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This study investigates the use of hedges and boosters,
linguistic devices employed to express uncertainty or
confidence, in academic writing, mainly focusing on the
gendered differences in the context of English as a
Foreign Language (EFL) research articles. The primary
objectives are to explore variations in the application
of hedges and boosters between descriptive and
experimental EFL articles and to investigate disparities
in their use among male and female EFL writers.
Twenty EFL articles from Iranian international journals
were selected, focusing on the rhetorical sections of
Abstract, Introduction, Discussion, and Conclusion. The
study employed descriptive data analysis, calculating
the frequency and percentage of hedges and boosters
per 1,000 words to examine the distribution and usage
patterns across different sections and genders. The
analysis revealed nuanced patterns in the distribution
of hedges and boosters across rhetorical sections, with
the discussion and conclusion sections exhibiting
higher frequencies. Gender differences were
identified, indicating that female writers tended to use
more hedges, expressing uncertainty in their
interpretations. In contrast, male writers exhibited
greater confidence, particularly in the introduction and
conclusion sections. This research contributes valuable
insights into the rhetorical strategies of academic
writing, emphasizing the role of hedges and boosters in
shaping scholarly discourse. The study's focus on
gendered language use in the EFL context provides a
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foundation for future research and considerations in
language instruction and academic writing pedagogy.
Despite limitations, including a specific geographical
focus and a relatively small sample size, the study
enriches our understanding of linguistic strategies in
academic writing and calls for further exploration in
diverse EFL contexts.

1. Introduction

Writing encompasses the art of suitably expressing thoughts and the creative
process of discovering or inventing those thoughts (Loghmani et al., 2019;
Seyyedi et al., 2020). Ignacia and Diana (2008) further expanded on this notion
by emphasizing that writing involves not just the subject matter itself but also
the writer's self-portrayal, relationship with the reader, dedication to the
content, and assessment of the reader's knowledge and beliefs.

In academic writing, one of the paramount aspects is how authors navigate the
claims they present. This entails striking a balance by tempering uncertain or
potentially risky assertions, highlighting what they believe to be accurate, and
fostering a collegial rapport with their readers (Hyland, 2007). The expression of
doubt and certainty in writing is often described as using hedges and boosters,
a concept initially introduced by Holmes in 1984.

Hedges and boosters are integral components of language that significantly
influence how messages are perceived. These linguistic tools introduce doubt or
qualification into a statement (hedges) or emphasize confidence, strength, or
importance (boosters). The scope of study on hedges and boosters spans
linguistics, communication, psychology, and related fields. This study aims to
shed light on the hedges and boosters and their functions and implications for
various aspects of communication.

Hedges and boosters, as communicative strategies, are instrumental in either
fortifying or softening the impact of statements. Scholars contend that these
strategies serve three primary functions: 1) minimizing potential threats by

indicating a level of distance and steering clear of absolute statements, 2)
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accurately conveying the certainty of knowledge, and 3) facilitating politeness in
interactions between writers and editors (Nivales, 2010).

Hyland's argument underscores the rhetorical role of hedges in the distribution
across various sections of articles, underscoring the pivotal role of research
articles as the primary means of communication in academic discourse.
Additionally, it is worth noting that personal factors, including gender
differences, seem to influence the expressions of English as a Foreign Language
(EFL) learners. This study seeks to illuminate these nuances, paving the way for
further research and deepening our comprehension of foreign language
teachers and learners. Our primary focus is on gender differences and
communicative strategies in writing across various rhetorical sections of
research articles, with the ultimate goal of comparing the use of hedges and
boosters in Iranian EFL contexts.

2. Functions of Hedges and Boosters

Hedges and boosters are linguistic devices that serve various functions within
language, encompassing the art of moderating certainty and enhancing
emphasis. Hedges, for instance, find utility in softening the firmness of
assertions, conveying politeness, and expressing modesty. They are invaluable
tools for managing situations where face-saving and a sense of tentativeness or
deference in communication are essential. In contrast, boosters act as
intensifiers, injecting vigor and conviction into statements, rendering them more
persuasive (Hu & Cau, 2011).

Understanding the influence of hedges and boosters on persuasion has occupied
a central place in linguistic and communication research. Messages containing
hedges tend to be perceived as less convincing than those bereft of these
linguistic devices (e.g., Akbas, 2012). Conversely, boosters lend greater
persuasiveness and credibility to messages (Mirzapour & Mahand, 2012). These
effects assume particular significance in fields such as marketing, advertising,
and public relations, where the strategic use of language plays a pivotal role in
molding consumer attitudes and behaviors.
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Hedges or boosters can significantly influence the evaluation of a source's
credibility. Hedges may cast shadows of doubt on the trustworthiness of the
communicator, while boosters enhance their perceived expertise and reliability
(Jalilifar, 2011). These dynamics extend their reach into both interpersonal
communication and the credibility of experts and authorities in public discourse.
In social interaction, hedges and boosters serve as instruments of influence.
Hedges are deftly employed to navigate delicate social situations, mitigate face
threats, convey politeness, and foster cooperative exchanges (Brown &
Levinson, 2018). Conversely, boosters assume a contrasting role by promoting
assertiveness, underscoring the significance of a message, and potentially
altering power dynamics in conversations.

3. Previous Studies

Hyland (2007) argued that incorporating hedges is pivotal in academic writing
and critical in constructing persuasive arguments. By employing rhetorical
techniques, writers aim to secure reader acceptance of the veracity of their
statements while preemptively addressing potential objections. Consequently,
hedges become a valuable tool for academics. These expressions of doubt and
certainty are commonly known as hedges and boosters, a concept outlined by
Holmes in 1984.

In 2005, Hinkel conducted a study exploring the types and frequencies of hedges
and intensifiers in native and non-native academic essays. Her findings revealed
that non-native (L2) writers tended to use a limited range of hedges, resembling
more informal spoken language. Clyne (1991) delved into cross-cultural
differences in using hedges, focusing on German and English scholars' academic
texts. His research demonstrated variations in hedge usage, with Germans
employing more hedging in academic writing. Modal auxiliaries emerged as a
primary hedging device in both German and English.

According to Hyland (2007), boosters empower writers to convey confidence in
their assertions and showcase their engagement with the subject and audience.
Comparative investigations between native English speakers and second

1140



QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL
A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025
LFU ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)

language writers have been conducted in empirical studies; one example is
Hatzitheodorou and Mattheoudakis's (2007) study on Greek university students
learning English. They observed that non-native students utilized more lexical
chunks and fewer adverbs as boosters in their writing, employing boosters for
different rhetorical purposes. Similarly, Kobayashi (2009) explored boosters in
texts by Japanese EFL learners and native English writers, finding that Japanese
EFL learners used fewer lexical variations of boosting devices than native English
writers.

4. Context of the Study

The current study aims to contribute to empirical evidence relevant to academic
writing and English instruction for specific purposes. The primary focus is on
examining the use of hedges and boosters in scholarly articles written by EFL
authors, with a specific investigation into the linguistic choices of Iranian male and
female EFL writers in their academic research articles. The study has two main
objectives:

1. To explore differences in the application of hedges and boosters between
descriptive and experimental EFL articles and

2. To investigate disparities in hedges and boosters among male and female EFL
writers in "descriptive" and "experimental" articles.

5. Methodology
5. 1 Research Procedure
Based on the objectives of the present study, twenty EFL articles, including ten
articles belonging to those with experimental design and ten articles belonging to
those with descriptive research design, were selected based on the following
criteria:
e The chosen articles were published in prominent Iranian
international journals within the last decade, with the majority
being from the past ten years.
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e Authors were exclusively male or female, although some
articles had multiple writers as long as they were of the same
gender.

e All selected research articles adhered to a consistent structure,
comprising the rhetorical sections of Abstract, Introduction,
Discussion, and Conclusion. Tables, figures, footnotes, and
bibliography were excluded from the analyzed data.

e The articles were categorized based on their experimental or
descriptive design.

While an effort was made to select articles with a single author, the
prevalent practice in EFL resulted in many articles having multiple writers.
Article length was disregarded, and the frequency of hedges and boosters
was calculated per 1,000 words to ensure data uniformity. Data analysis
occurred following the selection of articles based on the outlined criteria.
To achieve the goals above, the following step-by-step procedures were
implemented:

e First, twenty research articles, with ten each from the EFL field,
were categorized into experimental and descriptive designs to
represent the two main types of EFL research articles.

e Within each EFL article type, five articles were authored by
males and five by females. The number of writers in each article
was not a factor, but each article had to be exclusively written
by either males or females.

5.2 Statistical Analyses

The primary objective of this study is to investigate the presence of hedges and
boosters in two types of EFL research articles (descriptive and experimental)
across four rhetorical sections: Abstract, Introduction, Discussion, and
Conclusion. The second objective is to discern differences in the use of hedges
and boosters between male and female writers across the two EFL article types.
Descriptive data, such as frequency and percentage of occurrence, were
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employed for this purpose. This approach is justified by its effectiveness in
revealing dissimilarities and similarities between male and female writers in
using various hedges and boosters and variations between the two types of EFL
research articles.

6. Findings

6. 1 Hedges and Boosters in EFL Descriptive and Experimental Articles

In this section, the study investigated the occurrence of linguistic devices of
hedges and boosters within four distinct areas of EFL descriptive and
experimental articles. These sections were the Abstract, Introduction,
Discussion, and Conclusion. Table 1 illustrates the data specifically for EFL
descriptive articles. According to the data presented in this table, the discussion
section exhibits the highest frequency of boosters, with a rate of 10.36 per 1000
words, while hedges are most commonly used in the conclusion and discussion
sections, with rates of 28.65 and 22.11 per 1000 words, respectively.

Table (1): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Descriptive Articles

Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 1294 4989 7234 1780 15297
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 27 10 105 40 160 75 51 16 343 141
Frequency | 20.86 7.72 21.04 7.15 22.11 10.36 28.65 8.98 22.42 9.21
Per 1000

The analysis of how hedges and boosters are distributed across the four
rhetorical sections of EFL experimental articles, as indicated in Table 2, reveals
that hedges are predominantly employed in the conclusion and discussion
sections, with rates of 29.13 and 28.63 per 1000 words, respectively. Similarly,
boosters are notably prevalent in the conclusion and discussion sections, with
rates of 14.56 and 11.96 per 1,000 words, respectively.
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Table (2): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Experimental Articles

Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 1645 7983 6601 1991 18220
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 40 13 225 62 189 79 58 29 512 183
Frequency | 24.31 7.9 28.18 7.76 28.63 11.96 29.13 14.56 28.10 10.04
Per 1000

In summary, the tables above illustrate a higher frequency of hedges and
boosters in the discussion and conclusion sections of research articles than in
the introduction and abstract sections. This observed pattern can be ascribed to
the unique purposes served by each section within the articles. For example, as
highlighted by DeKeyser and Brown (1989), the primary goal of an abstract is to
provide a concise summary of the entire article. Consequently, there is less need
for extensive use of hedges and boosters in abstracts, given their typical
encapsulation of the problem statement, subject characteristics, research
methodology, findings, and a brief conclusion. Nevertheless, it is crucial to note
that certain hedges or boosters may still find utility even in summarizing results.
Concerning the introduction section, scholars such as West (1980) and Swales
(2004) underscore its role in setting the context for the study, referencing prior
research, and highlighting research gaps. The purpose of the introduction
sections restricts the use of boosters, but a cautious approach, mainly when
introducing hypotheses, may warrant the use of hedges. The analysis of the
introduction in the current study aligns with the perspectives of these scholars,
as well as Hyland (2007), who argues that hedging in this section speculates on
the study's significance and tentatively introduces the study's findings.

On the contrary, the discussion and conclusion sections predominantly focus on
data analysis, presenting claims, and either reinforcing or mitigating those claims
(Farrokhi & Emami, 2008). The higher frequency of hedges and boosters in these
sections aligns with scholars' viewpoints, including Hyland (2007), who suggests
that authors aim to provide more interpretation and establish academic
credibility by going beyond the data in the discussion section. Similarly, the
conclusion section also tends to feature a greater use of hedges and boosters.
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According to Farrokhi & Emami (2008), in this section, authors commonly
comment on the information presented in the articles, summarize the results,
and make claims about future developments. The varied use of hedges and
boosters in different sections of research articles can be attributed to each
section's distinct functions and objectives within the research publication.

6. 2 Hedges and Boosters in EFL Descriptive Articles among Male and Female
Writers

This section involved the calculation of the frequency of hedges and boosters
in four rhetorical sections (abstract, introduction, discussion, and conclusion)
of Iranian EFL descriptive articles authored by both male and female writers.
As presented in Table 3, the analysis results indicate that in articles written by
females, the highest occurrence of hedges is observed in the discussion section
(30.57 per 1,000 words) and the abstract section (29.96 per 1,000 words).
Additionally, boosters are most prevalent in the discussion section (12.22 per
1,000 words) and the introduction section (7.54 per 1,000 words).

Table (3): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Descriptive Articles Written

by Females
Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 801 3312 4252 899 9264
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 24 7 90 25 130 52 20 8 264 92
Frequency | 29.96 8.73 27.17 7.54 30.57 12.22 22.24 8.89 28.49 9.93
Per 1000

A similar analysis for the articles by males in Table 4 indicated that the conclusion
(24.26 per 1,000 words) section is hedged chiefly, and the highest incidence of
boosters is in the discussion (9.21 per 1,000 words) section.
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Table (4): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Descriptive Articles Written
by Males
Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 573 1893 3255 989 6710
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 5 4 29 8 49 30 24 6 107 48
Frequency | 8.72 6.98 15.31 4.22 15.05 9.21 24.26 6.06 15.94 7.15
Per 1000

This part of the analysis reveals a similarity in the rhetorical distribution of
boosters in articles authored by females and males. Specifically, the discussion
section exhibited the highest boosters in both genders. In contrast, the
introduction section contained the lowest occurrence of boosters in both male
and female articles. However, differences emerged between the two genders
when examining the distribution of expressions of doubt. In articles by female
EFL writers, the discussion and abstract sections displayed the highest incidence
of hedges. In contrast, the corresponding sections in articles by male writers had
the lowest incidence of doubt.

This indicates that the discussion section of research articles by female writers
featured numerous expressions of doubt and certainty. In contrast, articles by
male writers had the lowest number of hedges and the highest number of
boosters in the discussion section. According to Parker’s (2010) study, this
finding may be attributed to the indirectness of females in presenting their
claims. In other words, male EFL writers expressed their claims more confidently
in the discussion section of research articles with a descriptive design compared
to females. Farrokhi and Emami (2008) argue that hedges assist writers in
conveying uncertainty regarding the interpretation of findings in the discussion
section. Using only categorical assertions, they contend, leaves no room for
dialogue with readers and may imply that writers have the final say in that field.
In summary, females tend to leave more room for further interpretation than
males in research articles' discussion or interpretation section. However,
identifying the similarities and differences between males and females in using
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categories of hedges and boosters in EFL research articles is a nuanced matter
and warrants further investigation.

6. 3 Hedges and Boosters in EFL Experimental Articles among Male and Female
Writers

The frequency of the expressions of doubt and certainty across the rhetorical
sections: abstract, introduction, discussion, and conclusion in Iranian EFL articles
with experimental design is depicted in Tables 5 and 6. The findings showed that
the highest occurrence of hedges is in the discussion section (35.38 per 1,000
words), and the highest incidence of boosters is in the conclusion section (25.35
per 1,000 words). Table 5 indicates the results more clearly.

Table (5): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Experimental Articles
Written by Females

Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 866 4011 2798 986 8661
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 24 9 111 43 99 32 32 25 266 109
Frequency | 27.71 | 1039 | 27.67 | 10.72 | 35.38 | 11.43 32.45 25.35 30.71 12.58
Per 1000

In the subsequent analysis phase, the distribution of hedges and boosters across
four rhetorical sections of male EFL research articles was examined. The results
for the distribution of hedges and boosters in experimental research articles by
male Iranian EFL writers revealed that the introduction section (29.19 per 1,000
words) and conclusion section (30.02 per 1,000 words) contained the highest
number of hedges, while the discussion section (12.90 per 1,000 words) had the
highest occurrence of boosters.

These results indicate a similarity between male and female EFL writers using
boosters in experimental design. Specifically, the highest incidence of boosters
in both genders was observed in the discussion and conclusion sections, with the
lowest in the abstract and introduction sections. However, a notable difference
emerged in the use of hedges between the two genders. The analysis presented
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in Table 5 demonstrates a significant disparity in the use of hedges in the four
rhetorical sections. In female articles, the highest occurrence of hedges is in the
discussion and abstract sections. In contrast, in male articles, the frequency of
hedges is high across all sections, including the introduction, conclusion,
discussion, and abstract.

As discussed earlier, this discrepancy suggests that female writers tend to
interpret findings more indirectly than males. Conversely, male writers exhibit
more uncertainty about other researchers' findings, as evidenced by their
increased use of expressions of doubt in the introduction compared to the
conclusion section. This finding aligns with the results of previous studies by
Hyland (1998), Vartella (2001), and Farrokhi & Emami (2008).

Table (6): Frequency of Hedges and Boosters in EFL Experimental Articles
Written by Males

Total Abstract Introduction Discussion Conclusion Total
Words 890 4042 3798 966 9696
Total Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster | Hedge | Booster
Devices 17 5 118 27 90 49 29 8 254 89
Frequency | 19.10 5.61 29.19 6.67 23.69 | 12.90 | 30.02 8.28 26.19 9.17
Per 1000

7. Conclusion

In conclusion, the analysis of hedges and boosters in academic articles authored
by EFL writers, with a specific focus on the context of Iranian speakers, offers
valuable insights into the rhetorical techniques employed in scholarly
communication. This study seeks to comprehend how linguistic devices, such as
hedges and boosters, are utilized by writers to navigate the intricacies of
academic discourse, taking into account factors such as gender-based variations
in expression. The literature review establishes the importance of hedges and
boosters in academic writing, highlighting their role in managing certainty and
emphasis. Scholars like Holmes and Hyland emphasize that these linguistic tools
play a critical role in shaping the perception of assertions, influencing credibility,
and facilitating polite discourse within academic settings. The study's findings
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uncover nuanced patterns in using hedges and boosters across different sections
of scholarly articles. Notably, the discussion and conclusion sections emerge as
critical areas where writers deploy these linguistic devices, aligning with the
expected functions of these sections in presenting and interpreting data. The
observed variations between male and female writers in their use of hedges and
boosters underscore the impact of personal factors on language expression,
contributing to the broader conversation on gendered language use in academic
discourse. The study makes a noteworthy contribution to understanding
academic writing strategies, particularly within the EFL context. By shedding light
on the distribution of hedges and boosters in different sections and among
different genders, this research lays the groundwork for further exploration and
consideration in language instruction and academic writing pedagogy. However,
it is essential to acknowledge the study's limitations. The exclusive focus on
Iranian EFL writers may constrain the generalizability of the findings to other EFL
contexts. Additionally, the relatively small sample size and the selection of
articles from a specific geographical region may impact the study's external
validity. Future research endeavors could address these limitations by
broadening the scope to include various EFL writers and contexts. In conclusion,
this rhetorical analysis significantly contributes to the broader comprehension
of linguistic strategies in academic writing, particularly emphasizing the role of
hedges and boosters in shaping scholarly discourse. The findings provide a solid
foundation for future research in the field of EFL writing and offer valuable
insights to language instructors, researchers, and students seeking a deeper
understanding of effective communication in academic settings.

1149



QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL

A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025

(I ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)
References:
1. Akbas, E. (2012). Exploring metadiscourse in master’s dissertation abstracts:

10.

Cultural and linguistic variations across postgraduate writers. International
Journal of Applied Linguistics and English Literature, 01(01), 12-26.
https://doi.org/10.7575/ijalel.vinip12

Brown, P., & Levinson, S. C. (2018). Studies in interactional sociolinguistics:
Politeness: Some universals in language usage series number 4: Some universals
in language usage. Cambridge University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511813085

Clyne, M. (1991). The socio-cultural dimension: The dilemma of the German-
speaking Scholar (H. Schroder, Ed.). Walter de Gruyurt.

DeKeyser, R., & Brown, J. D. (1989). Understanding research in second language
learning: A teacher’s guide to statistics and research design. Language, 65(4),
876. https://doi.org/10.2307/414953

Farrokhi, F., & Emami, S. (2008). Hedges and Boosters in Academic Writing:
Native vs. Non-native Research Articles in Applied Linguistics and
Engineering. The Journal of Applied Linguistics, 1(2), 62—98.

Hatzitheodorou, A. M., & Mattheoudakis, M. (2007). The projection of stance in
the Greek Corpus of Learner English (GRICLE). In Proceedings of the Corpus
Linguistics conference.

Hinkel, E. (2005). Hedging, Inflating, and Persuading in EFL Academic
Writing. Applied Language Learning, 15, 29-53.

Holmes, J. (1984). Hedging your bets and sitting on the fence: Some evidence
for hedges as support structures. Te R Eo, 27(1), 47-62.

Hu, G., & Cau, F. (2011). Hedging and boosting in abstracts of applied linguistics
articles: A Comparative Study of English and Chinese medium journals. Journal
of Pragmatics, 43, 2795-2869.

Hyland, K. (2007). Applying a gloss: Exemplifying and reformulation in academic
discourse. Applied Linguistics, 28(2), 266—285.

1150


https://doi.org/10.7575/ijalel.v1n1p12
https://doi.org/10.1017/cbo9780511813085
https://doi.org/10.2307/414953

QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL

A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025

(I ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Hyland, K. (1998). Boosting, hedging, and the negotiation of academic
knowledge. Text - Interdisciplinary Journal for the Study of Discourse, 18(3).
https://doi.org/10.1515/text.1.1998.18.3.349

Ignacia, V., & Diana, G. (2008). Beyond mood and modality: epistemic modality
markers as hedges in research articles: a cross-disciplinary study,
Ravista. Alicantina de Estudios Ingleses, 21, 171-190.

Jalilifar, A. R. (2011). World of Attitudes in Research Articles Discussion Sections:
A cross-Linguistic perspective. Journal of Technology & Education, 5(3), 177-
186.

Kobayashi, Y. (2009). Extracting characteristics of English essays written by
Japanese EFL Learners. In Proceedings of Jinmonkon Symposium series of
Information Processing Society of (pp. 261-268).

Loghmani, Z., Ghonsooly, B., & Ghazanfari, M. (2019). Textual engagement of
native English speakers in doctoral dissertation discussion sections. Journal of
Research in Applied Linguistics, 10, 78—107.

Mirzapour, F., & Mahand, M. (2012). Hedges and boosters in Native and non-
native Library and Information and Computer Science Research Articles. The
Southeast Asian Journal of English Language Studies, 18(2), 119-128.

Nivales, M. L. (2010). Hedging in college Research Papers: Implications for
Language Instruction. In Asian EFL Journal, 35—45.

Parker, J. R. (2010). Algorithms for image processing and computer vision. John
Wiley& Sons.

Seyyedi, K., & Hamad Amin, N. The Effect of Immediate and Delayed Error
Correction on Accuracy Development of Intermediate EFL Learners’ Writing
(March 1, 2020). ULLT 3(2):100-108, Available at
SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=3546837 or http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.
3546837

Swales, J. (2004). Research genres: Exploration and applications. Cambridge
University Press.

1151


https://doi.org/10.1515/text.1.1998.18.3.349
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3546837
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.%203546837
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.%203546837

QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL
A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025
LFU ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)

21. Varttala, T. (2001). Hedging on scientifically oriented discourse: exploring
Variation according to Discipline and intended audience. Electronic doctoral
dissertation. In Acta Electronica Universities Tamperensis 138.

22. West, G. K. (1980). That-nominal constructions in traditional rhetorical divisions
of scientific research papers. TESOL Quarterly, 14(4), 483.
https://doi.org/10.2307/3586236

SBUUL & Boydiwggs o 7 &1 Suydy oS
Sl Slej Seg @3S Silydwe g audd lawss 84

:’ .- * H
oS galesla) 033l 905 1S 0yatigsr 9 e Sluiay S o sgardSes wogdniish pds
SSagognd 4 & JasalSd iawggl d oiymesyBa dlata ol aldol Layyes &
©0odiigl Sl gogumylon d (BayidSoy auilole yaw dil3os pydw (So du
OIS 4esI1,38 d g3y & Gty (S asSoydn anslel ily (Siile) Sog g3ulSes
99034 9 sbuog gogaiied SBCwl oo d ySeyanuges o zia SliaySay d
Slyawgss ylen d liluaySa SBauilole dogad 3 o Sly Sila) Sog 3455
Sl Slay Sog 340505 Slay iUy e l3auogaiuiiah pdl . o385 Silay e 9 35
A ydw Gs oLSaw S oliayiidan egailys Silauidgesgs oyB35 o
$y8Sawogy glils 35y aSoganiigh pladd o el (Saddy @id gy SBaSHdny
81 099355 slajan ddg Ver yad & SBoydiwgyy 9 i gIdw 03y S wolumySa
9 olBeilogls waa gyawilyaw o HlaeySa o goswaals Sojloxa Sy
aady gydwilyaw o o Boyaiugss g a0 SasSaals gilons aSanySia JuilSeidSe,
s ol pLsiya o3y €S pladdd 5 saly SBasd JBd wiSes 1Sab 1o5a), 80,
u.ﬂ_)cuuggj &S £0945 &y woilal Uidadd 09l 35 Lo 656") 6-3'9L!::>~' aogduiigs ?cﬂ
3305308 1L g ilaS o Lalal (nands (g S o oS asan o Lbias b3 o

1152


https://doi.org/10.2307/3586236

QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL
A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025
LFU ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)

o Sy saa d Jaglia s plag oLyl colae gly Slydwgss layalya o
aidliin & obos gy Sudloyd d o glaba aoganiisi pd lagliss
d 0gailSes (Boyaiwgss o g LBy syawd ciax (a8 Liwsy SEanSyday
4 g3Bey Sloy SluaySa yawd Seganiiel SISIS laadly oUsS uwayls
osilals 33xSslaoy o 09aid 3y &1 Scylaaiy s Sily (Siile) Sog ¢34858 sosizylex
slosaw obos puls Sl gy a8l o gy SuxSys o
Sagoshli adigad (Sauoybad g wagli gL8l S wiSEs ndilgd IS ySslayggin
lasosslSa igwggd o (Badlodile) anislyie d olanigdSs Soganiisi «Sogae
Sog 3455 gr8xsl8x sooimslen o wlSes yily lyaS glols o wles Sdadges

S SEl)

1153



QALAAI ZANISTSCIENTIFIC JOURNAL

A Scientific Quarterly Refereed Journal Issued by Lebanese French University — Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq
Vol. (10), No (2), Summer 2025
LFU ISSN 2518-6566 (Online) - ISSN 2518-6558 (Print)

YAl A @l ) aall g cilla gasll S50 Jaladl)
Aiaf 431 4 3ulay) ARl QS LgiS ) Aagalsy)

1padlal)
pe e peill dandiaal) 4y galll 5 el 5 () Jrall 5 cilda sl aladiinl 8 A al) o34 s
Glans (8 Cpmiall Cp CUDEAY) o and ) IS5 S5l ae dpanlSY) 0S8 S ()
b DAY GLISI o Aalu) Y (EFL) Al 430 4 plasy) 460 2ia0l cYEa)
o i) 5 Apial AR08 4 5l ARl Gy el 5 Aha sl VR () el 5 il sl (gl
Oiie HLEa) a3 Y s ) SAI e Apial RIS 4l AR LS (p Lgaladin) el glanl)
Led aldY) e S il ae el oY) Adall el (e dpiad AR1C 4 pulany) sl Al
DS Gl i gl bl Jidas Al al) cuandinl Uuy ) 48l 5 dediall 5 padlll
At jae il 5 a3 sl Blail Gasdl A0S 1000 JSI @l 3 jeill 5 i gaill 2 aall duill
Al e @l jeally cllasadll ahs A AREy Blal e Jdadll (aiSy Aabidall iaY)g
Lo ¢yl cp (35 80 aaa 3| e b calan i clabiziny) 5 As8lid) aludl @ jedal Cam e D)
& Ol G i axe e (e il sal (e 3 3all alasiad ) ey LASH G )
Lo (550 Canll 138 aaley Al 5 dadiall and 8 daala ¢ ST AS QA QUESH jelal (il
JEE bl aally llasatll Hsn o 5 5 e caaalSY) AU 42 ) bl i) s
AR08 4 5lasy) Al (Sl 3 Gl G ) aladi) e Aul Al 38 5 i aladl iladl)
el o ApapalSY) LUK (i G5k 5 Aadl) aglad 8 dbiivall <l jlie W) 5 sl Wl 4yl
Liagd (s A yall (8 Gt ppiall Aiall aans g oasall 81 jrall 5€ all clld 8 Loy cagadl) (g
A by ARl il 8 CHLESIUY (pe 3y e () o g AaanadlSY) ALUSN 3 3 galll ) i)

1154



