BUKTI KORESPONDENSI
ARTIKEL JURNAL INTERNASIONAL BEREPUTASI
Scopus (Q2) dan Sinta 1

Judul Artikel : An Academic Writing Model: Lessons Learned From
Experienced Writers
Jurnal - Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics (IJAL)
Volume 12, Issue 3 (2023)
Link jurnal . https://ejournal.upi.edu/index.php/lIJAL/article/view/44952
Penulis : Fahrus Zaman Fadhly, Muziatun Muziatun, Nanan Abdul

Manan, Arrofa Acesta, Dadang Solihat

No | Perihal Tanggal

1 | Bukti konfirmasi submit artikel dan artikel 1 Juli 2022
yang Disubmit

2 | Bukti Hasil Review Tahap | 21 September 2022

3 | Bukti konfirmasi submit revisi pertama, respon | 24 September 2022
kepada reviewer, dan artikel yang diresubmit

4 | Bukti konfirmasi artikel accepted 24 Februari 2023

5 | Bukti LOA dari IJAL 24 Februari 2023

6 | Bukti Final Proof dan Copyright Transfer Agreement | 3 Januari 2023

7 | Bukti konfirmasi review dan hasil review 21 Maret 2023
kedua

8 | Bukti konfirmasi submit revisi kedua, respon | 22 Maret 2023
kepada reviewer, dan artikel yang diresubmit

9 | Bukti konfirmasi artikel published online 30 Maret 2023




Mail

Chat

Meet

1. Bukti Konfirmasi Submit Artikel dan Artikel yang
Disubmit (1 Juli 2022)

Mi Gmail

Z Tulis

Kotak Masuk 45
¥ Berbintang

(® Ditunda

B> Terkirim

) Draf 7
v Selengkapnya
Label +

Q jjal@upi.edu

X
1
Tt

@ Aktif v
B O ® 5 0 & B D

6darié

1JAL UP! <ijal@upi.edu
kepada saya

& Jum, 1Jul 2022, 16.12

Ha Inggris ~ > Indonesia v

Terjemahkan pesan

Dear Fahrus Zaman Fadhly, Muziatun Muziatun, Nanan Abdul Manan, Arrofa Acesta, Dadang Solihat,

An initial screening of "STRWP Cognitive Model of Acad.

ic Writing: A Theory App " has made it clear that your manuscript has passed the initial screening stage 1
In order to proceed to the initial screening stage 2, you need to revise the manuscript in accordance with the comments we provided below:

1. The abstract structure is not in accordance with IJAL requirements (Should add a sentence that explain the background of the study)

2. The manuscript does not conform to APA 7th edition citation style (https://owl.purdue.edu/owl/research_and_citation/apa_style/apa_formatting_and_style_guide/reference_list
books.html)

3. References lack novelty, consider adding more recent sources (The sources cited should at least 80% come from those published in the last 5 years )

Also you need to follow this guidelines:

1 reply to this email to confirm that you have received this email;
2 highlight the revised parts in your manuscript based on the comments;
3. see the author guideline of the journal: https://ejournal.upi.edu/index.php/IJAL/about/submissions #authorGuidelines.

The revision MUST be submitted as a reply to this email NO LATER than 10 July 2022

Sincerely yours,
IJAL Editorial Board

Satu lampiran + Dipindai dengan Gmail ©

UNINGAN ‘

<

LA S S T

Nonaktifkan untuk: Inggris s




2. Bukti Hasil Review Tahap | (21 September 2022)

IJAL Review Report

CRITERIA STRENGTH

5. FINDINGS™ are directly connected to
methodology and address the
research question(s) and use tables
and figures only if they are necessary
and relevant.

6. DISCUSSION* summarizes and
interprets the results in relation to the
research objective(s) and literature
review, provides possible
explanations for unexpected results,
points out any limitations of the
study’s design or execution that might
affect its validity and its applicability to
other contexts, and discusses
practical applications in diverse
contexts such as education, law,
culture, etc.

AREA FOR IMPROVEMENT

How is STRWP model different from the
previous ones? It is not clearly discussed in this
section.

Excerpts in Bahasa Indonesia is not necessary,
its English translation will suffice.

7. CONCLUSION restates the study's
main purpose and key results and
discusses possible directions for
related future research (necessary)

It is clear and comprehensive.

No suggestion

8. REFERENCES are up-to-date and Yes, they are.
relevant to the topic

Afew references do not follow the APA style.

9. WRITTEN EXPRESSIONS are clear, | Clear enough
concise, grammatically correct, and
academically acceptable.

The article still contains some spelling and
grammatical errors. More details can be found
in the draft.

*FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION can be written together or separately

IJAL Review Report

Il. RECOMMENDATION

Considering everything, | therefore recommend that it be: (please choose one and mark v)

Accepted and published with high priority
Use only for papers with high originality and needs no changes.

\ Accepted with minor revisions
Use for a paper that is interesting and well written but needs a minor change.

Reconsidered after major revision

Use for a paper that needs major changes. After revision, it will be thoroughly reviewed.

Rejected

publication in IJAL.

Required major rewriting. There will be suggestions for revisions without any guarantee for a




3. Bukti Hasil Review Tahap | ( 21 September 2022)

STRWP| Cognitive Model of Academic Writing: A Grounded : [Comrnuntud [A1]: What is this? Explain. No use of jargon

Theory Appruachl in the title.

'| Commented [A2]: How is this approach different from
similar papers in the topic?

ABSTRACT

Cogmten plavs an important role m compesmg academie woting, Uneavehing the cogmtive
processes of expent authors in seademic writing can w=+=-help poviee authoss. This rescarch
aims ta recanstmact the cognitive processes of a number of Indonesian expent aathors m writing
seienlifie articles. With the gromded teary approach, i perfonms open coding, axial coding,
selective coding. and gencrating theory from data gathered sfrom the s—dephin-depth
nberaews and document analyses of the mforments” arbicles. I reveals that the achiaty of
laterapure review or “search before research” is sshe upstream of’ the whale cognitive proeess
in compasing academic writing. Accuracy in the progess of review of the library wall bring up
the stabe of the art and research gap that then has the element of high novelty so that the
reading-rescarch-writing actvities are integrated into ess—sseene unity of fashed cognitive
provess. Publication as a downstream of the literaire review o tee end of the cogmitive
process of academic writing becomses a medium for scientific writers to observe the provisions
of the focus and seope of the intended jourmnal. This research conchsded that “search-topic-
rescarel-writing-publication™ or the “eognitive model of academic writing”™ is a seres of
cognitive progesses as well as taw materials in the formulation of theories and cognitive
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INTRODUCTION

Reeent investigations on the cognitive madel of writing come from Hayes (2012, Silva &
Matsuda (2012), Hinkel (2004), Kahraman (2015) Pans, Said, Hamsa, and Mahaman (2015),
and Rahimi, Kushki, and Nassaji (2015) These studies  generally  revolve around the

achievement of teaching writing, related to evaluation of the utilization of certain models of

teaching writing. White and Cheung (2015) also made comparative studies related to the
results achieved by professional writers and amareurs in composing essays. Nuraeni 2nd Padhly
(20186) investigate the cognitive processes in writing fiction within different geares: short
stories, novels, and poetry. Fadhly and Ratnaningsih (2018) also decipher a difference in the
cognitive experiences of the nformants in gaining inspiration to write, the underlying
vilues in building arguments, @ nd  viewpoints, maintaning and developing the argument,
and closing the writing

Siee-Dver the last two decades, a number of cognitive models of wiiting has been
constructed by hnguistics scholars { Abkar Alkodimi & Mohammed Hassan Al-Ahdal, 2021,
Ball & Chnstensen, 2020, Congn et al., 2020; Di Zhamg, 2020, Lin & Wang, 2020, Lu, 2020,
Michel et al, 2020; Sethuraman & Radhakrishnan, 2020; Wingate & Harper, 2021). Aside
from the advantages (Alobaid, 2021; Xu, Zhang, & Gaffney, 2021), there are some
weaknesses 0 some aspects because they do not provide a comprehensive picture of one's
cognitive experience in writing their weas (Al-Jarmuh, Munsor, Talafhah, & Al-Jarrah, 2019,
Lew & Mak, 2018. Ramadhanti, Ghaeali, Hasanah, Harsati, & Yanda, 2020 Rashid, Ye, Hui,
Li, & Shunting, 2022; Teng, 2019; Teng, Qin, & Wang, 2022}, Up to now, there are eight
cognitive models in writing {Lu, 20203, namely: (1) behavionsm’s theory (2 Flower and
Hayes' {1980b) theory: (3) Beremer and Scardamalio’s (1982) theory; (4) cogmive
psychology theery; (5) Kellog™s (1996) theory; (8) Chenoweth and Hayes™ (2003) theory, (7]
Flower, Stein, Ackermun, Kante, McCormick, and Peck's (1990) theory and Hayes® (2012)
theory.

From the literature search, there is the theoretical void that explans how the cognitive
processes experienced by the wrilers since the selection of rescarch topics; conducting sell-
regulation (de Bruin, Roelle, Carpenter, & Baars, 2020, Mickles, Hoelle, Glogger-Frey,
Waldeyer, & Renkl, 2020, Seufest, 2020, Varier et al, 2021, Vincent, Tremblay-Wragg Dén,
Plante, & Mathieu Chartier, 2021); determining the objectives that demand the entire
decision and planning of writing (Cordeiro, Limpo, Olive, & Costro, 2020; Fazilatfar, Kasiri,
e Nowbakht, 2020; Lin, Chen, & Wu, 2022; Michel et al., 2020; Nickles ¢t ol 2020, Zarrubi
& Bozorgian, 20200 the |dm—rndk1|1,g process l[mnslﬂlmgl o good, pm&.lsL' wnd accurate
lenguage in order 10 compose a seq 1, i oand pious i o (Michel et
al., 2020}; the review process =0 that the composition can be evaluated both form and contents
(Fan & Xu, 2020, Huang, Hwang, & Chang, 2020; Nuckles et al, 20200 Yu & Liu, 2021);
process of monitoring their academic writing development (Kim, 2020, Teng, 2019, 2020).

The formation of cognitive models in wniing abowve is broadly in the general genre,
such as making essays or articles. Some of them are research-hased theories, while others
arc critical-based theonies, However, cach of the above theories has o rescarch gap so it
needs io be developed or synthesized to produce a new theory or model with regard 1o
cognitive precesses in writing. In pariicular, there have not been many research resulis that
specifically study the cognitive processes in academic writing,|

Therefore, it s strongly demanded o produce a new model of cognitive processes
that can enrich the treasires in the language sciences, ‘,spwlallu in acadermic writing. Different
from previous research, the type of written product is not in & cerain science field but
ncludes a mulisd: |.|m|n- study of ll'l\. limmelityl In this way, it is possible to bring up
a number of new variants in the cognitive process 1o wiile the research report that are in
the umbrella of social sciences, natural sciences, and law sciences,

The reason for this paper 15 that untill now there has been no writing theory
comprehensively explaining how the cognitive processes experienced or performed by both
national and international sceredited seientific writers. The need for the emergence of new
cognitive medels in writing is highly expected so -t has great benefits for academic witers
throughout the warld|
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There are a number of reasons and tacts why new cognitive models in writing scientafic
articles are mmportant, including: First, the Jow ability w0 write  among acadernic
community (lecturers and students) in Indonesia and other parts of other countries is offen
prominent Recent research conducted by Lubis, Rakimah, and Lubis (2019) reveals the
difficulties experienced by students in writing seientific papers, namely, low interest in reading,
lack of writing practice, confision in thinking, and confusion in language. This finding
corroborales  previous  research  conducted by Rahmiati (2005), Rismen (2015) and
Rahmatunniza (2015)

Rismen (2015) revealed severnl factors thot caused the low ability o write due o
leriness, luck of mood, lack of understanding of scientific writing, difficulty in Gnding ideas,
less interest in writing activities, lack of confidence, and difficulty in starting writing. Rismen
§2015) also confirmed that the most difficult challenge tor students in writing is the difficulty
1n expressing ideas or ideas in the form of scientific wnting. In addition, they have difficulty
1n making background problems, finding library matenials, collecting and processing duta and
analyzing duta.

The writing ability of Indonesian students in foreign languages, the obstacles faced
are more complex. Research conducted by Rahmatunnisa (201 5) shows that students face three
major problems in writing argumentative essavs, nomely linguistic problems, cognitive
problems, and psychalogical problems. Most students face Hesrssterebedlinguistic-related
problems related 1o grammatical strueture, word formaming, use of word classes, errors in
using vocabulary, and the use of reference articles. Cognitive problems experienced by students
are related to orgamzing paragraphs, mistakes using genenc structures, making conclusions,
and placing punctuation. While psychological problems perienced by them partly because
of laziness, selfishness, mood, and difficully starting to w

Various difficulties in academic writing are not only experienced by students but wlso
among lecturers including avadermic professors. Fhen the Hestebdbas BISTERDIR T Data
Seignee and Technology Index (SINTA) from 2015 10 2007, there were 2678 professors wha
did not meet publication requitements in accordance with Permenristekdikn No. 202017
{Republika cod, February 23, 2018) The low scientific publication of the professor was
blamed for the poor quality of human resources in lerbiary mstitutions. [n feet, the determining
factor for the competitiveness of the Indonesian people 15 the number and quality of
international scientific publications (Kemennistekdikn, 200 8),

Erem—ke The reasons and focts above cnmu.rugcd us to reconstruct the cognitive
experiences of Indonesiun expert authors as the best pravtice in producing quality works. Based
on the grounded theory approach, reconstructing the cognitive process expenenced by the
expert authors inwriting & publication-onented seientific anticle in high-reputable international
qoumals (ndexed and abstracted in the Web of Science and Scopus), suggests that cogmitive
processes 1 academic writing begin with determinmg research topics, formulating rescarch
1ssues and developing research questions, library search of scientific works on o research topie,
determining the appropriale research methodology and secordinglo meture of the data) © be
collected, 2s well as pouring ideas, thoughts, and idezs into a draft compesition and conducting
a sty process {reviewing) both the substance and form and editing process, especially on
mechanics of writing.




METHOD

The study employed a grounded theory approach as an endeavor w find aliernative cognitive
maosdels in academicwriting. There are three stages of analysis conducted in this study, 2s Corhin
and Strauss suggest (2008), namely: open coding, axial coding, selective coding, and generating
theary. The last stage of this grounded theory approach wos enriched by Birks & Malls (2015)
that s#required generating new theonies of data, as opposed 1o lesting exsting theories.

Coding Axial Coding Salective Lmrr\‘ Generating enry
I ormcte St [t [ [ommeeries >

Crlaser and Strawss (200%)

The first stage is 0 do anopen coding. Hesearchiers form early calegones of the
phenomenon of cognitive processes by selecting data that has been gathered both from
interviews, document analysis_and feld records inio @ number of categories. The eategories are
possthle to develop according fo the addition of the data obtained, and at the same time, part or
all of the category cat »= will be enriched with properties {sob-subs categories), namely dasa
that serves a5 a detail supporting existing categones (Corbin and Strauss, 2008). In-depth
interviews moments with three expert informants were eondueted from a number of universities
in Indonesia. The interview is intensive interviewing o get indepth and even unexpected
information. As the supgestion Charmaz (2006), for grounded theory-hased research, the
questions posed should be in the form of open-ended questions. From the infarmant informant’s
answers, it can stimulate a more detailed discussion of the topic.

Besaad The second stage is axial coding by choosing one of the existing categories and
position them as the core of the phenomenon being mvestigated. All other eategories are linked
to thee core of this phenomenon based on the correlation, such as causal factors {factors affectung
the con), strutegies (actions laken in response W the nucleus), impactful and  contextual
condilions (comman or specilie siuational Gaetors affecting strategy, and consequences (impact
of strategy use). This involves the creation of a diagram called the coding paradigm, describing
the similarities between cawses, strategies, influencing and contextual conditions, and
consequences {(Corbin and Strauss, 2008),

Thisd The third stage is selective coding by writing a theory of the linkage of the entire
category in the stage of the-axial coding, At the bagic level, this theory is an abstract explanation
of the process cxamined. Thus, selective coding is the process of unification and refinement of
the theory through the writing Mow that makes the entire category interwined and ehsoses
chosen through a private memo about theoretical ideas. Throughout the course ofwriting.
researchers may ahserve how cerain factors influence the phenomenon that makes use of
certain sirategies with certain impacts. Judging by the mumber of coding activities carmed out,
there 15 a reduction from the level of open coding o the category of categornies, and thus from
the elass category to the axle coding phase (Corbin and Strauss, 2008).

The last stage is the formulation of theory involving data collection, encoding, and data
amalysts simultancously. This process is supposed w be melting and related from the beginning
ol research to the end (Glaser & Sirauss, 1967). Researchers are fully aware of the entire process
Trom data collection w generating theory. One of the key features is-of grounded theory research
is the constant comparative analysis method in which daia collection and data analysis
processes take place simultaneously and interactively (Glaser and Stauss, 1967).The
analysis process imvolves constant comparisons between words, sentences, paragraphs,
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coides and eategories. This activily 15 important 1o wdentify similanities and dillferences in
thiedata. The process continues until the research report writing is complete.

Colesten The collection of data i the form of documents was done by collecting
the scholarly papers of the informunt/author published in the ndexed Scopus. Afier that,
e et titles wne inserted into the thle as Gollows.
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Eonitive-A cognitive model of academic writing

I'I'he cognitive model of academic wrniting above is relatively different from the existing
eognitive models in wniting that have been developed by previous theorists, such as the structure
of wniting models of Flower and Hayes (1981), wrting models of transformung knowledge of
Bereiler & Scardamalia (1987), a production model of the text-style of Chenoweth and Hayes
(1983), the writing model "Reading -to-Write" developed by Flower, Stein, Ackerman, Kantz,

MeCommick, and Peck (1990) and Hayess (2012) cognitive modelof wrilingl -1 Commented [A10]: How is your model different from the
previous ones? Explain in more details here.
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Figure 1: STRWE: A Cognitive Model of Aeademic Writing

The elaboration of sach part of the level of & cognitive model of academic writing

will heexplained s follows:

Level 1: Search

Conducting “search before research™ (SBR) is strongly recommended hefore determining a
research topie. Based on expert author A, B and Uz copitive experiences, research topics were
abtained from SBR--- a process of reading scientific works in reputable intemational journals
SBR will be a pathway to see the landscape of existing knowledge or ideas and identify the
research gaps which have not been investigated by other previous researchers around the world.
Identifying research gaps surely led us (o deniify elements of novelty on a particular issue
SBR was conducted by all expert authors as reflected in the following excerpt #1, #2 and 53

Excerpt #1:

[“Kalan kita stdi literanere terurama furnal, bita akan wwhu penelinian-penelinan apa saja yang
sudah dilakiuken oreng loin dan yang belum. Mah lalu kit yang bisa mengisi, of vk tnilah
vang belum ditelisi olek crang lam, Sebalb sekarang vidak ada yang benar-benar orssinal dan
asli yang benar-benar bar, Orang fain prr belam ade, karena susak yarg gita yak. Pasti ada
bagign-bagian yeng meraya orang laim yang sudal menelis, Keta bisa mengambil hagian-

burgginn g belum orang lain tefiti. DI sisalah novelly akan ditemekan.” (Expert author A).l -~ Commented [A11]: This Indonesian excerpi is not
“If we study literature, especially joumals, we will know what studies have been done by other mecessary. Just include the English translation.
people and what have not. Well then we can fill in, oh this point has not been researched by

wthers. Because now nothing really origmal and really new onginal. There are no other people

yet, eganse it's s difficult. There must be pams that ather people have researched. We can pick

up the parts that no one else has studied. That's where novelty will be found ™ { Expert author

Al

Exeerpt #2:

Search before reseavch, it wh dalem scbenamya kalau buat sava. Kenapa kita harus searching
dulu sebelum Kita meng-comduer research. Satu, tadi terkan muass & wjung kang, Jadi,
‘hagammana data kita ini masih potensial untuk di pieddish, data kita ini masih e e dengan trerd
vang sedang orang kerjakan Dimana yah? di Intermasional atau nasional aja begiu, Kemudian
yang ketiga, ini yang paling ditakutkan pada saat kita menulis, adanya rephikasi, duplikasi, malah
sampai larinya ke plagianism (Expert author B).

Search befare research, thar's the real deal for me. Wiy do we have fo scarch first before we
cordiier research. Firse i was related to the estuary ar the end. So. how can o dara sl have
the porential fo be published, onr data i3 seilfl in line with the trends thal people are working on.
Wihere are you? Tnvernantorally or ranorally. Then the thind thing, s 15 wiar we @re most
afrisid of wien we wiite, there will be replicetion, duplication, and even plagiarism. {Expert
author B).



research Th

Excerpt #3:

Lintik men-develop research guestion wnuk menemukan jawaban, pada umumnye ditabubar
periama adoleh Sbraey research. Library research smuk menggoli sumber-sumber primer.
Kelon dalam periangion internasional it samber primermys ariarabein i peranjiamne,
kepuinsan pergadilan, poraivran gerandarg-wndangan damesik, pecas) o eefernascanal, dan
pendapal pare pakar melale wawancars { Expen author ),

In grder to develop a research question o find answers, the first thing to do is library research.
Library research to explore primary sources. In the case of iternational agreements, the primary
sources include the contents of the agreement, court decisions, domestic legislation,
international agreements, and expert opiniens throogh interviews [ Expert author C).

Therefore, experl ssshauibors A, B and C could easily fssfind the elements of the
novelty of their research and suggested authors o perform searching before conducting

5 in line with Grewal, Kataria and Dhawan (2016) that the search of for relevant

lsteratures is a key step i performing good authentic research. Even, SFR or lierature review
tgell 15 asgreseurch methodology (Synder, 2019) Through SBE, one might knew “a higher

emphasis on sewentific knowledge around the world™ (Kraus, Mahto & Walsh, 2021, p.

I

SER will alse challenge researchers o get in touch with the current works (Brainard, 20200
However, related 1o the estuary or publication of the manuscrips, the data collected by
reseurchers must be potential for publication in certam joumnals. It is very crugial for a
reseurcher woeolleel duta that s not potential 1© be published. The following is the listof Expert
s works and relevant Hiersture as the realization of the prineiple of SBR.

Na
1

Tahle 2, The relevan: trace of literaturs and quoted in the “Search Hefore Research” activity

Title, Awther & Journal
Metal-semiconductar
teansition like bebavior of
naphhalene-doped single
wall carban nanotibs
urdles

FK, AMG, HT, TF, DM,
RE, TH, 3Y, H Y, MM,
MT, ME & KK, Faraday
Isensoms, 173, 145156
Electneally  Conduetive
Nanceompasites Bolymer

af Paly(Visyl

Adeehol pGlatarnl debyde Mule

2

=

Relevami Literature & gowied by Expert O
K. Kansko, T. lioh and T. Fujmoon. Function of Conjugmed nElectome
Carbon Wallad Nanospaces Tunod by Maleeulss Tiling Chem fer | 207 41,

H E Ramers, K Ralien, 4 Rosen and PO Frlued, Atoen Cullision- Induesd
Messstivity of Cirbon Nisooshes, Sewence, 2005, 307, 8903

E S Spow | FOK Perking, B Howser, 8. O Budesen and T. L
§ Snow P K Pukies B 1 H R
1. L. Beinecke, Chemical Deiection with o Sigle- Walled Carbon Nanotube
Capawitos. Serence, JHS, W, 19421945

¥, Barie O Duclows, B Thobois, & Dosval, I 5 Lauret U, Attal Tretout
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Level 2: Topic
Determination of lhe research topic expmmed by expert authors 1 quite vaned and can be
done by (1) foll ng the | led by the experts of the field; (2) conducting

SBR activities; (3) followmg tesearch trends or research tendencies that takeplace around
lhc world H) followmg Ihc national topics designed by the ministry. (3)interpretation of
ing from courl judgments, pro-cons cases or actual topics
especially I‘or scientific authors in the legal field, and (6) the use of discussion methods and
research sharing, also inspire in the identifying research topics

The probl etting and ch objecti 1 d by the i

influenced by therr own lcsun,h ducnphm:s In gmeral the statement of pmblcms und
ohjeclwa of research because: (1) there i IS a gap between expectations and reality, (2) library

h with yuridical approach; (3) hing results (pi studies)
by tmdmg possnblllucs. (4) the lcstmg of norms and case smdncs are also the wdentifications
of h issues and research . (3) the of 1ssues and cructal matters i a

rescarch topie: and perform (6) data replication of data that 1s reduced in both quantitative
and qualitative studies. The following excerpts give us a picture that research topic will be easily
idenufied by many forms of imtellectual efforts:

Excerpt #1°

Jodi, dalam kan topik peneli Kalau saya 1 sani sesuat dengan bidang
keahlian saya. areamva masith fangkasan dalom bidang kahlmn sa)n. Dan rerutama dalam
Iudang pendidikan Kia sudah T semacam A penels dari yang

sudah, vang sedang, dan dari yang akan datang (Expert amhor A)

So, in determining the research topic, of course, if | am in accordance with my area of
expertise, the area is still within my area of expertise. And especially i the field of
educaton. We already have a kind of road map Road map of research from the past,
the current, and frons the future (Expert author A)

Excerpt #2.
Kalau saya menentukan topik research tentu basisnya kan dan experties yang Kita mliki.
Misulnys Karenn saya concern di bidang emvironmenial chemistry, sayu concern i badang

advanced marerial, maka tentu topik yang saya pilih ada di sckitar it Gak mungkin saya
meneliti sesuatu di luar keahlian saya (Expert author B)

If 1 determine a research topic, of course the basis is the experience we have. For example,
because I am concerned in the field of environmental chemistry, I am concerned in the
Sield of advanced materials. so of course the topic I choose is around that. i might not
investigate something beyond my expertise (Expert author B).

Excerpt #3;
“Pertanyaan penclitian itu kerap muncul dan hasil p dilan. Kita k
apakah judgemenz ini benar atau tidak?” (Expert author C).

"Research question often arises from the results of court decisions. We enticize whether
this judgment is true of not? (Expert author C).

Level 3: Research

The cognil sses in the d nation of h methodol that d o
wpics, probl und bjecti of the h have an organic relanunshlpundmﬂumwcach
other. From the cogni P _the of this led that there are at
least seven ing ph in d ing the right h methodology Namely:



i1} The method of research on the consequences of rescarch problems; (2) The rescarch
methodology in science requires the hoist and measuning mstrument; §2) The case becomes a
s ol study m the Neld of law, (40, Test norms as a qualitative method in the Geld of law:
15} Interpretation of the law as a research methodology; (6) produce the evidence by examining
the substance and essence of a norm; (7} The determination of the research methodology
depends on its own research purpose. In conducting rescarch, all mformants said that they
realized the nature of the data in order W determine the nght research methodology.
Understanding the natere of data, choosing o robust methodology, domg data replication and
data reduction if necessary, and how to discuss the data.

Level 4: Writing

The pouring of ideas (translating process) into coherent, systematic and reasoned academic
writing requires special knowledge and expertise. Moreover, scientific papers directed for
publication in international journals with high seputebies reputations have therr own rules and
standards in accordunce with the format or style (s-bewssein-house style) used. Three mformants
of thes study experienced a unique cognitive expenience when pouring their ideas into seetion
by section in a scientific paper both when writing the introduction, method, results and
discussion, conclusion, acknowledgments, and bibliography. [nadditon, scientific writers must
whserve the mles commeonly applied or agreed upon in academic writing.

Inthe process of translating, reviewing. and editing amicles, the informants of this study
revealed their cognitive experiences, mcluding: (1) Looking for scholarly  joumals
sreording Lo the focus and seope thal are in line with the research topic: (2) Research questions
as the core of the state of the art, (3) Comparison and synthesis; (4) Using transitional words,
(3) Results and discussion are mixed. (6) The conclusion is conclusive language: (7)
Independent or group reviewing processes; (B) Manually editing and computer assistance

Excerp #1.

Mennlls pendalwlfuan, ada rigs eriara feelitarf den deenrian vang agak beda. Kalaw kealitenf
o harey inctakdil] beraen digwali dei doia-dose berdasarkan facil davi pra- penglition atan
data awal, ataw data dar penclitsan terdalily, atay digwall dar fenomena, Kalan kuantiatf

dlestiktif, bisa diwall leh grand reor, bisa digwall dengan GEHN Ralaw dul. Kalay kulitiaty
herras deaei fenomens-fenomens (Expert author A)

Wrting the mtroduction, there arc rather different wps between qualitative and
quantitative. IF qualitative must be inductive, it means that if starts from data based on
the results from pre-research or preliminary data, or data from previous research, or begins
from phenomena. IF quantitative is deductive, it can be started by grand theory, itcan be
started with GEHN if 1t used to be. If the qualitative must be from phenomena | Expert
nuthor A).

Excerpt #2:

Kalaw di techmical aspees i gambar, balaw saloh melabeli atme mesdborikan coption werhadap
rabel. Yang paling mudah yang sava lakukan (e blasarve Kalow sudah punva rarpeting fnal
nya, guidance-rya ite saya print out kang. Jadi kil tabu dori guidance-nva, misal font nys
s sekian. T sk masuk be secfmcal espect kang, kalaw kanden kan the fira val Ralow
rechiical aspect Ty parametey pertema yarg menenikan review process don quickly wrinen o
s (Expert author B}

If the technical aspect 15 a picture, if you label it wrong or give a caption to the table, The
casiest thing that 1 do is usually of I already have a journal targeting, [ print out the
guidance. So, we know from the gumdance, for example, the font must be so. That's already
entered into the techmcal aspeets, if the content is the first, of course, 1F the technical
aspeet is the first parameter that determines the review process and is quickly wiitien 1o
us {Expert author B)

Excerpt 43

Kerika saya menplis sen grrikel (i sava kavad ping research question-mva. Kalaw i sudak
aeler, moaka seva skan membuel sirukiee artiked ersebus aian oulinenve. Jadf simple saja, o
tnrrodicnion i saya sienwliskan background daon vang febil strina mengeps pertoalan it
Trarres saper anghad ik ditedis, fin adaelah aenk merginformosiken kepada reader i bakwa
periulak disity this s smportant. Jadi bubar save sape vang merasa tertark, harvsva fuga ban
) paiklic imteress (Expert author C)

When 1 write an article, | must b research question. 1 it already exasts, then | wall
strugture the article of s outline. So, i's simple, i the mreduction | wiote the
ek ground and more importantly why | had fo raise the issue to be written. That is to
wform the reader that there 15 a need this 1s important. So, it's not just me who fecls
mterested, it should also be a public mterest {Expert author C).

The substantial aspect of the manuscript is entirely under the control of the
author/researcher. However, the aspect of translation was considered by the informants as a



mere technical aspect. Most scientific journals are highly specialized and contain peer
sevtavredpoer-revicwed articles. This s an effort to cnsure that the articles to be published mect
the guality standurds of the journal and s o way to validate the degree of scholarship (Ochsner,
2013, Buter-Fuentes, Merigd, Amords, & Gaviria, 2019} The peer process contributes
o quality eontrol and is an important step seesssein cnsuring the originality of the research
{Chanson, 2007).

Level 5: Publication

Searching for journals with the sume focus and scope for our research Gndings is the st step
before wriling a scholarly manuscript, That s, before pouring idess into weiling, wrilers
penerally looked For jourmale in advance that have the same focus and seope. All expent authoes
have the same cognitive experience: they search for the intended journal and ohserve the format
of the journal by follewing the guidelines
Excerp #1:
Sl sava sevelah perelinan beres, tdak meralis arikel dudu wap mencarn ponal dude. Termasuk
aisitw dilihay Ruoliasmye, banyakeya derbil, focus dan seope nya Lelu bite buda webma
digrelaiars awthaor guidelines, faly disesuakan, Besama d sire kg Gikar srgkar kesulitanaa
i haby bugat duile artikel, i menes sove karang tepal, kareng
frarus adi vevist-revist bag, Jadi harus dalv fiernal, lal ki menyessaikan {Rapert author A)

S0, after my research has done, 1 didn't wnite the article first but looked for a journal first
This includes seeing the quality, the number of publications, focus, and scope, Then
we epen the web, study the author gurdelines, then adjust it Usually, there we see the
level of difficulty. So, most of my friends first made an amicle, in my apinion, it was not
right, because there had 1o be revised again. S0, the journal must be searched firar, then
we adjust ( Expert author A)

Exgerpl #2:

Kodaw save yang @ilthar o dn lve-nya vain topek, masalah, dan Gesimpolon. Kolow hal-hal
yury tekais fente Guidence det targed furne! ey pablibesd pung ekan kite kejar B ey
secarg winds. Kalow daei sizl subsianst inline tdok, Kalew dort bahasa, past hars ki cek,
cuman pang paling swbstensd i ol derd fopik vang ke diskaesikan i oda fnline ddak, sampoi
ke kestmparlan. Bevturmya v rechnical aspect. Asped i bahase, layant teleamme, tevmasil
Jarbersi sarver ing mengecek pusioka kang. Kolew pusioko sudal pakel software, selafu sava cek
(Expert author By

What | suw was in line, namely topics, problems, and conclusions. 1 iv's technical stuff,
of course. Guidanee of the target jounal or publication that we will pursue. The issue 1s
technically. In terms of inhne substance, no. In terms of language, we definitely have 1o
check_ only that the most substance from the topics we discussed was inline of not_ to the

lusion. Next is the technical aspect. That aspect s the language, the lavout of the
wriling. Including when 1 checked the library, brother, 15 the library has already used
software, 1 always check (Expert author B).

Excerpi #3:

Adr possibilities uriak keterima, tergantung ramif kita propose ides kita df proposel i, Kan
i publibas pun seng kang, seriap fernal i purad scope-ma, il coverage-mva furnal i
fenteng in, purnad yomg fain femtang i, ke ketiko kita sngin pablikeass, sovo selols i 1arget
Juranl wya man bemang kemidion scope aya i apa. Nah Safau scope ava nyambung maka date
g kit protva akan kit swboit Ko ke sona. i kadang sesungimbava dalam aspecd techiical
wirtting (i jarang erang censider (Expert author C).

There are possibilities 10 be accepted, depending on how we propose our ideas in the
proposal. The publication 15 alse the same, every journal has its scope and coverage. So,
when we want to publish, I always sec the journal target, where 15 the scope, then what 1s
ir? Mow if the seope is connected with the dara we have, we will submit it there. Thar is
actually sometimes in the sspestaspectof technical writing that people rarely consider
(Expert author )

Belore submitting an artiche © the intended journal, the authors generally do a sell- reviewing
of the article that has been compiled. However, they considered it important o gel ingal Tfrom
peers of in growps o ask for input. This step is carried out =0 that substantive matters can be
explored for the sake of perfecting the text. Based on expert suthorauthors A, B and C's cognitive
experience, the article 15 not infrequently examined many times o avoid substanfive mistakes
Aceording 1o them, one article can be reviewed by the author about 2 o1 3 imes, and take 2 10 3
weeks, The review process 1s also carned oul afler sshsstsubmitting articles W the intended
Joumal. The review process here will further refine the quality of the amicle, especially the
substantial aspects




CONCLUSION

The STRWP model | proposes a new modcl w-for teaching academic writing. This cognitive
model d . and hers to be more intimate with the
relevant latest literatures It also gives a ncw practical way that research gap - as the
fundamental element of novelty--- will be easily identified if researchers always keep up with
the advancement of knowledge in a particular area

Hopefully, this model also paves the way for those lost in the academic wilderness:
namely those who are confused and have difficulties in determining a research topic. This model
also “forces’ novice or semor researchers 10 start a research activity by doing an intensive and
extensive reading Crucial problems will always be faced 1if the "reading chapter” has not

finished. Both pedagogically and th ically, this app h 1s exp d to it m-o
providing a way w0 solve vanous obstacles in academic writing. Completion or hesis of
this model is extremely demanded in order se—for the hy of ific devel

continues o move,
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ABSTRACT
Cognition plays an important role in composing academic writing. Unraveling the cognitive
processes of expert authors in academic writing can help novice authors. This research aims
to reconstruct the cognitive processes of a number of Indonesian expert authors in writing
scientific articles. With the grounded theory approach, it performs open coding, axial coding,
selective coding, and generating theory from data gathered from the in-depth interviews and
document analysis of the informants’ articles. It reveals that the activity of literature review
or "search before research™ is the upstream of the whole cognitive process in composing
academic writing. Accuracy in the process of review of the library will bring up the state of
the art and research gap that then has the element of high novelty so that the reading-research-
writing activities are integrated into one unity of flashed cognitive process. Publication as a
downstream of the literature review or the end of the cognitive process of academic writing
becomes a medium for scientific writers to observe the provisions of the focus and scope of
the intended journal. This research concluded that “search-topic- research-writing-
publication” or the “cognitive model of academic writing” is a series of cognitive processes
as well as raw materials in the formulation of theories and cognitive models in academic
writing.
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INTRODUCTION

Recent investigations on the cognitive model of writing come from Hayes (2012),
Silva & Matsuda (2012), Hinkel (2014), Kahraman (2015), Paris, Said, Hamsa, and
Mahaman (2015), and Rahimi, Kushki, and Nassaji (2015). These studies generally
revolve around the achievement of teaching writing, related to evaluation of the utilization
of certain models of teaching writing. White and Cheung (2015) also conducted
comparison studies comparing the outcomes of professional and novice essay writers. In
their 2016 study, Nuraeni and Fadhly looked into the cognitive processes involved in
composing poems, short stories, and novels, among other forms of fiction. Fadhly and
Ratnaningsih (2016) also identified differences in the informants' cognitive experiences of
writing inspiration, underlying values underlying viewpoint construction, argument
development and maintenance, and writing closure.

Over the last two decades, a number of cognitive models of writing has been
constructed by linguistics scholars (Alkodimi & Al-Ahdal, 2021; Ball & Christensen,
2020; Conijn et al., 2020; Di Zhang, 2020; Lin & Wang, 2020; Lu, 2020; Michel et al.,
2020; Sethuraman & Radhakrishnan, 2020; Wingate & Harper, 2021). Aside from the
advantages (Alobaid, 2021; Xu, Zhang, & Gaffney, 2021), there are some weaknesses in
some aspects because they do not provide a comprehensive picture of one's cognitive
experience in writing their ideas (Al-Jarrah, Mansor, Talafhah, & Al-Jarrah, 2019; Lee &
Mak, 2018; Ramadhanti, Ghazali, Hasanah, Harsiati, & Yanda, 2020; Rashid, Ye, Hui, Li,
& Shunting, 2022; Teng, 2019; Teng, Qin, & Wang, 2022). Up to now, there are eight
cognitive models in writing (Lu, 2020), namely: (1) behaviorism’s theory (2) Flower and
Hayes’ (1980b) theory; (3) Bereiter and Scardamalia’s (1982) theory; (4) cognitive
psychology theory; (5) Kellog’s (1996) theory; (6) Chenoweth and Hayes’ (2003) theory,
(7) Flower, Stein, Ackerman, Kantz, McCormick, and Peck’s (1990) theory and Hayes’
(2012) theory.

From the literature search, there is the theoretical void that explains how the
cognitive processes experienced by the writers since the selection of research topics;
conducting self- regulation (de Bruin, Roelle, Carpenter, & Baars, 2020; Nuckles, Roelle,
Glogger-Frey, Waldeyer, & Renkl, 2020; Seufert, 2020; Varier et al., 2021; Vincent,
Tremblay-Wragg, Déri, Plante, & Mathieu Chartier, 2021); determining the objectives that
demand the entire decision and planning of writing (Cordeiro, Limpo, Olive, & Castro,
2020; Fazilatfar, Kasiri, & Nowbakht, 2020; Lin, Chen, & Wu, 2022; Michel et al., 2020;
Nuckles et al., 2020; Zarrabi & Bozorgian, 2020); the idea-making process (translating)
into a good, precise and accurate language in order to compose a sequential, systematic
and pious composition (Michel et al., 2020); the review process so that the composition
can be evaluated both form and contents (Fan & Xu, 2020; Huang, Hwang, & Chang, 2020;
Nuckles et al., 2020; Yu & Liu, 2021); process of monitoring their academic writing
development (Kim, 2020; Teng, 2019, 2020).

The creation of cognitive models in the aforementioned writing is generally done
in general genres like writing essays or articles. Some of them are grounded in research,
while others are grounded in critical analysis. To build a new theory or model about the
cognitive processes in writing, however, each of the aforementioned hypotheses must be
developed or combined because there is a research gap. Research findings that precisely
examine the cognitive processes involved in academic writing are particularly few.

Therefore, the creation of a fresh model of cognitive functions that might enhance
the riches of language sciences, particularly in academic writing, is imperative. Unlike
earlier research, this one examines the thought processes of knowledgeable authors from
a variety of diverse domains, including the social sciences (sociology of education and
law) and the natural sciences (chemistry, carbon nanomaterial adsorption-polymer



nanocomposites). In this way, a variety of fresh approaches to the cognitive process of
writing the study report that fall within the categories of social sciences, natural sciences,
and law sciences can be introduced.

The existence of no writing theory that fully explains the cognitive processes
encountered or carried out by both nationally and internationally recognized scientific
writers is the impetus behind this study. It is highly anticipated that new cognitive writing
models would emerge, which is advantageous for academic writers worldwide. New
cognitive models in the creation of scientific papers are crucial for a number of reasons
and reasons and facts, including: First, it is frequently noticeable that academics (lecturers
and students) in Indonesia and other areas of the world have poor writing skills. Recent
research by Lubis, Rahimah, and Lubis (2019) uncovers the challenges faced by students
while writing scientific papers, including a lack of reading interest, insufficient writing
experience, confusion about what to think and how to say it, and linguistic confusion. This
result supports earlier studies by Rahmiati (2015), Rismen (2015), and Rahmatunnisa
(2015)

Rismen (2015) identified a number of variables that contributed to writers' lack of
confidence, difficulties getting started, lack of motivation, lack of comprehension of
scientific writing, difficulty coming up with ideas, lack of interest in writing activities,
and laziness. This study found that the most difficult writing job for students was
expressing concepts in the style of scientific writing. They also have trouble finding library
materials, making backdrop puzzles, acquiring, processing, and evaluating data.

Given their proficiency in writing in other languages, Indonesian students confront
more difficult challenges. According to a study by Rahmatunnisa (2015), students
encountered three main issues when writing argumentative essays: linguistic issues,
cognitive issues, and psychological issues. The majority of pupils encountered issues with
grammatical structure, word formatting, word classes, vocabulary usage, and reference
article use. Students often struggle with cognitive issues linked to paragraph organization,
generic structure errors, drawing conclusions, and punctuation usage. While their moods,
selfishness, laziness, and difficulties commencing a piece of writing contributed to their
psychological issues.

Students and lecturers alike encounter a number of challenges when it comes to
academic writing. According to Permenristekdikti No. 20/2017, 2,678 professors in the
RISTEKDIKT]I Data Science and Technology Index (SINTA) from 2015 to 2017 failed to
meet the publication requirements (Republika.co.id, February 23, 2018). The professor's
meager scientific output was held responsible for the subpar human resources at tertiary
institutions. In actuality, the quantity and caliber of international scientific publications
serve as a barometer for Indonesians' level of competitiveness (Kemenristekdikti, 2018).

The aforementioned factors and facts led us to recreate the authors' cognitive
processes as the ideal method for creating high-caliber works. Reconstructing the
cognitive process that expert authors go through when writing a publication-oriented
scientific article in highly regarded international journals (indexed and abstracted in the
WoS and Scopus) based on the grounded theory approach suggests that the cognitive
processes in academic writing start with deciding on research topics, formulating research
issues and developing research questions, conducting a library search of scientific
literature on a research topic, and deciding on a research question.

METHOD

In an effort to identify alternative cognitive models in academic writing, the study used a
grounded theory methodology. According to Corbin and Strauss (2008), there are three stages
of analysis used in this study: open coding, axial coding, selective coding, and generating
theory. Birks & Mills (2015) added a stage to the grounded theory method that requires



developing brand-new hypotheses about the data rather than validating preexisting ones.
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The first stage is to do open coding. Researchers form early categories of the
phenomenon of cognitive processes by selecting data that has been gathered both from
interviews, document analysis, and field records into a number of categories. The categories
are possible to develop according to the addition of the data obtained, and at the same time,
part or all of the categories will be enriched with properties (sub-sub categories), namely data
that serves as a detail supporting existing categories (Corbin & Strauss, 2008). Three
knowledgeable informants from different Indonesian colleges were the subjects of in-depth
interviews. In-depth questions are asked during the interview in order to elicit surprising and
in-depth information. According to Charmaz (2006), open-ended questions should be used
when doing grounded theory-based research. The informant's responses can serve as a starting
point for a more in-depth examination of the subject.

The next step is axial coding, which involves picking one of the preexisting categories
and placing it at the center of the phenomenon under study. Based on the correlation, all other
categories—such as causal factors (factors affecting the core), strategies (actions taken in
response to the nucleus), impactful and contextual conditions (common or particular situational
factors affecting strategy, and consequences)—are connected to the core of this phenomenon
(impact of strategy use). This entails drawing a diagram known as the coding paradigm that
illustrates how causes, strategies, influencing and contextual conditions, and effects are
comparable (Corbin & Strauss, 2008).

By developing a theory of the connectivity of the entire category at the level of axial
coding, the third stage is selective coding. This theory essentially explains the process under
investigation in an abstract manner. Therefore, selective coding is the method of theory
unification and refinement through writing flow that links and selects the full category through
a private memo about theoretical concepts. Researchers may watch how certain components
affect the phenomena that employs specific tactics with specific effects as they write.
According to the number of coding tasks completed, the level of open coding has decreased to
the category of categories, and as a result, the class category has decreased to the axle coding
phase (Corbin & Strauss, 2008).

The formulation of theory, which involves data gathering, encoding, and analysis all at
once, is the final step. We were thoroughly informed of every step of the procedure, from data
gathering through theory generation. Constant comparisons between words, sentences,
paragraphs, codes, and categories are part of the analytic process. The purpose of the final stage
is to find data similarities and differences. The procedure is repeated till the writing of the
research report is finished.

Data in the form of documents were gathered by gathering the scholarly works written
by informants and published in Scopus-indexed journals, as well as conducting in-depth
interviews with three informants from various universities in Indonesia, namely DS, ALH, and
FK. The three Indonesian scientists were chosen based on the following criteria: (1) productive
in publishing scientific articles in Scopus-indexed journals; (2) easy to reach for in-depth
interviews and to get the required written materials; and (3) intentionally diverse in
informants/resources with various knowledge groups to see if there were variations in cognitive
processes as reflected in the in-depth interviews.

Table 1. The list of three scientists’ published works in a reputable international journal
No. Author Tittle Journal/Vol-lIssue Index
1.  Expert Author A 1 Living values education in New Educational Scopus
school habituation program Review, 39(1), 51-62
and its effect on student
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character development

The development of American Journal of Scopus
multiculturalism values in Applied Sciences 13(6),
indonesian history textbook 827-835
Culture-based contextual The Social Sciences 11~ Scopus
social studies learning for (23), 5726-5731
development of social and
cultural values of junior high
school students
The development of student’s  Research on Scopus
sosiocultural values through Humanities and Social
wayang golek as a learning Sciences 4 (6), 129-136
source in sosial studies
The street children Journal of Social Scopus
development in open house Sciences 8 (2), 267

2. Expert Author B State control and the J. Int'l Com. L. & Tech.  Scopus
privatisation of the 5, 58
Indonesian
telecommunications industry:
From ownership to regulation
Privatisation of Proc. on L. Outer Space  Scopus
Telecommunications in the 48, 420
developing world: A lesson
learnt, or a burden imposed
Telecommunications J. Int't Com. L. & Tech.  Scopus
licensing regime: A new 9,24
method of state control after
privatisation of
telecommunications

3. Expert Author C Metal-semiconductor Faraday discussions Scopus
transition like behavior of 173, 145-156
naphthalene-doped single
wall carbon nanotube bundles
Enhanced CO2 adsorptivity The Journal of Physical ~ Scopus
of partially charged single Chemistry C 116 (20),
walled carbon nanotubes by 11216-11222
methylene blue encapsulation
Electronically modified single Chemical Physics Scopus
wall carbon nanohorns with Letters 501 (4-6), 485-
iodine adsorption 490
Physical and chemical Journal of Scopus
characteristics of alginate- Environmental
poly (vinyl alcohol) based Chemical Engineering 4
controlled release hydrogel (4), 4863-4869
Enhanced CO, adsorptivity of Adsorption 20 (2-3), Scopus

SWCNT by polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbon
intercalation

301-309

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION
A cognitive model of academic writing

The cognitive model of academic writing presented below differs significantly from
other cognitive models of writing created by earlier theorists, such as Flower and Hayes' (1981)
model of writing's structure, Bereiter and Scardamalia's (1987) model of writing's
transformation of knowledge, Chenoweth and Hayes' (1986) model of text-style production,
and Flower, Stein, Ackerman, Kantz, McCormick, and Pec's (1986) model of writing's

To better understand why experienced writers are more adept than inexperienced
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writers at constructing arguments on their writing, Flower and Hayes (1981) looked at the
elements of writing. By identifying cognitive processes, they propose an evolution from a linear
to a hierarchical style. The job environment, the writer's long-term memory, and the writing
process were the three main divisions they made for the writing model. According to Bereiter
& Scardamalia (1987), the discrepancy between the knowledge-telling model of writing and
the knowledge-transforming model of writing results in major variations between experts and
regular novices. The extent to which content retrieval is strategically managed to achieve a
rhetorical objective determines how ideas evolve while writing, according to this concept.

While Chenoweth and Hayes (1986) presented "a production model of the text-style,"
their key argument was that the P-length burst's (measured in words) was dependent on the
translator's skill and, in turn, on the linguistic source. In an effort to improve their writing
model, Flower, Stein, Ackerman, Kant, McCormick, and Peck (1990) added two crucial stages:
(2) the process, which involves reading to evaluate, select strategies, and revise; and (2) the
knowledge, which includes task definition, planning criteria, text criteria, problems, and
revision steps (procedures). The final model, developed by Hayes (2012), illustrates how
writers participate in a number of writing processes, beginning with the planning, composing,
and evaluation phases of their writings.
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explained as follows:
Level 1: Search
Conducting “search before research” (SBR) is strongly recommended before determining a
research topic. Based on expert author A, B and C’s cognitive experiences, research topics
were obtained from SBR--- a process of reading scientific works in reputable international
journals. SBR will be a pathway to see the landscape of existing knowledge or ideas and

of a cognitive v writing will be



identify the research gaps which have not been investigated by other previous researchers
around the world. Identifying research gaps surely led us to identify elements of novelty on a
particular issue. This SBR was conducted by all expert authors as reflected in the following
excerpt #1, #2 and #3:

Excerpt #1.

“If we study literature, especially journals, we will know what studies have been done by other people
and what have not. Well then we can fill in, oh this point has not been researched by others. Because
now nothing really original and really new original. There are no other people yet, because it's so
difficult. There must be parts that other people have researched. We can pick up the parts that no one
else has studied. That's where novelty will be found.” (Expert author A)

Excerpt #2:

“Search before research, that's the real deal for me. Why do we have to search first before we conduct
research. First, it was related to the estuary at the end. So, how can our data still have the potential to
be published, our data is still in line with the trends that people are working on. Where are you?
Internationally or nationally. Then the third thing, this is what we are most afraid of when we write,
there will be replication, duplication, and even plagiarism.” (Expert author B).

Excerpt #3:

“In order to develop a research guestion to find answers, the first thing to do is library research. Library
research to explore primary sources. It is a polygal instrument. In the case of international agreements,
the primary sources include the contents of the agreement, court decisions, domestic legislation,
international agreements, and expert opinions through interviews.” (Expert author C).

Therefore, expert authors (A, B, and C) could easily find the elements of the novelty of
their research and suggested authors to perform searching before conducting research. This is
in line with Grewal, Kataria and Dhawan (2016) that the search for relevant literatures is a key
step in performing good authentic research. Even, SBR or literature review itself is a research
methodology (Synder, 2019). Through SBR, one might knew ““a higher emphasis on scientific
knowledge around the world” (Kraus, Mahto & Walsh, 2021, p. 1). SBR will also challenge
researchers to get in touch with the current works (Brainard, 2020).

However, related to the estuary or publication of the manuscript, the data collected by
researchers must be potential for publication in certain journals. It is very crucial for a
researcher to collect data that is not potential to be published. The works of expert author C
and other pertinent publications are included below as examples of how the SBR principle has

been implemented.
Table 2. The relevant trace of literature and quoted in the "search before research" activity

No Title, Author & Journal Relevant Literature & gouted by Expert C
1. Metal-semiconductor 1 K. Kaneko, T. Itoh and T. Fujimori, Function of Conjugated n-Electronic
transition like behavior of Carbon Walled Nanospaces Tuned by Molecular Tiling, Chem. Lett., 2012, 41,
naphthalene-doped single 2 ILE|66E-4IZZ5 K. Bolton, A.R d P.C. EKlund, Atom Collision-Induced
wall carbon nan . E. Romero, K. Bolton, A. Rosen and P.C. Eklund, Atom Collision-Induce
buandf:s bon nanotube Resistivity of Carbon Nanotubes, Science, 2005, 307, 89-93.
3 E.S.Snow, F. K. Perkins, E. J. Houser, S. C. Badescu and T. L. Reinecke,
Science, 2005, E. S. Snow , F. K. Perkins, E. J. Houser, S. C. Badescu and
T. L. Reinecke, Chemical Detection with a Single-Walled Carbon Nanotube
FK, AMG, HT, TF, DM, Capacitor. Science, 2005, 307, 1942-1945.
RK, TH, SY, H, YC, MM, 4 Y. Battie, O. Ducloux, P. Thobois, N. Dorval, J. S. Lauret, B. Attal-Tretout
MT, ME & KK, Faraday and A. Loiseau, Confinement in Single Walled Carbon Nanotubes
Discussions, 173, 145-156 Investigated by Spectroscopic Ellipsometry, Carbon, 2011, 49, 3544-3552
2. Electrically Conductive 1. Hu, B, Li, D., Manandharm, P., Fan, Q., Kasilingam, D., and Calvert, P.,
Nanocomposites Polymer 2012, CNT/Conducting polymer composite conductors impart high
of Poly(Vinyl flexibility to textile electroluminescent devices, J. Mater. Chem., 22 (4),
Alcohol)/Glutaraldehyde/Mult 1398 1605

iwalled Carbon Nanotubes:

- supercapacitor devices and electrodes, J. Power Sources, 196 (1), 1-12.
Preparation and

2. Snook, G.A., Kao, P., and Best, A.S., 2011, Conducting-polymer-based




Characterization
FK, H, YS, and RDH

10.

Gangopadhyay, R., and De, A., 2000, Conducting polymer nanocomposites:
A brief overview, Chem. Mater., 12 (3), 608-622.

Kumar, B., Castro, M., and Feller J.F., 2012, Poly(lactic acid)-multi-wall
carbon nanotube conductive biopolymer nanocomposite vapour sensors,
Sens. Actuators, B, 161 (1), 621-628.

Bhargav, P.B., Mohan, V.M., Sharma, A.K., and Rao, V.V.R.N., 2009,
Investigations on electrical properties of (PVA: NaF) polymer electrolytes
for electrochemical cell applications, Curr. Appl. Phys., 9 (1), 165-171.
Jia, Y.T., Gong, J., Gu, X.H., Kim, H.Y., Dong, J., and Shen, X.Y., 2007,
Fabrication and characterization of poly(vinyl alcohol)/chitosan blend
nanofibers produced by electrospinning method, Carbohydr. Polym., 67 (3),
403-4009.

Rajendran, S., Sivakumar, M., and Subadevi, R., 2004, Li-ion conduction of
plasticized PVA solid polymer electrolytes complexed with various lithium
salts, Solid State lonics, 167 (3-4), 335— 339.

Dian, P.P., Erizal, E., and Basril, A., 2013, Polymeric biomaterials film
based on poly(vinyl alcohol) and fish scale collagen by repetitive freeze-
thaw cycles followed by gamma irradiation, Indones. J. Chem., 13 (3), 221—
228.

Chatterjee, J., Liu, T. Wang, B., and Zheng, J.P., 2010, Highly conductive
PVA organogel electrolytes for applications of lithium batteries and
electrochemical capacitors, Solid State lonics, 181 (11-12), 531-535.

Yu, H., Wu, J., Fan, L., Xu, K., Zhong, X., Lin, Y., and Lin, J., 2011,
Improvement of the performance for quasi-solid-state supercapacitor by
using PVA- KOH-KI polymer gel electrolyte, Electrochim. Acta, 56 (20),
6881-6886.

3. Intensive synergic Cs
adsorbent incorporated with
polymer spongiform for
scalable purification without
post filtration

ST, DF, FK, DM, KT, MF,
TH, YAK, KCP, MA, KK,
ME, Materials Express, 3(1),
2013

9.
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Level 2: Topic

The process by which expert authors choose their research topics is quite diverse and can
be accomplished in a number of ways, including: (1) adhering to the research roadmap created
by the subject-matter experts; (2) engaging in SBR activities; (3) following global research
trends or research tendencies; (4) adhering to the national topics created by the ministry; (5)
interpreting laws or regulations, departing from court decisions, pro-cons cases, or actual
topics, especially those that are relevant to their field; and

The informants' own research disciplines have an impact on the problem-setting and



research goals they encounter. In general, the statement of problems and research objectives
because: (1) there is a gap between expectations and reality; (2) library research with a
normative legal approach; (3) intensive searching results by finding possibilities; (4) the testing
of norms and case studies are also the identifications of research issues and research objectives;
(5) the structure of issues and crucial matters in a research topic; and (6) data replication The
ensuing extracts paint a clear picture of how a research topic will be quickly recognized by
various intellectual endeavors:

Excerpt #1:

“So, in determining the research topic, of course, if I am in accordance with my area of

expertise, the area is still within my area of expertise. And especially in the field of

education. We already have a kind of road map. Road map of research from the past, the

current, and the future.” (Expert author A)

Excerpt #2:

“If 1 determine a research topic, of course the basis is the experience we have. For

example, because | am concerned in the field of environmental chemistry, | am concerned

in the field of advanced materials, so of course the topic | choose is around that. I might

not research for example about superplasmon, because it's out of my experties.” (Expert

author B).

Excerpt #3:

"Research question often arises from the results of court decisions. We criticize whether

this judgment is true or not? (Expert author C).

Level 3: Research

An organic relationship exists between and influences the cognitive processes used to
choose research procedures that are appropriate for the themes, issues, and research objectives.
There are at least seven intriguing aspects to consider while choosing the best research
methodology, according to the cognitive experience of the investigation's informants.
Specifically: (1) The research methodology on the effects of research problems; (2) The hoist
and measuring equipment are needed for scientific research; (3) The case serves as the
foundation for legal research; (4) Test norms as a qualitative method in the field of law, (5)
interpret the law as a research technique, (6) gather evidence by looking at the core elements
of a norm, and choose a research methodology based on the goals of the study. All interviewees
acknowledged that they had to understand the nature of the data in order to choose the best
research methodology. Knowing the nature of the data, selecting a reliable methodology, doing
data replication and data reduction if necessary, and knowing how to present the data are all
important.

Level 4: Writing

It takes specialized knowledge and experience to translate ideas into academic writing
that is coherent, systematic, and reasoned. Additionally, scientific papers intended for
publication in reputable international journals have their own set of guidelines and
requirements for the format and style (also known as the "in-house style"). Writing the
introduction, method, results and discussion, conclusion, acknowledgments, and bibliography
in a scientific article provided three study participants with a singular cognitive experience.
They also experienced this when writing the acknowledgments and bibliography. Scientific
writers must also follow any conventions or guidelines established for academic writing.

In the process of translating, reviewing and editing articles, the informants of this study
revealed their cognitive experiences, including: (1) Looking for scholarly journals according
to the focus and scope that are in line with the research topic; (2) Research questions as the
core of the state of the art; (3) Comparison and synthesis; (4) Using transitional words; (5)



Results and discussion are mixed; (6) The conclusion is conclusive language; (7) Independent
or group reviewing processes; (8) Manually editing and computer assistance.

Excerpt #1.

“Writing the introduction, there are rather different tips between qualitative and

quantitative. If qualitative must be inductive, it means that it starts from data based on the

results from pre-research or preliminary data, or data from previous research, or begins
from phenomena. If quantitative is deductive, it can be started by grand theory, it can be
started with GBHN if it used to be. If the qualitative must be from phenomena.” (Expert

author A).

Excerpt #2:

“If the technical aspect is a picture, if you label it wrong or give a caption to the table.

And the easiest thing that I do is usually if I already have a journal targeting, I print out

my guidance. So we know from the guidance, for example the font must be so. That's

already entered into the technical aspects, if the content is the first, yeah. If the technical
aspect is the first parameter that determines the review process and is quickly written to

us.” (Expert author B)

Excerpt #3:

“When | write an article, | must have a research question. If it already exists, then I will

structure the article or its outline. So it's simple, in the introduction | wrote the

background and more importantly why | had to raise the issue to be written. That is to
inform the reader that there is a need this is important. So it's not just me who feels

interested, it should also be a public interest.” (Expert author C).

The substantial aspect of the manuscript is entirely under the control of the
author/researcher. However, the aspect of translation was considered by the informants as a
mere technical aspect. Most scientific journals are highly specialized and contain peer-
reviewed articles. This is an effort to ensure that the articles to be published meet the quality
standards of the journal and as a way to validate the degree of scholarship (Ochsner, 2013;
Baier-Fuentes, Merig6, Amoros, & Gaviria, 2019). The peer review process contributes to
quality control and is an important step in ensuring the originality of the research (Chanson,
2007).

Level 5: Publication

Searching for journals with the same focus and scope for our research findings is the first
step before writing a scholarly manuscript. That is, before pouring ideas into writing, writers
generally looked for journals in advance that have the same focus and scope. All expert authors
have the same cognitive experience: they search for the intended journal and observe the format
of the journal by following the guidelines.

Excerpt #1.:

“So, after my research has done, | didn't write the article first but looked for a journal first. This
includes seeing the quality, the number of publications, focus and scope. Then we open the
web, study the author guidelines, then adjust it. Usually there we see the level of difficulty. So,
most of my friends first made an article, in my opinion it was not right, because there had to be
revised again. So, the journal must be searched first, then we adjust” (Expert author A)

Excerpt #2:

“What | saw was in line, namely topics, problems, and conclusions. If it's technical stuff, of
course. Guidance of the target journal or publication that we will pursue. The issue is
technically. In terms of inline substance, no. In terms of language, we definitely have to check,
only that the most substance from the topics we discussed was inline or not, to the conclusion.



Next is the technical aspect. That aspect is the language, the layout of the writing. Including
when | checked the library, brother. If the library has already used software, | always check.”
(Expert author B).

Excerpt #3:

“There are possibilities to be accepted, depending on how we propose our ideas in the proposal.
The publication is also the same, every journal has its scope and coverage. So, when we want
to publish, I always see the journal target, where is the scope, then what is it? Now if the scope
is connected with the data we have, we will submit it there. That is actually sometimes in the
aspect of technical writing that people rarely consider.” (Expert author C).

Before submitting an article to the intended journal, the authors generally do a self-
reviewing of the article that has been compiled. However, they considered it important to get
input from peers or in groups to ask for input. This step is carried out so that substantive matters
can be explored for the sake of perfecting the text. Based on expert authors A, B and C’s
cognitive experience, the article is not infrequently examined many times to avoid substantive
mistakes. According to them, one article can be reviewed by the author about 2 or 3 times, and
take 2 to 3 weeks. The review process is also carried out after submitting articles to the intended
journal. The review process here will further refine the quality of the article, especially the
substantial aspects.

CONCLUSION

The STRWP model proposes a new model for teaching academic writing. This cognitive model

reminds students, language educators and researchers to be more intimate with the relevant

latest literatures. It also gives a new practical way that research gap ---- as the fundamental
element of novelty--- will be easily identified if researchers always keep up with the
advancement of knowledge in a particular area.

Hopefully, this model also paves the way for those lost in the academic wilderness:
namely those who are confused and have difficulties in determining a research topic. This
model also ‘forces’ novice or senior researchers to start a research activity by doing an intensive
and extensive reading. Crucial problems will always be faced if the "reading chapter” has not
finished. Both pedagogically and theoretically, this approach is expected to contribute to
providing a way to solve various obstacles in academic writing. Completion or antithesis of
this model is extremely demanded in order for the synthesis of scientific development continues
to move.
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An academic writing model: Lessons learned from
experienced writers
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ABSTEALT

Academic writimg seems dounting for novice wnders. Unweiling cognitive  processes of
caperienced writers in acsdemnic writing cam presumably asd novice wrisers, primarily writizg
IZee purpose ol thes research o5 o explore cthe ocopgndive processes of
experienced writers who have published artickes in reputable jounals in writimg scientific
articles. Three experienced writers participated in the study: one from the social scienee and rao
froms the STEM fhelds. Thematic analysis following the sin phases of Braun and Clark (20060)
wis conducted 1o azilyee the mierview dita [roon three eapeneneed witers. e |||'|||I.'r:',,'. HEilis]
thie HEeeryeew 5|!1'||!".'.|I|.'|| live themes: sdardh., fdpks rdiddrch, wrchnig andd prabiidddran. | hese
cigerging themes have similarites with the previous academic writing meodels but expand some
actoms soward e publecatson process. L e themes mellected the sleps taken by the expenenced
writers who participaied i the siudy in producing their published anicles. Thus, these steps can
be wsed a5 one of the models o gubde movice writers mmiendimg 1o publish their work =
acedemie |earmals,

for |.'l|||1| WCE M.

EB‘_'-'WI:II'EE: AcHlemee wiking: expenenced wrilers, Rovice wrrers; 1Seimadic asalysis
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INTEODTCTION

Academic wiiling ks reganded as o of the essendial
skills 1o B poquared by students wlae lea in fnig e
eillcatnn. Lhe reason IoT thas is il oomirod ol
acsdemic wnting  gives siudenss  and  scholars
capizal, power, and agency im knowledge building,
disciplinary  praoctices, slenity  dommateon.  social
positinung, and carser advascement {Fang, 2021, p.
i Im 2 similar vein, Lillis and Scoiz {3007 and

Flowerdew (30101 have highlighted how  vital

* Coorespoading Austhor
Foriil: s oo Bl yomuniborac id

L[

writimg s at the uwmiversity lewel as it wsaally
becomis o cemer of assessment procedurss and can
be a decsor that decides ssudents’ success or fiilare
in the ocademry and loter in their career. Lavelle and
{ruaninng (20003} also argue the cestrality of acsdemic
wriling e 1o 155 ale a5 ane ol e evaluative tools
in hagher edwscation.

[hespite its impomasee, seademie writing hos
been chalkenging amd daunbing task not ondy = L2
but also im L1, which motivases academic endeavors
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1o answer the challenges. 11 is regarded as a daunting.
task by many, especially in relaton o writing for
publication as one of the requirements 1o complete
studies for both master's and docsoral degroees
(Bryson et al, 1990 Nur et al., 2022} Min et al.
12015) fumher argue that the accomplishment of
publishing journal aricles can advance a person’s
fsture career. |m o sinilar vein, Kamler (1008, ses
alen Min ed al., 2003} emnphasized the nportance of
publication as one of the persoaa] and mstizutional
pesformance criteria in higher education, making the
publication process more demanding. Even though
English in the comtext where this stedy ook place
has heen leamed sinee the sbedenis are, af least. in
semior high school, shiftisg to meore scademic amd
mignrous  wnting  poses  different challenges,
especially for nowvice wrniters. These challenges
might be cawmed by nowvice writers' lack of
awaremess of the stamdard of publication (¥in et al.,
2113) and the writing process {Baserman, 3015,
Thus, prowiding o model s o exomple for the
studenss 1o follow mighs help them write betier

Figure 1

e arary HE
JOREETY SUeS

T ]

Academic writing models have been created
extemsively in the comiext where English is the first
language. The sbadies  include Hapes' [2012)
remssdeling of Hoyes and Flower's {1981 neodel
and Ciraham's (2012} wriens)-within-comanunity
medel In Hayes amd Flower's (09800 model, the
frmiures wene the fask emvironmsesi, the wriber's
long-term memaory, and the writing process, which
included  plannimg,  translating.  writisg,  and
miuioning. I the newes: wersion, Hayes (2012}
deleses the msonitor, adds the transcriplion process
and mavtivation {see Figare 1) and divides the
wTiling, process insn three levels, Tesource, process,
and comtrol. The process kevel in the meodel is split
into writing processes and task environments, Hayes
{19800 argues tha this remodeling process oomes
froen decades of Hayes' eupenience and proposes
mie clahoration ca Hereiter and Scadarmalia’s
(1987 kmowledge-tellimg model of writing  for
mlure &l inmalure writers.

The Ramodailing of thd Haves-Flawer Mede! (Faves, 002, 5 371

S

Task
Erraitandveiil

Ll

The Eollowing writing mndel is the writen{s)-
within-comnmemity model, see Figure 2, created by
trraham (202} The underlyimg principle of this
medel is that:

_wrilimg invilves an iseraction between the

social cemtent in which it ocours and the

mental and physical sctions writers are able to

HoH

alist and emgage. In furn, | propose that
writingg, camewot be fally understood  without
coasidering how the commumities in which it
takes place and those invelved in creatimg it
eyalve, including  how  commamity  and
individuals reciprocally infleence each other
{Ciraham. 2018, po 2751
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The Writer(5-Fithiz-Comnianity Wadal (Grakem, I008, 7 I50)

As can be seen in Figure 2. in the writen{s)-
within-community model, the inner circle is bow the
use of wols and scticns accomplishes the goal of
writingg & text As for the middle cirele, Graham
(20181 expresses the need for all commundy
members, either as writers or collaborsiors., o work

the goal of writing. The work of writers and
codlaboraiors with specifie actions asd tools of the
WwTiling Ccomibunity requires some features cm the
outer circle. In additics, Breiter and Scadarmalia
{19871 propesed  two  writing models:  the
knowledge-telling model  and  knowledge-
trasslomming medels, depicted in Figure 3.

together by accommodating  ond  considering
possible alternatives o the wnting draft o schieve
Figure 3
Breiidr dnd Szadarmdlia s (R8T} Fritieg Madals: Kaswiedgd-Tafling and Krenwlddge T Modaly
[T ——— Wierial Fieprranriatees
| e e | o gt
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Koowledge-Telling Model (p. 8)

Bl

Komowledge-Transloeming Model (po 12



I the knvadedge-telling model, a5 its name then refined by removing the monder peecess and

suggests, writers usually choose o sopic from a adding control, process, s respuree bevels (Hoyes,
pasticular genre azd create a set of sabemenss oo the 2012). Creatimg 2 woiting model &5 considered
inpic. This madel wsually describes yvoung writers, hedpful and preferable for novice writers =o that they
and its straftegy is guite simnple [Hages, 2011). In can deal with their writing issues. Mosetheless,
comtrast, the kmowledge-tramsforming  meodel Hogerman (2008 explained that the instruction and
provides a more imericase process for more skilled the use of wrting models should be explicn, and
writers becmise writers are required 1o contribaite o studenss need to be gaided in the frocess of creating
the prohlem-selving process by putting in the effon jexis becssse the writimg promss is ussiahle, and
i shape their knoeledge to il the readers” needs writers dewelop their writing styles over timne. Thass,
ar themselves. this research ainsed %0 exwiend the research on
An mentwmned and discussed above, mony creating an academsic writing model that provides a
edwcational «ifors have been spend creating writing partrayal of expert writers with 2 mwore specific
midels, such as the Hayes-Flower model, the purpose, that s, a writing meedel for novice writers
writen{s|-within-comenunity  model,  and  the wha come from am FFL comtext and intend to
knowledge-telling  and  knowledge-transforming publish their work in scademnic jowmals.

mindels. Chenoweth and Hayes (20H0, po 20y erate
thai “a beter usderstamding of the processes

underlyizg  fluent  writing can  have  imporiant METHODE
implicatives for the feld of compesition.” These The study used a thematic analysis o see the writing
writing models were created wigh the intention of stages deploved by three experiesced writers in
helping novice writers in writing in an acsdemic writizgg {or jowmal publication. The application of
seftimg (see Cirmhamn, 3018; Hayes, 2003; Hayes & thematic mmalysis allowed the reseanchers o see the
Flower, [981H. Fach writing moedel poses a cerain writing, process of experienced woiters and o create
hypothesis. of the nabere of writing itsell For 2 mode]l from what they have exercised to help
exmmple, Graham®s (2005 model, which combines novice writers, Three pasticipants were purposively
socincultural and cognitive perspectives, is anchored selecbed on the basis of their repuintion in jurnal
an the fect tha there @5 o meciprecal interplay publication. They came Eroen teo different pablic
hetween the comanundty and the sdividual. As such, universities im Wes: lava, Indonesia. and bad years
individual writing developnsent can be nproved by of eyperience im teaching their sshjecss. Fach
lesrming by daing., fearming by abidruing, fdarming pasticipant  has  published numerows astickes  in
from giksrs, loarniog frough dolibarare agessy, reputable  insemiatiomal (Scopus and Weookd o
and lddrning through aecuseulaied capdrai (pp. 510- Science mdeved journals) and pavonal (SINTA
ETEYE journals, an Indoesesian  government  web-based
Taking & differens appsoach from Giraham's research weetrics for researchers, journals, and
{20181, Hayes and Flowes's [1980) model was institutions) journals. The details of the participans
derived from a protocol analysis that explained how during the fime the research wis comducted ane

individual  wrnters  produced  their composition displayed in Table 1.
cognitively i@ more specific ways, This model was

Tahblz 1
Tha frifermeaitad of the Parfdeisanis in dbe Study bassd an ZIVIA mafricr

Tapix Tagle ScEalarz | eb of soeace
I. Fo WmteT L Ny Flucatiom T 1=} L1
i Ex. ‘Wrter B Legal Snsdies o ksl L
i Fo. Witer O Clemistny LL ar X
Diaca Collection Procedures mizanes, and cach pamicipant was imerviewed for
Alber selectimg the pariicipases, the researchers arousd Ml minues in total.
comtacied them to inquire abowt their consesd wo Transeription of the interview data is essential
pasticipate in this stody. Then, following their in thematic analysis because i helps the reseanchers
coasent, the researchers made an appoinieesi with fadliarize  themnselves with the daia [Kiessman,
the participans to cosduct imerviews, The interview 1943, The tramseription system used in the research
was comducied face-in-face aod af different times was werhation, measing that all verbal wierances
following  the  participasis’  schedub:  and o wene transeribed (Brwan & Clark, 20000, The nexd
detenmined by the researchers. The participasss® step was e de @ participant check, where the
questions revolved arowsd their creative process in trasecrigtices of the imferview resalis was sent back
writizgg Tor publishing their manuscripss in joanals. in them, and they were gives the opporusity o
The tedal time Tor comductizg the interview was 27 revvise and elanifly what they means in the interview,

After they agreed amd confimed the ngerview

il



resalis, the data analysis stage commpemced. The {2000, po 271 six phases. The phases are depicied in
interview results with the participants were analyzed Figure 4.
usingg thematic analysis following Braus asd Clark"s

Figure 4

Thamadic Dare dxafyads Phatas (Brawcd & Clark, 2008)

Familiarizing
aneself with the
data

Generating initial searching for
themes

. Defining and
Producing the 8 ™ naming themes BN Reviewing themes
report ;

As can be seen in Figure 4. the first phase in publishimg research  amticle process  of  the
conducting thematic analysis is o fhmiliarze with experienoed suthors. To  heiter understamd  why
ihe data. In this research costexl, the trasseripiion of enpert aathors are nsore adepd than novice autbars ol
the Everview analysis was resd several mes. While coasiructing arguments in their writisg, Flower and
reading the wanscription, the researchers searched Hayes | 198 1) booked at the elemenss of writing. The
for some pattems that could he generated from the early stage that kept reiterated by the eupeniesced
daza, highlighted intriguing excerpes in writing for wrilers im writing for publication fall under the main
the publicazion process, asd disowsed seane possible theme of Search, 11 was suppoeted that conducting a
codes that could be used. “search  belore  mesearch™  (53BRE) s strongly

In the second phese, the researchers created recommended before determiming a research sopic.
initial data coding. These created codes were data- Hased on expert authors &, B, and O's cognitive
driven (Broun & Claek 2HW) becwmise  the experiences, research topics were oblained Erom
developmens of the themes depends on the interview SEH, 2 process of readizg scientilie wntten works in
resulis of the publication process from expenienced reputable imermational jeumals. SBR iz & pathway
wriiers. In the third phase, the researchers focused in see the lasdscape of existing knowledge or ideas
am the eodes generated from the previous phase and and identifly the research gaps which have not Been
remnalyzed them by growping cedes that could be investigated by other previows researchers around
combized and Tormed as themes using 2 highlight the wordd. ldentifying research gaps suzely led us 1o
and twhle. After developing initial thenses, the identily elemenss of movelly oo paticular issue.
researclers reviewed the themwes and locked for This SHE was conducted by all expent snhoss as
similarities or differences that might ocoar and reflecied inthe follewing Excerpis 12, and 3:
averlap with otser themes. The broader themes. and
mie specilic subthemes were also separated in this Encerpt ¥1:
phase. In the diith phasze, the researchers defined the SIF we saudy liberasure, especially joumals, we
themes that hod been grouped fromn the fowth phase, will know what studies others have done and
and ik refinery process of the revealed themnes took what have not. Well. then we can fill = Oh
ploce. Here, as suggested by Hroun smd Clark this point has not been ressarched by otbers.
(20069, the meseaschers avoided wsing ioo many Because now nothing really ooiginal and really
diverse and comsples themes. The final phase in the mew original There are no other people yet
thematie malysis the mescarchers utilived was o bevmise it's so difficuls. There must be parts
produce the report. In this phase, o Bally wodking that oaher people have researched. We cas pick
theme was detenmined and decided, and examples to wp the parts that s one else has siudied. That's
b presenbed in the report were selected. where ovelty will be found.” (Expest suthor

EAR
FINDINGS AND DISCUSSI0N Fucerpt £
The findings lroan the in-depth isderview  are vBgarch belore research. That's the real deal
analyred below, focusing on the writimg  for for me. Why do we have to search firss bedore

Hil
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we oonduct research? First, it was reloied o
the estaary &l the end. %o, bow can our data
atill have the potential e be published? Cur
data @ still in Mne with the trends that peopl:
are workizg o Second, where are  your
research foous? Internaticnally or naticeally.
Them the third thizg is what we aze neost adtaid
of when we write. There will be replication.
duplication, and even plagianism. ~ (Expent
authar B

Excerpt #1:

“In arder to develop a research question. the
firs2 thing 1o do is library research. Library
research o eaplore pomnary scurces. I8 & a
polygonal  instrament.  In the  case  of
internaticeal agresmeis, the primary sources
include the comtens of the agreemsnt, court
decisions, domestic legislatioe, istemational
agreements, and  expert  opimions  thoough
interviews."” | Exper outlor O,

Based va the excerpis, the participanis in the
researcl conducted vamous activities that could be
included in the Sgareh theme. The puapose of e
underipok action in the isterview was to fnd the
elements af their research's novelty and suggested
authors  perlon searching  before  condwcting
researcle This is in line witly Crrewal e2 all [2006)
that searchimg for relevant literature is a key step in
performing geod sathentic research. SHE. or dodng
a litersiure review, is a research methedology
(Aynder, 2019%. Through SHE, coe mighs know “a
higher ensphasis o seientific knowledge around the
warld” (Krsus 22 al, 2021, p. 1L SBR also poses
challemges for the researchers i get in souch with
the currest works { Bramard, 2020%, which & crucial
in conducting the research. Froposed by Hayes and
Flower (1980}, this stage = writing s ako
reeognized in the Task Envimoomnent process in their
writizg weodel. which explained that the weas and
eapert apinsms as outpats of the “search™ are cusing
motivaticos, This motivation leads o bow long and
how much authors attend tothe gaality of what they
write, The swbihemes that eould be identified from
the imterview related o Level | of the writing for
jpublication process were 1o search for the uninown,
10 compose alb extensive literature reviesw, e create
# state-nf-the-art, 0 find research gaps, and in
propose a novelty. In short, the magor activities in
the initial stage of writing for pablication deal with
search imformatics = the theoretical and emnpizical
texthooks amd articles that can enhanee  the
pasticipants’ ksowledge of a paricular lield.

Adter conducting an in-depty  search  and
easensively reading the Eietabare periaining fo the
researels e, the experienced writers uwsually started
10 look for the topie they needed fo write for the
publication based on the first stage, =0 the main
energing theme is the Tepds The process by which

T8
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eapert aathors choose their research fopics is quite
diverse amd can be accomplished in & number of
ways, including: (11 adhering o the research
madmap created by the subject-matter expens; (2]
enggaging in SHRE activitkes; {3) dollowing global
research rends or research tendencies: (4] sdhening
o the national iopics created by the mindsiryz (3)
interpreting laws or regulatioss, depasting  Erom
couan decisions, pro-cons cases, of actual topics,
especially those that are releyvant to their fleld.

Them, the panicipants” research disciplines
have an impact oo tee problem-seiting and research
goals they encounter. As can be seen in Excerpis 4,
&, and O, the parmicipants determimed the fopic of the
reszarch periaining o their expertise. In general, the
statement of problems and research objectives
because: {1 there is 2 gap between expectatioos and
realizy: {23 library research with o normative legal
approach: (1) miensive searching results by finding
possdhilities; (4] the testing of nooes and case
studies are alse the demifications of research ssues
and research ohjectives: (3] the strecture of ssues
and crucial maiters im a research topic: and {6 data
replication The ensuing exiracts paim a clear pletbare
al how o research fopic will be quickly recognized
Iy various intellecbaal emdeaywors:

Exgempt #4:

“So, in determiming the research sopic, of
course, i 1 am in sccordance with my area of
expertise, the area is still withizm my area of
expertise, expecially in the fGedd of education
We already hove a kisd of road map. Boad
s of reseanch from the past, the curmens, and
the future.” { Expert author A

Excempt #3:

If | desenmine & research topic, the basis is, of
course, the experience we have. For example,
becaise my concem is in the feld of
eiwironmental chemistry, 1 am concersed in
the field of advanced masenals, so of cowrse
the topic | ehoose is around that. | might not be
going to condwct research, for example, shout
super plasnsnn becawse it's ol of my expertise
(Expert authar B).

Excerpt #:

Research question olfen anises remn the resulis

of coust decisions. We criticize whether thas

Judgmeen is true or nok (Expert author C)

Following the activities that were conducted in
the Excerps 4-0, the experienced authors staried 1o
comduct the Tesearch. An ooganic relaticaship exisis
between azd mfluences the cogndtive processes used
i chonse Tesearch procedures that are appropoiab:
for the themes, issues, amd research objectives.
There are at least seven inirigaing aspects 1o
comsider  while  choosimg  the  besi  research
methedology, according 1o te cognitive experience
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ol the imvestigation's participanss, specifically: (1)
the research methodology an the effects of reseanch
problems; (27 the boist asd measurisg eguipmest
meeded for scieniidfic research: (5 the case as the
louamdation for kegal research: (4) tes? norms as a
qualitative mwethod in the field of law, {3) the
interpretation of the law as a research sechidque, (6
evidenios oollection by looking ot the core elenwents
of 2 norm and the selection of a research
methodology bazed an the goals of the swudy. All
inervieweess  schmowledged  that  they bad o
understand the nature of the data in onder o chonse
the best research methedology. Koowing the nabare
af the data, selecting a reliable nwethodobogy, deing
data replicaticn and data reduction i§ necessary, and
knowizmg how w0 present the data are all imporniast,
Regarding excempis 4-6, follewing the  reseasch
roadmap and emsuring the area of expertise, and
eriticizing memds can help determine o reseasch
topic. In this matter, Hayes (2002} mentoned that
this writing plan and knowledge of 1opics ane stored
in the saithors’ bong-term memory, which can be
cosdeinusly evaked.

At the rezcarch stage, researchers miust really
understand the mature of the data. Becognizing and
understandizg the natare of the dato w0 be stodied
will make it casier for researchers o use robast
methedology. With a robast neethodedogy, reseasch
data will be managed properly (see Excerpis 7-%).
This situation will help researchers to interpret the
daza found. However, the research method is closely
related s the research problem becasse they have an
argamic  relationship.  Mevertbeless, the use of
research  methods requires innovative steps  or
procedures that allow it to produce findings that are
different o previews sues. The choice of reseanch
miethiod, whether gaalimtive or quantitative, depesds
aon the research questions fomudaed. In ferms of
this  mesearch  meethod.  participans  recommend
reading a lot of references and secing bow other
people use the sanee method. However, it s highly
meomaended to moedily the method o produce
mie advasced data analysis.

(kher participants suggested that il there i
data that we consider less inseresting, i should no
e theowm away. It could he that the data is acually
very imieresting, dependimg on how we discuss or
analyze the dutn. These data can be replicated and
reduced m needed O day, these doio can be
apened and amalyzed agaim.

Excerpt ¥7:

“The use of reseanch metheds depends on the
research question. It s also relaied o the
mature of the data to be sbedied. 13 is also
imporast o read the results of  previous
research related to our research topic. Through
thie Hierabure Teview, Wi Can & what research
micthodologies are used in analyzing  ond
answering similar reseamch questioms. Sooa
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literature review s wery imporast.” (Expert
authar A

Excerpt #5:

1 pawce T a fimding that was differens from
the usaml publicazions. What do we usaally do
(¥, .. the data is wonngg, then we throw it away.
In research, we have o be patiest, have o be
sineere, don't give  up quickly.  Hecause
somaetimes, we get throws ot if we don’t
fellow trends. even il we koow how o discuss
the data, it will be very inseresting. But
beeause at that tinee, we didn™t bave o way o
discuss how fo descnbe the data in @ good
way” (Expert autbaor B).

Excerpt #5:

“Legal research has s pwm reasmie The logic
ol law is differest from the logic of limguistics.
socinlogy, or mathematics. Legal reasoning is
beow @ legal issse is tested by morms contained
in stoutes or international lew os long as there
are paramneters to measure whether this is valid
of not It i =t an individaal reason. I fhet
my individual teason is just o sonl e
stremgthen. That is what essures that my
wnding hos a scientilfie level” (Fapest author
1

From the cogndtive experience of the expert
auwthors  in Excerpts 7-%  we  conclude  that
differences in disciplines are very likely to result in
differences in methodology. This reinforces  the
apingon that research methodology is closely related
o the nature of the data. Al expent suthors consider
it important o the research sfage 1o condsct an
extengive literature review 1o make comparisoas and
leamy ahoat the research design i be fonsulated.
Thus, this stege of designing the low of writing o
present the information, as  represensed imo the
know ledge-telling stage propesed by Beseiter and
Scardansalin (1987), s expecied o prodece writing
schemas bo ease the writing prooess, then fusther
called knowledge-transferming,. This is supporied by
Hayes and fower's {1981 ) writimg model in the last
stage, which is the writing fself.

It talves spocialized knowledge and expenicnce
in traselele bdeas inbo scademsic writing that s
coderent, systematic, and ressoned. Additiosally,
sobemtifie papers  intended  for publication  in
reputable intermational journals have their owm set of
guidelines and requirements for the format and style
{also known as the “m-bouse siyle™). Writing the
introddsction,  miethod, resuls  and  discussson,
cosclusica, acknowledgments, asd hiblicgraphy in a
scientific aicle gave thres sbedy parficipasts a
sigpalar cognitive  experience. They  also
expenienced this when writing the schmowledgneents
and hiblicgraphy. Scientilic writers must also follow
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any  oomventions of guidelines  esmblished  dor
acsdemic writing.

In e process of the writing process including
trasmlotimg, reviewing, amd editing the aticles, os
shown in Excerpis 10-12, the pamicipants of this
study revealed their cogmitive experiences, including
{1} lpoking for scholardy joumals according 1o the
lccus and scope that are in lise with the research
inpics (1) creniing research quesiions as the corne of
state of the art; (3 companing and synibesizing: (4]
using ransitional words; (3} aligning resalis and
discussiong (6 writing eonclusion with o conclesive
lamguage; (7} reviewing  the manuscmipl
independently or in a group: () editing manually or
clipruler-as sistedl

Excerpt #10:

“Writing the imtroduction, there are rather
differemt  fips  betwesn  gualiimiive  and
quastitative. 1f gualimive mast be inductive, it
micass that if stanis from data based oo the
resulis from pre-research or preliminary data.
or data from previous research, o begins from
phesomena. I guansitative s deductive, 12 can
b stamed by gramd theooy. It could be started
with GBHM il 11 used o e, I the qualiiative
mis? be oo phenomena ™ (Eapert author &)

Excerpr#11:

*“1 comsider whether the techaical aspect is a
piciure or wiether | label or give o capioa 1o
the tmble wrong. The easiest thing that 1 doif
bave already margeted o joumal. | pring out the
guidelines. S we know from the guidelines.
for example, the fomt type and size. Thai’s
alresdy part of the considermtion of technical
aspects, but the content of 1he mansseript is the
firs2 thimg I think of’" { Expert outhor B

Excerpr #1:

“When | wride an aeticle, | maast hove a
research guestione I it almesdy exisis, then |
will structure the artsche or its outline. Sooit's
simple, in the inmoductiom, | wrole  the
backgrousd asd, more imponantly, why 1 had
o maise the issue S0 be writem. That i o
inform. the reader that there is a meed this is
imporiant. 5o 1"m mot the only one who feels
interested. [t should also be a public inserest™
{ Expert aughar C).

Excerps =12 show the substanzial aspect of
the mamssenipi that is entirely under the contnol of
the suthooresearcher. However, the aspect of
trasmlatiom was comsidersd by the pasicipants as a
mere technical aspect Most scientific journals are
highly specialized e  confain  peer-reviewed
articles. This is am effoet o ensare that the articles o
he published meet the pournal®s qualiy standards
and as o waoy w0 validete the degree of schodarship
{Baicr-Fuentes et al. 2009 Ochszer, 2013). The
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peer review process comfribuses o quality contral
and is an imponasy step in ensuning the onginalizy
af the reseanch {Chansea, 2007 In accordance with
those writimg processes mentnned in the excerpis,
Hawes {3012 aleo exploined tha the knowledge-
trasmlerring stage, which includes the practice of
seeking  phenomenological  topies,  dedining
preblems, settizg a geal. as well as rewnting and
Tevising, are considered  specialized  writing
activities thai are modifisble based on asthors®
experience ad ane impostans poists mowriting skills.
Im sddition, while Haves and Mower's (1951} last-
stage writing model refers o those setivizies, this
current writing model incledes publication as the
last saage.

Searchimg dor pournals with the sanse fooes and
soope {or our research fndimgs is the first soep
hefore writimg @ scholarly manuscripn {see Excerpis
135.13). Bedore pouring idess into writing, writers
pemerally booked for pournals with the same focus
and scope in advance. All expert awthors have the
sEme cogmilive experiences they search for the
intended journal and observe the formar of the
journal by follvwing the guidelimes.

Fxcerpt #13:

“%o, after my research had been done, | didn®t
write the amicle but looked for o jowmmal st
This includes seeing the quality. the sumber of
publications, Tocus, and scope. Then we apen
the weh, siudy the author's guddelines, then
adjust it. Usually, there we see the level of
diffbculty. S0, most of my friends fims: made an
artiche, in ey opingon, it was not right, becauss
there had o be revised again So, tee journal
must e searched firss, then we adjest.™ (Expern
authr A0

Fucerpt #14:

“What | sww was = line, namely topics.
problems, and conclusions if it's technical
stuff, of course. Cruidance of the target journal
or publication that we will parsue. The issee is
techmical In terms of inlime substamce, mo. In
renms of langaage, we definizely have 1o check
the most substamce drom the  topics  we
discussed was in line or ne, to the conclusion.
Mext is the techmical aspect. That aspect is the
lamguage and the loyous of the writing.
Incleding wien | checied the library, brother.
If the library hos olready used softwane, |
always check.” [Expen suthor B

Excerpt #¥15:

“There are  possibiliies 0 be  secepied.
depending on how we propose our ideas in the
proposal. The publicasion is also the same.
Every journal has its scope and coverage. So.
when we want to publish, | always see the
Journal target. Where is the seope, them what is
i? Mo if the seope s connected with the das



we bave, will submat i there. That is
actually sometimes in the aspect of technical
wniting that people rarely consider.” (Expen
author L.

(LS

Before subnutting an asticle to the intended
journal, the suthors generlly do a selfs reviewing of
ihe article that has been compiled Howewer, they
comsidered i important o get inpat fom peers of in
groaips o ask Tor input. This step is carmied out 5o
thit substantive matters cam he explored for the sake
ol perfectizg the el Based oo expent authors &, B,
and C's cognitive experience, the asticle i =
infrequesaly  examined  many  times o avoid
substamtive mistakes. According 1o them, one article
can be reviewed by the author about 2 or 3 times,
and it takes 2 i 3 weeks. The review process is alio
carried out after submitting aricles o the intended
journal. The review process bere will farther pefime

Figure =

the guality of the amicle, especially the substansial
aspeects. Finally, this last stage condirms that thosse
writing schemas produced qualified wrizing as the
goal set in the previes sioge. Bereiter amd
Scardamalin {1987 have explained this sioge in
their writing siages called the knowledge-crafting
stage, where the comes of the writing ane for the
renders. In this siage, the interacidon beiween the
awthor, the fext produced, and the resder Begins.

Prazpazed Writing Model for Publication

Fheme frean the resulis of the interview with the
experienced suthors emerged fhve central main
themes that are applicable for novice witers W
fodlpvw, followed by several sebihemes or specific
activities that can suppoet the main theme. The main
themes and subthemes are depicted im Figare 3.
These thenses and subtbemes ore derived from the
interview resuls practice of experenced writers.

Proporsd Brittag Moddi far Publicafion froee fig Thamase dnadpris df Exporigeead Briterr

Stage 2
sldentilying expeting asea
=Planning & research roadman
wSurveying world research trards
S Sharning research

=fapping of the vy shrusigee
=Eparchng foor the possibiliies

Stage 4

#Cornplying academic wnting rules
=PManning the writing
=Brainstarming for ideas
sWriting thee rasuscript

s Rgvirawing (P conbent

=Editing the manuscripk

*Revising marsscrigt

Most activides in Smge | ore related 1o
identifving and readimg  acsdemic spurces  thm
suppoat the writers” research The sources can b
froen  theoretical  or  copinical  perspectives,
eipphaosizisg the laster more Beavily. Also, ome of
ihe subthemes is 1o fimd the research gap, which is
impomamt for wribers who would like so publish their
wiork, as Limn (2012} argues tha? indicating o niche
that limks the past sbadies with the proposed studics

RESEARCH

Stage 1

s3earching for 1he unknown
sCompodrg cafensive litevabune review
sCrgating o sLate-od-the-art

sFinding reisarch gapi

sPropating noeelty

Stage 3

#ldentilysy the niture of daty
=Pinpainting tha rabust methodology
slolating dats reploation
sCamductang o dala reduction
wDtarmining ways 16 diicuid (ke data

Stage 5

ldentifying international reputable journal
=nasrring in the focus & scope al jpurnal
=Adjusting bo the posral style
+Conloeming the citation format
aSubmitting the manuiiript

* Folowing the joumal progess

is an impomiant element in wiiting, research asticles.
lhis stage seems not o be explicitly mensioned in
Hawes {212} amd Graham {24018). The writers must
also read exsesmive literature based an the topic that
has heen decided. The sebthemes ore similar o the
rescurce level in Hayes' (30127 model. and  as
cmphosized by drraham (3018). reading  before
writizg i that net only do wnisers need o ohaadn
knowledge bt also o acquire writing siyles and



retorical deviees. In the secomd  smge,  the
eaperienced writers moestly conduct the analysis of
their research topics and the tresds of rescarch
warldwide. This stage seems to be comparable with
the collective history of writing (CGiraham, 2018),
where writers adjusa their writing types and styles to
the insended sadience asd compunity. Third, the
research stage in the proposed model probakbly
makes it different fromn other models. Heouse the
purpose of the recomisended model is an anicle
publication, the rescarch siage is imcleded. In the
fourth stage. mnst of the sebthemes are considered
standard in writing i gemeral. Fifth, just like the
research siage. the subthemses in the moded tha
eperged from the pamicipants’  expericsces  and
seerived B be mol incheded in other models aze how
they endeavor to compdy with every guidelise of the
targeved journal. Hawes (2003 believes that in
formnal writing. aathors have am obligation 1 meet
ihe reguired standard by the commumity.

CONCLIEION

The research aims o create a model for wrizing in
an academic setting, especially with the purpose of
writizgg For journal publication. The dota from
interviewing  three expert suthors coming  from
different fields of expertise for 270 mimsaies were
arlyved using a siv-phase thematic analysis | Hrain
& Clark, 20006, The thenses that emerged from the
findizgs of the study were that experienced writers
who participasted im the research deploy sinilar
stages in writing leading w0 their publications. The
practical stages thot they have procticed can be
categonized and made inso stages. nansely search,
dopre, reddareh, wriling, and pubdizares. To make
the mindel eamy o inaplement, cach enserging thems
includes several subthemes that movice writers can
practically conduct when they wiudd like 1o write
journal  asticles  intended  for  publication.  The
proposed  moedel  hos some  similarites and
differences with the previous models. The simges
that are simdlar @ the previcis models lie in the
writing process and searching and readimg soarces,
and the differens siages lie im steps in the model are
detenuining the wopic, rescarch, and publication,
which mright happen because the Final parpose of the
creation of the mode & fo belp the novice writers
create & composition with the  sdemtion of
publication
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