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I ntroduction

Writing academic papers to present the researcldwile is one of the key skills that
modern scholars have to acquire. Not only the gngwiemands on the quality of the research
but also its presentation occurs more and morénéncentre of attention of the academic
world. Especially for young researchers, it is ajing to publish their works in the journals
belonging to Web of Science or Current Contentsnfiany authors struggle to meet the
requirements for publishing their papers. This papéocused on the analysis of the possible
differences related to the writing structures amdtsgies used in abstracts and introductions
for these are usually the first parts of the redearapers the academic and non-academic
audience is acquainted with. Many of the full descof respected journals are not always
available without being charged, therefore, thecstmre and content of the research presented
both in abstracts and introductions are decisivetiamr the particular research will or will not
be beneficial for one’s research or interest, andhy of being purchased.

Both abstracts and introductions represent thepegis of the research papers as they
are supposed to present similarly essential piet@gormation about the research. So there
is no wonder they have become analysed by manylashérom various perspectives
(Murray, 2006; Alonso, 2009; Corbett, 2007; andeosh. This paper, therefore, focuses on
the structural analysis of the selected paperdtadts and introductions of the internationally
recognized journal to find out whether they have thquired type of the structure. Both
abstracts and introductions represent the key péaitse research papers as they are supposed
to present similarly essential pieces of informatdout the research

Presenting the research and its results in thengsibelonging to Web of Science or
Current Contents databases represents for manylasshone of the highlights of their
academic careers. The academic papers publisheohwhibse databases are the results of the
long-term expertise acquired in the academy. Theeefseveral young researchers feel
discouraged to present their research, in particidae to the lack of their academic
experience. Another discouraging reason is thaetlgeonly a limited number of the papers
being published within the individual issues, whielads not only to high competitiveness
among researchers but also to a stricter selestistem on the side of the editorial boards of
the individual journals. Many of those journals areblished by the institutions which hold
the prime in the area of academic research, stédly are open to international contribution as
academy represents an open space. However, thegnpr@ore culturally specific “form of
the subject matter of inquiry” and as such, theyehan influence on the “intellectual style”
(p. 819) presented in research papers, accordi@Ggliong (1981).

As a matter of fact, the differences among thelledtial styles present in culturally
distinctive communities all around the world do maive to mean that the research is of a
different quality, but it can affect its presentatiand further dissemination among other
members of the academic community. Regarding tbayoid such a situation, many of the
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respected journals emphasize using certain typegithg strategies and structures such as
AIMRaD, AIM(RaD)C, and others. Most of these stgas and structures are primarily used
in the papers the research of which is empiricafjustion arises whether it is possible to
apply similar writing strategies and structuresthe types of papers related to the topics
presenting literature, culture, history or arts, wanether there are other structures and
strategies preferred in the certain types of acadgurnals.

Resear ch M ethodology

The research corpus of this study comprises pdpmrsan international journaiVorld
Literature Studies. The journal belongs to several index databas#sdmg Current Contents,
and it is published in four volumes per year by $h@vak Academy of Sciences in Bratislava,
Slovakia. As such, it presents articles writtefeglish, Slovak, Czech, German, and French.
According to Blaxter's (1998) definition of type$ journals, this journal can be defined as
“academic” (p. 150), for it introduces research e@dmy the academics from the fields
specifically related to arts and culture, but mpoéiterature and literary theory. Even though
that may seem like a vast area, after taking aeclmok, the audience is not that large, as
each of the four issues is focused on a partidhieme which is quite specifically defined at
the very beginning. On the other hand, the jouduas not present papers which focus only
on theory, for individual papers involve also l#gr and cultural interpretations based on the
researchers’ professional orientation. Each of ifseies has its editorial board which in
cooperation with the experts from the Slovak Acagleofi Sciences is responsible for
choosing individual papers for the issue.

In highly recognized international academic joushdike World Literature Sudies
since it has been moved from the index categorytd)@1, certain structures and writing
strategies are preferred and have to be followeduiliors to get, at least, through the first
round of the long process of selection in whichhbalbstract and the completed papers are
evaluated. Still, one of the problems is that atamege of the abstract does not have to mean
that the final version of the papers will be puftid, which is claimed also on theorld
Literature Sudies webpage. Even though the selection process sjthirnal starts with the
abstracts and continues with the full texts, trespnt paper is focused also on the relationship
between the abstracts and introductions used irfitlaé versions of the selected English-
written papers. The selection of the papers isvaglesince English as such has become a
lingua franca relevant for academy and disseminatiothe research worldwide, as some of
the articles present also non-Anglophone topics.

To analyse the structures related to the absteaudsintroductions used in th&orld
Literature Sudies, there were selected 5 articles from one particidgaue 3 Vol. 10,
published in 2018 which was according to its indéeady categorized in Q1. The choice of
the papers is restricted only to one issue, faretisean assumption that “structure is signalled
in each paper” (p. 45) of the issue, according tarrily (2005). Regarding that, the
comparison of the abstract and introduction stmestus based on the theoretical framework
designed according to the theories related to taemic writing presented by Murray
(2005) and Mullen — Johnson (2007) in the casehefdabstracts, and Swales (1990) and
Bassnett (2005) in the case of the introductions

1 Abstractsand their structure
1.1 IMRaD and AIMRaD

Many academic papers disseminating the resulth@fttural or health sciences are
based on empirical research, thus their structaseelvolved into a systematic presentation of
such results. Several scholars have focused oreagadvriting and its individual sections to
guide and improve the techniques and conventiossdan the growing demands on the
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academy and information dissemination about thearefies. Most of the respected database
academic journals from the area of natural andthesadiences, and some scientific fields
related to humanities, therefore, adopted pattemthe papers which have become standards
during the 20th century as it is presented in “Tiheoduction, methods, results, and
discussion (IMRAD) structure: a fifty-year survewritten by Sollaci and Pereira (2004).
IMRaD and AIMRaD have become widely accepted stmas for academic papers not only
for the above-mentioned areas but also for fieldstudy related to linguistics and language.
Also, more and more academics specialised in tilezaand culture incline to this structure
due to the reasons mentioned above. Though, ftes questionable whether such a structure
is suitable also for articles from the fields eétature and culture and their cross-fields.

One of the reasons why AIMRaD, IMRaD have becomaufa, is their clearly stated
structure. In most of the journals, abstracts @uated at the beginning of the papers, as they
provide brief information about the research backgd, the purpose of the papers, the
methods used for the research and writing the pdpernformation about the results of the
research as well as the conclusions (Sollaci amdifdae2004). As the acronym suggests, in
case of IMRaD, the abstract is not part of the papglough, it can be published as a part of
the journal or completely separately, for example,it happens in the case of the papers
published as conference proceedings, where absasepublished as individual proceedings.

Abstracts in comparison to the complete acadenpensaare restricted by their length,
as each academic journal has its limited numbeshafacters that can be used. Therefore,
they cannot provide the full context of the resbkapresented in the papers in detalil.
Regarding that the authors have to focus only enkety aspects, for even academic papers
should be written in a way “the so-called ‘geneesder’ can understand” (Murray, 2005, p.
110). These “essential elements of the paper” a@c, purpose and scope, methods and data
analysis, the insights or findings yielded, and tirénary significance or implications”
(Mullen — Johnson, 2007, p. 167) and to some extewmer the answers on “Brown’s 8
guestions” (in Murray, 2005, p. 111), which havedrae a useful tool for many researchers
during their academic career. While the backgroointhe research often illustrates the topic
of the research and its scope, the purpose ofeearch explains in the abstract the reason
why such or even further research is necessaryinftegluction of methods explains not only
how but also when and what procedures and conditi@ve to be set during the research.
The abstract does not provide the readers witltohgplete results of the research, though, it
often suggests their role for both theory and jractOne of the most relevant pieces of
information that the abstract provides is preseimdts conclusion, and it is the “key benefit
for the readers” (Brown in Murray, 2005, p. 111heTdata obtained on abstract structuring
are presented in the table below (Table 1). Theyd@cussed in the following section.

Number of Introduction Empirical

Paper | charactersin | Background | Purpose Results | Conclusions | research
of methods
Abstract

Paper 1 754 YES NO YES YES] NO NO
Paper 2 1522 YES YES YES YES YES YES
Paper 3 1100 YES YES YES YES YES NO
Paper 4 642 YES YES YES YES YES NO
Paper 5 626 YES NO NO NO NO NO

Table1l Structure of the abstracts of the selected papers
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1.2 Results of the analysis of the abstractsin the selected papers

Each of the analysed articles from the issue of\Mloeld Literature Sudies journal
included the abstract, however, it was situated atothe beginning but the end of the
individual papers together with the contact infotima about the authors. Regarding that, the
structure of the papers does not incline to IMRaR tather AIMRaD structure of the
journals, yet its adjusted version. Concerning deaeral features of an abstract mentioned
above, the editorial board of WLS requires apprataty 600 characters. In the case of the
analysed papers, the length of the individual albsirwas between 626 and 1522 characters
(Table 1). In relation to their structure, threetloé papers (Paper 2, 3, 4) included in their
abstracts information about the research’s backgtpopurpose, methods, results and briefly
mentioned conclusions (Table 1). Despite that sofittem were not organized in the same
order, the information was presented still quiteady there. In the case of Paper 2, the
abstract also involved brief information about gresence of empirical research as a support
to the results of the paper. While Paper 1 illusttaa brief presentation of the research
background, there was no direct information abbet purpose of the research or its brief
conclusion. The paper did not include any informratabout the presence of empirical
research as well. As mentioned above, Papers 3 amduded all the information except the
empirical research. The most surprising were tlseilte of the analysis of Paper 5. The
abstract of this paper included only the introduttiof the background of the research,
everything else was absent.

Regarding that, it is possible to say that twodhiof the analysed papers follow the
required structure of abstracts presented in tHdRED structure required by most of the
highly recognized journals. In addition to thateaf them includes the information about the
empirical research, even though as such it reptedbe combination of quantitative and
gualitative research, regardless, that is in a@mwrd with what Sollaci and Perreira (2004)
presented. In the abstract of Paper 1, the purandeconclusion are absent, though, the rest
of the abstract provides enough information to mak#ormative enough for further reading
of the paper. On the other hand, Paper 5 doesomtdio enough information required for the
abstracts, so those who might be interested inogbie of the research will face the hesitation
whether to continue in reading or not. However, oh¢he pluses is the uniqueness of the
research topic this paper offers.

2 Structure of Introductions
2.1 Introduction and itsfunctions

Similarly, as in the case of abstracts, also intotidns are key parts of the papers when
it comes to the review process. Corbett (2007ysdfethem as “’shop window” (p. 24) of the
papers that is relevant for those who take patthéneditorial process of the papers’ selection
and those who intend to read those papers as tighyt be beneficial for their own research.
The conventions of the introduction writing in theademic papers have been analysed for
some time, though, as mentioned, mostly concertiagareas related to the natural or social
sciences (Bhatia, 1993; Hyland, 2000; Swales, 19004;Gopen — Swam, 1990; Kirkman,
1992; Turk — Kirkman, 1989). In contrast to theustures of the papers in the previously
mentioned areas, the humanities and arts have lessnrestricted as the content of their
research could not be grasped within the firmhedatned rules and conditions of the former.
Corbett (2007) emphasizes their “greater variatiotie structure and style” (p. 25), which is
simply accepted by academia. However, the origmals conventional journals from those
areas, to achieve wider academic recognition, fadetevaluate their attitudes to the
structures of the papers as well. Alonso (2009)kamsjzes that the introduction, and not only
within the AIMRaD structure, should pave the wayhe “current knowledge and indicate the
gap [that] exists in the field of study” (p. 120)o become beneficial for the academic
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audience, the papers should become the means ofoho@t only cover but also to enrich the
academic environment with something new or differen

An introduction, therefore, illustrates significdettures of the research that the author
develops in the body of the papers later. The ositf the research questions, hypothesis,
aims or purposes of the study is usually at the anithe introduction of the journal papers
(Alonso, 2011). Swales (1990) puts emphasis omutefithe “territory” for establishing of
the particular research. Only after that, it isgiole to identify the areas within the territory
which require a closer analysis, question themhab new views or observations emerge (in
Corbett, 2007, p. 25). In comparison to that, Bagsf2005), whose research combines some
steps introduced by Swales (1990), presents aagistilucture of the introduction. Though, in
her case, the focus is concentrated more on thafigolearea of the research, identifying the
matter to be explored more, and presenting the snaad procedures of how to achieve that.
Regarding that, one may complain as a consideraivleunt of research is designed to
“express the problem-solving methodology” (Corb&t@06, p. 28). As Corbett (2006)
continues, that is often problematic for the resiears related to the arts and humanities who
have to employ different methodologies which “allgneater latitude for evocative images
and perspective-jolting metaphors as valid aventmsards enlightenment” (p. 30).
Therefore, the following part of the paper is faathon the analysis of the structure of the
introductions in the selectéd S papers which are primarily presenting researcimftbe
area of arts and humanities.

2.2 Results of the analysis of theintroductionsin the selected papers

In relation to each of the analysed introductiaing main focus was on three areas
analysed by both Bassnett (2005) and Swales (1898tluded the establishment of territory
and research identification, an identification loé tspecific area and specific issue and their
specification of the means of how to approach skae. Corbett (2006) emphasizes that in the
case of the first area there are other points whkithuld be included in it, such as “a)
asserting that your research topic is importantnfhking some kind of generalization about
the research topic, and/or (c) reviewing the prasip-published literature on the topic” (p.
26). In the case of the second area, the authds dath the options, such as (a) arguing that
previous research is wrong, (b) indicating a gaprievious research, (c) raising a question
about previous research without arguing that @¢asipletely wrong, and/or (d) continuing a
tradition that previous research has started” (Ipid27). In the case of the third area, Corbett
(2006) alludes to Swales (1990) (2004) in a way tiha introductions should finish with “(a)
outlining the purpose of one’s research, (b) anomgnits existence, (c) announcing the
findings of the present research, and/or (d) prewig the structure of the research article” (p.
28). The results of the analyses of the individnbductions based on the descriptions of the
individual areas are noted in Table 2. The tabksg@nts not only the information that the
individual introductions contained particular ardag also their closer specifications which
were recognized in the papers.

In general, each of the analysed papers contaimedntdividual areas, including the
specification related to the aim, hypothesis oeaesh questions situated at the ends of the
introductions. Though, the individual papers diiégrin the specificity of the way they
presented in their introductions in relation to theearch. As an interesting observation can
be the structures of Paper 1 and 5, which similaglytheir abstracts, had simpler structures,
which will be presented closely in the paragrapbi®w. In the case of Paper 2, 3 and 4, the
structure of their introductions was presented nspecifically. About that, the link between
the structure of the abstracts and introduction®hsgious as they share some structural
features.
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Paper 1 Paper 2 Paper 3 Paper 4 Paper
1. Establishment
of territory and YES YES YES YES YES
research (b) (©) (b) (c) (b) () (a) (b) ()
identification
2. ldentification
of the specific YES YES YES YES YES
area and specifig (d) (b) (c) (b) (c) (b) (c) (d)
issue
3. Specification
of the means how YES YES YES YES YES
to approach the (a) (a) (b) (c) (a) (b) () (c) (d) (c) (d)
issue
Research
Question, YES YES YES YES YES
Hypothesis, or aims a hypothesis | a hypothesis | a hypothesis aims
Aims

Table2 Structure of theintroductions of the selected papers

The structure of Paper 1 introduction was the sasipbne out of the analysed papers.
The introductory part provided the reader with thioarmation related to the topic of the
paper in a more generalised manner. The authdregbaper kept focused on the selected area
of the research, which was obvious in the fact thatpaper was built on the generalized
information related to the topic, and the authontocwed similarly. The third part of the
introduction of Paper 1 delineated and reasonedtitiene of the research and was without
any diversions or pointless descriptions. As suthesulted in presenting the aims of the
research which were also delineated quite clearly.

The introduction of Paper 2 was the longest and avasled into two parts. In this
introduction, Paper 2 reviewed the papers and relséeom other authors, though related to
the author’s research. In contrast to Paper leth@s no generalisation. Instead, the author
emphasized various views related to the reseapib &md created a base for the other part of
the introduction which was pinpointing what was smg in those research studies. In
addition to that, the second part of the introcuretlid not criticise the previous research but
rather suggested the possible complements to thaopis perspectives. The third part of the
introduction in Paper 2 briefly formulated the pasp of the present research as well as it
referred to some of its results. The elaboratiorPaper 2 introduction can be seen in the
involvement of the hypothesis instead of simplytistathe aims or presenting the research
guestions.

Paper 3 introduction was shorter though it wasaetatied quite specifically. The author
identified not only the area of the research bsb gdresented the relevance of such research.
Similarly as in Paper 1 introduction, even in Pa@ethe introduction contained some level of
generalisation of the topic, though not in sucteekas it was in Paper 1. In addition to that, it
also included the author’s critical views on ottagic-related research which similarly as in
Paper 2, established space for further ideas tetatéhe author’s research. The introduction
contained the layout referring to the presentedaeeh including its purpose and some of the
findings, and a hypothesis confronting the authovis research and the previous research.

The introduction of Paper 4 also covers three & #bove mentioned areas. In
comparison to the rest of the introductions, thie & the second most extensive introduction
regarding its length. However, its structure was that balanced as in Paper 2 or the other
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shorter introductions. Still, the introduction caimied the information about the research area
and to some extent, it offered some generalisatidhe topic, at the same time it pays a lot of
attention to the investigation of the literaturelaesearch dealing with the author’s research
topic. In addition to that, this part of the intuadion referred to pros and cons of the previous
research and theories and sorted out the spec#asavhich were in contrast with the topic of
the author’s research. The end of the introdudisggested some of the results as well as the
outline of the body of the papers. Even in thise¢cdbe introduction contained a hypothesis
situated at the end of the first paragraph of tiv@duction.

The last analyzed introduction presented in Papeaslonger than the introductions in
Papers 1 and 3, and shorter than those in Paparsd 2. Similarly, as in Paper 3, the
introduction included the points emphasizing thevancy of the research presented in the
paper as well as the key information from the stsdelated to the author’s research in the
form of review. In case of the identification andideessing the issue, the second part of the
introduction focused on the development of the Kedge presented in the reviewed
researches. At the end of the introduction, thén@utlluded to some of the results and
outlined key points of the research later develojpethe paper. While the previous papers
involved hypotheses, Paper 5 included quite clesidyed aims of the research and again
emphasized the research relevance.

Discussion

In the case of respected academic papers focusddimanities and arts, there is a
growing tendency to follow the IMRaD or AIMRaD sttures. However, as the results of the
analysis showed on the selected research pap&¥erdd Literature Sudies, the area of arts
and humanities still employs a variety of approactee present the research what directly
influences the structures of the papers, the atistend introductions in particular. Based on
the analysis, it is possible to say that despieejtlurnal’s short time of being in the index
category Q1, the authors of the academic papelsdeaith historical, cultural and artistic
topics have started to employ the structures whrehseen as more common practice for the
other respected journals with higher indexes.

As it can be seen in the case of Papers 2, 3, atlte4tructure of their abstracts and
introductions was very similar for each of themgemted the background of the research,
specification of the research itself, the methodgplavith the hypotheses, the results or
conclusions. In particular, Papers 2 and 3 quiéeipely developed the information related to
the background specification of the research arelding the processes and means how to
approach any of the issues. Regarding that, ibssiple to say that the introductions in the
above-mentioned Papers, not only followed but diseeloped the information presented in
the abstracts in more detail.

On the other hand, the results of the analysesaledethat some of the papers’
structures, notably those in the abstracts, didmailve certain structural elements. Paper 1
missed in its abstract the presentation of thegae@nd some preliminary conclusions of the
research, therefore, it diverted from the estabtisktructures characteristic for most of the
academic journals based on the AIMRaD structurest, Yhe introduction with the
information implemented within its structure commpknted and developed the lacking parts.

Paper 5's abstract can be seen as the structurehwhi simplified the most in
comparison to the others. As such it lacked thermétion about the purpose of the research,
used methodology, or any note about the resultsandusions referring to the research. The
introduction of this paper, on the other hand, am@d the presentation of the background
and the area of the research, though, it also diecluthe specification of the aims of the
research which illustrated also the purpose ofrédsearch, and the means how to achieve
them. Moreover, the introduction of Paper 5 com@etad the missing information about the
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research results and its conclusions. Similarly,irashe case of Paper 1, even Paper 5
represents another structural variety affected H®y rhethodological approach used in the
research and diverts from the established strustuHowever, the elaboration of the
introduction substitutes the lacking informatioarfr the abstract.

One of the explanations resides in the distinctigproaches which the specific topics
of those papers required. As a result, the strastaf the abstracts were affected by that.
Then again, just for the diversity in the abstraitta/as possible to recognize the importance
of the relationship between the abstracts andrtieductions. To some extent, the individual
introductions substituted the missing structureghie abstracts as they complemented the
lacking information.

Conclusion

The organization of the structure in case of abt&rand introductions affects the
attitudes of those who evaluate scholarly papemwedsas the audience in that whether the
paper is interesting or relevant and enrichingdoe’s research. Especially, in the case of
highly recognized scholarly papers, these two phage a key role in the initial review
process.

The present paper was focused on the analysis eofsthucture of abstracts and
introductions in the selected papers in the acadgaurnal included in the international
databases of Current Contentdorld Literature Studies. The abstracts were analysed
concerning the presentation of brief informatiomuatthe research background, the purpose
of the papers, the methods used for the reseathvating the paper, the information about
the results of the research as well as the comelasi

According to the analysis, three papers includether abstracts the key information
about the research. Moreover, only one of thostadis (Paper 2) contained also a reference
about the empirical research as a part of the pafiegrefore, it followed the structure of the
abstract characteristic for the AIMRaD structuréshe academic texts. The remaining two
abstracts (Paper 1 and 5) lacked parts such asmnpatien of the research purpose, the
introduction of methods, results or conclusionsyéfore, the information about the presented
research was not complete.

In the case of the analysis of the introductiom® tesults revealed that also the
structures of the introductions of the selectedepaplid not have unified structures. The
analysis was focused on three main areas and gsbpe features they could involve. While
the first area was focused on the identificatiorthaf area based on the establishment of its
niche and territory together with the specificatafrthe research, the second one emphasized
the specification of this niche concerning the aesle problem. The third area referred to as
the means of how to approach the specific issuaterketo the niche and research problem.

According to the analyses of the individual introtlons, it was revealed that each of
them contained all three above mentioned areas.eMeny their differences resided in the
specifications of these areas. Papers 2, 3, 4 edvet least two or three of those
specifications. Paper 1 covered only one specifingper area. Paper 5 was somewhere in
between as it had three identified specificationghie first area, only one in the second area
and two specifications in the third area.

Based on the analyses, it is possible to presatttiie introductions which had more
specification per area, illustrated the researchenprecisely than those whose areas were
limited only to one specification. Regarding théte introduction structures seemed better
organized and compendious in relation to the ptasien of information about the research.

What was also interesting was the observation®féhationship between the structures
of the abstracts and introductions. The abstrattPapers 2, 3, and 4 included in their
structures all the features required. Concernirgg dtnucture of their introductions, again,
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Papers 2, 3 and 4 represented elaborated partseopdpers. The remaining two papers
differed from the others in relation to the struetwf their abstracts and introductions.
Though the introductions complemented the lackifgrmation and caused that the quality
of the rest of the papers was secured. On theamynit just supports the fact that the area of
humanities and arts concerning the writing the acad papers even for the respected
academic journals, still considers that some rebeatudies require to be presented via
specific style, structure and employed strategidsough, to prove that this part of the
analysis was not just an exception, the analysisnofe papers would be required. To
contribute to the existing research on the academimg, the analysis of other papers from
the selected issues of the years 2016, 2017 anfl, 20Jplanned not only to analyse the
structure and relationship between the abstraatsiatnoductions but also to observe the
possible changes in the writing style and structaifected by the change of the index
category.
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Summary

Internal structures of abstracts and introductions in selected academic papers concerning
literary and cultural subjects

The present paper is focused on the analysis gddbsible differences related to the writing stuoes
and strategies used in the abstracts and intraohsctif the academic journdlorld Literature Studies
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in the selected issue from 2018 and its papersighdad in English. The aim of the study was to
determine whether the abstracts and introductidéribeopapers related to area of art and humanities
followed and shared the features related to theicsire which are accepted and preferred by the
academic journals of higher ranks. The resultshefdnalysis refer to growing tendency to employ
such types of structures even in the research aetated to literature, culture or arts. On theeoth
hand, the analysis revealed that in the indexeth@uWorld Literature Studies, the structure of the
abstracts is not always unified, as some strucar@®mitted. Regarding that, the missing infororati

is present and sometimes developed in the intrazhgct This is an important result of the research
presented in this paper, as it illustrates the m@mce of the mutual relationship between academic
abstracts and introductions when presenting theeswgr research.

This paper has been published as a part of submitted KEGA n.007PU-4/2019: Defining a writing style
of scholarly papers written in English vs. Sovak/Savic linguoculture conventions.
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