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B, ASCRFY, BHRBEADE
DEEEY v —F VICB T A BEEDOE
Dot BEERIA v 2 ORGE

SO

1. I3UBHIC

FANER S ORI, BT DY v —F IV OMREE « it & ORI %
BHVAE W (FRA < K, 2011; Swales, 1990; Swales & Luebs, 2002),
SO —AFTHY, FhaINIFIEREICE L CHEL WHER
FEH B S (Charles, 2006a, 2006b) .

FICHEBR 22 v —F VT, WHE0 B IR e R rI Bk 2 RO 51
b T DEEIIHEICELH T S EFTIE Discussion & MEENHELEDETH
%, Nwogu (1997) OFED X HIZ, Z ZTld, Bl LR XOWER R
2, TNFETOREDTORFIZNDICH LWEBRZ T > 7o0dm U S5
Db, ZOB FATHERICERL, ZYUUERHEROBEEEERT
(Basturkmen, 2009), & 512, RIFFEZIRY BT 72036, BEAFTCIIM®
HINTWah > I FEL 2B 7=+ % (Bitchener & Basturkmen, 2006) .

ZOEIIZ, RMLICRXOH iz FHz 5DICHb R cEET
Z 5. FHZ, A OHGEZEM LG NOH L5008 EE b, &
FEm REEE L L WIFE BRI & > TERENE L Tldkh, TNETIDE
DIGEIZ X HDBFEIZEI L Tt LfEIdd F V% < 721> (Biber & Leech,
2002), F-FEEMEOEWHGESEE LT, 3 =20k ExiEH LKA
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{0 IZHEDOWe, BEIMED D Himstid e,
AT LA EORUCIER U, HEF GRS B T 5B EORICE LTS T,

WY P E LA GRS Do BARIIZIE, ZOFEIZET S a—/29h
"9@)@‘&@*0)—1% LR AR T b Flo, WmMXOMOEE NG E Lica—
INZ e T=7 EHIT 52 ET, BROEORBGER 7 7 25 — K&l
LTS, ZDFE Lee and Casal (2014) 7x & OELAF DS Cfl A tHIA
NENEZINDE A~y VERBICEHT 5,

2. fROER

21

8

ar X &

R DBL

Weissberg (1984) 25EXTCNWE KD, EHEM Y v —F VICEIRX
NBITIE, WX eET R E OBBIZHE > CTRET L LENH D, ZDRFE
1 72T\ Introduction, Method, Result, Discussion (IMRD) &5 4D
D L—"7 (Move) THh% (Salager-Meyer, 1992; Wood,1982), J&1THF4E
TlZ, IMRDOZZEIZENWCEXFITHELRH Y, TNICH > TREER
HHEITHLEEZ BN TS (West, 1980; 4y « 177 « 15K, 2011),

B I E BRI B S N A 72D, N6 D LA—TI2ih - 72 kT,

R 2 BRSO EZ @D 5B H 5 (Gilbert &
Mulkay, 1984; Jordan, 1997; #14+, 2012a, 2012b), $21%, FFcHIImE
HEVIRENI—EDHTA R T4 V2R ->C, EHINmXOH -7
HENCRE T 2FHEZ4T5 . Z OB, FRHOEET 5203 BEOETHY, &
HeboL UCUToOBEEANH S (F1F, 2015, 2016),

1. The interpretation and conclusions are justified by the results.

2. The relationship between theory and practice is well-developed.
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1%, BUROMRCOHFTE D&Y, RSN OERIZK > ToAk
HUNCHERCE A0 Th D, £/2218, wRXOFTIRAR LIRS, Eh
DRERTRENTEENEEDTICBEMS T OEN TV L0 TH S (Yang &
Allison, 2003),

Lo ULiah s, BLEOBRIZETHAIMEILIINETHEN Lk, 2D
—OOMAE, MROFLOHERICE T, HrsimmovligE s, ¥
APNTITRBHICES ZENTE D, 2Dk, H—RitilEE
EFLIZSWEFZEZ BN Tz (Hopkins, 1985; Pen, 1987)

Z D& eF, Nwogu (1997) 1% 32D Move THEIN TS EHEX
Too FT RN RZ B RIE, FHEORREFELIEX 5, &KE
IR Z b ND END A—TThbH, ZHIZH LT Lewin et al. (2001)
1%, BN ROFHEZITY, ZOFEIHWIEDREZ B DN
EFEL, o, PEHINZEDDDOKGEERET 5 X D12, Tk
DR AWML 72 LT, WmXOfEEZRXNAENEELTWE, IHIC
Swales (2004) &, ZETH@MLTIoMETCE L - HHAR, RAD
& 5 7% Limitation of the study & UCRL#ET 5 Z & 2RI HENDHH &

BTN 5,

INHOW|E, ZOROUEICEHL T2 RRE 52 Tnd, L)
LR E L, TR RO OBHHE D %< 1n<, FREDRWEIK
DML DI % 538 U TSR0 & DR EN e MRFGED T 5,

22 BEIBITIBIANYIOMER

Swales (2004) 2\ XTNDHEHIZ, HFLETIIEROMRICESE, F
HFOHmLEICE LT 5, ZOBE, BERERT LDIZEEDRRAEADS
7=, LT LLETIRBELXH D LIRS RN, ZD%E, fatdks
OHHNZ TR 5 HB T~y ¥ (Hedge) #IEHT 52 L1275,

ANy VidiEama B L, BRI Z Gk TEEIC T A0 IcFEHR I NS,
FEHBMET AEENWEGEHHT ET, EnErbOMHIHA 5 Z EN



90

e & 72 % (Koutsantoni, 2004), JefTHIZEICEWNWT, Ny DIZIEEIZ 2D
DFEENDHH EEZ BN TS (] Vartala, 1999; Vassileva, 2001), Z1
1%, FLROMRMHEX %I I LLFE (approximator) &, LERDHERE OE &
WEEgH DY —)V R (shield) THb,

ARG, FRREE, S X IREZEIRIC S 2 D D TERONEIC
M2 & 7= WBHd %, ROFITIE, EROEBLE LT HERIC almost T, 1ZHF
FLWEL, around T, BEKZ40% EREHT 2 2 & TRERZIEN LT
%o
It is likely that the above-mentioned age-related difference in the amount of
contact with speakers of the target language explains the fact that for adult

learners, language-related attitudes and Ideal L2 Self variables play almost

equal roles, explaining around 40% of the variation in motivated behavior.

¥ =)V K CIRRE OEBEIEREFE I MEDN 5, TOBI, HFEICK -
THELNIGHUZE X T HBRZ, suggests & WD Bhia % i W BrE O E K%
FHTND, X5, HAEM R FRICIIPEERA 2 nTGE: & 7% 3R B EhRA
couldz A% Z &T, #HNTHT SB5HH% LT s,

We offer evidence that suggests that institutional environments could affect

executives and firm performance (Rose, 2004) .

LLED & SIS, BISHDH 25560, B, HEREDRVED ATHE
KR OTERD —HMEICH AR EDRDHLGEIT~ Yy VM2, #H
CHTD > THILT 52 ENTED, A/ bad oy a VOREEROEE
W Uy (2013) OWIJETIE, BEDTID A v ¥ DIEBEEIE EIC
LZLHIN TV, LML, TRETERORICENEZ YTy VDG
RIFEIZBET % B EHER LW EEE 2 20,
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23 EEQOEDL—T

AT RIC BT L EZORICEAT IR REZ DD &, TR ITREHNE
BHUTOLD b DTHS (Swales & Luebs, 2002; 4, 2016) o

WIS TFIZ E DX D BT LD
WFFRRRRE % WA TR L 72 D

WRDBED B ED X BN 2RmB %55 Nn-0n
. SBROMEREIED XD b D

- W N

FRCEZELZROE, ZNECOWMRE IR, EOXD il 5k
HAT > TN DNT, FATHERZHENHOENZ L TN ZETHh S,

A (2016) Tid, BLEO4DOREHE 272 X0 BENRKRD XS /s
L—=T PR LIz (p.198),

L—"71  WIRBRDOE &8
(1) DT LR IC BT 2 15
(2) M 5L DOFHERR
(3) #ERDMEH
LH—"72 : ZTNETOWTE & B U =7 7R
(1) EATHFEOREE ED XD IZHTE L Th D h
(2) HHLDIA
(3) IR T HAERE, ZDiH
L—7 3 BERAORIE &7 A R SE R O F R
(1) BFFERRIC D < BELRmAY R
(2) WFFEDMRACHIE S (limitations)
(3) WITATH NEHFTEE
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ZD3DDL—=TRHLEENAELR DY, HEOBIZSE LInD, L
HUEDD, {FL—TICBT5, L0 BERFHEIVGESREC, DRLE
BICBELT, THICHeNcENTNDLEREER B, /o, Ak L~
v YD =)V B EE E EOREFTCHE D DI TR, REEDHEE
R BET DB, ZN O DOBRIIRICEEIC > T 2 &b b,

3. W%

LU ED &2 7eBmih AR, St O BB O R X 7o a — /3
A T=YEFMT DI EICLY, EROBOREGE®, BR)E DB
LT 522 HIE L TWD, 2O, FRC~y YRBUCEH
T2, MRICNAEZFCE 5720, thaklts, AR, BB E
DRI 12 FEFEIT K 2 Ffiam L2 T %,

3.1 OA—/NZX - F—aE:PE

AT =213, BAREE, H2PEoRy « 5, ASRHEOIGH E 5

FICB T HREWLHTEE LT, /87 b7 7 278 —DEmniidaiic
RSNz EAT, NI BARN Y v —F VR TH S,

« HIRF}F « Science, Nature
s HEBE - International Economic Review, Journal of Management

o NXFEFS © Modern Language Journal, Language Learning

N5 6 ZED20064F K V20114128 # & N7 WFFEam S0 6, B —FHD
PERA T+ TERDNAITARZZNZENDET Y v —F b Hy T v
O—RLTFX M7 7 AWVICEBR LT, ZDEFTI02AK DR XIZ X 5855
BA05HEED 3 —/82 « T =9 ZEK L7z, ZDH D Discussion & L TH
RMENTWEE, FRWRINTOWRENWEEE, ZTNERFEOEORS
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79,8765 % $& % Hi L Discussion Corpus Data (DCD) Z{ERK L7z, Z ®DCD
BT 2 AME DS WVEEERZIER Lz, EHIC, mXOthoE s S]
a—/32E LU AEH L,

32 AFGE

DCD# AT D FIE % HIZ, T —/XZ5H ) 7 N ThD AntConk D
Windows W3.5.7" %V FERDW AT - 1o £, AR Z &
572D Wordlist BBEZ VY, EMZO30FEZ IR LTz, M, 55 & LT
F1ICHEOEW L5055 2B L T b,

T, DCD &3V O iam LD 3 —/ N 2851007 5 2 He U
FExr (Keyword) ZHhH U7z, AntConc @ Keyword D HrtE&FIH L,
DCDOFsEEE 2 Lce Z D9 #)1k1E, Log Likelihood 7 & MZ X -
T Keyness pEH T %, fREN L a3 —/SZWFFETH % Rayson and Garside
(2000) % Nelson (2006) 1= & % &, 3 = OBMED15.13L4 LA p <0.0001
DWHERTHAMICEREEEZEZ BN TW 5D, Keyword 0HTiz X Wi Xz
EGER, FMmCOEROEICE T, O N SRR R &
5,

/o, BROBETHABES VR, WXOT TREMICED LS
ZHEONTNDEDN T T AY —niiatr -1z, ZOFEE, EEOFEORS
U X DOWKREIZ M L, EBEOT 71280 2 AEPER T XV W
IZT& %, AntConc D7 Z A5 —DHHEREIC KV FE DFEED A ICHIN
%, 2= 5aEDBENVORELOPTHEDESWDH OZ MM Lic, 2 HFEGE
DI F AT —HENEWRIIE, ERORICE T 2REEHER L.
s (2016) T, ZOFEICET DA v Y OIEHTEICREEOME D H
LT EDRRINT WS, ZORMERERICELEZ S T, HMEDLS
RFFRIZEY, HEMCEEEO S, BEORICET SHEGEEOM A

1) FfEH A Laurence Anthony KA Lica v a vy v 2«7 b =7
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Mz fifEd 52 EnTE T,

4. &R

41 ZBETEH{fEHhBEE

FEE) 2 MO ORERN BB ON, BLEOETE L b b L7305
TR I1IORL TV, EMITEREROBEDESWIHTHY, FEILAEH
@D DCD @ a3 —/RZTHH XN/ TH 5,

EREOETFHE DR DI the T2891[8] & 72 5 T b, i\ T of
to, in, and 7 & DKEBERE (function word) 2MEWTCWb, Z DX D ixik%E
N EALICEHN D DE, T8 (2015) Oa—20HEFIERICTHY, X
BOWGE T — /X2 T =8 %W Lic— M7l Cdh 5, N RE (content
word) & LTI, 6(7IZ that 23917 DL & L Th BN, 1167IC this
MN3BOFE L7 > Tnd, ZNOHDORAFANDLHIND DN—D DR
EEZX B,

£1 ZZBOEDCDICH T 3EEHD EAI305E

AL A B Iz, A B
1 THE 2891 16 BY 283
2 OF 1898 17 NOT 271
3 TO 1368 18 THEIR 265
4 IN 1332 19 IT 232
5 AND 1326 20 MORE 226
6 THAT 917 21 WE 224
7 A 781 22 HAVE 223
8 IS 484 23 LANGUAGE 204
9 FOR 453 24 LEARNING 203

10 AS 430 25 THESE 202
11 THIS 385 26 WAS 200
12 ON 361 27 AN 197
13 WITH 355 28 OUR 196
14 BE 351 29 FROM 191
15 ARE 291 30 OR 186
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42 EREOEDOHH

# 212 DCD &,
MRZLEDTN D, R

)
an

AN IR LD DEE F LDl a— /N2 E R LT
FEDPAE X %37 Keyness DED KA & WIHIZ56

METHRTND, ZOEAKZVEEZLYS T —/ 2B 5 KV W
FMGE L 725, AR & 917, 2 ORE15.1300 EA% p <0.0001DFER T

i)

-

ROMEARZHE E LT b,

rR2 BEOEOHHEE

BERE2, R2 TR, BROBETHEDON TS ZNZNDGE

N3z SR Git] B | Keyness || JIEfi REEE % | Keyness
1 THAT 917 | 246.07 29 THEY 161 57.27
2 TO 1368 | 234.41 30 DID 70 57.08
3 LEARNERS 184 171.91 31 | GOVERNANCE 49 56.27
4 OUR 196 162.44 32 IN 1332 56.16
5 FINDINGS 87 138.22 33 THAN 157 55.96
6 THEIR 265 131.05 34 PATTERNS 42 55.09
7 MORE 226 127.46 35 LIKELY 52 54.60
8 DISTRIBUTED 35 114.31 36 EXPOSURE 40 54.47
9 BE 351 109.06 37 WOULD 108 53.07
10 STUDY 182 104.58 38 SUGGESTS 44 52.25
11 HAVE 223 103.86 39 WRITERS 27 50.87
12 | SITUATIONAL 24 97.09 40 ABSTRACT 25 49.39
13 PARTNER 23 93.73 41 | DISPOSITIONAL 9 48.96
14 DISCUSSION 62 93.58 42 GENDER 53 48.49
15 MAY 151 93.11 43 | PERFORMANCE 128 48.22
16 THIS 385 91.56 44 AS 430 47.08
17 | ATTRIBUTION 26 87.81 45 ALSO 144 46.32
18 NOT 271 85.27 46 SUGGEST 41 45.07
19 MIGHT 78 81.57 47 LEGITIMACY 30 44.73
20 THESE 202 74.56 48 IMPORTANT 67 43.87
21 IT 232 67.92 49 POSSESSIVE 24 43.71
22 TOKENISM 11 67.67 50 INPUT 44 43.65
23 FINDING 38 62.02 51 HYPERNYMIC 7 43.06
24 COLLOCATED 10 61.52 52 HYPERNYMY 7 43.06
25 | ATTRIBUTIONS 21 61.04 53 CORPORATE 51 42.53
26 COMPOUNDS 42 59.39 54 | DIFFERENCES 73 41.85
27 WORDS 83 57.99 55 ADVANCED 35 41.55
28 LEXICAL 51 57.95 56 ALTHOUGH 76 40.82
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K212K5E, ZOETROFHEILFEREIINRAL that TIL7REIEH X
N, Keyness 13246.07X 721, 27V OMERTHREW RREEE S X 5. it
W to D Keyness 53234.41CTh 5, to DI, that IZHX2 EHHEI
VDS, FEEGE & LT Keyness 2MEW DI, DGR DEIZE N T H to
D HEEA that IZHERTEWNETH D, ZOFIOXSIZ, BIZHBLE
Ba LT TED B WERD, FEEEDITICX > THEIZ 25,
3% H OB HGEEL learners THY, 184 I XN, Keyness 12171.91&
725 TND, DX ICHEGEEE L COIERICHGET 5 Z L b EETH S,
Lo L, i EN 7z B56REZ R OMEELER TE EHL I ET, 20D

IZE T DFEGEDIERTEN K VFE LS HMTX 2,

DCD 73 OFSRG SN 7z EAB6IZIE T D4 HEE L, LT DK D 727 v —

2N, (1) may I ERERIO~N v v, (2) EBRIEDFERD
RRIZEbN HeE5E (6] study), (3) BUEROIRICEEET 585 (F
findings), (4) fX&& (Bl we), (B) ZOMTH %, MEDHFRDORIHRD
5, SEOBEETIE (1) ORFEERIO~ v v Mo 5,

43 BERROAY I ELTEDNZER

BEOBDORHEGEE L CHE R~y VBB OFEEZR3ICEF EHTN
%o MENLIZFEEGEE DR COIENLTH Y, HEHDCDEBRIZI VT 2 H [BI%K
Lt > TW5b, KeynessldfFHah & L COMETETH S, UUF, &FEED
BOFIE, 3 —/SZHNOHEZ/RL TS, Ny DITHASDOFEERETTD,
B OUREEDERIZRT, ZDHIZMEZ 55H 5855 O may
(151), might (78) A& << TW\Wb, Fi, HiERT likely (52) A3
Ny VERIHEFE L TEL b d, £REETHAINS would
(108) HHHGE L 72 > T B, BIEATIE, R E%ERRT 2 suggest (41),
suggests (44) N ENTz, U MICZNZNDOFEREIZEET 527 7 X5 —
D EAT,
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K3 EBBOEICHTBIAY IRBOHHGE
g RS #E | Keyness

15 MAY 151 93.11
19 MIGHT 78 81.57
35 LIKELY 52 54.60
37 WOULD 108 53.07

38 SUGGESTS 44 52.25
46 SUGGEST 41 45.07

431 may DY 7 ZXE2—3

F9°, FHCHABE DBV may ICEWT 255 ETHERENS 27 724
—%Hi Lice K42 T XY —OHEDOEWIRIZENTWS, kb
D13 may be T45[RIfHH X Tz, iV T may have £323[0], may not A%
UEITH Tz TNOEDI FTXY =% DI —/NZIZETHT ¥ A NTH
MLiz&E 2D, kDX ERAENRRONT-, KHIZKT HiE5 &2 DM,
FATHIFR OREDOIERE, B OMREORA, FROMRDO~N Y v, RO
KOWMTEANDRRTH D, DNFICEEF % AT <,

£4 may DY I XE—ER

IEfz | AEEE Item
1 45 may be
2 23 may have
3 14 may not
4 7 may also
5 8 it may
6 7 this may
7 7 they may
8 6 may have been
9 5 may help
10 5 may not be
11 5 that may
12 4 may be that
13 4 which may
14 4 and may
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ARSI AR &2 DO

ZOMEN may OFEHATIEHES ZH 57, Bl 1 TIlJ, explain our
contradictory findings &, FET DGR Z & & T K may
explain ERE L T35,

11  This may explain our contradictory findings when testing the
interaction of accountable to mixed audiences and form of accounting on

correlational accuracy and differential accuracy.

o TATWFIE OO FE
B2 T, EATHRTRINIEFELF L, BHTHAHH, TIEHE
IR AR E N RN T EHIERTT AFRFZ may > T b,

12 This may be quick and easy, but also could be inaccurate and

destructive to collaboration.

* H9 DIFFEDFR G

B3 Cl, ERRICEEN L >R F2Y, TMILIeh - RIS E Y
52 TnWbZ ExHEMT SRFIZ may contribute to &FBLL TWhb, il 4
1%, OO TR B > 1-/EH, EROERICEEY 5 2 7-0]
AEMEIC DWW T may Z Y > ClRNRA 2R LT 5,

%13 Factors not included here, such as CEO traits and purely behavioral
elements some individuals may be more prone to lying and cheating than

others may contribute to the event of misleading disclosures.

%14  We did not examine attributions under distributed and collocated

conditions when expectations are met. In addition, factors beyond
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distributed work configuration may affect the processes of interest.

c FERDIRD~ v ¥
FLREPET D ER DT R DOBERZ RS DR, #1156 DX 512 may %
Ny D ELTHEWEITEZSH TN D,

515  We propose that the differential propensity of pericytes to secrete
S1P may be a key factor determining whether S1P receptor expressing

cells undergo reverse transmigration across blood vessels.

* Rk obgE\DR%
FER DUFFEERE O BARN 7o 6 A5k 2 e 3~ 2 IRE1C, 6116 D K5 1 may
be possible by & WO THI/RL TN\ 5,

16 A priority for future work should be to estimate a date for the
mixture, which may be possible by studying the length of stretches of

ANI ancestry in these samples.

432 might®y 5 X3 —44F

#51E might D27 F 2% —IZB L THEDSWIHIZE X TS, mdH
WD IEmight be T4l H X T 7=, KT might also &, might have
NIEITH>Tce TNODI TAY —%IDTF A MTHERLIZEZ 5,
ROXS I AENRONT, REICRT DR EZ DM, LATHIEOMR
BOER, B9 OWREORE, EOMRO~Ny v, FROMWTENDRER
Th b, UTICEMAEHIZ R THL,
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X5 might 77 X2 —2hiER

JERE | AERE Item
1 24 might be
2 9 might also
3 9 might have
4 4 it might
5 4 this might
6 3 that might
7 3 might also be
8 2 might be an
9 2 might be that
10 2 might have been
11 2 might influence
12 2 might lead
13 2 might not

might O H751E may ELLCTWz, LA LETFE OEE O FERIZ 1T
b TWieh 57z, £7z, may TRER SN 57228, WL H % Fik
BT B 72O DB DOFTRIZ I Tz,

s A DFER
B 7 TlX, BLEOEORINZ, WRDIGEDAITH > 7= D TR
5728 might ZHNEI L T b,

517  The study reported here adds a native-speaker dimension to the
nonnative speaker study in order to see whether effects that might be
ascribed to the demands of processing an imperfectly known language are

better ascribed to the demands of processing a task.

AT B R & 2 D
18 1%, FEESEE & VM HIT 5EENHS - L% there might
be &1V KB TRIEL TS,
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%18  Consequently, there might be some other institutional elements that
more parsimoniously explain and predict variance in the perceived

legitimacy of corporate governance practices around the world.

* B OBFFEDOIRA
B9 Tix, BOOWEORAL LT, MREZIDISRET DI,
DBGEZE T 5 2 ELRY D HATHEMEZ R L T D,

519 To better illustrate our findings, it might be useful to examine the

corporate governance dynamics in the three largest economies in the

world.

< FERDOBRD~N v ¥
RO A 1T OIZHI107TlE might have Z i, WIS %555~ v ¥
EH LT 5,

%110 Drawing on these richer representations might have facilitated

production.

* FERDWFFEN DR
B, FERDOHISEDRE % might be needed ZHWHERL TWD, =
DEZIZEFRENLTEET 2 EERS RO TERZIEDH TN B,

#1111  Again, a closer examination of L2-to-L1 vowel category mappings

might be needed to fully account for these differences.

4.3.3 likelyD 7 5 X 52—k
likely D2 5 28 =R R &K 6 IR LT 5,
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%6 likely7 5 X2 —3 &R

JERE | AERE Item
1 30 likely to
2 13 more likely
3 12 is likely
4 8 are likely
5 7 likely to be
6 5 likely that
7 4 likely than
8 3 are more likely
9 3 it is likely
10 5 less likely
11 3 most likely
12 3 much more likely

H LD likely to T30MEEEH EN Tiio, K2ORHEEE O FBE
IZEWTLETREDOM LD T, 6EHENIDI TAY —Thb, K
122\ D more likely T13[E1Tdh - 7z, KW T is likely H312[8], are likely
N8 lE, be Bhidx £k - =KW %) - 1=, likely 1A, FHiE
DEMZRITRFEONDD, THTIv 7 « FAT 4 V7B T HEAE
W EICBE L C, BEETEOLEVmESHN TR, EBROT F X b
YT HE, BREORIIKEITHING Y TRV —DHEAMERBLE LT,
FERI2 EDBRD Ny U &, #ROMHUTT 5~y VRGN, T
ICHAARBZ BT <,

cFEBREEDH LOEREDN Y ¥

B1127ClZ, It is likely that Z{#i\), that SiOFEROBEHIZ~N Y DZFN
TEEEFHOH TS, Hi131E, 2 OD T I —TFDHE DR % more likely
to ~than IZ &1, LD ENWIRB TNy V%T->TNW5,

%112 Tt is likely that these mobile 24-nt sSRNAs are produced by DCL3.

5113  Participants who were given a situational explanation for their
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partner’s failure were significantly more likely to make situational
attributions than participants who did not receive a situational

explanation.

s FERORRICKT T BNy ¥

RO AT HEIZ, $1147TlE may be most likely to Z# v~ v P %
7> T3, $l151% are more likely to Z i\, WD R WREZEBEHEKT
LEBICBET 2EFEZ FOMRICAN Y V&T> T 5,

%114 Deindividuation may be most likely to occur when interdependence

is weak.

#5115  Very good performers are more likely to leave if they believe that

they receive rewards disproportionate to their contributions.

434 would DY Z X5 —534h

K712 would D7 T 28 =i RERL TN D, OBEDENDIE
would be T41mIH X Tz, K 2 OFFEGEDRIHBIE T would DA RT
121087 DT, 4ELES DRI DI TRAY —Th b, RIZEWDD would
have Cl4[0lTH 5 7=, #e\ T it would £314[1], they would 2% 8 [5], would
notH 7 [al & 72 5 TW7=, would be &, it would be D27 T 2% —& LT
b ZENED 5T, would 1, SEOWARENONWEZRT, £
T3l OFCEERC N ERAE E LT Tk, ZOHT, Ny &L
TEELDIL, SEROMIERENDORUEZ RIHEREOMNTT T - 7.

* FEROBFFEN D BARK) 7R ik
BI16Tld, FEROWEADRKRE LT, —DOWERICHET 5 hikER
L Tnd, XpI17ClE, MET—~Thsd, MBICET 2D %
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x7 would 77 X2 —iER

JERE | AERE Item
1 41 would be
2 14 would have
3 14 it would
4 8 they would
5 7 would not
6 3 would also
7 3 would be useful
8 3 would not have
9 3 differences would
10 3 this would
11 3 we would

BEES 2R E, ZOEMER R 2 DOHECEL H S 2 &2l T %,
INHIE, WINOREEDEH D DOWITE TRV RZ 7 - TiEICA§ 2,
SGROMFEANDRZETH 272, FOER s~y DMV ERZIHD TN D,

%116 However, it would be useful for future research to integrate these

patterns in a single study.

5117  Future research examining other institutional variables would be
valuable and interesting. For example, it would be interesting to
investigate how other regulatory institutions. Similarly, it would be

valuable to examine how other cognitive institutions.

o B OIE RSP R FRE
FI181%, — oD ufEM: % R HHZ would Z i > TW 5, HI191%, KEK
D would have been C, EBEICIZHV 2 e -7 Z EDRHZ LT 5,

%118 If this idea is valid, then learners would process possessive

morphemes within compounds more quickly than regular plurals.
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#4119 Using this strategy, victims of harassment would have been less

likely to report their experiences.

4.3.5 suggest(s) DY 7 X2 —3HER

F8lZsuggest(s) D27 T A Y =Rl Thbd, BEDEWDIL
suggests that 2368[1l, suggest that 2362[8] T#H %, F7= results suggest 2°
16[m & 75 5> T b, FEFBEIHEOD result suggests 23% < i DI, WFED
FERD—DEND ZEDHIEN S TH A, research suggests H12[01 & %
<, data suggest »° 8 [7], findings suggest (£ 8l & /x> TWW5b, 7z,
suggested that & WO ZEREDTZ S 8 A I N T 5,

HARGIE UTHI20TIE, BB RET A2 EICERLTNWS
FEIC i T 5, BI21TIE, WRICKZREEIRT DRI T HIRFIC
This finding suggestsZ{HH L T\ 5, BLOEIZH W TEERER 2 &0t
Bz T RS, B9 L HEHEORRERZHNTE 5D TIEHRNDT,
I N B O suggest B D 7 T XY — T~y V(T > T b,

%120 Our research suggests that the passing of laws is not enough.

5121 This finding suggests a solution to the problem of exacerbated

attribution error in distributed collaboration.

F22CI1E, TATHIRCRBINLZ Ex2Mlied 52 LICE T AHFIC
suggested 2MEDOIL TN 5, James (2007) TREIN T2 Z EZWZET
MR L1 Z & &l R 5,

5122 Learners’ attitudes to L2 speakers as suggested by James (2007).
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#8 suggest(s) 77X F—DhtER

lEfz | SR Item
1 68 suggests that
2 62 suggest that
3 16 results suggest
4 16 suggests that the
5 14 results suggest that
6 12 research suggests
7 12 research suggests that
8 12 suggest that the
9 10 suggesting that
10 8 also suggest
11 8 data suggest
12 8 data suggest that
13 8 finding suggests
14 8 suggested that
15 8 This suggests
16 8 This suggests that
17 8 which suggests
18 8 which suggests that
19 6 findings suggest
20 6 results suggest that the
21 6 suggest the
22 6 suggested by
23 6 This finding suggests
24 6 to suggest

44 HROFED

i (2016) TREINLCERDOREIIETL32DL—TE, ThZh
DO FNEE D L—71Z, ZEION Y OSSR CHit Sz BERE %
MAEIIZF LD,

FEAEDL—=TTNy VHERINTNWS, fi4HE, 2—710D (2)
DM HTEDOHHERDL—TThbH, Z21%, wmXiCET5HEOR
(Method) Td 1, BEICEIR Lo FiEaBEMRTHRNS70D, FHROW
HTHY, Ny rEHSDNENHERDbNS,

L—"7 1 ClE, (1) THEDE R0 RGmIZ BT 2 1l 2 b X 2 BRIZ might
be Zfi->Tnb, £7z, (3) OEBROKRZIMFAT HERIC may be a key
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X9 ERDEDEL—TENY T DEFHERR

L= 1 HITERRDE £
(1) WHEDT R PamIZ B9 2 ik
~might be (f17)
(Z) ST DT HERE.
(3) FER DT
may be a key factor (£l 5), may be most likely to (f114)

L—"72 1 ZNECOBITE & B U 7oz lemng

1) FATHREOBELZ ED XS IZHi5E L THHh
---as suggested by (f§22)

(2) FBL DI
---significantly more likely to (#13)
It is likely that (f112)

(3) BERIZAT HE5HRE, OB
This may explain (% 1), ---there might be some other ({1 8)

L—7 3 FEERARYE & T e e O 4R

(1) BFZER RIS < BERIRR
Our research suggests (f120)

(2) BFFEOBRACRIE R
may affect (5 4) , it might be useful (]9 )
would have been (fI19)

(3) WIZAT D NE RS

may be possible (] 6), ---might be needed to (f111)

it would be useful for future research (f116)
it would be interesting to investigate (f4/17)
it would be valuable to examine ($117)

factor, may be most likely to EWH T~y % L TW5%, key factor X
most likely ZEI3BRFARITH 52, ZODHIIZ may be E WD Ny V& fHT
TRZFOHHZ LT,

L—"7 2T (1) ORATHFEDOHEIZ DWW T E M HEIT as suggested by
RIBINDENI ANy PEIT->TNWD, IHIZ (2) FEORBRTIE
significantly more likely to *°, It is likely that &\ R THEDWIE %

FOTHMLTW5D, £z, 3) ORI T A/ERE, ZOFMMHATIE
This may explain *° there might be some other M3 — )l K FH CHEim D5
FANDBRIZHLL T B,

L—=T3ICENT, 1) OWFFERRICHED < HEwRRE T, Our
research suggests &\ REL T DREZ BTN 5, F£7z, (2) WL
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DR AR AT, it might be useful, would have been C, HF3EDE
SIZBAL Ty — WV R CERBZFHD TN S, RED (3) KIZITHI NEHEE
12, EL DNy IR TN Tnad, KRENRIEIZE L T may be
possible, might be needed to &\ FEZ - T\b, £z, X0 MKW
Te $EE & {7 O WFIZ, it would be useful for future research, it would be
interesting to investigate, it would be valuable to examine &\ {REH 72
FAEED would ZfE/H L T\ 5, may, might iZ—f%F 7R ROWFIEIZEES
2, would IZ XV BAMRREZITH Z LIl b,

5. ¥&&

THTIvZTAT 4 V7RI BFMam LD ClE, ZNETH~
e TON T &E Too R, BREORHHZ BAEMICRZ S EW S IV
AROGEEEEIZ > Tnd, FTH, A v by vy s VOREIZBIL TS,
L—T B Rt iR Tk b LI N TV, —T, TNETH
BOBEDOWGELH VRIS HEATE DT, Fiiawm L DREED %< 7,
fhDFE /L ST, ZOEBZXHIELINTNWD EIEE X 20, — %I,
BREORIANE IEHEINDLEEZENTWED, EBOK L—TIZHBT
2B 7 BB O B IS D W TR 72 - TUZ W e 5 72,

AR TIEZ ORICTER L, &0 EEWREEOHRER Y F 25 —4)
Wra%fid 5 BT, thakty, AR, BARRYO 3200 2x4%
E LTz TSRS O — Mk stz 570 CTh %, FRTA /X2
N7y 2y —inEDE, RENLFAMMEEITIBE I NGRS D 2 —
INZZREE LT, £77, 102K DORENGR IO OB LEDEDS0,915:8 & Tk X
L, DCD 2 —NNZZMEFE LIz, ZOa—/XZA%&HEHL, 5 X Mot
XV EHEE OO EERE AR U, fSRE L TEHINGEREOKE
DA H R T D Z ENATRES I 5 7o, X BIZ BB DREDHHYGE & i
T 2012, AWFFECIE LZmIcB T2 oED I —/8Z « F—9 %
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ZHa—/N2 & Lz, Keyword 7HT DFEFRIZK Y, Keyness DED K X
56 AR LTce ZORERELT, (1) BERIO~Ny Y, (2) £
72 EDRERDORBIZMON HEE%, (3) BEROFRICHEET 558, @) R
%, (5) Zofth, LlkbrBBEN PN TE

LEN, ZNHOFHEEDOFNS (1) BERE O~y DICER L, 3R
MIRFEEIZDONWT Y T XY — i AT ORGE L 7ce 2N HI3EB BRI O
may, might, would*®, & likely, FhiddD suggest(s) ThH -7z, <
NEND7 Z 257 =% (2016) THRREINTZELZDOEDE L—TIZEH
WC, EDQXDICflib s DR LIz, ZOHT, MRERROEEDHE
1O L—7 11805, 2) HEOFRMRDME, £ TDL—TTA
v UBEH I N TV,

25— 1 Tld, may *® might ®7 5 2% =K EIZHbN, HROK
RarFbdTWic, A—=T7 23 MIDL—"7 Z EITRENI e~ v DREN
RN T\, iz, (1) OEITHIEOFEOHSE TIE suggest D7
TRy —=pMEbi, (2) OFBLOFRATII likely D2 F X8 —h4% < ffib
Nd, 61, 3) WEICKT HEHRE, ZOFHMTIEL, may X° might 23
WHENTWz, A—73H PO L—"7 TNy 2O FREN R > T
Wize (1) BFFERCRICES < BlERRE ClX, Bhaal 0 suggest A5,
(2) WHEDRACHERIZIT UL, BIENEI O may *° might &, would
MEHINTWe, (3) KIZ T NEWEEDOMATTlE, may be possible
*° --'might be needed to DX I IZKENLRBEEKTEDLRD -T2, F-
BARMRIREE LT, it wouldbe D7 Z 29 —03% {HH XN A AN H
-7

INHOBRIE, EEEMGEEICS R 25880, X OERDRE
TPESTLHEOSEIC D LN S, kL&, faedld, &
INTEMDS, FFEDWIIEHEIR CEDRLE % H6> 2 Dh, F1-¥/- /e Emk
DM 72 D EEIRT 5, KT, BEEDRILDOFIRZT L >0 L,
SO e IR TE TN D0 % I DETCHLRT 5, ZDX
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D ISR HERE Lt s e T 57002, AR TH SN s TeNy
VRBZHIHEICTEN T RNEEE R D,
SROPFEREL, K TRRINICEBROREICE T HMOREEECE
LT, SEONIEE AR 2R d 2 05 b5, BEITIE, (2)
K72 & ORERDRRIZEON D55, (3) BEROFERICBIE S 2 k%
(4) R&FRETHD, £, IHRLMIET—~ LT, MREDERZ
9 AbstractiZBI U CH, AHITE & Rk D 0 Tk TRl LI O ik %
BGREL TO S BED D %,

PR O~y VR OIFER, HATREOEVRVMAIDinh,
DIz L PIDO TR RICEEE Lic 7 —/8 2 « T—Y ZEAT 5, HFETH
TIvY c TAT 4 VT OFEEEMET L EOHEELREEEZ D,
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TR 1 BEOEICHTSSHEHDLEAS505E

[Z{vA AR B [5{ivA R BRI
1 THE 2891 26 WAS 200
2 OF 1898 27 AN 197
3 TO 1368 28 OUR 196
4 IN 1332 29 FROM 191
5 AND 1326 30 OR 186
6 THAT 917 31 WERE 186
7 A 781 32 LEARNERS 184
8 IS 484 33 STUDY 182
9 FOR 453 34 THEY 161
10 AS 430 35 FS 160
11 THIS 385 36 THAN 157
12 ON 361 37 BETWEEN 156
13 WITH 355 38 MAY 151
14 BE 351 39 ALSO 144
15 ARE 291 40 PERFORMANCE 128
16 BY 283 41 WHICH 124
17 NOT 271 42 BUT 122
18 THEIR 265 43 STUDENTS 121
19 IT 232 44 CAN 118

20 MORE 226 45 AT 114
21 WE 224 46 RESEARCH 112
22 HAVE 223 47 SUCH 109
23 LANGUAGE 204 48 RESULTS 108
24 LEARNING 203 49 WOULD 108
25 THESE 202 50 OTHER 104
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Effective Negotiation in International Journals of Social
Science, Human Science, and Natural Science :
Exploring Usage of Hedges in Discussion Sections

Yasuo NAKATANI

{Abstract)

This paper explores how to negotiate with reviewers in Discussion
sections of research papers. It has been claimed that in this section writers
should demonstrate the value of research findings relating to previous
studies in the field. However, there are few studies which examine the
most frequently occurring words and their clusters in order to persuade
evaluators to follow writer’s arguments and support their claims. This
research investigates relevant vocabulary selections and effective
expressions in the Discussion sections by comparing with academic article
corpus consisting of more than one million words. The results indicate that
hedges are frequently used in rhetorical moves to present findings and
discuss theoretical contributions to the research area. Moreover, they are

used to indicate the limitations and future study areas.



