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ABSTRACT

This bibliometric analysis investigates research trends in academic writing by examining a corpus of 202 articles 
published between 2019 and 2023, as indexed in the Web of Science database. The study explores various metrics, 
including the volume of published research, the most prolific countries, journals, affiliations, and authors, as well as 
highly cited papers, co-authorship patterns, and keyword trends. The findings are as follows: (1) China consistently 
held a leading position, with the highest number of publications and research funding organizations throughout the 
five years. (2) The authors Jian Fu, K. Hyland, and X.F. Lu had the most significant impact on the field, with their 
contributions constituting approximately 50% of the total publications. (3) These authors were also the most frequently 
cited, with 207 citations. The Journal of English for Academic Purposes emerged as a predominant venue, publishing 
35% of all analyzed papers and leading in publication volume and citation impact. This bibliometric analysis is 
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significant for its comprehensive examination of contemporary research trends in Academic Writing, which emphasises 
the contributions of key contributors, influential journals, and dominant countries such as China. The study illuminates 
the primary factors that have influenced academic discourse and knowledge production from 2019 to 2023 by 
identifying prolific authors and citation patterns. Nonetheless, to further develop technology-based methodologies and 
innovative approaches, additional comprehensive research is warranted.
Keywords: Academic Writing; Bibliometric Analysis; Web of Science; Data Analysis; Method Analysis.

1.	 Introduction
Academic writing is regarded as a gatekeeper for 

many students’ academic success and institutional evalu-
ations worldwide [1]. The recognized importance of aca-
demic writing has led to a significant rise in the volume of 
studies conducted. The primary objectives of these stud-
ies are to identify the features and processes of academic 
writing practices in various contexts, as well as to devel-
op strategies for advancing them in higher education [2]. 
Therefore, to successfully navigate content learning and 
complete academic requirements, students who choose to 
pursue enrollment in English-medium university degrees 
in an English as a foreign language (EFL) context must 
possess the necessary level of fluency and proficiency in 
academic language. The majority of university students 
studying English as a foreign language (EFL) find it chal-
lenging to write in English while also attempting to meet 
the demands of the academic setting and match their writ-
ing style accurately to the norms of academic writing [3]. 
However, university students often find academic writing 
frustrating because they believe they lack the second lan-
guage (L2) proficiency necessary for academic writing and 
hence are unable to use the language effectively [4].

Although academic writing is essential for sharing 
knowledge, it is sometimes criticised for its complex style, 
narrow scope, and tendency to marginalise different points 
of view. Enhancing academic writing involves more than 
just improving grammar and vocabulary; it also entails 
producing texts that are clearer, more engaging, and im-
pactful. Moreover, it can be challenging for students to ad-
here to specific standards and use specialised vocabulary in 
academic writing, especially for researchers who are just 
starting their careers or who work across multiple fields 
[5]. Additionally, creating appealing arguments: Students 

writing for academic purposes need to do more than sum-
marise material; they also need to develop well-supported 
arguments [6]. This demands precise claim formulation, 
evidence-based reasoning, and critical analysis. From the 
literature review, it is evident that a more comprehensive 
study is necessary for the development of each pattern and 
aspect of academic writing.

Our literature review presents various studies on aca-
demic writing patterns that have contributed to the devel-
opment of this particular sphere. These include studies on 
the importance of translanguaging practice, the use and 
misuse of transition makers, the use of hedges and boost-
ers [7], coherence and cohesion in abstracts [8], the effect of 
writing knowledge in argumentative essays [9], academic 
collocations in a corpus of research-papers  and the role 
of different types of feedback: peer feedback [10], feedback 
with explicit rhetorical instruction [11], supervisory feed-
back, reflection, and academic discourse socialisation, one-
to-one consultation services [12], re-examining feedback [13], 
academic emotions in written corrective feedback (WCF) 
situations [14]. A new testing tool, Academic Writing Wiz-
ard (AWW), is a technology-based writing [15], integrating 
inquiry-based learning and computer-supported collabora-
tive learning into a flipped classroom: effects on academic 
writing performance and perceptions of students of railway 
engineering [16], and developing a writing assistant [17].

Bibliometric analysis has gained prominence as a valu-
able methodological tool in recent years, demonstrating its 
effectiveness in evaluating global scientific production in 
scholarly research [18]. Despite its growing application, a 
notable absence of bibliometric studies specifically focused 
on academic writing in English remains. This analytical ap-
proach has been widely utilised across various specialised 
scientific domains and has significantly contributed to mul-
tiple academic fields, including linguistics. This research 
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aims to examine trends in scholarly publishing to identify 
strategic gaps and opportunities within the international 
landscape of academic writing research. The significance 
of this study lies in its integration of a variety of academic 
writing research, which emphasises the critical strategies 
and challenges that influence student success, particularly 
in English as a Foreign Language (EFL) contexts. The re-
search offers an exhaustive comprehension of the methods 
by which academic writing can be enhanced and support-
ed by analysing a variety of factors, including linguistic 
features, feedback mechanisms, and technology-enhanced 
tools. Additionally, it underscores the necessity of continu-
ous advancements in writing pedagogy to better equip stu-
dents and researchers with the skills required for effective 
scholarly communication. In general, the research provides 
valuable insights that can be used to inform educators, in-
stitutions, and policymakers who are striving to improve 
academic writing proficiency on a global front.

2.	 Methodology
The Global Library of Academic Writing was ana-

lyzed using the Web of Science Core Collection database 
from 2019 to 2023. A total of 202 published papers from 
this database met our selection criteria within this period. 
Notable increases in publication numbers were observed 
in 2021 and 2022, with these years having the highest 
publication volumes. We included only articles written in 
English. Initially, we searched for the keyword “academic 
writing” within author keywords, abstracts, and keyword 
sections, retrieving 2,954 documents for the specified time 

frame. Upon review, we found that many papers were only 
partially relevant to academic writing. Therefore, on May 
6, 2024, we applied the following filters as a retrieval strat-
egy: TITLE: “Academic Writing,” time span: 2019–2023, 
country: all, sub-area: linguistics, language: English, and 
publication stage: final (see Fig. 1). This refinement re-
sulted in a final dataset of 202 papers, which were export-
ed in CSV, RIS, and VOSviewer (version 1.6.18) formats 
for analysis of bibliographic coupling, thematic trends, 
co-authorship, co-occurrence, citations, and co-citations. 
We chose these methods because the Web of Science Core 
Collection is a well-known and reputable database that re-
liably collects scholarly literature.

3.	 Results

3.1.	Types and Numbers of Published Papers 
on Academic Writing

A dataset comprising 202 published articles was 
sourced from the Web of Science Core Collection, adher-
ing to our established selection criteria for the years 2019–
2023. To assess the development of academic writing 
within the educational sphere, we analyzed annual publi-
cation counts. Notably, significant increases in publication 
numbers were observed in 2021 and 2022, which repre-
sented the peak periods for article output. Specifically, the 
highest numbers of publications were recorded at 48 and 
45, respectively, in these years, as illustrated in Figure 1. 
Furthermore, our selection process was limited to articles 
published exclusively in English.

Figure 1. Annual production of articles on academic writing for 2019-2023.
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Our analysis reveals that among the 202 papers examined, 
research articles accounted for the majority, with a total of 196 
published over the five years. This was followed by 17 early 

access papers and five review articles. Additionally, a smaller 
proportion of the documents included three book chapters and 
one conference proceeding, as depicted in Figure 2.

196

17

5 3 1

Article

Early Access

Review Article

Book Chapters

Proceeding Paper

Figure 2.  Types of publication.

3.2.	Top Authors on WoS ‘s Core Collection

There is no doubt that authors play a crucial role in 
the advancement of research in any field worldwide. By 
analysing the most prolific contributors, this section pro-
vides information about individual research contributions. 
Figure 3 displays the top 20 authors who have published 
papers on academic writing over the past five years. Ac-

cording to the data, Jiang F is the most productive author, 

with seven publications. In contrast, Hyland K. and Lu XF 

are the second most prolific authors, each with six articles 

on this topic. The illustration also shows that Casal JE and 

Liu YY are in third place, with three articles each, while 

the remaining authors have each published two articles in 

this area.
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Figure 3. List of the top productive authors in research of academic writing on WoS .

3.3.	 List of Top Institutions 

In Figure 4, institutions are ranked based on the qual-
ity and quantity of the papers published by their affiliated 
authors. Over the past five years, 234 distinct institutions 

have collaborated to publish 202 papers on the Web of 

Science worldwide. We have listed the top ten affiliations 

to identify the most influential and productive ones. The 

leading five institutions are from the USA, with the highest 
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number of publications totaling 39 papers: Pennsylvania 
State University with 11 papers, the Pennsylvania Com-
monwealth System of Higher Education (PCSHE) with 11 
papers, Pennsylvania State University Park with 10 papers, 
the University System of Ohio with four papers, and the 
City University of New York (CUNY) System with three 

papers. In the subsequent positions, Jilin University (Chi-
na) and the University of East Anglia (UK) each have 10 
papers. In comparison, the University of Malaya (Malaysia) 
and Macquarie University (Australia) each have four pa-
pers, indicating that they are significant contributors to our 
results.
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Figure 4. List of top institutions.

3.4.	The Most Productive Countries/Regions 
on WoS

From history, it is clear that well-financed institu-
tions in the West, particularly those in the United States of 
America, have prioritised scholarly publishing as a result 
of significant financial investments in research infrastruc-
ture. At that time, high salaries, a supportive atmosphere, 
and opportunities for academic networking and publishing 
attracted prolific authors, compelling them to work produc-
tively. However, globalization has encouraged many uni-

versities to enhance their status and become more actively 

involved in international publishing. Over 45 countries 

collaborated on developing academic writing worldwide 

from 2019 to 2023. Figure 5 presents, in rank order, the 

20 most productive countries/regions and their number of 

publications. The figure shows China in a dominant posi-

tion with 47 publications, followed by the USA with 30, 

England with 26, Australia with 16, Malaysia with 13, and 

Iran and Spain with 10 publications each. Saudi Arabia and 

Turkey are also tied, each with eight research works.

Figure 5. List of top 20 countries on WoS.
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3.5.	Top Cited Papers 

We selected the most noteworthy and productive ar-
ticles in academic writing, including their publishers, 
publication years, authors’ names, and citation numbers, 
as shown in Table 1. This analysis helps investigate the 
reasons behind the production of high-quality articles and 
their contributions to the field. It is evident that “The Jour-
nal of English for Academic Purposes” is the leading jour-
nal in terms of citation numbers and publications over the 
past five years. In our analysis, the article titled “Academ-

ic Emotions in Written Corrective Feedback Situations,” 
published in 2019 in the Journal of English for Academic 
Purposes by Han, Y., and Hyland, F., received the highest 
number of citations, with 63 citations in the Web of Sci-
ence Core Collection and 75 citations across all databases. 
The second most-cited article is “Mediating EFL Learners’ 
Academic Writing Skills in Online Dynamic Assessment 
Using Google Docs” by Ebadi, S., and Rahimi, M., which 
has 44 citations in the Web of Science Core Collection and 
48 citations in all databases.

Table 1. List of top-cited publications on WoS.

Article Title Source Title Authors Publication 
Year

Times 
Cited,

 WoS Core

Times 
Cited, All 
Databases

Academic emotions in written correc-
tive feedback situations

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes Han, Y; Hyland, F 2019 63 75

Mediating EFL learners’ academic 
writing skills in online dynamic as-
sessment using Google Docs

Computer-assisted lan-
guage learning Ebadi, S; Rahimi, M 2019 44 48

The rhetorical functions of syntac-
tically complex sentences in social 
science research article introductions

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes

Lu, XF; Casal, JE; 
Liu, YY 2020 42 45

Syntactic complexity in English as a 
lingua franca academic writing

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes

Wu, X; Mauranen, A; 
Lei, L 2020 36 36

With the rapid development: a con-
trastive analysis of lexical bundles in 
dissertation abstracts by Chinese and 
L1 English doctoral students

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes Lu, XF; Deng, JL 2019 34 35

Developing a writing assistant to help 
EAP writers with collocations in real 
time

Recall
Frankenberg-Garcia, A; 
Lew, R;  Roberts ,  JC; 

Rees, GP; Sharma, N
2019 35 35

Do native writers always have a head 
start over non-native writers? The use 
of lexical bundles in college students’ 
essays

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes Shin, YK 2019 32 32

The connection between transcultural 
dispositions and translingual practic-
es in academic writing

Journal of Multicultural 
Discourses Lee, E; Canagarajah, S 2019 22 28

Syntactic complexity across aca-
demic research article part-genres: a 
cross-disciplinary perspective

Journal of English for 
Academic Purposes

Casal, JE; Lu, XF; Qiu, 
XX; Wang, YH; Zhang, 

GG
2021 24 24

An exploratory study on factors in-
fluencing undergraduate students’ 
academic writing practices in turkey

Journal of English for 
academic purposes

Altinmakas, D; 
Bayyurt, Y 2019 22 23



916

Forum for Linguistic Studies | Volume 07 | Issue 06 | June 2025

3.6.	Visualization of Co-Authorship

International cooperation is becoming an increasingly 

crucial aspect of the scientific field. It is clear that co-au-

thors have made significant contributions to the develop-

ment of academic writing in scientific research. The power 

of co-authorship networks, which you are all part of, has 

been demonstrated in identifying leading scientists and or-

ganizations around the world. Figure 6 illustrates a VOS 
viewer (version 1.6.18) visualisation of the 11 most pro-
ductive co-authors, grouped into four clusters: Cluster 1 (4 
items), Cluster 2 (3 items), Cluster 3 (2 items), and Cluster 
4 (2 items). The total link strength was 28, with 23 links. 
Thicker and longer links between nodes indicate stron-
ger cooperative interactions between authors, while larger 
nodes represent the most productive co-authors.

Figure 6. Visualization of co-authorship.

3.7.	Keyword Co-Occurrences

The VOS viewer can generate bibliographic coupling 
figures, keyword co-occurrence, co-authorship, citation, 
and co-citation figures (Figures 6 and 7). This software 
can process different formats, including .txt, .ris, and .csv, 
which can be uploaded from databases such as Scopus, 
Web of Science, and PubMed. We used VOS viewer to 
create maps of keyword co-occurrence and co-authorship. 
The keyword analysis yielded 605 keywords, of which we 
excluded general terms not directly related to academic 
writing. After filtering, 22 keywords were selected. Each 

resulting keyword is represented as a node based on its to-
tal link strength, creating a network map of all keywords. 
The size of each node reflects the importance of the key-
word. For instance, “academic writing” was the most fre-
quently used keyword and thus had the largest node size. 
The 22 items are distributed across four clusters: Cluster 1 
(academic writing, language, learners, lexical bundles, pro-
ficiency, students, syntactic complexity, writers), Cluster 
2 (discourse, engagement, genre, identity, metadiscourse, 
stance), Cluster 3 (construction, corpus, disciplinary, re-
search article), and Cluster 4 (applied linguistics, English 
for academic purposes).
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Figure 7. Keyword co-occurrences analysis.

4.	 Discussion

4.1.	 General Analysis

This study aimed to analyze the existing knowledge 
and current status of academic writing. Bibliometric data 
from the Web of Science database were used to generate 
a systematic review of the scientific articles that have had 
the most significant impact on the topic. No previous study 
has analyzed articles in the field of linguistics using a bib-
liometric approach and comprehensive research tools. Bib-
liometric analytical tools are essential for comprehending 
the overall landscape in a specific subject area and assess-
ing scientific research trends. These tools can also provide 
valuable guidelines for other researchers by identifying 
leading research institutions and leading researchers in 
their field. Consequently, researchers evaluating the cur-
rent state of a specific field can offer new and innovative 
research trajectories. This study suggests that researchers 
assessing the current state of a particular field can lay the 
groundwork for new and innovative research trajectories. 
The scientometric analysis reveals that the predominant 
form of publication was the research article, which ac-

counted for 97% of the total document types (Figure 2). 
Articles serve as vital academic contributions, providing 
objective metrics for evaluating scientists’ productivity and 
educational effectiveness.

The analysis of academic writing research publications 
over a five-year period reveals a significant surge in output, 
with over two-thirds (66%) of the total articles published 
within the most recent three years (2021-2023). This trend 
suggests a burgeoning interest in academic writing devel-
opment (Figure 1). The marked increase in research activi-
ty in recent years may be attributed to heightened attention 
from scholars in industrialized nations. A combined total 
of 132 articles (65% of the 202 papers examined) originat-
ing from China, the United States, the United Kingdom, 
Australia, and Malaysia underscore these nations’ substan-
tial contributions to the field of academic writing research 
(Figure 5).

Institutions from the USA had the highest number of 
articles on academic writing; for instance, Pennsylvania 
universities alone account for almost half of all articles on 
the top list. The University of Ohio and the City University 
of New York (CUNY) are also among the top universities, 
with 60% of articles affiliated with these American affilia-
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tions (Figure 4). This finding suggests that researchers in 
developed countries are more actively engaged in this area.

The Journal of English for Academic Purposes exem-
plifies complete dominance in overall citations and pub-
lication numbers over the chosen period. It publishes its 
academic papers through Elsevier, which tops the publish-
ers’ list, and has published 35% of its 202 papers (Table 1). 
The Journal of English for Academic Purposes published 

nearly 30% of the documents and received the highest 
number of citations, 565, constituting more than 50% of 
the total 1,085. Notably, an article by Han & Hyland (2019) 
was cited 75 times across all databases, while the “Journal 
of Multilingual and Multicultural Development” ranks sec-
ond on the list of top-cited journals with 74 citations (Table 
2). This demonstrates that a single article can be more pro-
ductive and receive more citations than an entire journal.

Table 2. Types of interventions for the development of academic writing.

Feedbacks Usage of Methods  Personal Competence Technology

•	 Peer feedback [19]

•	 Feedback and Explicit Rhe-
torical Instruction [20]

•	 Supervisory feedback, re-
flection, and academic dis-
course socialization[21]

•	 One-to-one consultation ser-
vices [22]

•	 Reexamining feedback [23]

•	 Academic emotions in writ-
ten corrective feedback situ-
ations [24]

•	 Translanguaging in academ-
ic writing process [25]

•	 Transition markers [26]

•	 Academic collocations in a 
corpus of research-papers [27]

•	 The Effect of Writing Know-
ledge [28]

•	 Graduate students’ translan-
guaging practice in the con-
text of academic writing [25]

•	 Use of Hedges and Boosters 
•	 Organizational Skills [29]

•	 The negotiation of authorial 
persona [30]

•	 Academic Writer Identity [31]

•	 Individual voice in second 
language academic writing 
[32]

•	 a new testing tool Academ-
ic Writing Wizard (AWW) 
technology-based writing [33]

•	 Integrating inquiry-based 
learning and computer sup-
ported collaborative learn-
ing into flipped classroom: 
effects on academic writing 
performance and percep-
tions of students of railway 
engineering [34]

•	 Developing a writing assis-
tant [35]

The top three contributing authors to the development 
of academic writing are Jian Fu, Hyland K., and Lu XF. 
They published almost 50% of the top papers and received 
the highest number of citations over the five years, total-
ling 207 citations, which account for nearly 20% of all ci-
tations in the databases. Our results indicate that the most 
cited co-authored work was by Han & Hyland (2019), 
with 75 citations. The second most productive paper was 
authored by Casal, Liu YY, and Lu XF, with 45 citations 
(2020). Other notable co-authors include Zhang GG, Wang 
YH, Qiu XX, Yoon J, Kisselev O, Deng JL, and Zhou XY, 
whose collaborative works have significantly contributed 
to the development of academic writing (Figure 6).

In keyword analysis, “academic writing” was the most 
frequently used keyword, followed by “English,” “student,” 
“language,” “learners,” “metadiscourse,” “discourse,” 
“applied linguistics,” “English for academic purposes,” 
“genre,” “L1,” “proficiency,” “construction,” “identity,” 
“disciplinary,” “corpus,” and “research articles,” all of 
which were active in keyword co-occurrence during the 
chosen period (Figure 7).

Our analysis indicates that the most studied topics 
were the importance of feedback in writing, the challenges 
of academic writing, and possible solutions. Many arti-
cles focused on doctoral studies. Research in L2 was more 
prevalent than in L1, with most studies conducted in Chi-
na. In 2019, there was significant interest in different meth-
ods, approaches, and comparisons for developing academ-
ic writing. Although online learning topics appeared briefly 
in 2019, they disappeared in 2020 but re-emerged in 2022, 
with the highest number of articles published that year.

Various methods and approaches are employed to de-
velop academic writing. Nathan (2021) [35] conducted a 
study on the effectiveness of one-to-one consultation ser-
vices in academic writing. The researcher established two 
focus groups using a mixed-methods approach and found 
that 98% of students sought support with their academic 
writing assignments. Many studies have been conducted 
about the role and importance of feedback in academic 
writing [23]. Another study by Al Sharoufi (2022) used a 
new testing tool, the Academic Writing Wizard (AWW), 
for the development of academic writing. The study result 

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/social-sciences/translanguaging
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showed that the application of AWW had a significant ef-
fect on the English Academic Writing skills of Omani stu-
dents. 

4.2.	Types of Interventions 

Our analysis includes a variety of 20 different types of 
interventions. Table 2 provides a visual representation of 
the distribution of these interventions in the sampled liter-
ature. The distribution of articles across the following four 
categories is as follows:

1.	Feedback
2.	Patterns of Academic Writing
3.	Personal Skills
4.	Technology-Based Methods

4.3.	Feedbacks

The primary interventions employed were various 
feedback mechanisms aimed at developing Academic 
Writing. It has been discovered that when writers are pro-
vided with feedback through three writing stages: reflec-
tion-on-feedback, reflection-in-feedback, and reflection for 
feedback, it functions as an accessible and valuable writing 
writing source. Gonzalez et al., (2020) claimed that while 
students engage in peer feedback, they can generally con-
struct meaning–making knowledge even if it is not fully 
developed. The combination of input and Explicit Rhetor-
ical Instruction has proven effective for the development 
of students’ micro-writing skills. One-to-one consultation 
service should be conducted in a friendly, respectful atmo-
sphere to identify the needs of the students, and it should 
provide guidance on various strategies such as questioning, 
coming up with solutions on their own. The result of the 
re-examination of feedback indicates that students ought 
to be more actively involved in scholarly acculturation and 
discussions to overcome negative attitudes towards diverse 
writing styles. It also reduces barriers to misinterpreting 
feedback. WCF has a considerable effect on academic 
writing. Han and Hyland (2019) found that different types 
of emotions can be faded and replaced with other emotions 
by WCF. It is beneficial for teachers who work with learn-
ers who suffer from red pen syndrome.  It can be conclud-
ed that when different types of feedback are implemented, 
students not only improve their microskills but also their 
emotional, cognitive, and social skills. In conclusion, the 

essence of feedback in the development of academic writ-
ing is crucial; consequently, numerous studies have been 
conducted on this particular topic.

4.4.	Patterns of Academic Writing

When the entire problem is broken down into smaller 
pieces and thoroughly understood, reaching a solution can 
be easier. For the development of academic writing, re-
searchers have also conducted various studies on different 
components and patterns of academic writing. Two aca-
demic works have been done on the role of translanguaging 
in the academic writing process. Both works took place in 
China. English is taught as an L2, and students face many 
issues in the academic writing process. Researchers have 
emphasised the crucial importance of translingual envi-
ronments in overcoming writing barriers and challenges in 
the academic writing process. Additionally, when translan-
guaging strategies are employed, students effectively en-
hance their self-regulation skills and can manage to work 
on extensive dissertations. Two additional studies have 
been conducted by Zhe and Zheng (2023) on the state of 
transition makers and how their use helps academic writ-
ers productively.   Compared the use of however between 
Chinese writers and English writers, while Walkova(2020) 
researched and compared the use of moreover, therefore 
Chao Han (2021) believed that however used more fre-
quently by English writers than Chinese writers, however, 
it does not mean Chinese writers’ ‘underuse’ this word and 
English writers ‘overuse ’it. Due to different perspectives, 
even professional academic writing can be considered in-
appropriate by other writers. A study considered that the 
most common issue among students’ academic writing is 
the misuse of transition markers. The researcher suggest-
ed that transition makers should be used with attention to 
avoid conveying the wrong meaning of knowledge. Ran-
jbar et al., (2023) made a comparison study on the use of 
hedges and boosters. The findings showed that native En-
glish writers use more hedges than Iranian native writers in 
their academic work. However, there is no significant dif-
ference between natives and non-natives while using hedg-
es and boosters in a sentence. Instead, when graduate and 
postgraduate courses are conducted, more emphasis should 
be placed on the pragmatic side of language instruction. 
Organisational skills play important roles when a research-

https://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/social-sciences/translanguaging
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er starts to be involved with academic writing. The study 
conducted by Muhammad et al., (2023) focused on coher-
ence and cohesion of abstracts in Pakistani research arti-
cles. The researchers found that academic writers should 
organise texts on both semantic and syntactic levels. The 
use of repetition devices can aid in this process. Franken-
berg-Garcia et al., (2019) studied the importance of writ-
ing knowledge in argumentative essays. The participating 
students were divided into three groups, representing their 
levels of knowledge (novice, basic, and well-developed). 
The study results show that most student are in the nov-
ice group, and the main reasons for this are their lack of 
critical thinking, along with different types of insufficient 
writing knowledge. Therefore, many Libyan students were 
unable to show high-quality essays. To solve this problem, 
student should be aware of writing knowledge from con-
structing essays to evaluating different issues in their work. 
To conclude, various types of approaches, methods, and 
patterns of writing have been studied by many researchers, 
but more studies are needed, as academic writing is a vast 
and complicated subject.

4.5.	Technology-Based Method

It is clear that there is a lack of technological ap-
proaches for the development of academic writing. Re-
search conducted by indicates that a range of lexicographic 
instruments are designed to support novice academic En-
glish users in their writing. First stages of ColloCaid de-
velopment by explaining (1) the reasoning behind the lex-
icographic database we are building to assist beginners of 
English for Academic Purposes (EAP) with their colloca-
tional needs and (2) the initial visualisation strategies made 
to provide collocation information to EAP users without 
interfering with their writing. Another technology-based 
approach was implemented to enhance academic writing. 
All of the data convincingly demonstrate an improvement 
in post-application outcomes, indicating that AWW assist-
ed high school students in developing their academic writ-
ing abilities. After completing the satisfaction survey, it is 
clear that the majority of participants believed that AWW 
was an efficient and supportive writing tool that would help 
them succeed in their writing classes. A study conducted 
on three different groups showed that the students were 
less anxious and more satisfied, motivated, and involved 

with this method. The findings also demonstrated how pos-
itively students felt about the educational principles of Ed-
modo and Google Docs. To summarise, although there is a 
wide range of technology-based approaches, methods are 
being implemented in other parts of the educational field, 
and researchers have not done sufficient work in academic 
writing during the chosen period. It can be one of the main 
limitations of this study.

4.6.	Personal Skills

Two studies by Iga et al., (2021) and Yueh et al., (2020)  
investigated the role of writers’ identity in second language 
academic writing. Both researchers believe that at the be-
ginning of academic life in tertiary education, acceptance 
of oneself as an academic writer is challenging. Their 
study findings assist young writers how to understand bet-
ter one’s unique authorial voice in academic education. 
They categorised writer voice into three aspects (collec-
tive, individual, depersonalised) to identify the potential 
of individual’s voice in enhancing and facilitating, while 
Jia categorised it into four aspects (communicator, creator, 
interpreter, academic presenter), which people experience 
in becoming academic writers. Firstly, writers’ identity 
evolution should be understood because their life histo-
ry affects the construction of their present self. Lehman’s 
study (2021) revealed that writer identity is directly influ-
enced by their institutions and administrations. If students’ 
institution supports their authorial voice, as an academic 
writer, they can improve effectively. The influence that 
institutionally approved rhetorical norms have over the 
writing produced by second language learners has essential 
implications for the emerging identities of these authors. It 
is evident that many times, student writers do not feel that 
the institution and administrative contexts provide them 
the right to adopt a strong authorial posture and claim au-
thority over the ideas they write about. The primary objec-
tive of conducting research is to make a person’s distinc-
tive voice heard. made a study on the authorial presence of 
the researcher in creating dialogue throughout the text. The 
researchers highlighted the state of authorial persona in 
developing interpersonal relationships through texts. The 
more usage of dialogic expansion by PhD writers improved 
their critical evaluating, synthesizing and proper ques-
tioning skills. The bibliometric examination of academic 
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literature provides a thorough perspective on the evolution 
of this subject and its intersections with significant dimen-
sions. The analysis highlights essential issues, like the sig-
nificance of feedback, the enhancement of writing skills, 
and arguing strategies, which are vital for formulating ef-
fective instructional methods. Educators can utilise these 
insights to customise instructional strategies that confront 
prevalent difficulties encountered by students, especially 
those acquiring academic writing in a second language. 
The analysis identifies the countries, universities, and jour-
nals that dominate research output and impact in academic 
writing from an institutional standpoint. This information 
can inform institutional policies, funding allocation, and 
collaborative efforts, promoting investment in writing 
centres, support services, and faculty development pro-
grams that enhance scholarly communication abilities. 
The bibliometric findings highlight the growing incor-
poration of digital resources, including writing assis-
tants, feedback platforms, and collaborative learning 
settings, which are revolutionising the instruction and 
practice of academic writing. The increasing empha-
sis on technology-driven approaches indicates a future 
in which innovative software and online tools are es-
sential for improving writing skills and productivity. 
Ultimately, from a cultural perspective, the approach 
highlights the diverse linguistic and cultural contexts in 
which academic writing transpires. It emphasises the sig-
nificance of acknowledging translingual activities, diverse 
rhetorical conventions, and identity concerns among writ-
ers from various backgrounds. This awareness can assist 
educators and institutions in creating more inclusive cur-
ricula that acknowledge and address the unique challeng-
es encountered by multilingual and multicultural pupils. 
The bibliometric study provides a comprehensive under-
standing of academic writing research, connecting theo-
retical findings to practical consequences in instruction, 
institutional strategy, technology innovation, and cultural 
sensitivity. This comprehensive viewpoint is essential for 
progressing the discipline and promoting worldwide aca-
demic achievement. It can be concluded that personal iden-
tity, particularly at the beginning of the academic writing 
process, is one of the essential aspects to be a successful 
writer. However, limited research has been done so far, and 
further in-depth studies are necessary. 

5.	 Limitations
  Although the present research provides essential 

findings for those interested in academic writing, it has 
several limitations. Firstly, data were collected only from 
the Web of Science. Additional databases, such as Scopus, 
EBSCOhost, and ERIC, could provide a more precise and 
comprehensive analysis. Another area for improvement is 
the insufficient financial support. Funding is a crucial fac-
tor for the development of any field. However, our study 
revealed that only 69 funding sponsors were identified 
out of the 202 articles. Educational authorities should pay 
more attention to providing funding for the development of 
academic writing. One final limitation worth noting is the 
lack of scholarly work on technology-based interventions 
for academic writing development. Our analysis revealed a 
significant gap in this area, indicating the need for further 
research to explore and enhance these approaches.

6.	 Conclusion
This bibliometric study analyzed research on academ-

ic writing using the Web of Science database and retrieved 
202 papers from the past five years (2019 to 2023). The 
study provides valuable insights through keyword analysis 
of research topics, co-citation analysis of highly cited jour-
nals, articles, and authors, and an evaluation of the produc-
tivity of top countries, affiliations, and funding sources. 
These findings could be beneficial for both researchers and 
educators in the field of academic writing. For researchers, 
the study reveals that research in this area remains relative-
ly limited, indicating substantial opportunities for further 
exploration. The information about the most productive 
researchers, publications, and journals can help researchers 
identify relevant references and target appropriate venues 
for their work and future publications. Additionally, the 
discussion section of the study highlights research gaps 
that can guide future studies by analyzing various types of 
interventions and their outcomes. For academic writing in-
structors, the discussion offers a comprehensive framework 
for pedagogical practice due to its thorough and compara-
tive analysis of interventions. Educators can use this guide-
line to integrate diverse pedagogical approaches for more 
effective instruction in academic writing. However, despite 
the vast array of methods and recommendations available 
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to support writers, many still feel they lack adequate as-
sistance with academic writing. To address this, there is a 
need for more international collaborative projects, innova-
tive activities, and up-to-date technology-based solutions 
to advance this field further.
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