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1. BUBHIC

WLBWFATA Y THIFIBOT, EFNELRDTFIALOV Y P VIHLIME S L. 8%
DI AT 4 2 TORFHIISH T 2U%EA. EAP (English for Academic Purposes) %2 ESP (English for
Specific Purposes) Wb & L TN TV 5. BFRANRIE. LFERWKEL EOERUF 22T Tldd
BRI RALNR Y, WMBBROS A T4 FVIZEDLE T, Ha T v Y WALIENRD R
HTWnab,

FITRGMELELT [V 2] L) FEMRAI STV A5 LFL K- LA lEC
LoTIHDLRTVEDLI TR, FI2ALMZEDL I IIHHTIEINICO0T, IEHICL->TT 7
=Rl Al P ARV Y oW 0 o WA I 98

L Ladss, EAMZIMEE LT, Yy Y VGHollmz s Lz b, iR 2 L1
TIXIZEAERY-S 50U EVTW D,

FTEFTUPHEL T L2EBHTH) 5S4 74 Y V8FIZBWT, k. Yy o )iikdg
M) BRI REFRROOLNT A EbN S,

LI Las, AETIE Swales (1990), Bhatia (1993), Hyland (2004) 7 22X 2 {CFE ML T~
YNGHOTHEBRBL., BT 52 LT, ZOIGEHERER A S ML THL W,

2. B

EAFFAEDOBRIIIZABHNC, Yy YA HAMTELZFRICOVWTHRHTE &2V, IFEHMskE 85
SEICEY, EDLIBENTIILLTA T4 Y VRN Lz0», TOHMEWREIZTS S
ENTELLEDNS,

L2545 4 > 7285 HEOLBIZOWTIE Paluidge (2004) A5iFEL (X Tw 5,

MWD L2 747 4 2 7HE Bl h, @R EXTH -7 ONEIXI90ER N A
S1960E/CHM F TERMMTH o7z wvd, LA L., 19604 (UHEHS, HMiiXZh TR0 LR
L, BHNBIEIC T2 L Ebos Wb, 2 F VA - LARMHBLFT S AI—R - L
NWVETTFZAPEHML, 5L (description). WL (narratives), Mg 2 #1# (comparison
and contrast), BN & &AL (cause and effect) . —#¢fk (generalization) R ENDF 2 X ¥ 4 FIZH
HOESEHTHEI k1L,

19704 4CICAB L, L1 9454 » 7EFH LRI LI, &R p0IC L. BRSOl
A AT, TR TTNE] TS Cvoa—llo AR 70t A7 70 —FH3H Ah
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Bhd. LALENS, 7HEAT 70 —Fid4 3 L HEMIZITANRLNARTIEI R, HEY
e HERRICBTE 7474 FOBERITHT 28I % 2 D7k EOREMARR S vz,

DX RBEER, S, FM (academic) REMEIR (professional settings) BT, FEFE
AR SR Twuah b ng 2 e, ERFPE) LALKKT, [Vry V] 2arba—nT53
VEXRHDLIEDE, [Ty V] ICEIEHEIEE -7

K (2004) 3. ZHIL2L2 94 T4 Y7 EFOHBE, BREMR (1960FEMR~), HEFEHR
(197041 ~) . MATEBROEE (19804EMNBE~) L) kI [3odifih] & LTHAL,
RAFEBOEFTOHNDP SV ¥ P WD FA T4V THREPNTE L LMEIT TS KIZ
R EIFHEIZBCTD, [HE] 2B, BRLLMTiEe sl EMNTE S,

3. &ITHIR
3—1. Move 4¥f

v YU BWTHBIH VLN TV S . Swales (1990) 12 & % Move % Step (& 5%
BNy — L OGHTH S (HHEFEAL, 2008 ; Bhatia, 1993 : Hyland. 2004). HZ»Ilidy v >
VAT = Move T & W IEBOBIRTHA L T 2iEb RHN 5 (Furuya, 2006).

Move it &1, 77 A FOHIZIZHROBMOBE X (Move) B3dH D . Z£OHIC S HIZHIA VRO
BE (Step) PNBERTVBLRAT, F27AMDOL MYy ZHEEZHSPIZTEH0H0EET. 20
B s s 2 L2482 { vy (Bhatia, 1993, p. 32 :Dudley-Evans & St John, 1998, p.31).

Swales(1990) (k. WIFRERILOBAT (f > baFriay) BT, 320 Move BMHHFICHE
BN, FDO3ODKEST Step RO SNSB X FIKIM L. [CARS (Create a Research Space) €7
V] ERRLTVWS (1),

E1

Move 1 Establish a territory
Stepl Claiming centrality
and/or
Step2 Making topic generalization(s)
and/or
Step3 Reviewing items of previous research

Move2 Establishing a niche
Step 1A Counter-claiming
or
Step 1B Indicating a gap
or
Step 1C Question-raising
or
Step 1D Continuing a tradition

Move3 Occupying the niche
Step 1A OQutlining purposes
or
Step 1B Announcing present research
Step 2 Announcing principal findings
Step 3 Indicating RA structure
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WD Move | Tid. HODWFREBEM L TH720, MPENE Y 20UV v Y MIZBWTEE
HRWLRETHE L) EHER, BITHROLE2—, FPEY 20— bR ENTDbNE, KD Move
2 Tld, BITWIREOMEEIZ L D, IR OB (niche) 2L, BELZE LAY THI LT,
B ODUREREZW ST 5o D Move 3 Tl FEHIYRBEZFEH LD S oML
EIZERT B

Move FNFNICTHD Step i), I 705 LNJL (Steps) 25, w70~V (Moves) ¥
T BWFBF2AMOEITIEE LA, ke LTala=r—2ar LoHWEERTSEE
A %o

3—2. 7 Steps 77O—F

Swales (1990) AYFEHFH MR Vv Y VMO EL W LRIZTHOIIH L, Bhatia (1993) 1%, RIER
H# L (sales promotion letters) X | il (legal cases). K % 3 (job applications) % &\ i 1] #H &K
(professional settings) (ZFTY v Y WM OATEMEZ EIF T 5.

Bhatia (1993) &Y % Y V¥ EBISMN LN AT LATH Y, UOKLELY, FHLEERH
EEROBREMNLHBEEFLIME T2 TE2EL (p.39). TEH (Steps) (Z#oWicd v
YIUGMTERRGRLTYS (M2) SOT7T7O—F 42 TR LA EBOMEML RSN 5 (Hafer,
2008 : Hiittner, 2008).

2
1. Placing the given genre-text in a situational context
2. Surveying existing literature
3. Refining the situational / contextual analysis
4. Selecting corpus
5. Studying the institutional context
6. Levels of linguistic analysis

Level 1 : Analysis of lexico-grammatical features
Level 2 : Analysis of text-patterning or textualization
Level 3 : Structual interpretation of the text-genre

7 . Specialist information in genre analysis

B 1 OBBIIIRR RN ¥ YV EWRZ. Px Y MIHEDORZEORER Uy v LW E
BEFEILETHY, 2EHUANICZOL I ITHINIZONL W) LB TLI L TH S,

2 DXERRIZ, FHWLBELEZT T YINROPFRTI#H. FMA P 7y 758004
ELTETNS,

3T OEBTHRRONIALESSIIRBEE, Py VONEE/FHLT. GAT/HEE.
ZITORGHELZEHROMBRHAMN, Py s LR EHRIILD. FZAMERLEISELT
WB My 2R FOAMOBRERZNETHILETH S,

41T N EREL, BHLSALFIERHTH L 2= AOBEIZDVTTHE:. I3—/1AD
WY LB A XERETHOIIE, Yy o vRd 7o v 0, vy M EDBECEAREICE
BT HLENHY, ZNUE. 2 Ia2r—2a r LOHMRIRMCIR, 727 2 b LOREMSEICE
SWTiThh b,
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5437 % Y WHMEDLN B IRM LIRS, £ 2 TOFFHEHL LRTL2BUNRHTH 2T L L TH
%,

613, ESHIZHIDL 32DLARNIGHINTED, Pr VAR YD L X TR L <
HNTO200HWT5L%SHDLE L, TRIIBROLANVIZELZZLLH S,

LA LiE, KB — S A0 HIC & D ZRCIUEN L 7 2 A MOB 2588 L Sl
R Z RIS T2 ETHDHA, TN TRITHOEF[YLIFMLONETE Y, Yy ity
TEDEHICAIa=sr—ar LOHWNBERSNELIZ 20V TORNI 4TI RVITiEEL
Bhatia (3§74 L TV %,

LA 2T Vv Y VSIE LT oWIBRA 5 2 2 & 26, WO 4 Tl o a7 U
x5, —BlE LT [EMN] D LWFohTs), BORY 74 7RG » B TH A7
&, BEHRLBWAIBSRIMMDR TSI EEFHL TV 5.

LA 3iE, P Vs BIT 2RI Z IBICL, ey r vy vilBu T, ifEhdaia
== a rFEEWLENIITEIETH S, LENLGIEE LTIE, Swales(1990) @ Move 547
ERALTVS. bolkd, TOTEIIOVTI, V4 Y LOHRR MR ELADIZAMTHL E
TBHHLON, LFLLETOY x U VMIZIBNTERVIEELH 5.

BHD T TE, T LANELZNIHT 2 MR USOM G fTbh s,

SN LG, Bhatia (1993) 1% 7 BeBfich 720 ¥ x O M HHERIIRT HA5, SN BES. BFL
BETOTEREZRLATNELR S HRWIRTE R, EoatiliikdNvahiionTid, Vv
WGHDOHW, BN TE Iy 2 VoM, SHEADY ¥ X MOV TOWRAME LI L > TE
boTLBERBRTWE (p.22),

3—3. SFL. ESP, O—NXRIZEDIK77A—-F

Hyland (2004) &, % ¥ Vopti%k, WEDFHREMEH 52T H7 1 22— XD —IRTH
D, EDLHIMA DD T I 22— a YIRRVEBNT 20Tl 2N T 222052 &
T, BlBITICEOHMBEZISNTE2H0THEHE LTS (p.195),

T ik, 77 A FotilE, HaEmEN, HEToirs. 2T Tolf R T S
¥ BT TO—FHHLN, LRLBELLZO TITN] THHLHLEZ, B LT @
BI[A429Ea—][F7AMrHr] OHAEDLEEH TS (p. 195, p.209).

BAMNL Y v Ykl LTEIC22HRINTE D, 20t Halliday (1994) Z il REL
T& 7, BRI TIEY (Systematic Functional Linguistics, JAF SFL &) 12X b7 Fa—F &,
) DI E HID - D (BEnglish for Specific Purposes, S F ESP E4) kA7 7o—
FTHbH, ThEN, KOL I ITHHAIEA IR TS (p.223),

SFL analysis requires an understanding of the ways a writer’ s grammatical choices work to express
particular textual, idecational. and interpersonal meanings. with patterns of theme, modality.

types of nouns and verbs, and cohesion helping to construct functional stages of the text.

ESP analyses begin with collecting examples of relevant. genres in a particular context. often with the
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help of expert users, before identifying the move structure of a text. and the main features of grammar

and vocabulary it contains. ESP uses more varied models of language than SFL.

DT, #RZho7 70 —FIlo0WTBARICR TV 2 EI2T 5,

SFLiCiE, SiliLIdBIROIAFATHN ., ZHIS L) FEMNFHIZIFEORIEL (ZET H 2 LAt
T&, B bolROFEBREHHL, MELHIMEL, SR LEENEEZEDHRT I LS
TELLEW)EZHPREARIZH S (p.25)-

— IS, FERMRHA L LTI CHV O L D0 FEMIE (register) 128135 3RIIT. b,
Field (T2 2V b TWASHD), Tenor (& T L FHAFOMWER) . Mode GEETNLFFHELEND
HREBHEOBH) LVIHIBMETHY, TRIETOLT Y VML H S (So. 2005)-

SRHIIMAT, H#EFRIHIMNEHNEZER TSI, SFLTEHIEZHD [V r ]
(explanation, recount, report, etc) & W) TBEEEIRT L L E X 5,

SFLACEE D WA AR % ¥V v » Wl ik e L Tid, SFL TRAECEFETH L E L. BUTOF
JAMEH#ERDLLEZIEWT S (pp. 198-199).

Staging, Clause structure, Types of verbs, Vocabulary, Noun groups, Circumstances, Cohesion

Staging & id, WEFAHIMHMERLTTET, Re W0 (stage) . &Ml (stage) 128
AR EERNT S L THY, Clause structure L IE—FHALOLOFEHOZ LT, fijp7F—<L
LTHDIZKDD»RE, (ZENEOEE Y 2 URT,

Typesof verbs (&, 727 A b DL THERARZETHHAD S L, EHE5084L{flibhTwah
LEOBFABIRIZMT A LR, WEFEXREFY 74 2RTLDIMNNT 28BHOFEOZ LT,
Vocabulary (3ifi3eA%, HATH. TN, BEHEN2 LS 2, BRITREEERZYP L TV 50, H5HH»

EWVWHZETHA,

Noun groups & id. #HiFAZMARTE { DFfiME(EZ 5 EFDZ L % F v, Circumstances & 137
7 A MHHEEL BIEH, S, B 2 & 2L, Wik Cohesion £ 137 7 R MBI BIRRLHH
L, BEHICMbEZ L EERT S,

RIZESPICHDK 77U —FIZDWTRTWE 2,

ESPIZBWTIX, Py UV a2ET A, 232y —3ary o HKDEELREHEZRI-TEL,
frigFid. HREAZBM® L., 20 R 0BAEOIEZ ML, XIRZFDOL DN ST 7 A b RiLofii
BT BLE, FREDTAT AT - 2= X KETHLENHLET D, MENLHEE LT,
Swales(1990) =X % Move 3H At D, 72 2 M OIFHPC BB OB X 2 BIHF 55T, UTFOEE
IZHFHT A LTV S (pp. 204 —205) .

Tense, Voice, Themes, Verb choices, Hedges, Noun groups, Promotional matter

Tense & iZ, BIZIFFRLDOHF Move IBWTHARRBERE L, O L) LEHIPHVWSLRELH,
Eny Z ERIEL, Voice (JE) &, —FIE LT, WERHIPLRPNRT, weLHEHE L TH LN
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L&, THERREYEHIS S Hlb\ LNELEDHDH I 2T,

Themes & {d. MAWEEN TS, Xid, MEO T LA MMT 52 LT, IEOKIEMNI
[k RS TN (A Rl /o & \J"f*\'ﬂ‘?go

Verb choices 1, 7L ¥ ¥ 5= a M)l (discuss. describe, explore X show, demonstrate,
find. establish) OMEHIA S, HWR#RORIKE (Moves) ZIXPITE S & THH, Hedges &1,
HETORRLMICISHET S22 L0 HITo#HR MO8 E '?%UTLT% 7ot el E fi v

Noun groups (&, il L2 fdMEDEEG VO Z LT, k%  Promotional matter £ 1&, MR
Bk, RO MM L., SAICHAEDTLE OB L, HMTHIETHS.

b & 3% SFLRESP IS 77u—Fiomz, BfER, arCa—s%2MLAa—/3A
O E D, 77 A FOBUMMEZIFETE DD, TI—=NARBY v Y VGO R TFITICE-
Tw5 (Hyland. 2004, McEncry et al., 2006 : Bhatia, 2002).

T—/SRZL DML, T2 A P RO B &) BNBIEOIERAY, ST TR SR
SREDEHI Ay —a DRy —ERL, YD 5}|10)..¥.4|J1'%,'-0’)< MmEVH) T EBWH AT
TEDIEDL, Y NGHOREBIIKESHBRTE S H 5,

3—4. OCHA RU*PAIL 77’O—F

Ta VIR, I, OCHA 7 7a—F (Noguchi, 2004) W) Rikddhbh, o777
O—F 2RI RSN S (FFLL 2009 @ 5Rill, 2009 @ +k. 2009),

OCHA 770 —F Lid. RIS, EHT VD77 A MZBIEE L (Observation), &I
BEBI R i SIE KB ¥ v LV OFsE W S L (Classify). SO DERER Y v » VFEIZD
WTIRHE I E IR L (Hypothesize) . KBED T A 74 ¥ FIZWEHT 5 (Apply) i {EFENZ & T
HhHo WiliDYPL %W > T OCHA EHIFT TV 5,

T, ZOT7T7a—FOEHHONOBE (Observe) Tl PAIL W) FEZ MR E RS (I
2009). PAIL 21X, ¥+ 2Oy (Purpose). fFHOZ T (Audience), 1§t (Information), &
AEHTL (Language features) DU %N -7: DT, FilificovTid, 35cfisMbsh, 1%
o PR MU (Rhetoric) . R ) - 18 - (€% 8 2 & o 0k 1Y 4% 8 (Grammatical) . 3 4@ - & 3
(Lexical)y 74— FRA ¥ 1 N4 XN HER (Technical) . i L F RSB O TN TR
(Phonological) 24rd i, INSIHH L THEaH b s,

D &9 % OCHA KU PAIL (2065 &y Voritilid, S B RO 72HN V5753 Tl
Gl FHEALHTH Lf:’/}ﬁ'ﬂiﬁ’%bloﬁé ZEMRODOLENTEY, FNIZED, =22—2R,
Email. T8t {EBG. 8R30 MR 2 8 BRA LV v YV OfFROEV R L LT 250
T, fINTHBELEEINTVS (UFI, 2009 - FilL, 2009).

4. BE
CHETEWMBLTELLHE, LARLAEFREFRO Ty Y VO T 70 —FI1220 T, A
Lo THHARED 5 bo Swales(1990) 2Move Z3HTICE D, BELTTFZAMBSED L HITRIL
TOLDONEBHETHOIZ0 L. Bhatia (1993) (&7 7 A b AN IRRREZ ML, 727 A b
DEFITHIZT TR, LMAREMNENDS 21—, TF7RAMERIECIRREIS Y ¥
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YN OBMNRHTENEZ R L5 E LTwD. PP (2009 139 v & Vopbiiki®. OCHA KU PAIL %
ELTANT Xy PORICETAA D RY (L MHUER 5B &9 1L, Bhata D & 312, Sk
SRR T, P N NHHRET T4 Y ORRCIREBEFIC AN LD S, WKEE 7T, zH
AHEZAHETHHRAATIHRONGIZL T A, Hyland (2004) 1. SFL. ESP, 2—/3212% %
T7O—FO 3R EMALTHEH, SFLRESPOT 70 —FTld, JURM A GETL 4 L 280 L
T B~ ORBRE G A, T=RAOIITEE 2V TH TR LTS,

L = LT, Swales (1990) @ Move 208F O A%. Bhatia (1993) @ 6 BRI oo L XL 3 %
Hyland (2004) @ ESP (237 < 481, BF11 (2009) @ iiili5f% (Language features) (23517 4o
FEARMUF (Rhetoric) (25 5. T /2 Bhatia & Hvland i2B W Tk, iR E 255y 0D
=AML, T HS LEDMUARHS T,

b > & b Hyland %%, O WFFER A -~ MM L W ERMAZ PR L TV B D Lt 5§ R & Lk
FHZHH L TOLDESRN TG D) R T VB, SFLEESPT7 7u—F2KXH L. 55#H5(H %
FNENTHMET H0H, ENZFTEROH L L) BEIEZREATWAS,

WFRIZLTL, 770 —FIZHBWT, Vv Y Ve ERTHTF 2 XA POHERIZLBHAATS
LA VX YUOHM, B, HETLEHATOWM P v v, R PR 4 b7y 7,
HWMEANDA 2 FEa—, T—=NRARE, Yy 2 VERNEL DY LHODIHWEEEMHHL., Vv
SRERALIELTHDLI LM E LTI 5.

F70, WLITAT A TDDDT v PVGHHITIR 0D, I—=NRALFHAIL, Vv 2 M
i L &9 &35 Biber (1988) DikAR, DU L Y THDH N-grams IZE D Web Lodd vy vz
FRr L &9 2350 (Masonet al..  2009) ZEIZ20TIE, v Va8 LTISINTE Bl dE
A5

ENFOBEAI IR, EOTTO—FLUPIRIZED Vv VT 7 A P EFHHBRIZL TV LD
D, THLELEMRKELEFANTEIN ORI 2= =2 a3 Y OHMNHPNEDZOTId Vit
DOIjEAH D (Hittner, 2008), KAZBWTEREVHI AN FORRICEN G Ty VT2 2
FEEETLIELUYETH D

5 &bHYIC

AHTIX 24T 4 Y FEEOT 72 —FD—D2THH Y ¥ Y VHIZO2WT, O RLE
ML, KT H2 LT, 2odbiieiuslishizLTE L,

AN, SNFTRTELL I, Swales D Move T W Y v T b ohs, £
BT TA—=FANLHEELLBTTVE. Yx A0SR Z. S VEHBINSHI LD ET 5 Ll
B oTwa, IR, T FELBRETH R b DL - T b,

LPLadsh, THLAY Y YV HioERIZE 2D OT, & v VN0 7 7a—F % L8
Bt 20 EIRER L2Vl v ODBURTH L. HIMMEL T HIIIZH D L2 5147 1 > 7#
FIZBWT, HLDOT Y NGHOT7T 7a—FE2FTH L ARD LI 12, EMICALRTY S S %
PG ERET AL EN L RO STV bt b,
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A Comparative Study of the Approaches of Genre Analysis for L2 Writing
Goro Takaaki

The purpose of this paper is Lo compare several approaches of genre analysis for L2 writing to reveal
what differences they contain, trying to extract the common framework for doing genre analysis. In L2
writing, genre analysis, which idenlifies generic features of model texts to apply them to language
education, has been implemented in mostly EAP and ESP, dealing with a wide range of subjects from
academic to professional settings such as research arlicles, editorial letters, legal cases and job
applications. However, genre analysis itself has not been much examined despite its various approaches.
With the increasing concern about more specific L2 writing, it will be required to investigate these
approaches through comparison, and identify what their differences are. In this paper, after the detailed
review of the representative approaches of genre analysis conducted by Swales (1990), Bhatia (1993)
and Hyland {(2004), it was found that genre analysis tends to be focused on the rhetorical pattern of
texts as seen in Swales’ move analysis; it is crucial to consider as many other factors surrounding a
genre as possible, along with the use of corpora that enable genre analysts to easily see frequency and

collocation of words and phrases in the texis.



