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Abstract  

The f�eld of academ�c wr�t�ng (AW) encompasses a w�de range of act�v�t�es and �nteract�ons and has 

become a s�gn�f�cant area of scholarly �nqu�ry w�th d�rect �mpl�cat�ons for researchers, students, and 

academ�c �nst�tut�ons. To prov�de a comprehens�ve overv�ew of the AW landscape, th�s study analysed 

5,601 art�cles publ�shed between 1982 and 2024 �n the Web of Sc�ence and Scopus databases us�ng 

b�bl�ometr�c and top�c modell�ng techn�ques. Descr�pt�ve content analys�s was employed to organ�se, 

class�fy, �nterpret, and compare the extens�ve dataset. The a�m of the study �s to offer a hol�st�c overv�ew 

of AW scholarsh�p by exam�n�ng annual publ�cat�on trends, c�tat�on patterns, lead�ng countr�es and 

�nst�tut�ons, �nfluent�al authors and journals, and the themat�c structure and evolut�on of key top�cs �n 

the f�eld. The b�bl�ometr�c f�nd�ngs reveal both quant�tat�ve growth and qual�tat�ve d�vers�f�cat�on �n AW 

research over the last four decades. Top�c modell�ng �dent�f�ed ten major themat�c clusters: Students’ 

Academ�c Wr�t�ng Stud�es, Corpus and Metad�scourse, Students’ Academ�c Wr�t�ng Learn�ng Processes, 
Research and Publ�cat�on Process, Theoret�cal Approaches �n Academ�c Wr�t�ng, Analys�s, C�tat�on and 

Narrat�ve Style, Academ�c Wr�t�ng Pract�ces and Profess�onal Development, Plag�ar�sm and Eth�cs, 
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Evaluat�on of Academ�c Wr�t�ng, and Feedback and Rev�s�on. These f�nd�ngs prov�de a valuable 

foundat�on for future research by h�ghl�ght�ng preva�l�ng �nterests, emerg�ng trends, and underexplored 
areas �n AW. The study concludes by recommend�ng that future research focus more deeply on each of 

these themat�c areas, us�ng complementary b�bl�ometr�c and top�c modell�ng approaches to better 
understand the�r development and �mpact.  

Keywords: Academic writing, bibliometric analysis, LDA topic modelling, publication trends, key themes 

Introduct�on  

Academ�c wr�t�ng (AW) refers to the process of produc�ng texts �n a formal, structured, and d�sc�pl�ne-spec�f�c 

language that serves to commun�cate and advance scholarly knowledge. It plays a v�tal role �n h�gher educat�on, 

not only as a commun�cat�ve tool but also as a cogn�t�ve and ep�stem�c act�v�ty that fosters �ntellectual engagement 
and cr�t�cal th�nk�ng (Kan, 2017). Through AW, students learn to art�culate the�r arguments, support cla�ms w�th 

ev�dence, and pos�t�on themselves w�th�n academ�c conversat�ons. For researchers, AW �s essent�al for bu�ld�ng 

scholarly reputat�on, engag�ng �n �nternat�onal academ�c d�scourse, and contr�but�ng to the product�on and 

d�ssem�nat�on of new knowledge. 

In th�s sense, AW �s not s�mply a techn�cal sk�ll but a complex l�teracy pract�ce that �ntersects w�th academ�c 

�dent�ty, d�sc�pl�nary convent�ons, and �nst�tut�onal expectat�ons. It �s both a means and an end: wh�le �t fac�l�tates 

the commun�cat�on of research f�nd�ngs, �t also shapes how knowledge �s constructed, val�dated, and shared w�th�n 

academ�c commun�t�es. As such, AW plays a key role not only �n academ�c success but also �n the eth�cal 

product�on of knowledge, espec�ally �n a global�zed and �ncreas�ngly mult�l�ngual academ�c env�ronment. 

Desp�te �ts central role �n academ�c l�fe, many students and nov�ce researchers struggle w�th academ�c wr�t�ng. The 

acqu�s�t�on of AW sk�lls �s not automat�c, and effect�ve wr�t�ng �n h�gher educat�on �s often h�ndered by �nsuff�c�ent 

�nstruct�on, unclear expectat�ons, and a lack of contextual support. As W�ngate and Tr�bble (2012) argue, AW 

cannot be assumed to develop �nc�dentally; rather, �t must be expl�c�tly taught. Th�s cla�m echoes earl�er cr�t�ques 

by Lea and Street (1998), who emphas�ze that wr�t�ng �n the academy �s shaped by d�sc�pl�nary d�scourses and 

power structures that are often �nv�s�ble to students. In our v�ew, the development of AW competence �s essent�al 

for promot�ng equ�table access to academ�c success, foster�ng eth�cal respons�b�l�ty, and cult�vat�ng �ndependent 

cr�t�cal th�nkers. For th�s reason, �nst�tut�ons of h�gher educat�on should treat AW as a core academ�c competency 

that mer�ts targeted support through curr�cula, workshops, and wr�t�ng centres. 

Academ�c wr�t�ng �s not only an essent�al sk�ll but also an �ncreas�ngly prom�nent research doma�n. Over the past 

few decades, AW has drawn s�gn�f�cant attent�on from scholars across d�sc�pl�nes such as appl�ed l�ngu�st�cs, 

educat�on, commun�cat�on stud�es, and rhetor�c. As Hyland (2015) observes, AW funct�ons at the nexus of 

language, cogn�t�on, and soc�al pract�ce, mak�ng �t a fert�le s�te for �nterd�sc�pl�nary �nqu�ry. Its relevance extends 

to all academ�c d�sc�pl�nes and educat�onal levels, from undergraduate thes�s wr�t�ng to h�gh-stakes scholarly 
publ�cat�on. Moreover, as un�vers�t�es expand globally and publ�sh-or-per�sh pressures �ntens�fy, AW has become 

central to academ�c l�fe, shap�ng who succeeds, whose vo�ces are heard, and how knowledge �s leg�t�m�zed 

(L�v�ngstone, 2023). 

G�ven th�s growth �n research, there �s a clear need for comprehens�ve syntheses that can capture the evolut�on of 

the f�eld, �dent�fy �nfluent�al contr�butors, and map emerg�ng d�rect�ons. L�terature rev�ews and meta-analyses 
serve th�s purpose, offer�ng structured overv�ews of a f�eld’s �ntellectual trajectory. As Paul and Cr�ado (2020) 

argue, such rev�ews are �nd�spensable for theory development and knowledge accumulat�on. W�th�n th�s context, 

b�bl�ometr�c analys�s has emerged as a powerful tool for quant�tat�vely assess�ng scholarly output. By exam�n�ng 

patterns �n publ�cat�on volume, c�tat�on �mpact, author collaborat�on, and journal �nfluence, b�bl�ometr�c methods 

prov�de �ns�ghts �nto how knowledge develops and d�ffuses across t�me and space (Pr�tchard, 1969). 

Beyond bas�c b�bl�ometr�c �nd�cators, more advanced text-m�n�ng techn�ques such as top�c modell�ng can reveal 

the underly�ng themat�c structure of a large body of research. Latent D�r�chlet Allocat�on (LDA), a w�dely used 

top�c modell�ng method, enables the d�scovery of recurr�ng top�cs and the analys�s of how these top�cs r�se or 

decl�ne �n prom�nence over t�me (Ble� et al., 2003). Together, b�bl�ometr�c analys�s and top�c modell�ng offer a 

TANZ(ISSN NO: 1869-7720)VOL20 ISSUE8 2025

PAGE NO: 25



complementary and comprehens�ve approach to understand�ng both the structural and themat�c d�mens�ons of 

academ�c f�elds. 

In l�ght of the �ncreas�ng complex�ty and volume of research �n the AW f�eld, the present study a�ms to offer a 

systemat�c and large-scale mapp�ng of the academ�c wr�t�ng l�terature between 1982 and 2024. Spec�f�cally, th�s 

study analyzes 5,601 art�cles �ndexed �n the Web of Sc�ence (WoS) and Scopus databases, us�ng a comb�ned 

b�bl�ometr�c and top�c modell�ng approach. The analys�s covers a w�de array of d�mens�ons, �nclud�ng the 

d�str�but�on of art�cles over t�me, c�tat�on trends, lead�ng countr�es and �nst�tut�ons, most prol�f�c and �nfluent�al 

authors, h�gh-�mpact journals, and the major themes and top�c clusters that character�ze the f�eld. 

Th�s study contr�butes to the l�terature �n several ways. F�rst, �t prov�des a macroscop�c v�ew of the �ntellectual 

landscape of AW research, �dent�fy�ng �ts growth patterns and knowledge structure. Second, �t offers a themat�c 

mapp�ng of dom�nant and emerg�ng top�cs, enabl�ng researchers to detect sh�fts �n scholarly focus, saturat�on 

po�nts, and research gaps. Th�rd, �t supports ev�dence-based dec�s�on-mak�ng for educators, journal ed�tors, 

curr�culum developers, and fund�ng bod�es �nterested �n promot�ng academ�c l�teracy and research product�v�ty. 

Lastly, by �dent�fy�ng trends and underexplored areas, th�s study sets the stage for future �nvest�gat�ons that may 
delve more deeply �nto spec�f�c top�cs us�ng complementary qual�tat�ve and m�xed-methods approaches. 

Overall, th�s research �s �ntended not only to reflect on the past and present of academ�c wr�t�ng stud�es but also to 
�nform the future by gu�d�ng researchers, pract�t�oners, and �nst�tut�ons toward more strateg�c, �nclus�ve, and 

�mpactful engagement w�th th�s essent�al doma�n of academ�c l�fe. 

In th�s study, we conducted a comprehens�ve analys�s of the academ�c wr�t�ng (AW) l�terature by employ�ng 

b�bl�ometr�c techn�ques and top�c modell�ng methods. The a�m was to explore the structural and themat�c evolut�on 

of AW research over t�me. To gu�de the analys�s, we formulated the follow�ng research quest�ons: 

RQ1: What �s the general d�str�but�on and growth trend of academ�c wr�t�ng (AW) art�cles over t�me? 

RQ2: Wh�ch journals and authors have contr�buted to AW research, and how have the�r roles and �nfluence 

changed across the years? 

RQ3: Wh�ch countr�es have produced AW-related publ�cat�ons, and how has the�r contr�but�on to the f�eld evolved 

geograph�cally and temporally? 

RQ4: What are the dom�nant themes and top�cs �n AW research, and how have these top�cs sh�fted or developed 

over t�me? 

L�terature Rev�ew 

Academ�c wr�t�ng (AW) const�tutes a central p�llar of scholarly act�v�ty and �s �ncreas�ngly recogn�zed as a 

mult�faceted pract�ce shaped by l�ngu�st�c, rhetor�cal, cogn�t�ve, and soc�ocultural d�mens�ons. It plays a cruc�al 

role �n how knowledge �s produced, evaluated, and d�ssem�nated �n academ�a, mak�ng �t a key s�te of �nqu�ry �n 

appl�ed l�ngu�st�cs, Engl�sh for Academ�c Purposes (EAP), and h�gher educat�on research (Hyland, 2015; 

Flowerdew, 2015). 

One foundat�onal sh�ft �n the f�eld was the move from v�ew�ng academ�c wr�t�ng as a neutral set of gener�c sk�lls 

toward understand�ng �t as a soc�ally s�tuated and d�sc�pl�nary-spec�f�c pract�ce. Th�s was art�culated powerfully 

by Lea and Street (1998), who �ntroduced the academ�c l�terac�es model as a response to earl�er study sk�lls and 

academ�c soc�al�zat�on models. Accord�ng to th�s v�ew, AW reflects power relat�ons, ep�stemolog�es, and 

d�sc�pl�nary norms, and students often face �mpl�c�t expectat�ons that are not made transparent by �nst�tut�ons. Th�s 

perspect�ve encouraged further �nvest�gat�on �nto how students learn to wr�te w�th�n d�sc�pl�nes and how 

�nst�tut�onal �deolog�es shape the�r wr�t�ng development (L�ll�s & Curry, 2010). 

In parallel, there has been cons�derable emphas�s on the pedagog�cal d�mens�ons of academ�c wr�t�ng, part�cularly 

the need for �nstruct�onal frameworks that support student development beyond gener�c grammar and vocabulary 

�nstruct�on. W�ngate (2012) cr�t�c�zed trad�t�onal sk�lls-based models and advocated for �ntegrat�ng academ�c 

wr�t�ng �nstruct�on �nto subject curr�cula us�ng genre-based and l�teracy-or�ented approaches. These calls have led 

to �nnovat�ons �n wr�t�ng pedagogy, �nclud�ng the use of corpora, scaffolded genre �nstruct�on, and task-based 
wr�t�ng development (Hyland & Hyland, 2006). 
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Another �nfluent�al strand of research focuses on metad�scourse, wh�ch exam�nes how wr�ters gu�de readers 

through the�r texts and manage stance and engagement. Hyland (2005, 2017) proposed a w�dely adopted 

�nterpersonal model of metad�scourse that categor�zes features such as hedges, boosters, self-ment�ons, and reader 

pronouns. H�s work revealed that d�sc�pl�nary commun�t�es shape not only what �s sa�d but how �t �s sa�d, and that 

rhetor�cal preferences vary s�gn�f�cantly across f�elds. Th�s �ns�ght has been cruc�al �n understand�ng how nov�ce 

wr�ters, espec�ally non-nat�ve Engl�sh speakers, negot�ate �dent�ty and aud�ence �n the�r academ�c texts. 

Alongs�de rhetor�cal and pedagog�cal concerns, the f�eld has also addressed �ssues of eth�cs and �ntegr�ty, w�th 

�ncreas�ng attent�on g�ven to plag�ar�sm, patchwr�t�ng, and authorsh�p norms. Pecorar� (2003) argued that 

plag�ar�sm �n second-language academ�c wr�t�ng often results not from d�shonesty but from a lack of understand�ng 

of c�tat�on pract�ces and d�scourse convent�ons. Sutherland-Sm�th (2008) further h�ghl�ghted the l�m�tat�ons of 

pun�t�ve approaches to plag�ar�sm, advocat�ng �nstead for wr�t�ng �nstruct�on that fosters eth�cal academ�c pract�ce 

and awareness of �ntellectual ownersh�p. 

Feedback and rev�s�on processes represent another �mportant research area �n AW. Ferr�s (2003) and Hyland and 

Hyland (2006) emphas�zed that feedback, espec�ally when d�alog�c and s�tuated w�th�n d�sc�pl�nary wr�t�ng tasks, 

plays a cr�t�cal role �n wr�t�ng development. Feedback helps students recogn�ze rhetor�cal expectat�ons, rev�se for 

clar�ty and coherence, and engage �n recurs�ve wr�t�ng processes that m�rror authent�c scholarly work. 

Beyond �nd�v�dual and classroom-level stud�es, researchers have �ncreas�ngly turned to meta-analyt�cal and large-
scale methods to �nvest�gate broader patterns �n AW scholarsh�p. These �nclude b�bl�ometr�c analyses, wh�ch track 

publ�cat�on trends, �nfluent�al journals, and research networks, offer�ng �ns�ghts �nto the structure and development 
of the f�eld. Donthu et al. (2021) outl�ned gu�del�nes for conduct�ng b�bl�ometr�c research, not�ng �ts grow�ng 

�mportance �n mapp�ng the evolut�on of scholarly doma�ns. However, desp�te the methodolog�cal r�chness of the 

f�eld, relat�vely few stud�es have appl�ed b�bl�ometr�c techn�ques spec�f�cally to academ�c wr�t�ng research, and 

those that ex�st often cover l�m�ted per�ods or focus on subf�elds l�ke Engl�sh for Spec�f�c Purposes (ESP) 

(Paltr�dge, 2013). 

In recent years, the advent of top�c modell�ng techn�ques, part�cularly Latent D�r�chlet Allocat�on (LDA), has 
opened new poss�b�l�t�es for themat�c mapp�ng of large corpora. Or�g�nally developed by Ble� et al. (2003), LDA 

allows for the �dent�f�cat�on of latent top�cs and the�r evolut�on over t�me. These techn�ques have been w�dely used 

�n d�sc�pl�nes such as bus�ness, �nformat�on sc�ence, and educat�on to understand research trends, but the�r 

appl�cat�on to AW research rema�ns underut�l�zed. Stud�es such as Talafha et al. (2021) and Syed and Spru�t (2017) 

have demonstrated the potent�al of LDA to uncover themat�c sh�fts and top�c co-occurrences �n scholarly l�terature. 

Desp�te the grow�ng �nterest �n mapp�ng AW scholarsh�p, there rema�ns a gap �n comprehens�ve, long�tud�nal 
analyses that comb�ne b�bl�ometr�c and top�c modell�ng approaches to explore both the quant�tat�ve and themat�c 

development of the f�eld. Add�t�onally, many ex�st�ng stud�es focus on Engl�sh-dom�nant contexts, overlook�ng 

global and mult�l�ngual contr�but�ons to AW research. As Lo� and Evans (2010) suggest, there are s�gn�f�cant 

rhetor�cal d�fferences �n academ�c wr�t�ng pract�ces across cultures, and comparat�ve research can offer a more 

�nclus�ve understand�ng of AW as a global phenomenon. 

G�ven these gaps, the current study responds to the need for a systemat�c, large-scale overv�ew of AW research. 
By analyz�ng 5,601 art�cles publ�shed between 1982 and 2024 �n Web of Sc�ence and Scopus, us�ng both 

b�bl�ometr�c and top�c modell�ng techn�ques, th�s study a�ms to �dent�fy key contr�butors, journals, countr�es, and 

top�cs �n the f�eld. It also explores how these elements have evolved over t�me, prov�d�ng �ns�ghts �nto the h�stor�cal 

and emerg�ng d�rect�ons �n AW research. Th�s approach not only �llum�nates the current landscape of the f�eld but 

also supports strateg�c plann�ng for future research, pedagogy, and pol�cy-mak�ng �n academ�c wr�t�ng 

development. 

Methodology 

In th�s research, we used descr�pt�ve content analys�s, wh�ch �ncludes text ed�t�ng, class�f�cat�on, and compar�son 

methods to understand ex�st�ng AW stud�es (Cohen et al., 2017). In add�t�on, we ut�l�zed abstracts and keywords, 

b�bl�ometr�cs, and top�c model�ng techn�ques. W�th these �ntegrated methods, we not only comprehens�vely 

rev�ewed the research �n the AW f�eld, but also analyzed the ex�st�ng l�terature and used th�s l�terature to �dent�fy 

common trends and top�cs (Chen et al., 2021; Lee et al., 2021). 
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1.1. Data Collect�on 

As stated by St�egl�tz et al. (2018) and Gurcan et al. (2022), data collect�on �s the fundamental step of the top�c 

model�ng and b�bl�ometr�c analys�s process. On May 11, 2024, we conducted a systemat�c search l�m�ted to Engl�sh 

art�cles �n WoS and Scopus (Sc�ence D�rect) databases us�ng the keywords “academ�c wr�t�ng” and “art�cle”. We 
found a total of 8184 art�cles cover�ng the years 1982–2024, and after el�m�nat�ng 2583 dupl�cate art�cles, we 

analyzed 5601 art�cles. We loaded these data �nto R software, organ�zed them �n Excel format, and then processed 

them us�ng B�bl�metr�x (B�bl�osh�ny) and Orange Data M�n�ng tools (Demšar et al., 2013). 

1.2. B�bl�ometr�c Analys�s 

In recent years, sc�ence mapp�ng has attracted the attent�on of academ�cs as a techn�que that compl�cates 

knowledge management due to the �ncreas�ng number of publ�cat�ons and the�r d�spersed nature (Ar�a & 

Cuccurullo, 2017). In our research, we used B�bl�ometr�x R (vers�on 4.3.0) and B�bl�osh�ny (vers�on 1.7.5) for 
b�bl�ometr�c analys�s. B�bl�ometr�x �s a free software for sc�ent�f�c l�terature analys�s and the creat�on of sc�ence 

maps. B�bl�osh�ny comb�nes the features of th�s package w�th a web appl�cat�on. The analyses prov�ded 

�nformat�on on the d�str�but�on of publ�cat�ons �n the f�eld of AW by year, lead�ng journals, authors, countr�es, and 

collaborat�on networks.   

1.3. Top�c Modell�ng 

The rap�d �ncrease �n d�g�tal data volume has created the need to develop �nnovat�ve algor�thms to understand, 

analyze, and organ�ze large-scale databases. In th�s context, Ble� et al. (2003) �ntroduced top�c model�ng as a 

method to reveal themat�c structures �n large �nformat�on masses. Latent D�r�chlet Allocat�on (LDA) �s a method 

used to �dent�fy latent themat�c structures �n texts and extract semant�cally related patterns from large data sets. 

LDA �s appl�ed for the purpose of group�ng and class�fy�ng texts (Jelodar et al., 2019; Yu & X�ang, 2023). Th�s 

model assumes that each document can be cons�dered as a m�xture of var�ous top�cs generated by a random 

probab�l�ty process. The capac�ty of LDA to capture d�vers�ty allows �t to represent themes �n large data sets as 

f�xed classes and def�ne these classes us�ng a spec�f�c d�ct�onary (Ble� et al., 2003; Syed & Spru�t, 2017). 

1.3.1. Data Pre-process�ng 

Natural Language Process�ng (NLP) �s a subf�eld of art�f�c�al �ntell�gence (AI) that enables mach�nes to understand 

and �nterpret data �n natural language. In other words, as �n all stud�es us�ng LDA, we used art�f�c�al �ntell�gence 

�n our research. Because data preprocess�ng �s the process of prepar�ng raw data for analys�s and �ncludes remov�ng 

unnecessary parts and ensur�ng the qual�ty and rel�ab�l�ty of the data (AlSuma�t et al., 2008; Barde & Ba�nwad, 

2017).  

Pre-Process�ng steps appl�ed for 5,601 akales we reached �n the AW. 

1. Convers�on: Data �s converted to lowercase; accents, HTML and URLs are cleaned. 
2. Token�zat�on: Sentences are broken down �nto words and str�ngs are created to analyze the mean�ng of 

the text. 
3. Normal�zat�on: Words are reduced to the�r roots and words w�th the same mean�ng are comb�ned. 
4. F�lter�ng: Mean�ngless stop words and repeated words are removed from the text.. 

As a result of these processes, we created word vectors and a document term matr�x (DTM) that numer�cally 

represented each art�cle (Ble� & Lafferty, 2009). We performed all stages us�ng the Python-based Orange Data 
M�n�ng software. The analys�s stages of the research are �llustrated �n F�gure 1. 
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F�gure 1. LDA top�c model process d�agram �n Orange Software. 

 

We assume that the number of topics selected in topic modeling significantly affects the results. According to 
Newman et al. (2010), a high number of topics may lead to the emergence of meaningless topics. Therefore, the 
first step is to determine the optimal number of topics. For this purpose, we used the "Log Perplexity" and "Topic 
Coherence" metrics. We considered the number of topics with high consistency scores and low complexity scores 
as the most appropriate. Before modeling, we calculated consistency and complexity scores for 30 topics, but based 
on expert opinion, we decided that the optimal number of topics was 10. Considering the wide scope of the AW 
literature, we thought it was difficult to fully express the scope with a small number of topics (Bystrov et al., 2023).  

 

 

F�gure 2. Log perplex�ty and Top�c coherence values of AW stud�es 

The top�c we�ghts obta�ned from LDA top�c modell�ng were subsequently transferred to M�crosoft Excel software 

for the purpose of calculat�ng the d�str�but�on of top�cs per document, the we�ght d�str�but�on of top�cs �n the total 

data set, the d�str�but�on of top�cs over t�me, the volumes of top�cs over t�me (accord�ng to years), the change trends 

of top�cs and the accelerat�on values of top�cs relat�ve to each other. 

Results 

We presented the bibliometric analysis of AW articles and the results of LDA-based topic modeling in this section. 
We aimed to contribute to the understanding of the general trends of AW publications. 
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B�bl�ometr�c Analys�s of Art�cles �n AW F�eld 

We presented an overview of AW articles, their distribution by year, featured journals, authors and countries, and 
changes over time. 

The Results of RQ1 (General v�ew of AW art�cles and the�r d�str�but�on by years) 

Table 1 provides an overview of articles published in the field of AW between the years 1982 and 2024. 

Table 1. Overview of Research in AW 

 Main information about data Value 

M
ai

n
 in

fo
rm

at
io

n
 

ab
ou

t 
d

at
a  

Timespan 1982-2024 

Sources (Journals, Books, etc) 1820 

Documents (publication/articles?) 5601 

Annual Growth Rate % 12,11 

Document (publication/articles?) Average Age 7,63 

Average citations per doc 12,69 

D
oc

. Keywords Plus (ID) 2794 
Author's Keywords (DE) 10861 

A
u

th
or

s 

Authors 7827 

Authors of single-authored docs  1947 

Single-authored docs 2542 

Co-Authors per Doc 2,01 

International co-authorships % 10,3 
 

A total of 5,601 art�cles publ�shed between 1982-2024 cons�st of 1,820 sources (journals, books, etc.). We 

determ�ned the annual publ�cat�on growth rate as 12.11%. Th�s rate shows that the�r research �s rap�dly expand�ng. 

The average age of the publ�cat�ons �s 7.63 years, and the average number of c�tat�ons per art�cle �s 12.69. 2,794 

Keywords Plus and 10,861 Author Keywords were �dent�f�ed. In these stud�es, to wh�ch 7,827 authors contr�buted, 

we determ�ned that 1,947 authors wrote �ndependent art�cles, and there were a total of 2,542 s�ngle-author art�cles. 

The average number of authors per publ�cat�on �s 2.01, and the �nternat�onal collaborat�on rate �s l�m�ted to 10.3%. 

Accord�ng to th�s rate, we can say that �nternat�onal collaborat�on �s a rare but �mportant component. The 
d�str�but�on of stud�es conducted over the years �s shown �n F�gure 3. 
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F�gure 3. D�str�but�on of stud�es �n the f�eld of AW accord�ng to years 

F�gure 3 shows that AW stud�es have �ncreased s�gn�f�cantly over the years. Wh�le only 2 art�cles were publ�shed 

�n 1982, th�s number reached 243 �n 2024. The h�ghest number of publ�cat�ons was recorded �n 2023 w�th 651 

art�cles. We have determ�ned a s�gn�f�cant �ncrease espec�ally s�nce the early 2000s. We can �nterpret th�s s�tuat�on 

as the AW top�c attract�ng more and more attent�on among researchers. 

In Table 2, we summar�zed the total number of c�tat�ons to art�cles, the annual average number of c�tat�ons, and 
the number of art�cles c�ted by year. In th�s table, we presented the h�stor�cal analys�s of c�tat�ons to research. 

Table 2. Annual total c�tat�on per year about AW 

Year Mean TC per Art N Mean TCper Year Citable Years 

2024 0,44 243,00 0,44 1 

2023 1,65 651,00 0,82 2 

2022 2,32 516,00 0,77 3 

2021 5,15 437,00 1,29 4 

2020 5,49 418,00 1,10 5 

2019 7,59 395,00 1,26 6 

2018 9,4 357,00 1,34 7 

2017 11,11 302,00 1,39 8 

2016 13,64 270,00 1,52 9 

2015 12,81 262,00 1,28 10 

2014 13,17 234,00 1,20 11 

2013 15,68 241,00 1,31 12 

2012 18,58 214,00 1,43 13 

2011 23,92 145,00 1,71 14 

2010 26,26 128,00 1,75 15 

2009 21,85 140,00 1,37 16 

2008 30,83 116,00 1,81 17 

2007 32,1 86,00 1,78 18 

2006 47,48 73,00 2,50 19 

2005 49,31 51,00 2,47 20 

2004 50,58 40,00 2,41 21 

2003 39,18 50,00 1,78 22 

2002 62,45 29,00 2,72 23 

2001 49,77 22,00 2,07 24 

2000 38,06 16,00 1,52 25 

1999 47,7 23,00 1,83 26 

1998 58,86 14,00 2,18 27 

1997 48 21,00 1,71 28 

1996 57,4 10,00 1,98 29 

1995 33,88 17,00 1,13 30 

1994 53,53 15,00 1,73 31 

1993 4,69 13,00 0,15 32 

1992 30,45 11,00 0,92 33 

1991 9 4,00 0,26 34 

1990 27,5 4,00 0,79 35 

1989 34,14 7,00 0,95 36 
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1988 57,71 7,00 1,56 37 

1987 44,25 4,00 1,16 38 

1986 68,2 5,00 1,75 39 

1985 34,5 4,00 0,86 40 

1984 45,67 3,00 1,11 41 

1983 7 1,00 0,17 42 

1982 2,5 2,00 0,06 43 
*TC: Total C�tat�ons 

Table 2 shows that the h�ghest average number of c�tat�ons per art�cle was �n 1986 (68.2) and the lowest �n 2024 

(0.44). The low value �n 2024 can be attr�buted to only 1 year of c�table per�od. For a more accurate analys�s, we 

exam�ned the annual average c�tat�on value obta�ned by d�v�d�ng the total number of c�tat�ons per art�cle by the 

c�table years. In th�s metr�c, the year 2002 (M=2.72) showed the h�ghest qual�ty, wh�le the year 1982 (M=0.06) 

showed the lowest. Th�s s�tuat�on reveals that qual�ty rather than quant�ty was the pr�or�ty �n AY art�cles. The late 

1990s and early 2000s stand out as a lead�ng per�od �n the format�on of c�tat�on trends. We attr�bute the low rates 

�n the early years to the l�m�ted or w�de range of top�cs. 

The Results of RQ2 (The prom�nent journals and authors �n the f�eld of AW and the change of these journals 
and authors over t�me) 

Table 3 illustrates the journals with the highest number of publications in the field of AW, together with the h-
index and other metrics of these journals. 

Table 3.  h-index and other metrics of widely cited journals in AW 

ELEMENT h_index g_index m_index TC NP PY_start 

Journal of English for Academic Purposes 47 73 2,043 7106 266 2002 
English for Specific Purposes 39 67 1 4918 125 1986 
Journal of Second Language Writing 38 65 1,226 4482 95 1994 
Assessing Writing 22 34 0,957 1239 63 2002 
Written Communication 21 44 0,512 2131 44 1984 
Studies in Higher Education 20 37 0,488 1393 41 1984 
TESOL Quarterly 20 25 0,488 2017 25 1984 
Applied Linguistics 19 25 0,514 2412 25 1988 
Journal of Pragmatics 19 26 0,679 1808 26 1997 
System 17 33 0,395 1113 47 1982 
Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education 16 30 0,941 913 31 2008 
International Journal of Corpus Linguistics 16 27 0,727 895 27 2003 
Higher Education Research & Development 15 23 0,882 612 38 2008 
Teaching in Higher Education 15 29 0,789 914 51 2006 
Computer Assisted Language Learning 13 24 0,65 577 25 2005 
Language Learning & Technology 13 15 0,722 819 15 2007 
Research in the Teaching of English 13 15 0,371 387 15 1990 
Journal of Further and Higher Education 12 19 0,522 415 26 2002 
Language and Education 12 19 0,429 586 19 1997 
Linguistics and Education 12 22 0,353 497 25 1991 

*NP: "Number of Publ�cat�ons" 

*PY_start: "Publ�cat�on Year Start" 

In Table 3, we present the metr�cs such as h-�ndex, g-�ndex and m-�ndex of the most c�ted journals on AW. Journal 

of Engl�sh for Academ�c Purposes �s the most �nfluent�al journal w�th an h-�ndex value of 47 and 266 art�cles, and 

draws attent�on w�th �ts h�gh number of c�tat�ons. Other lead�ng journals �nclude Engl�sh for Spec�f�c Purposes and 

Journal of Second Language Wr�t�ng. We cons�der these metr�cs �mportant for evaluat�ng the publ�cat�on eff�c�ency 

and c�tat�on potent�al of journals. Table 3 also prov�des comparat�ve data such as total c�tat�ons (TC), number of 
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publ�cat�ons (NP) and f�rst publ�cat�on year (PY_start) to evaluate the short- and long-term �mpacts of journals. 

F�gure 4 and Table 3 h�ghl�ght Journal of Engl�sh for Academ�c Purposes as the journal w�th the most art�cles 

publ�shed. Th�s journal and other sources make s�gn�f�cant contr�but�ons to the advancement of research. 

In Figure 4, we have shown the journals with the highest number of publications. As shown in both Figure 3 and 
Table 3, ‘Journal of English for Academic Purposes’ is the journal with the highest number of publications. It is 
followed by other important sources. These journals are considered as important platforms for research and 
contribute significantly to the advancement of studies in the field. 

 

F�gure 4. Most published journals in AW 

The Journal of Engl�sh for Academ�c Purposes stands out as the most product�ve journal w�th 266 art�cles. Other 

notable journals �nclude Engl�sh for Spec�f�c Purposes and Journal of Second Language Wr�t�ng. These journals 

contr�bute s�gn�f�cantly to research by present�ng the latest developments and �ns�ghts. 

The most frequently cited authors in the field of AW, which is one of the issues sought to be answered in RQ2, are 
presented in Table 4. 

Table 4. Most locally c�ted authors �n AW   

Author Local 
Citations 

Hyland, K. 623 

Jiang, F. 215 

Gray, B. 198 

Lee, J. 192 

Biber, D. 183 

Lillis, T. 156 

Wingate, U. 131 

Cortes, V. 118 

Swales, J. 104 

Lancaster, Z. 100 

Curry, M. 95 

Casal, J. 89 

Parkinson, J. 86 

Egbert, J. 85 

Staples, S. 80 

Aull, L. 79 

Charles, M. 77 

Chen, Y. 76 

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

JOURNAL OF ENGLISH FOR ACADEMIC PURPOSES

ENGLISH FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSES

JOURNAL OF SECOND LANGUAGE WRITING

ASSESSING WRITING

ARAB WORLD ENGLISH JOURNAL

IBERICA

TEACHING IN HIGHER EDUCATION

SYSTEM

WRITTEN COMMUNICATION

JOURNAL OF ACADEMIC LANGUAGE AND LEARNING

Articles

TANZ(ISSN NO: 1869-7720)VOL20 ISSUE8 2025

PAGE NO: 33



 

We used Table 4 to �dent�fy the most �nfluent�al and most c�ted authors. Hyland, K., �s the most �nfluent�al author 

w�th 623 local c�tat�ons. Other prom�nent authors �nclude J�ang, F., Gray, B., Lee, J., and B�ber, D. These authors 

have made s�gn�f�cant contr�but�ons to the l�terature of the f�eld and have been frequently c�ted. 

In Table 5, we analyzed the �nd�v�dual contr�but�ons and collaborat�on of authors. In mult�-authored art�cles, the 

Art�cles Fract�onal�zed score �s an �mportant metr�c that object�vely evaluates the contr�but�on of each author. Th�s 

analys�s helps to understand the collaborat�on dynam�cs and the d�str�but�on of authors’ contr�but�ons. 

Table 5. Art�cles fract�onal�sed authors �n AW  

Authors Articles Articles 
Fractionalized 

Hyland, K. 55 38,75 

Jiang, F. 28 14,67 

Zhang, L. 27 10,85 

Liu, Y. 26 11,54 

Hu, G. 25 12,50 

Lu, X. 24 8,59 

Lillis, T. 20 11,25 

Zhang, Y. 19 7,35 

Harwood, N. 17 14,17 

Wang, Y. 16 8,68 

Yu, S. 16 8,03 

Badley, G. 15 14,50 

Lee, J. 15 6,00 

Li, L. 15 7,33 

Hartley, J. 14 9,17 

Murray, R. 14 8,58 

Li, Y. 13 7,42 

Liu, C. 13 5,83 

Stapleton, P. 13 9,17 

Sun, Y. 13 8,23 
 

Table 5 �s prepared to understand the collaborat�on dynam�cs and the d�str�but�on of author contr�but�ons. It shows 

that Hyland, K., although he �s the author of the most art�cles, h�s contr�but�ons are fract�onally lower. Th�s reveals 

h�s �nvolvement �n collaborat�on �n mult�-authored art�cles. Authors such as J�ang, F. and L�ll�s, T., although they 

contr�buted to fewer art�cles, prov�ded h�gh-qual�ty contr�but�ons. Furthermore, the h�gh fract�onal contr�but�ons 

of authors such as Harwood and Badley �nd�cate the�r �ntens�ve �nvolvement �n collaborat�ve research. 

The Results of RQ3 (The countr�es where the art�cles �n the f�eld of AW are produced and the changes �n 
the contr�but�ons of these countr�es �n the related f�eld over t�me)  

Figure 5 illustrates the regional distribution of AW publications on a frequency basis, thereby providing a visual 
representation of the varying levels of research productivity observed in different regions. 
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F�gure 5. Regional distribution of AW publications 

We have shown the product�v�ty levels of d�fferent countr�es �n F�gure 5. The USA stands out as the country that 
publ�shed the most art�cles, w�th the h�ghest number �n 2008. It �s followed by the Un�ted K�ngdom (1,541 art�cles) 

and Ch�na (1,415 art�cles). Reg�ons such as Austral�a and Canada have also contr�buted s�gn�f�cantly, rang�ng from 

383 to 843. Countr�es such as Iran, Spa�n, South Afr�ca, Malays�a and New Zealand have also made notable 

contr�but�ons �n the f�eld, demonstrat�ng the global nature of IR research. 

Figure 6 presents a ranking of countries with the highest number of publications in the field of AW, along with 
their respective rankings according to the total number of citations (SCP), the average number of citations per 
article (MCP), frequency of publications, and the MCP ratio. 

 

F�gure 6. Comparat�ve analys�s of AW publ�cat�ons by country 

F�gure 6 prov�des a means of analys�ng the research product�v�ty and �mpact of countr�es on AW stud�es. To 
�llustrate, wh�le the USA has the h�ghest number of art�cles (759 art�cles), an analys�s of the mean c�tat�on per 

art�cle (MCP) reveals that �t has an MCP of only 0.087. It can be observed that the USA publ�shes a greater number 

of art�cles overall, but these are c�ted less frequently on average. In contrast, countr�es such as F�nland and the 

Netherlands have a cons�derably h�gh �mpact, as �nd�cated by the�r respect�ve MCP rat�os of 0.234 and 0.196. The 
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presented data �nd�cates that, desp�te the reduced number of art�cles publ�shed by these countr�es, the average 

c�tat�on rate for these art�cles �s h�gher. Although Ch�na �s the second most prol�f�c producer of academ�c art�cles, 

�ts MCP rate �s relat�vely low. Th�s �nd�cates that wh�le Ch�na produces a substant�al volume of research, the 

average number of c�tat�ons rece�ved per art�cle �s comparat�vely low. F�gure 6 can be employed to fac�l�tate a 

comparat�ve analys�s of the performance and �mpact of countr�es �n the AW area, thereby �nform�ng the d�rect�on 

of future research �n th�s f�eld. 

Results About Topic Modelling in AW  

The Results of RQ4 (The prom�nent top�cs �n AW and the change of these top�cs over t�me) 

The top�c modell�ng approach was employed to �dent�fy the sal�ent top�cs w�th�n the corpus of art�cles perta�n�ng 

to AW, and to ascerta�n the manner �n wh�ch these top�cs have evolved over t�me. The ma�n top�cs, top�c terms and 

the�r d�str�but�on w�th�n the dataset are presented �n Table 6. 

Table 6. D�scovered top�cs, terms form�ng the top�cs and volume rat�os 

Top�c name Top�c terms Rate (%) 

Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng 

Stud�es 
write, student, academic, study, language, english, use, 
university, teacher, research 
 

39,31 

Corpus and Metad�scourse use, academ�c, engl�sh, wr�te, research, corpus, art�cle, study, 

wr�ters, l�ngu�st�c 
 

14,16 

Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng 

Learn�ng Processes 
student, write, learn, academic, education, skills, peer, research, 
online, study 

10,03 

Research and Publ�cat�on 

Process 
research, wr�te, academ�c, publ�sh, abstract, art�cle, publ�cat�on, 

use, sc�ence, sc�ent�f�c 
8,56 

Theoret�cal Approaches �n 

Academ�c Wr�t�ng 
academic, write, work, article, law, social, theory, history, paper, 
political 

6,70 

Analys�s, C�tat�on and 

Express�on Style 
academic, write, research, use, citation, noun, article, phrase, 
analysis, complexity 

6,15 

Academ�c Wr�t�ng Pract�ces 

and Profess�onal Development 
write, academic, practice, nurse, research, experience, 
professional, article, development, work 
 

6,03 

Plag�ar�sm and Eth�cs plag�ar�sm, academ�c, wr�te, academ�cs, work, pract�ce, med�a, 

educat�on, soc�al, retreat 
 

4,92 

Evaluat�on of Academ�c 

Wr�t�ng 
write, test, task, score, read, think, critical, self, performance, use 
 

2,69 

Feedback and Rev�s�on feedback, peer, corrective, financial, provide, revision, 
supervisor, comment, receive, report 

1,45 

 

Table 6 illustrates the application of topic modelling to identify the diverse aspects and themes of AW. Each topic 
is defined in terms of a specific focal point, which serves as the basis for its delineation. For example, the top�c 

‘Students’ Academ�c Wr�t�ng Stud�es‘ focuses on students’ AW stud�es, wh�ch are assoc�ated w�th terms such as 

‘student, wr�t�ng, academ�c, study, language, Engl�sh, un�vers�ty, teacher, research’. As �nd�cated �n Table 6, the 

rate rat�os demonstrate the relat�ve �mportance of each top�c �n the context of the total. As the top�cs w�th a h�gher 

rate typ�cally compr�se a larger share, th�s suggests that these top�cs are of greater �mportance w�th�n that f�eld. 
The h�ghest rate �s observed �n  'Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng Stud�es' (39.31%). Th�s f�nd�ng demonstrates that the 

major�ty of stud�es �n the f�eld of AW concentrate on students' wr�t�ng processes and research. The top�c of 'Corpus 

and Metad�scourse' has the second h�ghest occurrence rate (14.16%). It can thus be stated that corpus and 
metad�scourse represent a cruc�al top�c w�th�n the f�eld of AW, w�th a cons�derable proport�on of research �n th�s 

f�eld ded�cated to th�s subject. The th�rd-ranked was 'Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng Learn�ng Processes', w�th a rate 
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of 10.03%. Th�s f�nd�ng demonstrates the s�gn�f�cant role of AW learn�ng processes �n the research l�terature and 

the cons�derable attent�on th�s top�c has rece�ved. 

It would be rem�ss not to acknowledge the s�gn�f�cant role played by concerns perta�n�ng to lower rates w�th�n the 

context of AW processes. To �llustrate, the subject of 'Feedback and Rev�s�on' exh�b�ts the lowest rate at 1.45%. 
Notw�thstand�ng the aforement�oned low rate, �t can be pos�ted that the concept of 'Feedback and Rev�s�on' 

const�tutes an �ntegral aspect of the AW process. The rate of each top�c prov�des �ns�ght �nto the relat�ve �mportance 

researchers ascr�be to spec�f�c top�cs and the extent of work conducted on those top�cs. Table 7 prov�des �llustrat�ve 
examples of art�cles on the top�cs presented �n Table 6. 

Table 7. Examples of art�cles on the ma�n top�cs of art�cles �n the f�eld of AW  

Students' 

Academi

c Writing 

Studies 

Corpus and 

Metadiscour

se 

Students' 

Academic 

Writing 

Learning 

Processes 

Research 

and 

Publicati

on 

Process 

Theoretic

al 

Approach

es in 

Academic 

Writing 

Analysis, 

Citation 

and 

Expressio

n Style 

Academic 

Writing 

Practices 

and 

Profession

al 

Developme

nt 

Plagiaris

m and 

Ethics 

Evaluati

on of 

Academi

c Writing 

Feedba

ck and 

Revisio

n 

Escorcia 
(2015) 

Peterlin 
(2005)  

Longfellow 
et al. (2008) 

Ren & 
Hu 

(2023) 

Windle 
(2017) 

Shooshtar
i, Jalilifar 
& Shahri 
(2017) 

Nowell et 
al. (2020) 

Sutherlan
d-Smith 
(2011) 

Powers, 
Fowles& 

Welsh 
(2001) 

Gao, 
An & 

Schunn 
(2023) 

Bian & 
Wang 
(2016) 

Yang (2013) Shayakhmeto
va et al. 
(2020) 

Wagner 
(2012) 

Brunner 
(1991) 

Sun & 
Crosthwai
te (2022) 

Murray 
(2012) 

Nakitare 
& Otike 
(2023) 

Teng & 
Zhan 

(2023) 

Álvarez
, 

Cavalli
ni & 

Difabio 
de 

Anglat 
(2023) 

Altınmak
as & 

Bayyurt 
(2019) 

Mu, Zhang, 
Ehrich & 

Hong (2015) 

Murray 
(2001) 

Dow 
(2000) 

Myers 
(1990) 

Hu & 
Wang 
(2014) 

Cloutier 
(2016) 

Mphahlel
e & 

McKenna 
(2019) 

Kyle 
(2020) 

Lu, Yao 
& Zhu 
(2023) 

Wang 
(2016) 

Appel & 
Murray 
(2020) 

Rochmahwat
i et al. (2024) 

Sheppard 
(2015) 

Henderso
n (2018) 

Hernande
z (2022) 

Antoniou& 
Moriarty 
(2008) 

Ndebele 
(2020) 

Teng & 
Wang 
(2022) 

Singh & 
Kaur 

(2023) 
Cheng 
(2008) 

Ash’ari, 
Barabadi & 

Shirvan 
(2023) 

Mandell et 
al. (2015) 

Hartley 
(1999) 

McDowal
l & 

Ramos 
(2018) 

Kafes 
(2017) 

Carr et al. 
(2020) 

Gorman 
(2008) 

Gebril 
(2009) 

Su & 
Huang 
(2021) 

 

Table 8 prov�des �llustrat�ve examples of art�cles on the pr�nc�pal top�cs w�th�n the f�eld of AW, accompan�ed by 

the�r respect�ve colophons. It can be pos�ted that the presented art�cle examples w�ll prov�de �ns�ght �nto the top�cs 

that have emerged through top�c modell�ng. The d�str�but�on of AW top�cs over t�me �s �llustrated �n Table 8.  

Table 8. Distribution of AW topics over time 

Topics 1982-
1986 

1987-
1991 

1992-
1996 

1997-
2001 

2002-
2006 

2007-
2011 

2012-
2016 

2017-
2021 

2022-
2024 

Total 

Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng 

Stud�es 
13 15 26 48 110 288 594 882 643 2619 

Corpus and Metad�scourse 0 4 10 9 32 72 169 343 201 840 

Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng 

Learn�ng Processes 
0 1 1 3 15 66 129 166 123 504 

Research and Publ�cat�on 

Process 
0 1 3 7 15 33 94 127 149 429 

Theoret�cal Approaches �n 

Academ�c Wr�t�ng 
1 2 12 11 26 55 82 104 74 367 

Analys�s, C�tat�on and 

Express�on Style 
0 0 4 5 12 31 41 101 83 277 

Academ�c Wr�t�ng Pract�ces 

and Profess�onal 

Development 

1 1 2 2 12 26 52 81 69 246 

Plag�ar�sm and Eth�cs 0 2 8 7 18 34 42 66 39 216 
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Evaluat�on of Academ�c 

Wr�t�ng 
0 0 0 1 0 3 13 30 13 60 

Feedback and Rev�s�on 0 0 0 1 3 7 6 9 17 43 

Total 15 26 66 94 243 615 1222 1909 1411 5601 

 

As �llustrated �n Table 8, all of the top�cs demonstrate a notable �ncrease over t�me. S�nce the beg�nn�ng of the 

2000s, there has been a notable surge �n the volume of research conducted across a d�verse range of top�cs. Table 
8 represents a s�gn�f�cant po�nt of reference for the analys�s of trends perta�n�ng to d�verse AW top�cs over t�me. 
The ut�l�sat�on of such data enables researchers to ascerta�n the temporal and causal factors underly�ng the 

ascendance of spec�f�c top�cs, as well as to �dent�fy those that necess�tate further �nvest�gat�on.  

Figure 7 illustrates the evolution of AW-related topics over time, with volumes and trends represented by year.  
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Figure 7. Changes in AW topics over time and trend analysis 

 
F�gure 7 �llustrates the volume of each top�c w�th�n the total data set at a spec�f�ed t�me �nterval (x-ax�s) and dep�cts 

the slope, wh�ch represents the change over t�me. The slope of each top�c �s �nd�cat�ve of the rate of �ncrease �n 

top�c volume over t�me. In essence, these slopes �llustrate the growth rate of each top�c over a spec�f�ed t�me per�od. 
To �llustrate, the slope for the top�c 'Research and Publ�cat�on Process' was calculated to be 19.70. Th�s 

demonstrates that the volume of th�s subject �ncreases by 19.70 un�ts w�th an �ncrease �n t�me (for each add�t�onal 

un�t of t�me). A negat�ve slope �nd�cates a reduct�on �n volume over t�me. As ev�denced by the data presented �n 

the table, all of the top�cs on AW demonstrated an �ncrease �n volume. It can be observed that the m�n�mum �ncrease 

�s 1.88 �n the sect�on labelled 'Feedback and Rev�s�on', wh�le the max�mum �ncrease �s 108.28 �n the sect�on 

labelled 'Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng Stud�es'. Th�s demonstrates that the volumes of these top�cs have �ncreased 

at vary�ng rates over t�me. In consequence, these trends eluc�date the growth trends of part�cular top�cs w�th�n the 

AW f�eld over t�me, thereby afford�ng researchers an understand�ng of the s�gn�f�cance and evolut�on of these 

top�cs. The evolv�ng landscape of AW-related concerns �s �llustrated �n F�gure 8.  
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Figure 8. Percentage change and accelerat�on graph of AW top�cs 

F�gure 8 �llustrates the percentage change curve and the accelerat�on graph, wh�ch demonstrate the rate of change 

for each of the AW top�cs. To �llustrate, wh�le the percentage change curve for the top�c 'Plag�ar�sm and Eth�cs' 

d�splays a negat�ve slope, �t �s acknowledged that �ts volume exh�b�ts a pos�t�ve slope, as ev�denced �n F�gure 8. It 

can thus be stated that the proport�on of the top�c 'Plag�ar�sm and Eth�cs' �n the total number of top�cs has decreased 

over t�me, whereas the number of art�cles has �ncreased. The percentage change curve and the volume graph for 

the top�cs of 'Research and Publ�cat�on Process' and 'Analys�s, C�tat�on and Express�on Style' demonstrate a 

pos�t�ve slope. Therefore, �t �s seen that the top�cs of ‘Research and Publ�cat�on Process’ and ‘Analys�s, C�tat�on 

and Express�on Style’ have �ncreased over t�me and the rate of change has also �ncreased. 

The most s�gn�f�cant changes �n terms of percentage are observed �n the top�cs of 'Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng 

Learn�ng Processes' and "Corpus and Metad�scourse", wh�ch also exh�b�t the h�ghest slopes.  The lowest rates were 

observed for the top�cs 'Students' Academ�c Wr�t�ng Stud�es' and 'Theoret�cal Approaches �n Academ�c Wr�t�ng'. 

The results fac�l�tate comprehens�on of the alterat�ons occurr�ng �n a range of AW top�cs and the rate at wh�ch these 

changes are occurr�ng. A compar�son of the accelerat�on values of the AW top�cs w�th respect to each other �s 

presented �n F�gure 9. 

 

 

F�gure 9. Compar�son of accelerat�on values of AW top�cs 

Figure 9 presents a ranking of the acceleration values of each topic in relation to the others. The aforementioned 

values are calculated by taking the first order derivative of the function obtained from the percentage change 

curves. The presence of negative acceleration values indicates that the topic in question exhibits a slower rate of 

increase in comparison to other topics. Conversely, positive acceleration values indicate a faster rate of increase. 

To illustrate, the acceleration value of -3.07 for the topic 'Students' Academic Writing Studies' indicates that this 

topic exhibits a more rapid decline in comparison to other topics. Similarly, the acceleration value of the topic 

'Students' Academic Writing Learning Processes' is 1.25. This evidence suggests that the topic in question exhibits 

a more rapid growth trajectory in comparison to other topicsThe acceleration value of the topic 'Research and 

Publication Process' was determined to be 0.91. Accordingly, it can be said that the rate of increase of the 

mentioned topic is at a medium level compared to other topics. Consequently, Figure 9 presents a comparison of 

the rate of change of each AW topic over time, thus facilitating the identification of those topics that tend to 

accelerate or decelerate. 
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D�scuss�on 

The pr�mary object�ve of th�s study was to prov�de a comprehens�ve and systemat�c overv�ew of the academ�c 

wr�t�ng (AW) research landscape. By analyz�ng publ�cat�on trends, lead�ng journals, �nfluent�al authors, and 

themat�c areas, th�s study offers a deta�led mapp�ng of how the f�eld has evolved over the per�od from 1982 to 

2024. The f�nd�ngs contr�bute to a clearer understand�ng of both the growth patterns and the �ntellectual contours 

of AW scholarsh�p. 

Our analys�s of publ�cat�on trends reveals a pronounced and susta�ned �ncrease �n AW research, espec�ally from 

the early 2000s onward. Th�s growth trajectory reflects the r�s�ng recogn�t�on of academ�c wr�t�ng as a cruc�al 

component of academ�c l�teracy, essent�al not only for students’ success but also for scholarly commun�cat�on and 

knowledge product�on. The �ncreas�ng number of AW publ�cat�ons �s �n l�ne w�th the observat�ons of Post�go-
Zumarán et al. (2021), who documented a cons�stent annual r�se �n AW art�cles �ndexed �n major databases l�ke 

Web of Sc�ence (WoS) and Scopus. Th�s surge �nd�cates an expand�ng scholarly �nterest and an �ncreas�ng 

d�vers�f�cat�on of research w�th�n the f�eld. 

Key areas such as academ�c l�teracy (Meza, 2021) and metad�scourse (Hyland, 2017; L�u & Hu, 2021; Pearson & 

Abdollahzadeh, 2023) have emerged as prom�nent and �nfluent�al subf�elds. The�r growth po�nts to a broaden�ng 

of academ�c wr�t�ng research, where both cogn�t�ve and soc�al-l�ngu�st�c perspect�ves are ga�n�ng tract�on. 

Academ�c l�teracy research emphas�zes the role of wr�t�ng as a soc�ally s�tuated pract�ce �nvolv�ng �dent�ty, power, 

and d�sc�pl�nary norms, wh�le metad�scourse stud�es �llum�nate the rhetor�cal strateg�es wr�ters use to engage 

readers and pos�t�on themselves w�th�n the academ�c commun�ty. Th�s dual focus underscores the mult�faceted 

nature of AW as both a cogn�t�ve sk�ll and a commun�cat�ve pract�ce. 

The analys�s of publ�cat�on outlets h�ghl�ghts the central role of a few key journals—Journal of Engl�sh for 

Academ�c Purposes, Engl�sh for Spec�f�c Purposes, and Journal of Second Language Wr�t�ng—wh�ch dom�nate 

the publ�cat�on landscape �n AW research. These journals serve as �mportant hubs for d�ssem�nat�ng scholarsh�p, 

shap�ng research agendas, and foster�ng scholarly d�alogue. The�r prom�nence �s reflected not only �n publ�cat�on 

volume but also �n c�tat�on metr�cs, �nclud�ng h-�ndex values, wh�ch �nd�cate the�r susta�ned �nfluence and 

recogn�t�on w�th�n the academ�c commun�ty. Th�s concentrat�on suggests that AW scholarsh�p has developed a 

relat�vely cohes�ve commun�ty of researchers who frequently engage w�th each other’s work through these 
establ�shed platforms. 

Authorsh�p analys�s further re�nforces the �mpact of spec�f�c scholars who have dr�ven much of the f�eld’s 
�ntellectual development. Hyland K., J�ang F., and Gray B. have emerged as key f�gures whose contr�but�ons have 

s�gn�f�cantly shaped contemporary AW d�scourse. Hyland’s prom�nence �s part�cularly noteworthy; he has been 

repeatedly �dent�f�ed as the most product�ve and most c�ted author �n AW research, espec�ally w�th�n Engl�sh for 

Spec�f�c Purposes (Hyland & J�ang, 2020; Post�go-Zumarán et al., 2021). The�r work has prov�ded foundat�onal 

theoret�cal frameworks, methodolog�cal �nnovat�ons, and pract�cal �ns�ghts that have gu�ded subsequent research 

and pedagogy. 

Geograph�cal patterns �n the data reveal a dom�nance of research output from the USA, UK, and Ch�na—countr�es 

w�th strong trad�t�ons of h�gher educat�on research and s�gn�f�cant �nvestments �n academ�c wr�t�ng development. 

Wh�le Engl�sh-speak�ng countr�es cont�nue to lead, the presence of contr�but�ons from Austral�a, Canada, Iran, 

South Afr�ca, Malays�a, and New Zealand po�nts to the grow�ng global�zat�on and d�vers�f�cat�on of the f�eld. Th�s 

geograph�cal spread reflects the �ncreas�ng �mportance of AW research �n var�ed educat�onal and cultural contexts 

and suggests the potent�al for comparat�ve stud�es that explore how AW pract�ces and challenges d�ffer across 

sett�ngs. It also underscores the role of Engl�sh as a l�ngua franca �n academ�c publ�sh�ng, shap�ng not only where 

research �s produced but also how �t c�rculates �nternat�onally. 

The top�c modell�ng component of the study prov�des further granular�ty by �dent�fy�ng the most sal�ent themes 

w�th�n AW research and trac�ng the�r trajector�es over t�me. Top�cs such as Stud�es �n Students’ Academ�c Wr�t�ng, 
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Corpus and Metad�scourse, and Processes of Learn�ng Academ�c Wr�t�ng �n Students dom�nate the l�terature, 

�nd�cat�ng susta�ned �nterest �n both the l�ngu�st�c features of academ�c texts and the cogn�t�ve and developmental 

processes underly�ng wr�t�ng prof�c�ency. These areas reflect an �ntegrat�on of theoret�cal perspect�ves and 

pract�cal concerns, br�dg�ng l�ngu�st�c analys�s w�th pedagog�cal appl�cat�ons.  

Interest�ngly, top�cs that rece�ved relat�vely less attent�on such as Feedback and Rev�s�on are nonetheless 
recogn�zed as fundamental components of the academ�c wr�t�ng process. The�r lower publ�cat�on volume suggests 

underexplored opportun�t�es for research that could enhance understand�ng of how feedback mechan�sms �nfluence 

wr�t�ng development and academ�c success. Th�s gap �nv�tes scholars to �nvest�gate the nuances of format�ve 

assessment, peer collaborat�on, and �terat�ve wr�t�ng processes �n d�verse contexts. 

A d�st�nct�ve contr�but�on of th�s study �s �ts use of accelerat�on analys�s to reveal the rate at wh�ch d�fferent AW 

top�cs are ga�n�ng or los�ng momentum. Th�s approach offers a dynam�c v�ew of the f�eld, show�ng not only what 
top�cs are currently prom�nent but also how the�r �nfluence �s evolv�ng. For example, wh�le Students’ Academ�c 

Wr�t�ng Stud�es rema�ns a major area, �ts decl�n�ng accelerat�on suggests a potent�al saturat�on or a sh�ft �n research 

�nterest toward emerg�ng themes, perhaps reflect�ng maturat�on �n th�s subf�eld or a reor�entat�on toward 

�nterd�sc�pl�nary and �nnovat�ve approaches. 

Overall, th�s study emphas�zes the dynam�c and evolv�ng nature of academ�c wr�t�ng research. It h�ghl�ghts the 

f�eld’s growth �n both quant�ty and complex�ty and po�nts to the �mportance of cont�nued scholarly attent�on to 

underdeveloped areas. The f�nd�ngs offer valuable gu�dance for researchers, educators, and pol�cy makers seek�ng 

to understand past trends, current pr�or�t�es, and future d�rect�ons �n AW scholarsh�p. They also stress the necess�ty 

of foster�ng �nclus�ve and d�verse research agendas that reflect the global and mult�d�sc�pl�nary character of 

academ�c wr�t�ng today. 

Conclus�on: Contr�but�ons, Impl�cat�ons, and Future Research D�rect�ons 

In conclus�on, th�s research has revealed the general trends �n the f�eld of academ�c wr�t�ng (AW), demonstrated 

the �mportance of core journals and lead�ng authors, �dent�f�ed the ma�n themes explored �n the l�terature, and 
�llustrated how these themes have changed and evolved over t�me. It h�ghl�ghts the maturat�on of AW as a d�st�nct 

and v�brant area of �nqu�ry w�th�n appl�ed l�ngu�st�cs, compos�t�on stud�es, and Engl�sh for Academ�c Purposes 

(EAP). The f�nd�ngs conf�rm that academ�c wr�t�ng �s no longer a per�pheral concern but a central top�c attract�ng 

susta�ned and d�verse scholarly attent�on. 

Th�s study contr�butes to the f�eld by offer�ng a data-dr�ven, panoram�c v�ew of academ�c wr�t�ng scholarsh�p over 

several decades. The use of top�c modell�ng has enabled the �dent�f�cat�on of nuanced themat�c developments and 

the�r temporal trajector�es. By h�ghl�ght�ng the most and least stud�ed top�cs, the research prov�des a sol�d 

foundat�on for scholars to assess the current landscape and make �nformed dec�s�ons about where new 

contr�but�ons m�ght be most �mpactful. For �nstance, wh�le themes such as metad�scourse and student wr�t�ng are 

well establ�shed, underexplored areas l�ke feedback, rev�s�on, and mult�modal academ�c wr�t�ng represent 

prom�s�ng d�rect�ons for further �nqu�ry. 

Moreover, the �dent�f�cat�on of key authors and h�gh-�mpact journals offers valuable gu�dance to nov�ce researchers 

and graduate students a�m�ng to engage w�th the most �nfluent�al works and outlets �n the f�eld. Understand�ng 

where the most c�ted and product�ve work �s be�ng publ�shed can help scholars pos�t�on the�r research more 

strateg�cally and engage more effect�vely w�th the scholarly commun�ty. The geograph�cal d�str�but�on of research 

also prov�des �ns�ght �nto the global nature of AW stud�es. Wh�le a s�gn�f�cant port�on of the research or�g�nates 

from countr�es such as the USA, UK, and Ch�na, the contr�but�ons from emerg�ng contexts—�nclud�ng Iran, 

Malays�a, and South Afr�ca—h�ghl�ght the �ncreas�ng �nternat�onal�zat�on and contextual d�vers�ty of the f�eld. 

Th�s trend encourages more �nclus�ve and comparat�ve perspect�ves, espec�ally �n terms of mult�l�ngual academ�c 

wr�t�ng, cultural var�at�on �n d�scourse pract�ces, and the challenges faced by non-nat�ve Engl�sh-speak�ng scholars. 
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From a methodolog�cal standpo�nt, th�s study showcases the ut�l�ty of b�bl�ometr�c techn�ques such as top�c 

modell�ng for mapp�ng research landscapes. Future stud�es may bu�ld on th�s approach by �ncorporat�ng c�tat�on 

network analys�s or sent�ment analys�s to exam�ne how academ�c conversat�ons evolve and how part�cular 

concepts ga�n or lose tract�on over t�me. Pract�cally, the f�nd�ngs of th�s study can �nform curr�culum development 

�n academ�c wr�t�ng programs, espec�ally at the undergraduate and graduate levels. As student-centered top�cs 

cont�nue to dom�nate the f�eld, educators can al�gn the�r pedagog�cal strateg�es w�th emerg�ng trends to better 

support learners' needs �n �ncreas�ngly d�g�tal, mult�l�ngual, and �nterd�sc�pl�nary academ�c env�ronments. 

In summary, by synthes�z�ng decades of research output, th�s study not only charts the development of academ�c 

wr�t�ng as a scholarly f�eld but also offers clear �mpl�cat�ons for ongo�ng research, pract�ce, and pol�cy. As the f�eld 

cont�nues to grow �n response to global academ�c demands and technolog�cal sh�fts, future research should a�m to 

foster greater �nterd�sc�pl�nar�ty, pedagog�cal �nnovat�on, and �nternat�onal collaborat�on �n the study of academ�c 

wr�t�ng.  

Limitations and Suggestions for Future Research 

While this study offers a comprehensive and systematic overview of academic writing (AW) research over several 
decades, certain limitations must be acknowledged. These limitations provide important context for interpreting 
the findings and also highlight avenues for further exploration. 

First, although the study employed topic modelling and bibliometric analysis to uncover patterns and trends in the 
field, the analysis was inherently dependent on the datasets obtained from specific academic databases, particularly 
Web of Science (WoS) and Scopus. While these are widely recognized and reputable sources, they may not 
encompass the entirety of relevant academic writing literature, especially works published in non-indexed regional 
journals, grey literature, or in languages other than English. As a result, some important contributions from 
underrepresented regions or non-English contexts may have been unintentionally excluded. Future studies could 
expand the scope of data sources to include Google Scholar, ERIC, or discipline-specific databases to capture a 
broader and more inclusive picture of AW research. Second, the current study focused primarily on journal articles 
and did not include other forms of scholarly output such as book chapters, monographs, dissertations, or conference 
proceedings. These types of publications often contain rich theoretical or practice-based insights that contribute 
significantly to the development of academic writing pedagogy and research. Including such sources in future 
analyses would provide a more comprehensive view of the field. 

Third, while topic modelling is a powerful tool for identifying thematic structures within a large body of literature, 
it relies on probabilistic algorithms that may overlook subtle conceptual nuances or emerging interdisciplinary 
overlaps. For instance, topics such as multimodality, digital literacy, or AI-assisted writing tools may not have 
been distinctly captured if they were embedded within broader themes. Complementary qualitative analyses, such 
as systematic literature reviews or content analysis of key papers, could help to address this limitation and provide 
deeper interpretive insights. Fourth, the current study did not account for the pedagogical or institutional contexts 
in which AW research is conducted. Academic writing practices and expectations often vary across disciplines, 
educational systems, and institutional policies. Future research might consider comparing how AW is studied or 
taught in different disciplinary domains (e.g., STEM vs. humanities) or across educational levels (e.g., 
undergraduate, postgraduate, doctoral). 

Lastly, although the acceleration and change trends of topics were identified, the analysis did not incorporate 
external contextual factors that might have influenced these shifts such as educational reforms, the 
internationalization of higher education, or the impact of global events like the COVID-19 pandemic on academic 
writing practices. A more context-sensitive approach in future research could reveal how socio-cultural and 
technological changes shape the direction of AW scholarship. 

In light of these limitations, future studies are encouraged to adopt mixed methods approaches that combine large-
scale bibliometric mapping with in-depth qualitative exploration. Additionally, fostering collaborations across 
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regions and disciplines may yield a more holistic understanding of academic writing as a global, evolving, and 
socially situated practice. 
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