitive reading strategies. (EngFL-05)

(12) Penelitian yang dilakukan Fengjie dkk  masih  belum  
meneliti  tentang  penggunaan  kata  penghubung,  
sehingga diperlukan  penelitian  lebih  lanjut  tentang  
objek/fokus  tersebut. #Research conducted by Fengjie 
et al. still has not examined the use of conjunctions, so 
it needs further research focusing on it#. (IndoL1-04)

As shown in excerpt 10, the authors showed 
their research gap by showing the limitation or 
weakness of a certain variable (i.e., using L1 
norms). The authors used the voice of a previous 

author (Ortega, 2016) to strengthen the gap. 
Contrarily, excerpts 11 and 12 illustrate that the 
authors indicated their research gaps using their 
voices. In Excerpt 11, the authors used the strategy 
of indicating insufficient research, while in Excerpt 
12, the gap was indicated by stating that there had 
been no research focusing on examining the use of 
conjunctions.
Move 2 Step 2: Adding to what is known

This step functions to establish research 
niches. Authors can be inspired by what has been 
done in previous studies, and they may continue 
the tradition of what has been conducted by 
previous scholars. As shown in Table 3, this step 
only appeared once in the international authors 
corpus, while in the other two corpora, this step 
was not found. The following excerpt is an example 
of the use of this step by the authors in their RA 
introductions.
(13) Motivated by Yi and colleagues’ work, I conducted the 

current study, aiming to bridge the research gap and 
meanwhile to innovate the TESOL curriculum. (IA-
02)

Based on the data analysis, it was found that 
the step of adding to what is known was only 
found in the international group’s corpus. In other 
words, Indonesian authors, either in English FL 
or Indonesian L1 groups, did not apply this step 
to indicate their research gaps. As seen in excerpt 
13 above, the authors’ research gap was that 
they were inspired by the research that had been 
conducted by the previous researchers (i.e., Yi and 
colleagues). By continuing the research tradition 
that had been done, their study could contribute 
to the advancement of knowledge of the TESOL 
curriculum.
Move 2 Step 3: Showing interest in conducting the 
study

Research is done not only because of a gap 
that needs to be filled but also because of the 
interest of researchers in investigating certain cases 
or phenomena. Interest in conducting the study 
can occur if the authors find the uniqueness of the 
phenomena, and that they deserve to be studied. 
The authors also need to provide logical reasons 
why they are interested in the topics. In terms of 
frequency of occurrence, the step of showing 
interest in conducting the study only appeared 
twice in the group of Indonesian L1 authors. 
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(14) Keadaan  tersebut  sangat menarik  untuk  dicermati  
menjadi  suatu penelitian  dan  menjadi  alasan  kedua 
dilaksanakannya penelitian ini.  
#This situation is very interesting to study, and it 
becomes the second reason for conducting this study#. 
(IndoL1-01)

Unlike the step of adding to what is known, 
which was used only by the international authors, 
the step of showing interest in conducting the study 
was used only by the native Indonesian authors. It 
indicates that this step is acceptable to be applied 
in RAs published by local Indonesian-language 
journals.
Move 3: Occupying the niche

This is a move where the authors make an 
offer to fill the research gap (Farnia and Barati, 
2017). Similar to the two previous moves, this 
move appeared in all articles of the three groups 
of authors in this study, meaning this move is an 
obligatory move in English and Indonesian RA 
introductions. Based on the data analysis, it was 
found that the frequency of occurrence of the use 
of move 3 in the IA group was in the vast majority 
(110 times), trailed behind by the Indonesian L1 
(88 times) and English-FL (65 times) groups.  

Table 4 revealed that the steps of announcing 
the present work descriptively and summarizing 
methods were predominantly used by the three 
groups of authors in their RA introductions. The 
three groups of authors also articulate the positive 
implications of the study by explicitly stating the 
values of their present research. It is also worth 
noting that as the authors announced the aims of 
the studies descriptively, they tended to treat the 
step of presenting research questions as optional.  

Move 3 Step 1: Announcing present work 
descriptively and/or purposefully

In this step, the authors clearly show the 
purpose(s) of their research. They may state the 
purpose(s) using linguistic signals, such as this 
research aims to…, this study attempts …, this 
study seeks to …. The applications of this step by 
the three groups of authors are exemplified in the 
excerpts below.
(15) The aim of the present study, then, is to investigate 

closely how variability—a developmental 
phenomenon—potentially engenders change. (IA-02)

(16) With the above-mentioned backdrop, the present 
study sought to compare the rhetorical organization 
and linguistic realizations of tourism research article 
abstracts from national and international journals. 
(EngFL-06)

(17) Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mendeskripsikan … 
selama masa pandemi Covid-19.
#This study aims to describe … during the Covid-19 
pandemic#. (IndoL1-06)

Based on the excerpts, it can be noticed that the 
three groups (IA, EngFL, and IndoL1) applied the 
step of announcing the present work descriptively 
and/ or purposefully to indicate the purposes of 
their research. Another important information from 
the findings of this study was that the majority of 
international and Indonesian authors put this step at 
the end of their introductions. The use of phrases, 
such as the present study aims…, this present study 
sought to…, this study examines…, the aim of the 
study is…, became linguistic signals to show the 
readers the purposes of their research.
Move 3 Step 2: Presenting research questions 
(RQs) or hypotheses

Authors, in this step, show their research 
objectives in the form of questions or hypotheses. 

Table 4. Frequency of occurrence of move 3 and its steps in IA, English FL, and Indonesian L1 corpora.

Move 3 Steps
IA English FL Indonesian L1
Freq (%) Freq (%) Freq (%)

Occupying the niche
Announcing present work descriptively and/or 
purposefully

36 (32.72) 22 (33.84) 34 (38.63)

Presenting research questions (RQs) or 
hypotheses

19 (17.27) 11 (16.92) 9 (10.22)

Giving definitional clarifications 6 (5.45) 0 (0) 1 (1.13)
Summarizing methods 35 (31.81) 20 (30.76) 22 (25)
Announcing principal outcomes 0 (0) 4 (6.15) 0 (0)
Stating the value of the present research 10 (9.09) 7 (10.76) 22 (25)
Outlining the structure of the paper 4 (3.63) 1 (1.53) 0 (0)
Total 110 (100) 65 (100) 88 (100)
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As shown in Table 4, the use of this step was quite 
frequent in the IA corpus. Meanwhile, this step 
was least frequently used by the authors in the 
Indonesian L1 group.
(18) Thus, the present study is designed to address the 

following research question: How effective is a digital 
game e-based learning task for the accurate production 
of English articles by EFL (English as a Foreign 
Language) learners in comparison to drill and practice 
exercises? (IA-01)

(19) Accordingly, this study tries to answer the following 
research questions: 

    1. How is EFL students’ metacognitive reading 
strategies awareness?  

    2. How is EFL students’ metacognitive reading 
strategies use? … (EngFL-05)

(20) … rumusan  masalah,  yaitu  Bagaimana  tingkat  
koherensi  pada  karya  ilmiah mahasiswa? 
#the formulation of the problem is that how is the 
level of coherence of the students’ academic writing?# 
(IndoL1-04)

As illustrated in the excerpts above, the 
international authors (IA) and Indonesian authors 
(EngFL) used the step of presenting research 
questions (RQs) or hypotheses in the form of 
points, isolated from the paragraph. Contrarily, the 
majority of authors in the IndoL1 group applied this 
step in the last paragraph of their RA introductions. 
Move 3 Step 3: Definitional clarifications

This step is used to describe descriptively 
and operationally the terminologies authors use 
in their studies. The applications of this step are 
exemplified in the excerpts below.
(21) While definitions of authorial voice are many (see Stock 

and Eik-Nes 2016 for an overview), there is consensus 
(Tardy 2012; Zhao 2013; Canagarajah 2015; Fogal 
2017) that authorial voice develops as part of a 
socially constructed amalgam that writers negotiate as 
they acculturate to their academic disciplines. (IA-02)

(22) Dan, demi alasan  kepraktisan, artikel ini akan 
menggunakan nama umum “Translation” untuk 
berbagai penamaan mata kuliah yang pada intinya 
berkaitan dengan penerjemahan.
#In addition, for practical reasons, this article uses 
the common term “Translation” for various naming 
courses which are essentially related to translation#. 
(IndoL1-01)

Based on the data analysis, it was found 
that only the authors from the international 
and Indonesian L1 groups gave definitional 
clarifications in their RA introductions. Meanwhile, 
this step did not appear in the English FL group. 
As shown in excerpts 21 and 22, the authors tried 

to limit the definitions of certain terminologies in 
their RAs hoping that the readers would understand 
and that it made their research more contextual and 
situational.
Move 3 Step 4: Summarizing methods

In the introduction section of a research 
article, the authors can briefly describe the methods 
used in their research. The following excerpts are 
examples of the applications of this step by the 
authors in their RA introductions.
(23) The study took place over 21 months, including six total 

data collection waves: three at-home (Presojourn, 
Postsojourn-1, and Postsojourn-2) and three abroad, 
allowing for a comparison across two learning 
contexts. (IA-06)

(24) For this study, researchers comprehensively 
interconnect theories from Borg’s (2011) teachers’ 
beliefs and classroom practices to understand teachers’ 
TPACK framework comprehensively. (EngFL-10)

(25) Dalam penelitian ini, peneliti membatasi masalah 
penelitian pada kohesi gramatikal jenis referensi 
pronomina persona.
#In this study, the researchers limit the research 
problem to the grammatical cohesion of the personal 
pronoun reference type#. (IndoL1-06)

Excerpt 23 shows that the international authors 
performed the step of summarizing methods to 
slightly show the duration of their research, and 
they stated a brief overview of the data they had 
collected. Meanwhile, excerpt 24 shows that the 
authors used Borg’s theory (2011) as a theoretical 
reference to understand the data they had obtained. 
In addition, authors can limit the scope of their 
studies. For instance, the authors in excerpt 25 
only focused on examining a certain area, i.e., 
grammatical cohesion specifically in pronouns. 
Move 3 Step 5: Announcing principal outcomes

Through this step, authors may show the 
major findings of their studies. The application of 
this step is exemplified in the excerpt below.
(26) The present investigation is going to fill the 

discrepancies on the previous studies which should 
have conclusively discussed the effects of DCF and ICF 
in which the participants of the study have different 
proficiency levels consisting of high and low levels. 
(IndoL1-02)

Based on Table 4, it was found that only the 
Indonesian authors who published their articles in 
international journals (Eng-FL) used the step of 
announcing principal outcomes. If we look at the 
excerpt above, the authors tried to convey that the 
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purpose of their research was to fill the gap left 
by the previous researchers. So, even though the 
research gap has been mentioned, this step can 
be used as a reaffirmation of the general goal of 
conducting the research.
Move 3 Step 6: Stating the value of the present 
research

This step functions to show the benefit or 
significance of the research. The examples of 
sentences indicating the value of the present 
research can be seen in the excerpts below.
(27) Consequently, this study has the potential to further 

our understanding of interactions between substantial 
prior linguistic knowledge … (IA-06)

(28) By doing that, this study is expected to provide a textual 
description that can be used by tourism scholars, 
especially … (EngFL-06)

(29) Hasil penelitian ini diharapkan dapat meningkatkan 
pentingnya unsur koherensi dalam … pada proposal 
skripsi mahasiswa.
#The results of this study are expected to increase 
the importance of the element of coherence in … the 
student thesis proposals#. (IndoL1-04)

From the three excerpts above, it can be 
noticed that all three groups applied the step of 
stating the value of the present research in their 
RA introductions. As seen in excerpt 27, the author 
explained the implications of his research results, 
i.e., increasing understanding of the interactions 
between prior linguistic knowledge and contextual 
influences. Excerpts 28 and 29 indicate that 
Indonesian authors shared their expectation that 
their studies would contribute to the body of 
knowledge.

Move 3 Step 7: Outlining the structure of the paper
In this step, authors may show the structure of 

their article.  
(30) The next section describes the CPH and the distinction 

between implicit and explicit learning and exemplifies 
which conditions may enhance language acquisition 
through explicit learning, even after the CP. (IA-04)

(31) While the issues of teacher professional development 
practices are discussed in the latter part of the paper. 
(EngFL-03)

Based on the data analysis, it was found 
that only the authors in the Indonesian L1 group 
did not use the step of outlining the structure of 
the paper. As seen in excerpt 30, the International 
authors provided a little explanation of what 
would be explained in the next section. Likewise, 
the Indonesian authors in excerpt 31 invited the 
readers to read a certain part discussing the issues 
of teacher professional development practices.
Move Patterns in the Three Corpora

After analyzing the rhetorical moves and 
steps, which were found in the three corpora (i.e., 
IA, Eng-FL, and Indo-L1), we found that the three 
data sets shared some similarities and differences 
in terms of move patterns. The findings can be seen 
in the figure and table below.

Figure 1 indicates that the patterns of moves in 
the authors’ RA introductions tended to contradict 
the conventional patterns (following Swales’ 1990, 
and 2004 CARS models). It is clearly noticed that 
the contravening patterns occurred more frequently 
than the conventional ones.  

Figure 1. Adhering and contravening move patterns across three groups of authors
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Table 5 indicates that some rhetorical patterns 
organized by the authors in the three corpora 
followed the Swales’ (1990, 2004) CARS model. 
It is worth noting that the three groups of authors 
shared similarities in some patterns. Table 5 
indicates that the three groups of authors mostly 
started their RA introduction with move 1 and 
ended with move 3. For the conventional patterns 
following Swales’ (1990, 2004) model, it was 
found that only two English RA introductions (one 
in IA and one in Eng-FL groups) followed the linear 
pattern of moves, where the moves were organized 
sequentially from move 1 to move 3. Aside from the 
linear pattern, nine move patterns used by the three 
groups of authors were also considered conforming 
to the Swales’ (1990, 2004) model. 

The cyclical pattern of moves also found 
in this study was shown in move 1, move 2, and 
move 3, and interestingly, there was only one RA 
introduction (written by native Indonesian authors) 
in which the moves were organized in a complete 
cycle or a full repeated cycle (M1-M2-M3-M1-
M2-M3). Although the complete cycle of moves 

was found only in one RA introduction, it is also 
worth noting that the remaining types of cyclical 
moves were used by the three groups of authors. 
The cyclical pattern focusing on moves 1 and 2 was 
found in the English RA introductions written by 
the IA and Eng-FL authors. Another type of cyclical 
pattern appeared in the Indo-L1 group, in which the 
authors organized the moves by recurring moves 1 
and 3, meaning the authors began with moves 1, 2, 
and 3, or moves 1 and 2, and repeated moves 1 and 
3 without move 2.  

Despite the three groups of authors following 
the Swales’ CARS model, according to Table 5, 
we can indicate that there were nine contravening 
patterns, that were different from what had been 
conceptualized by Swales (1990, 2004), found 
in the three groups of authors. This study found 
that only one RA began the introduction with 
move 3, and it was written by the IA authors. 
Besides, all contravening patterns found in this 
study are cyclical. They were dominated by the 
cyclicity of moves 1 and 3, meaning although 
the three groups of authors cyclically developed 

Table 5. The frequency of occurrence of move patterns in the three corpora

Move patterns
IA Eng-FL Indo-L1

Freq % Freq % Freq %
Conventional patterns (following Swales’ (1990, 2004) CARS model)
1-2-3 1 5% 1 5% - -
1-2-3-1-2-3 - - - - 1 5%
1-2-1-2-3 - - - - - -
1-2-3-1-3 1 5% - - 2 10%
1-2-3-2-3 2 10% - - - -
1-2-1-3 - - - - 1 5%
1-2-1-2-1-2-3 4 20% 2 10% - -
1-2-1-2-1-2-1-3 2 10% 2 10% - -
1-2-3-1-2-3-1-3 - - - - - -
1-2-1-3-1-3-1-3 1 5% - - - -
Contravening patterns (deviating from Swales’ (1990, 2004) CARS model
1-3-2-1-3 2 10% 1 5% 3 15%
1-3-1-3-1-2-3-1-3 1 5% 2 10% 1 5%
1-3-2-3-1-3-1-3 - - 1 5% 1 5%
1-3 2 10% 8 40% 6 30%
3-1-3-1-2-3-1-3 1 5% - - - -
1-3-1-2-1-3 1 5% - - 2 10%
1-2-1-3-1-3 - - - - 2 10%
1-3-1-2-3 - - - - 1 5%
1-2-1-3-2-3-2-3 2 10% 3 15% - -
Total 20 100% 20 100% 20 100%
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their RA introductions, the deviating patterns, 
mostly, involve move 2 once. Table 5 shows that 
the contravening patterns occurred in the Indo-L1 
authors in a vast majority (80%), trailed behind 
by the Eng-FL (75%), and IA authors (45%). In 
other words, the contravening patterns occurred 
more frequently in the RA introductions written by 
Eng-FL and Indo-L1 authors. To sum up, this study 
found that most of the contravening move patterns 
were found in the Indonesian RA introductions 
written by native Indonesian authors. Besides, The 
RA introductions written by the Indo-L1 group 
were likely to have more deviant patterns than 
those written by the IA group. Meanwhile, the 
deviating patterns organized by the IA authors in 
their English RA introductions also appeared less 
frequently than those in the Eng-FL corpus.    

IV. DISCUSSION 
This study has revealed how moves and 

steps are used by international authors (IAs) 
and Indonesian authors (English FL) in their RA 
introductions in English, and how they are used 
by Indonesian authors in the Indonesian language 
(Indonesian L1). Besides, we also have resolved 
the issue of whether the three groups of authors 
adhere to and deviate from the standardized 
rhetorical patterns of RA introduction that have 
been conceptualized by the CARS model (Swales, 
1990, 2004). In this section, our two research 
findings are discussed and compared with other 
existing literature.
Rhetorical differences and similarities in RA 
introductions written by the three groups of 
authors  

Related to comparing the rhetorical moves of 
RA introductions across three groups of authors, 
our study indicated that the authors from the 
Indonesian L1 group used move 1 most often, and 
it was similar to what the other groups did in the 
two other corpora (IA and Eng-FL). This is in line 
with what has been found by Arsyad and Wardhana 
(2014) that Indonesian authors, in the fields of 
social sciences, language studies, literature studies, 
and law sciences, used the communicative unit in 
the introductions to establish shared schemata and 
research areas, and the role of establishing territory 
is necessary for introducing, recognizing, and 
contextualizing the research area being conducted 
(Arianto, 2021; Chinaprayoon, 2016; Farnia & 
Barati, 2017; Wannaruk & Amnuai, 2016; Rochma 

2020). 
Besides, although move 1 appeared most 

often in the RA introductions written by the three 
groups of authors, the implementation of each step 
was different between one group and the others. 
As found in this study, the Indonesian L1 group 
used the step of making topic generalizations 
more than the step. Meanwhile, in the English 
RA introductions, claiming centrality should be 
used higher than the other steps since it elevates 
the persuasiveness and makes the proposed topics 
becomes more convincing (Arianto et al., 2023; 
Wang & Yang, 2015). It indicates that native 
Indonesian authors tend to put general statements 
in their RA introductions due to several factors. 
First, it might be the concept in their thought that 
using claims that aim to strengthen the research 
topic in move 1 is not something that should be 
highlighted. Besides, it might be due to the lack 
of reading sources so that they tend to only see the 
phenomena observed, and force them to be put in 
their research. Regardless of all, it should be noted 
that we did not evaluate which structure was good 
because, in a comparative study, we only looked 
at the characteristics of the rhetorical structures of 
the three groups of authors. It might be possible 
that the step of making topic generalizations is 
the most popular in Indonesian RA introductions, 
but perhaps, the specific rhetorical structures 
for writing RA introductions have not yet been 
developed in Indonesia (Safnil, 2003). There is a 
need to study the reasons why this step has become 
most popularly used in Indonesian-language 
journals, especially in applied linguistics journals.

A lack of reading existing studies and theories 
which are relevant to the topics the authors are 
interested in or appropriate with the authors’ 
disciplinarity may impact to lack of criticizing. As a 
consequence, it influences the quality of reviewing 
literature and fails to criticize and justify their 
positions in the study being proposed. Surprisingly, 
it happens to non-native authors causing the step 
of reviewing literature to appear inadequately 
(Farnia & Barati, 2017). In this study, the authors 
from the English FL group seemed to have an 
understanding of the importance of reviewing items 
of previous research, which appeared in 36.19%, 
and it was almost similar to that of the IA group 
(32.69%). It indicates that English FL authors are 
not influenced by the rhetorical culture of writing 
RA introductions in Indonesian, especially in 
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establishing the research area, by prioritizing the 
steps of claiming centrality and reviewing items 
of previous research. Workshops, short training, 
and genre-based mentoring (Arsyad et al., 2019; 
Arono & Arsyad, 2019) that they have participated 
in might have impacts on improving the quality of 
their RA introductions writing. 

Concerning the applications of steps in 
the move of establishing a niche, we found that 
non-native authors still inadequately used the 
research gap strategies, both in their English and 
Indonesian RA introductions. The research gap(s) 
can be identified if the authors take the step of 
reviewing items of previous research (Arianto, 
2021; Saricaoglu et al., 2021). In establishing a 
niche, the authors from the IA group relied more 
on the step of indicating research gap(s) (50 times) 
than the step of adding to what is known (once). 
This finding supports the claims of Arianto (2021), 
Arianto et al., (2021), Arianto and Basthomi (2021), 
and Rochma (2020) that international authors use 
indicating research gap(s) most often.

Another step, namely presenting positive 
justification, was not found in the RA introductions 
of the three groups of authors. This may be due to 
the development of knowledge and views about 
RA introduction writing that the steps of presenting 
positive justifications and adding to what is 
known do not optimally indicate the credibility 
of researchers. It is also similar to the other two 
groups in that the authors also prioritize the use 
of indicating research gap(s), which functions to 
show the novelty of the research (Abdolmalaki et 
al., 2019; Arianto et al., 2021; Arianto & Basthomi, 
2021; Chen & Li, 2019; Lim, 2012). However, the 
frequency of occurrence of the step of indicating 
research gap(s) by Indonesian authors is still few. 
The lack of reviewing previous studies impacts the 
lack of indicating research gap(s) (Arianto, 2021), 
and it happens to Indonesian L1 authors so that 
the application of the step of reviewing items of 
previous research is not optimally used. For English 
FL authors, it is assumed that the authors need to 
understand the strategies for indicating research 
gap(s) in English RA introductions. They may read 
studies focusing on the investigations of strategies 
for indicating research gap(s) (e.g., Arianto et al., 
2021; Chen & Li, 2019; Lim, 2012). 

Furthermore, we found the step of showing 
interest in conducting the study only in the 

Indonesian L1 group, whereas this step was 
not found in the other two groups. The lack of 
strong argumentation and logic for using this 
step might become a reason why this step is not 
considered important in English RAs published 
in international journals. Of course, showing the 
value of conducting research is very important 
(Lin, 2014; Shehzad, 2012), but the novelty of the 
research is not only limited to saying that someone 
is interested in conducting the research but it 
should also be followed by argumentative reasons 
and uniqueness of certain phenomena (Rochma et 
al., 2020). 

For move 3, it was found that the three 
groups used the step of announcing present 
work descriptively and/or purposefully more 
than the other steps, namely presenting research 
questions (RQs) or hypotheses, giving definitional 
clarifications, summarizing methods, announcing 
principal outcomes, stating the value of the present 
research, and outlining the structure of the paper. 
This finding is in line with the studies conducted by 
Rochma (2020) Sun and Crosthwaite (2022), and 
Swales and Feak (2004) that each introduction is 
obliged to indicate the purpose(s) of the research, 
especially in the introduction which does not have 
several subheadings. However, if the section is 
divided into several subheadings, such as literature 
review and research questions, it might be possible 
that more detailed research objectives will be found 
in the research questions section or the literature 
review section followed by research questions. It 
is also very interesting to examine the rhetorical 
structures of the RA introductions which consist of 
several subheadings.

Another important piece of information from 
this study is that the second most frequently used 
step by the three groups was the step of summarizing 
methods. It indicates that IA, English FL, and 
Indonesian L1 authors initially give clues in terms 
of collecting and analyzing data by stating what 
kinds of data they have obtained and what methods 
they have used. Additionally, it was found that the 
Indonesian L1 group used the step of stating the 
value of the present research more than the authors 
from the IA and English FL groups. This might be 
due to the lack of applying move 2, especially in 
the step of indicating research gap(s), so they try 
to convince readers by informing the benefits of 
their research to occupy the niche move. Besides, 
we also conclude what has been found related 
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to move 3 that the step of announcing principal 
outcomes is not quite important to be used in the 
introduction section because the authors mention 
it when pointing out the research gap(s), meaning 
indicating research gap(s) can predict the outcomes 
of research. Furthermore, the step of outlining 
the structure of the paper not only serves to lead 
readers’ interest to read other parts of RA but also 
provides brief information about the structures of 
the authors’ RA.
Rhetorical patterns in RA introductions written 
by the three groups of authors: Deviation or 
glocalization?

Concerning the pattern investigation, we 
found that some of the three groups of authors 
followed the common patterns of an RA 
introduction proposed by Swales (1990, 2004). 
As discussed earlier, Swales’ CARS model has 
classified the six patterns that are mostly used by 
authors in English RA introductions. Amnuai and 
Wannaruk (2013) also clarify and confirm what has 
been conceptualized in the theory. This study also 
indicates that the majority of non-native English 
authors undoubtedly still perform the pattern with 
no gap (M1-M3). Our result showed that Indonesian 
authors introduced their research topics via 
claiming centrality and topic generalizations, and 
then showed the lists of relevant studies conducted 
by previous authors. However, as they reviewed 
the studies, they only reported what the previous 
scholars did, and then jumped into announcing 
present work purposefully. This study supports 
the studies conducted by Briones (2012), Kafes 
(2018), and Farnia & Barati (2017). The omission 
may be due to the local culture the authors have 
and anticipation of risk and more face-threatening 
if they compare what had been done and what they 
will do by highlighting the limitations of previous 
studies. Hence, they omitted Move 2, which is 
claimed as the best strategy for presenting the 
research novelty and insights (Arianto et al., 2021; 
Chen & Li, 2019; Lim, 2012; Swales, 1999, 2004; 
Swales & Feak, 2004).

Moreover, our finding indicates that only 
two RA introductions follow the linear pattern 
of moves. It happens only in the English RA 
introductions written by IA and Eng-FL authors. 
Our finding contradicts Kafes’ (2018) findings 
that most international authors and native English 
authors still followed the linear pattern. It may be 

due to the sample we choose. In our case, the long 
introductions with no sub-headings still influence 
the authors to cyclically organize their texts. It 
conforms to what has been conceptualized by 
Swales (1990) that writing a long introduction tends 
to make it cyclical. We also support the claim of 
Shehzad (2012) and Swales (1990, 2004) who state 
that there must be potential iteration or cycling of 
patterns in certain RA introductions. 

Another important information that should be 
highlighted is that the linear pattern, we think, is not 
really popular in this current situation. The linear 
pattern could be a good way if the researchers to 
organize their RAs in which the introduction and 
literature review sections are separated by sub-
headings. It does not mean that we provoke others 
to be more cyclical, and the more cyclical the 
better the introductory sections can be produced. 
The linear pattern may also still be followed in 
writing long introductions if the research gaps 
the authors offer provide important, usefulness, 
challenges, uniqueness, and worth conducting 
that impress the editorial teams of the targeted 
journals (Arianto et al., 2023; Arianto et al., 2021; 
Swales, 1990). A sizable body of research that can 
be accessed in free and open-access journals that 
provide researchers inspiration also contributes to 
the advancement of knowledge and could make 
the authors critically review the previous studies. 
Therefore, introducing certain variables, proposing 
certain methods to solve problems, highlighting 
limitations, and contradicting previous studies to 
justify current issues may influence the authors to 
be more cyclical in writing RA introductions.  

Concerning the contravening patterns that 
have been found in this study, it indicates that the 
frequency of occurrence of contravening patterns in 
the two groups of authors, i.e., Eng-FL and Indo-L1, 
was more than 50%, and the violated orders also 
found in almost half of the RA introductions 
written by IA authors. This finding contrasted with 
Amnuai and Wannaruk (2013), Lin (2014), and 
Kafes (2018) who found that most international 
authors followed the common patterns that have 
been conceptualized in the CARS model, 85%, 
78,2%, and 64% respectively. The domination of 
contravening patterns found in our study might be 
due to the sample we and the previous researchers 
collected. The previous scholars focused on the 
RA introductions in applied linguistics in general, 
meaning that several sub-disciplines, such as 
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language testing, language teaching, second 
language research, translation, and second/ foreign 
language acquisition, were possibly included in 
their sample. Meanwhile, our study specifically 
focused on only one sub-field of applied linguistics, 
namely language teaching. Our findings highlight 
new insights that authors of language teaching 
do not constantly and accurately adhere to the 
common patterns of English RA introduction. 
Some of them may have liberal ways of forming 
their English RA introductions (Wakerkwa, 
2025). If further studies focused on any other sub-
disciplines in applied linguistics, they may find any 
other deviation patterns that may be indicated as 
their specific characteristics. Despite more than 
half of our research sample indicating deviations 
from CARS models (1990, 2004), all authors in 
this study still ended the section with Move 3. It 
is in line with what has been found by Lin (2014) 
who also found that most applied linguistic authors 
close their introductory sections by presenting the 
present work and indicate the literature content.

Moreover, the contravening patterns do not 
only happen in English RA introductions. Our 
study also suggests that the rhetorical patterns of 
Indonesian RA introductions are also different from 
the common patterns of Swales’ CARS model, 
and we believe that the pattern characteristics in 
Indonesian RA introductions are different from 
English counterparts. Arsyad (2000), who tried to 
examine the rhetorical patterns in Indonesian RA 
introduction found that authors from psychology, 
education, and economy usually order Move 1 to 
Move 3, and almost all of the authors cyclically 
order the two moves without considering Move 
2, and this can be an evidence that Indonesian 
RA introductions have very distinctive patterns. 
Surprisingly, in this current study, we found that 
native Indonesian language authors have realized 
the importance of justifying positionality, as seen 
from no introductions without Move 2. It can be 
assumed that non-native authors, in this current 
situation, believe that Move 2 in Indonesian RA 
introductions is of importance since to distinguish 
the proposed research from the existing ones, 
authors have to review what has been done by 
previous scholars and justify their research through 
indicating research gaps (Arianto et al., 2021; 
Deveci, 2020; Lim, 2012; Farnia & Barati, 2017). 
What we have found in this study can be considered 
a pattern model that can be followed by those who 

will write RA introductions in the Indonesian 
language.  

Swales’ (1990, 2004) CARS model is still 
used by previous scholars as a basic framework for 
identifying rhetorical patterns of Indonesian RA and 
master thesis introductions (e.g., Wakerswa, 2025; 
Warsidi, 2024). The framework can be considered 
useful as a foundation to find out the contravening 
patterns indicated in the authors’ academic texts. 
Therefore, we suggest future scholars also look 
at the contravening patterns that can be possibly 
found in other sections such as in the abstract, 
methods, findings, discussion, and conclusion 
sections. In our study, we used the model to not 
only indicate the contravening patterns but also to 
examine whether the contravening patterns found 
in Eng-FL groups have similarities to what has 
been found in the Indo-L1 group. Surprisingly, five 
out of nine contravening patterns in Indonesian 
RA introductions are also found in those written 
in English by native Indonesian authors. Even, one 
of them is also found in the two RA introductions 
written by international authors. 

The contravening patterns, which deviate 
from the CARS model, may also be caused by the 
cultural norm that is embedded in the rhetorical 
knowledge of authors. Besides, this might be due 
to the scientific tradition or practices in a particular 
discipline (Safnil, 2000). The contravening 
patterns can also be influenced by the rhetorical 
experiences and knowledge of authors, meaning 
as long as the communicative purposes appeared 
in each move substantially, the authors could 
organize their RA introductions with varied 
patterns. Moreover, we can also assume that the 
contravening rhetorical patterns, which appeared 
more than the conventional patterns in the Eng-FL 
group, are related to the issue of glocalization. We 
can argue that non-native authors have efforts to 
follow the English rhetorical conventions, but the 
national cultures they have might not intentionally 
fuse to their writings. In our context, we can see 
that the English RA introductions written by 
Indonesian authors, which also had been published 
in internationally reputable journals tend to transfer 
Indonesian rhetoric. 

Besides, world englishes affects the 
glocalization in which the speakers from non-
English countries use English varieties. The 
glocalization can also be specified in written 
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discourse in which the authors employ hybrid 
rhetorical practices in English research articles. We 
did not specifically choose the sample of English 
RA introductions written by international authors 
in this study, but we realize that some authors are 
from Asia. An author who collaborates with others 
from different countries, especially those who are 
from non-anglophone countries, such as Asian 
authors, may face different styles in writing due to 
their socio-cultural norms and values. It can be seen 
from the findings of our study that international 
authors have similar contravening patterns with 
what has been found in Eng-FL and Indo-L1 groups. 
Besides, the variations of rhetorical patterns of RA 
introductions may also be accepted in international 
journals whose editors and reviewers are also 
from non-English speaking countries. Future 
researchers, who will conduct comparative studies, 
may consider these issues to see the glocalized 
patterns in English RA introductions.

V. CONCLUSION
Non-Anglophone authors, such as 

Indonesians, may retain their national language 
as their rhetorical conventions in their English 
academic texts. Our study has explored the 
applications of moves, steps, and patterns in the 
RA introductions in the field of language teaching 
in English and the Indonesian language. We can 
conclude that the manifestations of moves and 
steps of the RA introductions written in English 
and Indonesian are quite different. Although there 
are differences in rhetorical structures in Moves 
1 and 2, research objectives are clearly explained 
at the end of the introduction section in the three 
groups of authors. In terms of rhetorical patterns, a 
circular and fairly long introduction of the research 
topic is used by Indonesian L1 authors in their 
English and Indonesian RA introductions, and 
most of them show salient deviations from Swales’ 
CARS model. Moreover, as found from our study, 
this can prove that the characteristics of language 
and patterns used by the Indonesian authors in the 
Indonesian RA introductions, especially the way 
they organize the communicative purposes, can be 
considered in writing English RA introductions. 
The contravening patterns that do not follow the 
conventional ones can be regarded as guidance 
since they appeared in the English RA introductions 
written by groups of authors who published their 
RAs in internationally reputable journals. 

Despite the contributions, this study also 
highlights some practical implications. First, 
although Indonesian authors (English FL) have 
adhered to the standards or rules for building their 
research topics, a deeper examination reveals that 
English FL and Indonesian L1 authors still need 
guidance, such as books or related sources, to learn, 
find, and indicate research gap(s). They should join 
activities, such as attending workshop activities, 
short training programs, short courses, and 
mentoring activities, to increase knowledge of how 
to review, criticize, and demonstrate the novelty 
of research through the identification of research 
gap(s). One thing to consider by English FL authors 
is that they need to increase the frequency of using 
the steps of summarizing methods, stating the value 
of the present research, and outlining the structure 
of the paper in their English RA introductions.

This study also has some limitations. While 
this study only focused on a specific discipline in 
applied linguistics, namely language teaching, this 
study may not capture the diversity of rhetorical 
styles in other sub-disciplines. Further studies may 
adopt similar methods to investigate larger data and 
a more diverse sample. Besides, further studies need 
to examine whether the authors show deviations 
from the CARS model in terms of organizing 
the other sections, such as methods, findings, 
and discussion sections. Besides, this study did 
not explicitly examine the linguistic features that 
characterize interlanguage investigations. Further 
studies may work on how metadiscourse features 
may shape writing practices across languages and 
sub-disciplines.  
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