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A Comparative Generic Study of Research Articles in the Dimension of Disciplinarity
Liu Hui
( Heilongjiang University Harbin 150080 China)
This paper focuses on the distributions of macro-generic structures moves and steps within the framework of genre analysis.

On the basis of a self-built corpus of method section of research articles the paper finds that there are obvious distributional
differences in different disciplines and disciplinary clusters. The introducing method ( M3) and the describing research objects—
introducing method ( M2 — M3) are the most frequently used on macro—generic level and M3 and M2 are used much more than
the background ( M1) . On micro—generic level the principle and classification of data collection ( S22)  the procedure of data
collection ( S23)  the framework and principle of data analysis ( S31) and the procedure of data analysis( S33) are used much
more than the other acts. The results show that there are typical disciplinary characteristics in the choice of generic structure in
method section of research articles.
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