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Annotation This article investigates the use of academic vocabulary in research papers written
in English by Uzbek EFL students through a corpus-based approach. The main
objective of the study is to determine the level of Academic Word List (Coxhead,
2000) coverage in student research writing and to identify lexical variation across
individual papers. For this purpose, a small corpus consisting of ten research articles
produced by Uzbek undergraduate students was compiled and analyzed. The texts
were processed using Compleat VocabProfiler, an online lexical profiling tool based
on Nation’s frequency lists. Particular attention was given to the Academic Word
List, which contains 570 word families commonly found in academic discourse. The
findings indicate that the mean AWL coverage across the corpus was 9.07% of total
running words. The highest recorded value reached 14.67%, while the lowest result
was only 2.01%, demonstrating considerable variation in academic vocabulary use
among the analyzed papers. Such variation suggests differences in lexical
competence, familiarity with academic writing conventions, and topic-related
vocabulary demands. The study highlights the importance of explicit academic
vocabulary instruction, corpus-informed teaching methods, and systematic support
for academic writing development in Uzbek higher education contexts.

Keywords Academic vocabulary, Academic Word List, corpus analysis, EFL writing, lexical
richness, academic literacy

Ingliz tilini xorijiy til sifatida Rustamova Sevinch Akmal qizi
o’rganuvchi o'zbek bakalavr sevinchrustamovaa@gmail.com

. . . . Ingliz tili 3-fakulteti talabasi,
talabalari tomonidan yozilgan ilmiy O’zbekiston davlat jahon tillari universiteti
magqolalarda Akademik so’zlar

[lmiy rahbar: G'ulomova Rayhona

ro‘yxati gamrovi tahlili: korpusga Rustamjonova

asoslangan tadqiqot gulomovarayhona@gmail.com

Katta o’qituvchi,
O’zbekiston davlat jahon tillari universiteti

Annotatsiya Mazkur maqola o’zbek talabalari tomonidan ingliz tilida yozilgan ilmiy maqolalarda
akademik leksikaning qo’llanilish darajasini korpus asosida tahlil qilishga
bag'ishlangan. Tadqiqotning asosiy maqgsadi Academic Word List (Coxhead, 2000)
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tarkibiga kiruvchi akademik birliklarning talaba yozuvlarida uchrash chastotasini
aniglash hamda turli magqolalar o'rtasidagi leksik farglarni qiyosiy jihatdan
baholashdan iborat. Tadgiqot uchun o’zbek EFL talabalari tomonidan yozilgan o'nta
ilmiy magoladan iborat kichik hajmli korpus tuzildi. Ushbu matnlar Compleat
VocabProfiler dasturi yordamida tahlil gilindi va unda Nation tomonidan ishlab
chigilgan chastota ro'yxatlaridan foydalanildi. Tahlil jarayonida fagat 570 ta
akademik so’z oilasini 0’z ichiga olgan Academic Word List birliklari asosiy mezon
sifatida olindi. Natijalar akademik leksika ulushi o’rtacha 9.07% ni tashkil etganini
ko'rsatdi. Eng yuqori ko'rsatkich 14.67%, eng past natija esa 2.01% bo’ldi. Olingan
ma’'lumotlar talaba ilmiy yozuvlarida akademik lug‘atdan foydalanish darajasi
sezilarli darajada farqlanishini ko'rsatadi. Tadqiqot natijalari oliy ta’limda akademik
yozuv ko'nikmalarini rivojlantirish hamda Academic Word List asosida magqsadli
lug’at o'qitishni kuchaytirish zarurligini tasdiglayd..

Kalit so’zlar Akademik lug’at, AWL, korpus tahlili, EFL yozuv, ilmiy maqola, akademik savodxonlik

AHanus oxBata AkagemMmnueckoro Pycramosa CeBuHuY AKMan Kusm
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Cmapwuti npenodasamers,

Y3bekckuli eocydapcmeeHHsbIU yHUgepcumem
MUPOBbIX S1361K08

AHHOTauuA JaHHas cmames nocssuwleHa UCC1e008AHUKD UCN0/b308AHUS akademuyeckol
JIeKCUKU 8 Hay4Helx pabomax, HaAnucaHHelx y3bekckumu cmyodeHmamu,
U3yyarowuMu  aHeAUUCKUU — A3bIK KAk  UHOCMPAHHbIU.  OCHOBHOU  yesbto
ucce0o8aHuA A819emcsa aHaau3 cmeneHu npedcmasneHHocmu ca08 u3 Academic
Word List (Coxhead, 2000) 8 cmydeH4eckux ucciedo8amesibCKUX CMamesx u
gblsig/IeHUe pa3iuyuli 8 yposHe akademu4yeckol sekcudeckol komnemeHyuu. s
nposedeHus aHasnuza 61 copmuposaH HebosbWOU KOopnyc, eKarYarowul
decame uccnedosamensckux pabom cmydeHmos. Tekcmel 6eliu obpabomanel ¢
ucnoss3o8aHueM oHAaliH-uHcmpymeHma Compleat VocabProfiler, ocHogsaHHo20 Ha
yacmomHsix cnuckax Nation. Ocoboe sHumaHue 6b110 yOesneHo c108amM, 8X00AUUM
8 Academic Word List, komopas eknroyaem 570 Haubosee yacmomHelx
akademuyeckux c/08ecHblx cemell. Pe3ysemamel uccie0o8aHUs NOKAsaau, 4mo
cpedHul ypogeHb nokpeimus akademuyeckol saekcuku cocmasun 9,07% om
obwezo konuvecmea cnoe 8 kopnyce. [lpu 3moM MakcumasabHoe 3Ha4YeHue
docmueano 14,67%, moz0da kak MUHUMAJ/bHbIU nokazamess cocmasus auws 2,01%.
[MosyyeHHele OaHHble ceudemesbCmsyrom O 3Ha4yumesbHOU 8apuamueHoOCMuU
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ucnos1b308aHUs akademu4yeckoli JleKCUkU 8 CmyOeHYeckUuxX HAay4yHsIX Mmekcmax.
AHaU3 makxe nNo380/UM 8bI0e/IUMb MPU 2pyNNbl MekCcmMos 8 3a8ucUMocmu om
yposHs ucnoss3oeaHus AWL: geicokuli, cpedHUl U HU3KUU.

KnroueBbie
c/ioBa

Akademuueckas nekcuka, Academic Word List (AWL), akademuyeckoe nuUcbLMO,
KOpnycHbIU — aHasau3, aHenulckul — A3bIK KAk  UHOCMPAHHbIL, — /leKcuyecka,

KoMnemeHyus, y3bekckue cmyodeHmel

Introduction

Academic vocabulary plays a crucial role
in effective academic writing. Coxhead’s (2000)
Academic Word List (AWL) consists of 570 word
families frequently found in academic texts.
Mastery of academic vocabulary enhances
clarity, precision, and disciplinary credibility
(Hyland, 2004; Nation, 2013). However, Uzbek
EFL learners often demonstrate uneven
academic lexical development due to limited
exposure to authentic academic discourse.
Corpus-based  analysis allows objective
measurement of lexical coverage and variation.

2. How much variation exists among
papers?
3. What differences can be observed
between low- and high-AWL papers?
Research methods
The corpus consisted of 10 research
papers written in English by Uzbek EFL
students. The total word count ranged from
518 to 2,308 words. Texts were analyzed using
Compleat VocabProfiler based on Nation's
frequency lists. Only AWL tokens (570 families)
were considered.

AWL percentage was calculated as: (AWL

Research questions: Tokens / Total Tokens) x 100.
1. What is the average AWL coverage in

Uzbek EFL research papers?

Article Total AWL AWL
Words Tokens %
A1 | Is Uzbek society masculine? 817 107 13.10
A2 | Stylistic differences between English print 2261 80 3.54
advertisements and social media advertisements.
A3 | Innovative approaches in foreign language teaching. 1594 32 2.01
A4 | The importance of Persian language in understanding 518 40 7.72
classical Eastern literature.
A5 | The features of teaching vocabulary in context for B1 619 56 9.05
level students.
A6 | Styles of teaching English to young learners. 1161 74 6.37
A7 | Improving students’ language skills through new 1882 276 14.67
integrated approaches in modern language teaching.
A8 | Disadvantages of learning and teaching foreign 1816 219 12.06
languages unbased cultures.
A9 | The sociopragmatic description of speech in English 2308 256 11.09
and Uzbek dramas.
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A10

Phonological and morphological typology in
authentic English materials: implications for teaching.

1206 134 11.11

Mean

9.07

Table 1. AWL Coverage in 10 Research Articles

Research results

As illustrated in Figure 1, the distribution
of AWL coverage varies considerably across the
analyzed research papers. The mean AWL

(12.66) indicates substantial variation across
papers.

Classification:

High AWL group (>11%): A1, A7, A8, A9,

coverage was 9.07%. The highest value was A10.
14.67%, and the lowest was 2.01%. The range Medium group (6-10%): A4, A5, A6.
Low group (<5%): A2, A3.
15
10
5
0
Article A3 A2 AB A4 A5 A9 A10 A8 A1 A7
Figure 1. Variation of Academic Word List (AWL) coverage across the analyzed
research articles
Discussion the highest (14.67%) and lowest (2.01%) values

The findings of this corpus-based study
reveal considerable variation in the use of
academic vocabulary among Uzbek EFL
undergraduate writers. Although the mean
AWL coverage (9.07%) falls within the range
commonly reported in international studies on
student academic writing, the distribution
across individual papers demonstrates
substantial disparity. The difference between

497

suggests uneven development of academic
lexical competence.

The high-performing group (above 11%)
demonstrates a relatively strong command of
academic lexis. These papers likely reflect
greater familiarity with research discourse
conventions, including the use of abstract
nouns (e.g., analysis, implication, significance),
reporting verbs, and evaluative language. Such
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usage aligns with Hyland’s (2008) observation
that academic writing requires lexical resources
that signal argumentation, generalization, and
discipline-neutral conceptualization. It may
also indicate prior exposure to research-
oriented coursework or explicit vocabulary
training.

In contrast, papers in the low AWL group
(below 5%) appear to rely heavily on high-
frequency general vocabulary. This pattern
suggests limited integration of academic word
families into productive writing. Laufer (2003)
argues that vocabulary depth, not merely
vocabulary size, plays a decisive role in
academic  performance.  Students  may
recognize academic words receptively but
fail to incorporate them effectively in writing.
The low coverage observed in two papers
could therefore reflect restricted lexical
sophistication rather than overall language
deficiency.

The medium group (6-10%) represents
transitional  performance. These papers
contain a moderate amount of academic
vocabulary but do not consistently
demonstrate lexical density typical of more
advanced academic writing. This uneven
distribution confirms Nation's (2013) claim that
academic vocabulary acquisition requires
systematic exposure and repeated
contextualized practice.

Another possible factor influencing AWL
variation is topic selection. Research papers
dealing with theoretical or methodological
issues may naturally include more academic
lexical items, while descriptive or culturally
oriented topics may rely more on narrative
language. This suggests that genre and
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rhetorical purpose should be considered when
interpreting lexical coverage results.

The findings correspond partially with
previous corpus-based research indicating that
proficient ~ academic  writers  typically
demonstrate AWL coverage between 8% and
12% (Coxhead, 2000; Hyland, 2004). However,
the extremely low values found in two papers
indicate that some students have not yet
internalized the lexical norms of academic
discourse. This reinforces the need for
pedagogical intervention.

From a pedagogical perspective, the
results highlight several implications for Uzbek
higher education. First, academic vocabulary
instruction should move beyond incidental
exposure. Explicit teaching of AWL items,
including collocations and phraseology, can
significantly improve lexical sophistication.
Second, corpus-based tools such as lexical
profiling software can be integrated into
academic writing courses to provide objective
feedback. Third, academic writing instruction
should emphasize the functional use of
academic lexis in argumentation, analysis, and
synthesis.

Overall, the variability observed in this
corpus underscores the necessity of systematic
academic vocabulary development as part of
undergraduate training.

Conclusion

This study demonstrates that although
the average AWL coverage approaches
international norms, significant variation exists.
Structured academic vocabulary instruction
and corpus-based pedagogical strategies may
enhance academic literacy among Uzbek EFL
learners.
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