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The work reported here is part of a project funded by the Norwegian Research Council, for the
period 2002-2004. Professor Kjersti Fløttum from the University of Bergen is project leader.
The project title is Kulturell Identitet i Akademisk Prosa (KIAP) and has as its main aim to
focus on the concept of cultural identity. We investigate whether this phenomenon is
primarily linked to the language and thereby the national culture the academic writer belongs
in, or whether this writer rather is formed by the disciplinary culture he or she works with.
The project is doubly contrastive in that we study texts in three languages - English, French
and Norwegian, and three disciplines - economics, linguistics and medicine. The texts we
have chosen to look at are research articles, which represent the main channel of distribution
for researchers to publish their results. The texts are clearly LSP texts in that they are written
by experts and are intended for an expert audience.
The general conception of scientific text as being objective and neutral has been shown
perhaps not to give an accurate picture of the situation. In fact, the academic writer leaves
quite a few traces of him- or herself in the text, and some of these traces are focused on in our
project. The variables we study are all linguistic features which represent reflections of the
writer. These linguistic traces may function in various ways in the text. At present I am
working on so-called metatext, that is words and expressions that refer to the text itself and
how it should be read, rather than contribute to the actual content of the text. It is thus
expressions which have as their primary function to assist the reader in the processing of the
text. Let me give you a few examples:
(1) In section 3 we assume…
(2) The present paper studies…
(3) …later I will briefly discuss…
(4)…as we said above…
(5) We conclude that…
(6) This report summarizes…
(7) Below we discuss these concepts…
(8) In this section, we point out that…

We see that in examples 1-4 the underlined words refer to the text itself or parts of it. This is
metatext. The writer uses these expressions to guide the reader through the text, making the
processing of the information a little easier. In examples 5-8, the verbs function as metatext in
the sense that they again provide help with the processing by giving explicit clues about what
the writer is doing at that particular point in the text.
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Through such expressions, then, the writer is clearly present in the communication situation.
Even stronger visibility is created through the use of first person pronouns, which is another
linguistic feature we look at in the KIAP project. We also study so-called hedging devices,
e.g. modal auxiliaries and expressions like perhaps and possibly, as well as certain valueladen expressions, as for instance surprising, exciting, disappointing. Finally, we study how
and to what extent the article writer lets other researchers be heard in the argumentation
through bibliographical references to their works.
The texts we investigate have all been stored electronically. We aim for a final corpus of
about 450 texts, divided over three languages and three disciplines. At the moment we have
about 200 articles which have been prepared for searching. The corpus is not grammatically
tagged, but we have tagged it for article sections, and other text signals such as headings. In
addition we have tagged examples, equations, figures and tables, so that they may be excluded
from our searches. Why that is important may be demonstrated by the fact that in the
linguistics articles we often find many examples including first person pronouns. These of
course do not refer to the writer of the article, and should therefore not be counted as such.
We have also marked the texts according to whether they are single author articles or multiauthor ones, and for the single-author ones, they are marked for gender as well. We want to
see whether male and female authors are present in their texts to the same extent and in the
same manner.
What is special about our project in comparison with previous research is the doubly
contrastive approach. Others have primarily studied either language contrasts or discipline
contrasts. In addition, this is the first time Norwegian has been included in such a study.
From previous research in this field and a pilot study undertaken, we had some hypotheses
about writers in the three languages and the three disciplines involved in the project. We
expected linguists to be the most present in their texts and the medical writes the least. As for
our language hypothesis, we assumed that English writers would be most visible in these texts
and that the French would be the least. Finally, combining the two variables, we expected
discipline to be the most important variable, implying that there would be greater differences
between disciplines than between languages.
We have so far performed explorative searches for all three languages on pronouns, references
and metatext. We have made computerised searches in roughly 180 texts and then manually
checked the results to weed out irrelevant hits, as the ones marked with an asterisk in the
following:
(9a) *…using Coleman’s now well-known notion of…
(9b) I will now argue that…
(10a) *Assume that a country previously in autarky opens up…
(10b) As previously mentioned, surplus…
(11)a *…the risk-sharing consumption levels are above the autarky levels…
(11b) …as we noted above in our discussion…

Our findings so far indicate that our hypotheses seem to be valid for some of the variables, but
need to be modified for others.
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For first person pronouns the results show that in terms of discipline, linguists use more than
economists and far more than medical writers. As for language, English and Norwegian use
such pronouns much more frequently than French. When we distinguish between singular and
plural pronouns it turns out that Norwegian writers are frequent users of the plural vi, while
English authors top the list for singular I. The French texts, on the other hand, reveal a certain
preference for the indefinite pronoun on.
As regards references, the situation is that, in terms of discipline, it is in fact the medical texts
which contain the highest number of references. But, the most frequent form here is the kind
of reference consisting of just a superscript number or a number in brackets, referring to a
bibliographical entry in the references list. This, then, is not really a type of reference that lets
other researchers’ voices be heard in the text. When it comes to language, Norwegian and
English are quite similar, both with more references than the French texts.
As for metatext, I have found that it is mainly present in economics and linguistics texts,
particularly the expressions referring to the text and text parts. These are quite frequent in
these two disciplines and to a similar degree in English and Norwegian, while French uses it
much less. The reason why there is little such metatext in the medical articles is probably that
those articles are written according to a highly standardised format, the so-called IMRD
structure (Introduction-Method-Results-Discussion). This implies that the experienced reader
of medical texts knows very well where the various information chunks are found, and that
there is no need to say explicitly that Results are discussed in section x, as economist writers
usually tell their readers. The same applies to the use of words like above or previously.
Even though our project does not really focus on translation aspects, our findings may
definitely be relevant to translators and language consultants. Knowledge about how authors
in various languages and disciplines are visible in their texts may be useful in a translation
situation in order to give the translated text the right flavour, so to speak. In addition, the
project will also provide comments on micro-phenomena, e.g. frequencies of individual verbs.
In my work on metatext so far I have registered that English economists are frequent users of
the verb report, while they discuss a little less. Norwegian economists on the other hand
discuss (diskuterer) much more than they report (rapporterer).
We hope that those of you who work with these languages and disciplines will find relevant
and interesting information at our web site (http://helmer.hit.uib.no/kiap/), which we will
update as our work progresses.

Select references
Breivega, K.R., T. Dahl & K. Fløttum (2002) Traces of self and others in research articles. A comparative pilot
study of English, French and Norwegian research articles in medicine, economics and linguistics.
International Journal of Applied Linguistics, 12 (2). 218-239.
Dahl, T. (2003) Metadiscourse in research articles. In: K. Fløttum & F. Rastier (Eds.), Academic discourse.
Multidisciplinary approaches. Oslo: Novus. 120-138.
Dahl, T. (forthcoming a) Accommodating the reader: metatext in research articles. A report from the KIAP
project. Selected Conference Proceedings, 14th European Symposium on Language for Special Purposes.
Dahl, T. (forthcoming b) Textual metadiscourse in research articles: a marker of national culture or academic
discipline? Journal of Pragmatics.
SYNAPS 14(2004)
-3-

Trine Dahl
Fløttum, K. (2003a) Personal English, indefinite French and plural Norwegian scientific authors? Pronominal
author manifestation in research articles. Norsk Lingvistisk Tidsskrift, 21(1). 21-55.
Fløttum, K. (2003b) Om forfatternærvær i vitenskapelige artikler. Rapport fra Nasjonalt fagråd i romanske
språk og litteraturer, 2002. Tromsø: Universitetet i Tromsø. 30-47.
Fløttum, K. (forthcoming a) The French pronoun 'on' in academic discourse - indefinite versus personal. Selected
proceedings from CIL-conference. Prague.
Fløttum, K. (forthcoming b) Traces of others in research articles: the citation cluster. Selected Conference
Proceedings, 14th European Symposium on Language for Special Purposes.
Fløttum, K. (forthcoming c) Den franske vitenskapelige forfatter – je, nous eller on ? TRIBUNE,15, 2004.
Fløttum, K. & K.R. Breivega (2002) Cultural identity in academic prose: national versus discipline-specific. In:
M. Koskela, Chr. Laurén, M. Nordman & N. Pilke (eds) Porta Scientiae II. Lingua specialis, Proceedings of
the University of Vaasa. Reports 96. Vaasa. 533-545.
Fløttum, K. & F. Rastier (Eds.) (2003) Academic discourse. Multdisciplinary approaches. Oslo: Novus.
Gjesdal, A. M. 2003. L'emploi du pronom “on” dans les articles de recherche. Une étude diachronique et
qualitative. Master thesis. Department of Romance studies, University of Bergen.
Grinde, L. (2003) Les choix lexicaux dans des articles de recherche français. Master thesis. Department of
Romance studies, University of Bergen.
Kinn, T. (forthcoming) “Denne artikkelen analyserer ...”. Kognitive forskingsagentar i akademisk prosa. To
appear in the Proceedings of MONS 10, 2004.
Skiple, J. (2003) L'emploi de la négation dans les articles scientifiques français. Master thesis. Department of
Romance studies, University of Bergen.
Vold, E. T. (forthcoming) Epistemisk pouvoir/kunne i akademiske tekster. TRIBUNE, 15, 2004.

KIAP working papers.
Akademisk prosa, no 1– June 2003. Department of Romance studies, University of Bergen

SYNAPS 14(2004)
-4-

