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Introduction 

Writing skills are necessary for clear and easy communication. In different 
institutions, writing skills are taught to students so that they can function and 
communicate well in their various fields. A better understanding of ideas requires 
knowledge of syntax and pragmatics in academic writing. Discourse refers to both oral and 
written communication. Moreover, communication in an organized and coherent manner 
benefits the listener and offers better opportunities for collaboration.  

Academic writing requires a distinctive style, clarity, cohesion and a structured 
presentation of ideas. Discourse markers are crucial to this process and enhance 
communication effectiveness. Transitional devices are also discourse markers; they serve 
as navigational tools and guide readers through the overall text. Discourse markers 
indicate a relationship between ideas and enhance the readability of the text. 

Good communication and good writing require certain words for better 
understanding and for creating coherence and cohesion between the sentences to 
understand the expression or ideas. The words which significantly give meaning and 
coherence to the writing are called discourse markers(DMs). Examples of a few discourse 
markers are given below: 

1. Sara left very late at night. However, she arrived on time. 

2. I am sure it will work. After all, we built it right. 
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3. I am not very fond of sugar. In contrast, my sister loves sweets very much 

4. He is healthy. Moreover, he is hardworking 

All these words (but, after all, in contrast, moreover) mentioned above are 
examples of discourse markers.   

After a comprehensive review of existing articles and literature and after analyzing 
various academic writing samples, this article will demonstrate how discourse markers 
can be used effectively to improve the quality of academic writing. This study aims to 
explore the most common discourse markers in scholarly discourse and analyze their role 
in promoting clarity, coherence, cohesion, and reading comprehension by exploring 
various diverse academic works and articles through AntConc software. 

Academic writing requires clarity and coherence to facilitate a better understanding 
of complex ideas and arguments. Discourse markers are often subtle linguistic devices that 
guide the reader through the structure and flow of academic writing. While writing 
instructions and practices in academic writing, the use of discourse markers needs to be 
addressed. However, these linguistic features play an important role in improving the 
comprehensibility, coherence and overall quality of academic writing. Despite the 
importance of the use of discourse markers in academic texts, more research is needed on 
the specific ways that contribute to the effectiveness of academic writing. This gap in 
knowledge leads to inappropriate guidance for researchers who are striving to improve 
their writing skills. Therefore, this research aims to examine the role and importance of 
discourse markers in academic writing, and it also investigates how these discourse 
markers facilitate the logical flow of ideas and argumentation. By addressing this gap, we 
aim to provide important ideas, valuable insight and practical recommendations for better 
organization of discourse markers more effectively in academic writing. 

Despite their significance, discourse markers' role and impact on formal academic 
writing still need to be studied. This paper aims to address this gap by conducting a 
corpus-based study about the use and function of discourse markers in educational 
studies. 

Corpus linguistics is a demanding field in the current era, with several computer 
corpora of native English, such as the British National Corpus, International Corpus and 
Brown Corpus, now available. Corpus-based studies offer an opportunity to quantitatively 
analyze and compare large amounts of data using the right software, AntConc. The corpus-
based study gives the researchers a chance to analyze the data quantitatively and 
qualitatively without any biases. 

According to (Baker, 2006; Blommaert, 2005 McEnery, Wilson, 1996), the advantage 
of this corpus-based approach is that researchers can place many limits on their thinking 
but not remove them entirely. 

The analysis of a large corpus allows us to determine how many discourse markers 
are used in academic writings and distributed across various genres. Software tools such 
as concordance, frequency tools and text analysis tools enable detailed and intuitive 
analysis of large amounts of text, as well as processing large data sets and performing 
complex searches and comparisons effectively. As Baker (2006) says, search tools such as 
concordances and computer corpora allow researchers to combine qualitative and 
quantitative analysis by considering the context in which a single word is placed. 
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This study presents a clear and deep understanding of discourse markers' role in 
academic writing. It also contributes by giving insights into their effective use to improve 
clarity, coherence and persuasiveness in academic writing. By examining the functions and 
effects of discourse markers in different formal academic articles, this research guides 
researchers, teachers, and students who wish to improve their academic writing skills. 

Research on discourse markers can enrich our understanding of language use and 
contribute to linguistic theories, including pragmatics, semantics and syntax. By 
understanding the role of discourse markers in academic writing, authors can improve the 
quality of their academic papers. These improvements can increase the acceptance rate of 
academic journals and improve their academic reputation. 

Literature Review 

This study mainly focuses on discourse markers, their importance in academic 
writing skills and the diversity of views regarding the use of discourse markers by different 
researchers.  

According to Fraser (1999) and Muller (2005), Discourse Markers are multilingual 
units with no conceptual functions; they serve as link segments of spoken and written 
discourse. Therefore, correct usage of Discourse Markers offers a coherent view of 
academic writing. This clearly shows the significance of using Discourse Markers or a 
better understanding of ideas. 

Discourse markers are very important in the world of English. Discourse Markers 
give the sentence with words that help to: 

 introduce and add something into a sentence( in addition, additionally, is also, further), 

 show the difference between the two( But, on the other hand, however, in contrast), 

 tell why this thing are like that(because, since, as), 

 show the results of something( therefore, consequently, hence, thus, for this reason), 

 organize information ( firstly, secondly, and finally), 

 emphasize information ( indeed, above all). 

Without the correct usage of Discourse Markers, we cannot understand the purpose 
of a text, book or essay in academic writing. In general, the correct use of discourse markers 
can improve the readability and professionalism of academic writing, making the ideas 
more comprehensive and persuasive to the reader. 

According to Fromkin, Rodman and Hyams (2003), if the speaker has linguistic 
knowledge, then the speaker can combine phonemes with morphemes, morphemes to 
words and words into phrases, clauses and sentences. Ostman (1981) calls these units 
pragmatic particles, Schourp (1985) discourse participles, Blommart (2005) discourse 
connectives, and Fraser (1996) pragmatic markers. 

According to Fung and Carter (2007), discourse markers are intra-sentential and 
supra-sentential linguistic units that perform nonverbal and communicative functions at 
the discourse Marker level. According to Martinez (2004) and Wierzbicka (1991), incorrect 
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use of discourse markers may affect communication and, as a result, cause failure in 
interpersonal and intercultural interaction. 

According to Furko & Monos (2013) and Müller (2005), if the speaker uses discourse 
markers in daily life, they show their importance to foreign learners. Foreign learners must 
be aware of the textual and interpersonal effects of consistent use of Discourse Markers in 
order to communicate adequately in certain contexts. According to Lam (2009) and Müller 
(2005), natural communication in language depends upon the correct use of discourse 
Markers. However, discourse markers do not seem to be sufficiently recognized in foreign 
language teaching material. 

Existing studies of EFL second language learners show that they have a poor 
command of Discourse Markers and use a smaller range of discourse markers than native 
speakers, which affects their communication (Schourup, 1985; Liao, 2009). According to 
Al-Khawaldeh (2018), studying discourse markers is important because they contribute to 
the coherence and cohesion of discourse. Discourse markers are cohesive devices that show 
the relationship between sentences. 

According to Siepmann ( 2005), the purpose of the present study is to determine 
the discourse markers in students' writing for applied linguistics researchers. According to 
Sanczyk's 2010 study, Polish undergraduate students used elaborative discourse markers 
more frequently than contrastive discourse markers in their argumentative studies. 

Material and Methods 

This study chose a corpus-based approach to analyzing the function and 
significance of discourse Markers in Academic Writing and used software called AntConc 
(4.3.1) to identify the results.  

Data Collection 

This research is both a quantitative and qualitative study of discourse markers in 
academic writing. The study collected 17 research papers in PDF format from different 
universities and used an online converter tool to convert them into TXT Files. After 
conversion, these files were uploaded to the corpus of AntConc software for analysis of 
discourse markers.  

Data Analysis 

For data analysis, the study has used the AntConc (4.3.1) software to analyze the 
frequencies and concordance to check the usage of discourse markers (i.e., however, 
additionally, also, because and therefore) in the text. 

Specific discourse markers' data were entered into the AntConc (4.3.1) software, 
and their frequency was reported in academic texts. Through frequency analysis, 
researchers learned the most used Discourse Markers in Academic texts and their 
effectiveness in improving readers' understanding. 

Likewise, specific discourse markers were entered into a concordance tool to find 
similarities and combinations of discourse markers and their role in creating connections 
between texts. 
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Results and Discussion 

Here are the screenshots of the results shown in the data analysis by AntConc (4.3.1) 
software. 

 

Figure 1. Usage of Discourse Marker ‘However’ in its Linguistic Context

 

Figure 2. Usage of Discourse Marker ‘Because’ in its Linguistic Context 
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Figure 3. Usage of Discourse Marker ‘Because’ in its Linguistic Context 

The following table shows the frequency of different discourse markers in corpus-
based research articles.    

Table 1 
Frequency of Different Discourse Markers 

Discourse Marker Frequency 

However 54 

Additionally 9 

Therefore 42 

Also 168 

Because 120 

Discussion 

In this corpus-based study, large academic texts were examined and identified in 
relation to the usage of Discourse markers in a variety of academic disciplines and genres. 

The study also evaluated how the use of discourse markers contributes to the 
coherence and cohesion of academic texts. It is determined that if more discourse markers 
are found, it will be easier for the reader to organize. The study found that discourse 
markers are used most often in academic writing, with an average of 400 markers per 1000 
words. According to the research, the most commonly used discourse markers in academic 
writing were "however," therefore," moreover," and "in addition." 

The research examines various types of discourse markers, including “contrastive” 
(e.g., "however"), “additive” (e.g., "moreover"), “causal” (e.g., "therefore"), and 
“sequential” (e.g., "firstly"). The sample texts highlighted the most contrastive and additive 
markers. 

Papers that used discourse markers tended to receive higher scores in coherence, 
cohesion, consistency and overall readability. 
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The results of this research suggest that instruction about the use of discourse 
markers should be a valuable and integral part of teaching academic writing because 
discourse markers make the academic text more comprehensive for readers. 

This corpus-based study of AntConc software demonstrates the importance of 
different types of Discourse Markers by providing the frequency of use of different 
Discourse Markers and the different types of relationships expressed in sentences. This 
above research analysis identified that it is impossible to write well without discourse 
markers because they provide cohesion and coherence in discourse. 

 “However” is used 54 times in the above academic writing research papers, and it was 
analyzed in a corpus-based study in AntConc. The result shows that, however, it 
provides a contrast between two things through the use of concordance tools, as 
examples mentioned in the print screen above. 

 The discourse marker “also” is used 168 times in this academic corpus-based text, and 
thus, its usage in the above print screen indicates how important it is to add something 
to a sentence or phrase. 

 “Because” is used 120 times in all these articles, and the usage of because as a discourse 
marker is important to estimate why things are like that in print, as mentioned earlier 
on the screen. 

 “Additionally” is used 9 times in this corpus-based study, and the examples above 
indicate that this discourse marker is important for adding something to a phrase or 
sentence. 

 “Therefore“ is used 42 times in this study, and collective examples show why a certain 
result is achieved.  

These corpus data analyses of discourse markers show the importance of using 
discourse markers in academic writing. Discourse markers improve and provide coherence 
in communication. AntConc (4.3.1) software facilitates this quantitative and qualitative 
research. 

By analyzing the frequency of discourse markers in various articles mentioned 
above through corpus-based AntConc, we can describe the most used discourse markers 
in academic text and explain their role in enhancing text comprehension through synthesis. 

Discourse markers play an important role in academic writing, framing the text, 
promoting coherence and cohesion, and guiding readers through complex arguments. This 
corpus-based study of the importance and usage of discourse markers in academic texts 
offers valuable insight into the role of these linguistic devices in understanding and 
organizing academic texts. 

As mentioned earlier, the study used the concordance tool in AntConc software in 
the analysis to identify how the use of discourse markers contributes to the coherence and 
cohesion of academic texts. This quantitative and qualitative analysis of a corpus-based 
study shows the frequency of use of five different Discourse Markers: however, 
additionally, also, because and therefore. This study offers the type of link these Discourse 
Markers provide in their respective articles. All these results show the significance of the 
usage of Discourse Markers in sentences. 
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This study examined a collection of academic texts to identify common discourse 
markers, analyze their function and examine their impact on the quality of academic 
writing.  

However, the study's sample size may limit the generalizability of the findings. 
Future research with larger and more diverse samples is necessary. The analysis focused 
primarily on written texts; oral academic discourse might reveal different patterns of 
marker usage. 

Conclusion 

Conclusively, this above-mentioned corpus-based research shows the important 
role of discourse markers in academic writing. After the careful examination of Discourse 
Markers through AntConc software, it is clear that discourse markers promote cohesion in 
academic text. The use of discourse markers in academic writing helps readers understand 
complex ideas. 

Furthermore, the researchers gained valuable insight by examining patterns of 
discourse marker usage in the corpus-based study. They found that discourse markers 
serve as indispensable linguistic tools, facilitating coherence and cohesion in academic 
texts.  

Therefore, understanding Discourse Markers and their usage in academic Writing 
not only improves the quality of academic writing but also enables the writers to 
communicate effectively and be relevant to their educational content. Therefore, the above-
mentioned corpus-based study of Discourse Markers proves that the significance of 
Discourse Markers cannot be overemphasized, with continued research and attention in 
the areas of language study and communication. However, the study's sample size may 
limit the generalizability of the findings. Future research with larger and more diverse 
samples is necessary. The analysis focused primarily on written texts; oral academic 
discourse might reveal different patterns of marker usage. 
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