creative
comimons

C O M O N S
& X EAlI-HI el Xl 2.0 Gigel=
Ol OtcHe =2 E 2= FR0l 86t AFSA
o Ol MHE=E= SN, HE, 8E, A, SH & &5 = AsLIC

XS Metok ELIChH

MNETEAl Fots BHEHNE HEAIGHHOF SLICH

Higel. M5t= 0 &

o Fot=, 0l MEZ2 THOIZE0ILE B2 H, 0l HAS0 B2 0|8
£ 2ok LIEFLH O OF 8 LICEH
o HEZXNZREH EX2 oItE O 0lelet xAdE=2 HEX EsLIT

AEAH OHE oISt Aeles 212 LWS0ll 26t g&
71 2f(Legal Code)E OloiotI| &H

olx2 0 Ed=t

Disclaimer =1

ction

Colle


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/legalcode
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/2.0/kr/

[UCI]1804: 21031- 000002302535



s 4 A} 8 9]

3)

I

59

Joj %)

o
vr
1t

Jo] Szt

—

=20

o

Sk
=

To =2 A=

X
LI

)

o

e

8

2016

o
L

.*O_l

E

o

ﬁo
il



o
NF

p—

0

ol
ald

ofF
;O_l

~
;O_l
ald

o
A

ae

20161 849 264

o

oy

—

N

AofstdkAl - John Stonham (1)

)

=



2 3
A DS T aCt oo
I. A8

O. o223 wWj7d ¥ A5 9
2.1. 2913l (metadiscourse)

2.L1 “&esrste] Aol

2.12. 398t BRe} 7%
2.2. 2.0 (hedges)¢t 74z (boosters)2] 73 2}
22.1. fHole Adw 7%
029, 7tzole Adi 7%

223. B AT fFHo9}
23 A7 W
231, &4

23.2. &4 W

I 27 3% =9

AN



27
.27
29
34
36
38
40
41

T

D A AdAd

32, ©1%] #4
2) A4
4) Ml

[aN] o LO o0 [N} <t

<t Al <t <t LO LO
do N
e I
CCY
Wo <
W
e A
B o

= N Et Ho“ . .

pug AR — o

B! M r

= r RN S



u:ln
2=

2!

iz

<HE1> GAHEE 2

. 22

.24

g

™m
B

. 25

al g

<
27

26

.27

.29

.31
. 32

00
22|

iz

g
4

op
22|

33

11> 3gk=r¢l ‘should’

<3t

34

38

41

13> 49 Hl=

<3t

44

iii



<19H1>
<1H2>
<1HE3>

<1Y4>

o R S N 20
F o] WAl Feol o3 & #z WE 22
fFHOol9} o], Blmo]o] Z3F . 35
Sk 21 9] ‘it seems that ZA 37

,iV,



The Use of Hedges and Boosters in Doctoral Dissertation

between Korean EFL Learners and English Native Speakers

Sookhyun Jung

Department of English Language and Literature,
The Graduate School,

Pukyong National University

Abstract

The purpose of this study is to see Korean EFL(English as Foreign
Language) learners’ overall awareness of metadiscourse and pragmatic
competence. For this, it examined 20 Ph. D theses and investigated the way in
which they used hedges and boosters; 10 were written by Korean EFL
students and the other 10 were written by English native research students.
Due to the fact that the writing style can be affected by writers’ major, data
were collected from 3 different fields; English language and literature,
Business, Engineering. It used a corpus of over 2,000 pages and 0.54 million
words.

The findings in the quantity analysis show that both Korean students and
English native speakers use more hedges than boosters in their doctoral
dissertation. As for using hedges, Korean EFL students employ more hedges
than English native speakers. This result can be interpreted that Korean
students are much conscious of readers’ evaluation, so they are cautious when
they claim a proposition.

The quality analysis suggests that Korean EFL students and English native



speakers have different preference of employing words. In the use of auxiliary,
English native speakers prefer ‘may’, but Korean students like ‘should the
most. The Korean students’ use of ‘should’ indicates their lack of pragmatic
competence, because they use ‘should with the same meaning as ‘must. In
addition, Koreans do not prefer using ‘know’ and ‘think’ but intensively employ
‘show’. Moreover they frequently use impersonal phrase to indicate the
proposition is not a personal opinion. Consequently, it can be said that Korean
EFL students can not utilize diverse verbs and they are reluctant to write a
strong assertion.

Through the use of hedges and boosters, Korean students reveal their
pragmatic competence and vocabulary skills are not enough. It means they are
not bad at English writing but unskilful at applying appropriate words in
writing. To achieve better pragmatic competence, explicit education on the
concept of metadiscourse and the pragmatic function of vocabulary not limited

to dictionary meaning should be recommendable.
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Hul= 712 WA A (basic message)$t shAte] A A
1 oJm el e} A] A (metamessage) 2] ©]F 2% %
2 ol da, AFHA wHAA g AR dtodgm 7E HAAE oAE
A LA E dHF= HEHAAE dDst= Aot o2k e A
A= 23 =2 d4E 4 glom Hi=A] @ekst 2135 (contexualization

cue)E T3 dEE=dH, B} Adsd 54 AZde FAAAR A -

O
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Azt B7A At Qi HaEe] o An AgelAE o ofw

A de7t? ts dis dyEA

(1) a. However we can see the remarkable increase in their
number in 1999, approximately ten times as large as
that of 1993. (%74, 2010)
b. Animals are capable of doing many things. Perhaps your
goldfish swims to the surface looking for food when you

move near its tank. (%A, 2010)

(2) a. Well, she thought it was certainly worth a try. (24,



2010)

b. They have to wear goggles to protect their eyes from
snow blindness. Of course, they cannot play golf with a
white call on an ice field because the ball would be too
difficult to see. (WA, 2010)

je
-

RE A A sk
Aoz Aot A= gopstar A X3 Ae ==WaL, (1b)e] 24
= w07l Bel= #ol we Ao ofHe] Fileo] obd TheAdE
‘perhaps’s &3 WERWT. Wb olE (2a)= ‘certainly’7b Fole] Azl
st BaS ofnste (2b)9] ‘of course’v ESTolA A Fo=
= A2 T8 Erbestttal o7l dAe A E ALt

Al e 22 she AR A= Ziie HEE =ulls oW

FAZE = Aotk dEeAM A¥ME "olE2 Hstaa s 7EH
_TA

df(la)o]l A =2&0]+ ‘approximately’ = t=FA el =

i
I3

e

i
:

A oA A g Ao e dEsta 9l

thoo]§ Ba HAbE diE ARRd ohin FZole BEAA I 9
oAlel WAE ol Aztom HNTA BUF F Atk F2IlNA 9
Eg WAz A47t A9 FFL dEgE dgetn S48 A AE

7hAl Qhjete] Fapel =2 7F A4S ZHE-(interactions) & 4 A=F TS

b= A7F vhE A9 H 3H(metadiscourse)V o] T}
Hyland(2005: 39)& F9E 87 @3] 944 &

ofuetal At @3k AE] Jate] Ao Qo] ARSAE Fhel 4

5 A48 TP su 7] WEel BRI d BERe] ope
Aol AE HAol FAlolojol @drn FABT AwHE 3 A9

1) metadiscourse®] gt=ro] % 7ML wELGSH (A F, 2009) &2 FHFsH (LA
T 9, 20092 AR =d 2 A= AT 9(2009)7F ‘meta’e] AR A
5S4 & yeidga At



52ke] gE g #e Aol A Crismore(1989)9F Hyland(1998)+= &=}
7b oA BB JiQletar, RiolR Hak= o9 A Ao r HAE
NS =AE oA

Dahl(2004)> Zxz}eo] AL-8
S Yotrr] 98 o], =
8F okl 180H ] =S WA st 1 AR AAst Aot A= g
oj9} mz 9oy} Eekrojru B Be Ayds
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WA EA(Crismore, 1984)7 T3t 9= A+
gt sty W ybA #4(Hyland, 2000) 502 ©lx~Eo]
293 Fejste] HAs EA5te oA TaAds dEle A Ee] Atk

wh S Aol s =8-S e R o] dojwla) Fhatol sherxabeo] A
et AR A% Park(20060) 3 9EF 21(2009)7F daL, A Alws
ZIWro m  maAftel A uEhd Aeiste] FAS wlagk 3 E5(2009) <
Kim. S(2010)7F @ith =3 1917(2010), AAE(2014) N4 1%53tu
go] wHpAe yeEbd FYHEsE FAEY 2 Kim. H(2014)+= A #1t
= B4R weod PERZIE ARRE dofwl =l F27]o]
B AeldEst ZAE vl Asidn AlEst @ deldEst dels
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Ryoo(2008)7} =rule] dojstell A w7ty g&x & Fa Jof Yojnla} ¢
relo]l oAl (code glosses) Af A, Kim. D(2013)&= k=9l
WAL =fol A YElYE 120 (hedges)e] ¥AS dojwlzl Wl mskTh
Kim. D(2013)2] fxo] &/ 7]+ Salager-Meyer(1994) #2418 7]xko
2 3Fal o] Hyland & Tse(2004) 22 283k X A9l ZoldS 7}
zlt},
Ag7tA o] A8 A5 A9E o 1960d 7 oS o]
= 9y T st A vl Ho] Azl ol tigk i
2 ol 4#A A godkrh. 19 o] f = Fu TFatet wSA B
sholl tigh Ql2lo] vra HAl w& oA EE&HE AFE A gith
o] Fof 2227 FHE iR EH AFY Aol S A9
2T HH Dol s A3t oggol AU Abde HAR
o] Mok ofFEste] Lo A gtstA] S oJFE AHEetE 384
2 9| (pragmatic failure, Thomas, 1983)5 7 3t} 1A%+ Bouton(1999)
o] HojFE 4do] HAX A7 ZIEs v dod A9 8 ol WA
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II. o] 24 w73 2 A "W

2.1. A9 &3 (metadiscourse)

2.1.1. A= A9

F9lEste Harris(1959)7F A& &ol& wEoWl olF B2 A&
& AG-Ho] gl Willlams(1981: 212)& AHEsE =

7] e BRI e FAE dFeA ¥e o' EE AoE AN
Vande Kopple(1985: 83) WA14 &S HlEo]x] FomA] &

2 A%ty 5, A, F7F T2 SRR B gouy} 2 AHos
Attt Crismore(1983: 2)= Z9H3tE Halo] @3 dAo &

ol ®3t £o= At Adde Aor BAHLFE YA of
T Qo Zxto] A <] 7](inform) HthE et (direct)dts= Ao =

A7k Ao AsE 2 olslatn RA

ol
=1

"
aft
ot
=2
o
s

il
by

il
2

o,
X

WolEAA W B ANEZ Mt

Aot gelgael B By ¥

U3t 2ol JeolE Wt (Hyland, 2005: 37).

11 9t} Hyland:= o] gx}E 9
3

e HAgTtn A4stn o

Metadiscourse 1is the cover term for the self-reflective
expressions used to negotiate interactional meanings in a text,
assisting the writer (or speaker) to express a viewpoint and

engage with readers as members of a particular community.

T wetel A MASE FARE o AEe 34 1 Ewe

rlo

b= 2

ol



2005: 38).

1. metadiscourse 1s distinct from propositional aspects of
discourse;

2. metadiscourse refers to aspects of the text that embody
writer-reader interactions;

3. metadiscourse refers only to relations which are internal to

the discourse.

= A9 gale WaAd Zuw Pusn Gae SAe] $EAE
A3 27 w3 felde BAZ A7
4 ABA S Atk o FEao

d

=
gy, 53] A9t g 2Ee
°ol5 ¢4 #7(external relation)et WA Al (internal relation)® -3}
3 olRAe] AEste} WAY VFes dAdst= sas veolgt s

(Hyland, 2005: 45-48).

2

2.1.2. A= £79 7T

AHGH(2009) 0] wWa2w FEss Al ARl Williams(1985) €}
Vande Kopple(1985), Cresmore et al.(1993)el] <ola] @A~EZ AF9js)
(textual —metadiscourse)2} WA AA A9 Esl(interpersonal  meta-
discourse)Z FEH A= o= 7] A9IHEEe 7l o] Halliday(1994) <]
ofg}al ghrh =<l

4 gSAREE At gaEg FASE 22 BAES o9

o

7] %59 (functional grammar)ol 7]¥FS FA7] o

1=21]

=

P
fm



Eo Y& #ale] AAGA FF= AE5FES EAE IS
sk,
SHA vk Hyland(2005: 43)& ®l ~EA (textuality)= B3t 7]E2 %< 44

ofu] BlaEH PPt FHHOE /5 A n FAG DR o

i

Ae AANPORA B4 P i Y§e oldRES LojEol]

s AS e w BE AYEstE dodAAHelgn AFE
AL E =xlols] AU EA (interactive resource)®t EAFTo] fEF A

(interactional resource)® 3t Ut =xfold] AQPFEA 9 7]
“help to guide reader through the text’® A 2|&lo] BlAE <lo] A Zx}
o] ¢HJE FE EA o), ExTo] FEFEAE “involve the reader in the

bl 52 <E1>3

ol

argument’ 2 SAE =R YA 7= EA o

2,

2) ‘Sl AE]H A A(interactive resource)'®t AE A 2] A~ (interactional
resource) = ¥ Thompson(2001)¢] ‘HA}e} HA}e] 735 2H-8(writer-reader
interaction)’& 93 o] AXNES Hu MESSHZ] sl AT sdoeluh
Thompsonell |3t W=t FA7F 525 <hdislr] flsliA 8l 2E yo gr
BES #Ysty] f8 AFEH = Ao FAE AHSE gl FAE "9AE
ol A thFof X = &40 FHe uiste] a7k Hrlslr] fsiA WA Ao
2 "H2Eo /YYstE AE B F do FAE (3 EAf, 2009).



<E1> B9IEst 24 3 (Hyland & Tse, 2004)

T XA FF o] Al
=
(Tr;iijon) in addition, but, thus, and
Tz finally, to conclude, my purpose is
= 2} o] 3 (Frame markers) to
A 9 E A ) A] o]

: . ted above, see fig, in section 2
(Interactive (Endophoric markers) noted above, see lig, 1n secton

resources) =5
(Evigdeltjals) according to X, Z states
o Al o] namely, e.g., such as, in other
(Code glosses) words
[e)
H : .
(I—?e dg(js) might, perhaps, possible
AR, : L .
(Boosters) in fact, definitely, it is clear that
5 Ao
o3 Hl 5= unfortunately, surprisingl
(Interactional (Attitude markers) Y 4 s
resources) 2}od o]

consider, note that, you can see that
(Engagement markers) %

oo

(Self-mentions)

I, we, my, our

=gl of(transitions) = F2 FEAY FA 7 E3E U SA 82 St &
=49 dAE AT F AEE F= AEE H7HC: and, moreover,
furthermore, by the way)t} H]3L(of|: similarly, equally, likewise, in the
same way, correspondingly), ™ Z(<]: in contrast, however, but, on the
contrary, on the other hand) T3+ Ao @A (¢: thus, therefore,
consequently, in conclusion)ol] A}&%+= AEo|t. X (frame markers)
= ARe AFA A 7E obd ek, 5 =AY A9 first, then,

at the same time, next)& YEI&= Z oz sl x4 JHE A&t



o HxtollA @3E WEsA e Fu. o7]d= WA T ©H
2 HOFE dolL

introduction’e] 323%™, w@sle] HAE AFste 1 argue here, my

—

= ‘to summarize, in sum, by way of

|

purpose 1is, the paper proposes, I hope to persuade, there are several
reasons why ¢} 3AlE A gsl= ‘well, right, OK, now, let us return to’
2o FHE0] o]o &3t} X Alof(endophoric markers) d|E Hl2E
A e BE ARE XEASE 7|52 31, =349 (evidentials)= TS
BAEZRY A&t Q1&d HJHY FHE Wile JTS otal, oA
ol(code glosses)™ ©olv| Ag3 WE&S vty delAY} Adgsta FAge

22X F7HAR] BRE ATt A Eolth
1.0 (hedges)9} 7zl (boosters) = o]oIA = Aol AA3 7]+
St & 3t} el = of(attitude markers)= ZAY] TAA HlE, & E¢olu
€9, T84, 97, B & =Hdle Asolt dE 5o HE FAI
‘agree’t} ‘prefer, 3 -8AM= = ‘appropriate’tt ‘logical, remarkable’©] ©] el
%3t} o] o] (engagement markers)= WHWlSHA HAE AFso RN I
=9 Foo FHFstu w@F3te FHoAxE A= Aeola, oo
191 g ALSE &AfA S ARESte] Bl2E gho] ZAt

10w o]Ae WAL EAR A4L HAds] 9

(self-mentions)+
EAE Y& =yul=

A
CIEEE I IS E R EE A

,10,



2.2. 1.9 (hedges)} ZFo|(boosters)e M3 EF

221 FR AdH 7%

go] o] ‘hedge’®] AFHA olwn= ‘LEE] T ‘Oin| ' o= A
o @AHS BFste] FFE FATIAY o2 E F=wA o AFI =
A& T olye fFrRoE A4S REYPe dojEy xdoR 1A AH
’d (epistemic modality)S UWEFWAY Esle] FEE s 4+ o
(Holmes, 1988). ©] 72 Fx}7F WAlo s dA & & o 282 F+ o
H(Vande Kopple, 1985), =42 ZAAo] tst =AM E RAFAHY
(Crismore et al, 1983) 7/I1}S HFste] ofE #A-Hd gt =995 &

= 7] St (Hyland, 2005). f+X.o]2] o= (3a—c)9 -tk

ofr
o

(3) a. The study has several potential sources of error that

might influence the data outcomes. (E310, &)

3) €lojnl stAE EZ @<l HAE K2 3
tHF=1 2.

=]
N
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Rl
H
N
ol
il
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T
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b. Most of the students blamed their poor skills in
dictionary use for their difficulties, which is probably due

to their lack of familiarity with their dictionaries. (K3, 2
=)

c. This may be likely due to the fact that the deficit was
more severe, and thus impacted learning and

generalization with both treatment applications. (E1, A &)

BoglE QREC Avel T
s}

= T At= ThsAS dFd FEe] 4SS BRstal e (bl

rr

© frolsh W= WAl uig WA el o % Fxs)

& 233t

i |
_|>i
o
=
inss
o
i
Auj
=
=
O
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w0
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(4) a. Hospital image definitely is the most important factor for
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employment brand equity. (K7, ¥&)

b. The unit being measured was teams and therefore team
composition was certainly an important issue when
attempting to predict a team’s score on a business

simulation. (E8, &)

c. This will no doubt necessitate the added and meticulous
attention of educators. (E10, 2 &)

A o B (Ua-odl e Fxolz T4 0@ 2L Hate] =4
2 stelg WAlol U@ B Fge el BAsa sl
2.23. B A7l fuolg Fxo] BF JF

A9l Este] EF+= Hyland & Tse(2004) R2S 7|02 3haL
%) Hyland(2005)7} 55 &3l Aa7tx9] AFolA] e Fdst &

A wolgtn AAG olF 552 FERAALEE2 F2). A L Ao

)
[>
[
o
=
2
)
re
J
>~
o
X
2L
o
ok
v
rlr
e}
o
i)
v
oo
o,
2
il
>
&
s
>

(5) Of our small British birds, perhaps this is the most
common and well-known, as it frequents the dwelling of
man and even lives in the heart of great cities. (bird guide,
Hyland, 2005: 48)
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‘perhaps'= WAle] B3UAE deiE fuojolu dR(E)S] F4E
gssatel hgaA @ik 9o Uehd perhapst B3 M9l i

= AA A7 (real-world, Palmer, 1990)o A Al#Eo] <2t Y& W&

< 7k 713 Q7] wiEelth 2 7HA dE o ARk

(6) a. It is possible that Strauss will also pull out of the tour
to Zimbabwe this winter. (newspaper, Hyland, 2005: 48)

b. A Travelcard makes it possible to visit all these sites in
one day. (London guide, Hyland, 2005: 48)

o+ (6a)2] ‘possible’> 7lsAdol Wit Hxle] A E veERU O] A9 E 3}

o JFolm R6h)E 54 3ol gEd =EAE 5 dx A

O

A3 ovsta Qo] FAHs EA7 obd WAH ojFe] Sarh fu

ofuf Axol= ofYAINE o] & Hatr] fl8] xR Y dF BEAL

(7) a. Firstly, the importance of complete images in
compression 1S described in section one. Secondly,
predictors used for lossless image coding are introduced.
Thirdly, the results and analysis are used to show the

performance of the proposed compression. (PhD
dissertation, Hyland, 2005: 47)

b. Firstly, the number of observations in the first segment
(N1) and the second segment (N2) were combined and a
‘pooled”  regression conducted. Secondly, individual
regressions of the two periods were carried out. Then,
finally, the F test was applied.. (PhD dissertation,
Hyland, 2005: 47)
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A e JE Holol AW o E(Ta)t BAT B F2E =4

offt
e,
Ot

o Al &&]7] 98] AFE3F A=A} &5 (writer acts, Bunton, 1999)9] $19
slo]a, o (7Th)= BA} sFo] ofd A & (research acts, Bunton,
@es AAFES 7=st

vt g BRI

rr
Ol
rlr

1999) 0.2 =Fo] of€A 2U4 i Fugl
WAE o3 AEHAh Webd B AT
2 A9,

AA, GAA oA F FHATh U B ol WA o Ao} AT
o 71%g Al za ek old] R AT thate] ohd WAH o3

o =

A 9] g+t

)

rr
N

(8) a. Implementing a case study approach for this research
was not appropriate because a case study focuses on
describing individual actions or human behavior around a
central event or phenomenon (Leedy & Ormrod, 2005;
Salkind, 2003; Schram). (E10, ¥ &)

b. Four subjects responded correctly to all of the filler
items(100 scores), two subjects answered to the fillers
with 90% correct responses, another two scored around
80%. (K4, &%)

AEEE) aroundi= WAH oH= ALEH Age AANAL 8D
9153t 7]

0%,

o] ‘around’= A g FXo] gk Azt A S RFI=

52 sl fuolR BFHAL

(9) a. One of the most important characteristic that

differentiates the business model theory from traditional

,15,



products and services theory, is sustainability (Boons &
Ludeke-Freund, 2012). (K5, ¥&)

b. For narrow focus, the participants exhibited a change of
approximately 30% or higher in vowel duration for
pre—accented and accented words, especially those in
Experienced and Inexperienced Groups, who learned
English most of the time in an EFL context. (K1, £&)

J&(9a)¢] ‘most’= BAZE THE O owlz FAe i s Hata 3l
of Zrzofell siFstAIRt o E(9b)= hH-E'e] o]l WAlA sz AT
ol A A2kt

=4, @stet WA AdAdo] gle H2E 8 AA Ao AHEE 7]

g W82 Al g

i

(10) a. The EVA calculation depends heavily on invested
capital, and it 1is therefore most applicable to

asset-intensive companies that are generally stable. (K9,

2

b. QFD has been generally characterized by practitioners
as a system engineering approach [Akao, 2004; Dean,
1992] and a complement to the systems engineering

process. (E5, #&)

o & (10a)9] ‘generally’= €HHAQ1 AME S AFsta Qo] fFHo F T
A eFal o= (10b)v= A9 s o=z Fojo djgh gk 3
stal Qo] fFHojol g,

,16,



(11) a. Students may express what they feel, or may reveal
the extent to which they have comprehended a new
concept (Bafille, 2005, Wollman-Bonilla, 2000). (E1, ¥ &)

b. In such a scenario, the participant could have felt
anxious and/or provided untruthful accounts of his or

her experience. (E3, &)

dE(1la)is @A W AHLS AFats FAH o3 =

=

=
G54 out dB(b)E AdAel B AR FHo §
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gato] @edh VEow dBEA ERATO.

A, P TZH2E o] &3 B WEE FATT oA AFT o F

52 2ol F 168/ del(frEol 10871, dxe] 607)E 7IH=

grER vhEo] & A<l (concordance) ZE IO thqig F =l

doljdl A zeA 742 dviy 3 e=A A= (raw frequency)E &<l
o

shoich SalMel ZR e o <1gl>3 P,

r
o

Ly

oz AHslal A E(introduction) o2 ®7|¥H FES F
q o Z—qu oA Hoe A AES TEste FEd dF W

(method, methodology)olur ojd AF F o] 24 w7 (literature review), A
A4 Ay, 27 Ulg(data analysis, result, findings) 52 Z2o2 E7{3%
o, mAREr e 2 A E(conclusion) ¥  +=9](discussion), A (recommendations,
suggestion), &% < (further research) 5& vA 9 gJH oz H7Fdle] =i
s 25, ’\1§ —”i%, A Y FERoE FEIACL

6) Simple Concordance Program 4.0.9: $1=¢} vl & S uf T HE = o]
4 AZslth, AntConc version 3.4.4: HlE 249 A= o] wWo]x A
FEHE o3 g FYstA Ewo®E R Add 54 dolo A #dH S gl
sh=dl &o]shtt.

o

2
of
2
o
i
A2
r:i
fl oE

,19,



T Simple Concordance Program £109 fbulkd &7 - Rlxpl |l

D & et
| W] 330 wosda: sbout, screall | Ascending Ahabetic Order | [ Inven
Concordance Wieed List | Seatntics
rix -
Bactfpre - 7 |AsRocoms i
Askocus ! ime
B KeWoeds peele 1) o O weind ) aapwhiade e
Conceedance; 130 ioays, 8383 ogatons 1 Induy @ Concordance
-
About
43 Students muse talk, write about whai thay have loazmed, and
ERr foRter The ILPPOITAAG IearRing sDOUT Geam Duilding and Joessvork
a8k crisica chargs, La toe such /aboutl riger and mat ensugh absut
EEH FREEUS FLROT AN RO SROUGR ADOUT Feldvence. FIL anould iEpoove
43¥ T2 thée SHTERT THATL aVLEsncs aboUl sLudent Jachlevessnt 1s
425 peezs, 5 fmiks decisisns about the maxt steps &n issiruction
LY FEREE Tan /raiee concerns sbDout the legitimacy @f ewth grade-marke
(1 in fasilivating Jlearning abeut the Ldeas &f sthers (Butler
L% ) maks yoa think further sbout the toplc? Filoestitn i
67 the gestsst conaern you had about vhe fesdback process? /iDesstion
ki1 H08h was used ta ecsllest data about students’ parcepiisas af
3% T9 provids fEsdnagk about the Clagity and ACERECY
TaE maie you Lhiak Jfurther about the topiel &) What was ks
33 the graateit condecn you hed about tha fasdback /procesa? f
aae mats yoe shink fursher sbout the sopicl /iQeessien i
LEL the QEeAledt Sofcerh yod had about the FesdBask pr ¥ FiQsantion
1048 mace you think further about the topic? &) h (147
1069 the Qrest+ss Concern Ayou had about cthe fesdback pr 1
1036 disesiul the /ebiestive Lruth About the #ffeciiveds A= LA-paaE
100 fand presenceived sheciiss about the sessassh guesrtisas 3o
1218 and was Jfound o axplein about B% of the Lues variancs.
1337 made me think further about the topic. @84 .306 .04
1313% wEsnyg, but slsc /vhat to do about dt. J.587H L3IF L I0% SEncoarsgemsnc
1328 Eads P TALAE CUFER4E ADOUT Ehe JEBBLE. SE.AN 143 B
| 1338 wEshy, but falpo what t0 d& about L&, sEncouregezent /B Acksowledged
I 183 BaTe P00 chink furcher about the topiel? 783 /Teble 12 *

<TE1> &AM €A

=
=
N
=}
o
t
o,
o
X,
ne
2
™
rio
s
k1
-
et
e
N,
r]I
[
it
[
juic)
3
ftlo
of
%
o
=

7) Corpus Frequency Test Wizard(http://sigil.collocations.de/wizard.html): ©] X
29 chi-squared(X?)¢} log-likelihood(G?) EI|AE 7Fg-d dlolgd % &3k
HAES 222 AYdle] Ay, T+ A Fh(critical value)S 7|52 F
HAEo ZA4gkS vwste] AAgoh(A <= <], 2010).
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=
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A A= Park(2006)
2o A (Park, 2006; 94+ <], 2009; Hyland, 2010; Kim.
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3.1.2. frHo] o
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o A B E2E2olM = JER:
AT ARG IR 9k FHEoe v dytolr EES AQd
, AEA gh=dle] dojrln
A &&= A Beak(2014)9] A9 = A3t &

Ak ol d Aol AN @i EAA Fo4 EF UEA et AR

iz = Adg HxE
AR frol e
dojwd Sl 9l Heojl =]
25 16 23 4998 5132 not sig.
= 295 61 4567 4766 not sig.
22 1,701 1,210 7,437 6,999 not sig.
A& 296 145 6,490 6,577 not sig.

TH R S doule] A EoA 45673], 2Fol|lA 49983 HxAE
ARSIl gk qlo] M E 47663], 2% 513232 F AT BT AEHT
of WHo] =t xFo] =& HAR sy =2 A4y
A oole] F8A FES AFFH JdE H AFEFES IS w(Gillaerts &
Van de Velde, 2010; Hu, 2011) ZFA ZFxol& F3 Ao WAE %
stets A2 vl njdonl =olA YeluE 38 H 54008

f

ok
r

rl

%0
S
o
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<EL> F wo] g fFR, Fxo @ sl (types)

Yol Sh=rQl
Z o] I 11,438 8,943
RO Az F I 81 80
R A 52 53
zo]l AN 29 27
Yool fFHo| 5271, AFxo] 2972 F 81/H7F #EAHUL S

o] 537het Azl 21AE F 807/ @olE ARSI AT *A AA Rl
Zob frAbSHAl = Hlal ek B FFolWu FHo o35 o tdsH
Zgotth. ol FHA KWW F=mle] o] 3] Apgo] fofrlel] Hle] AA H=

b o]+ Hyland(2005)7} A A|gE o3 HF<o dojvhs

rr

g Auslols @A glow, #AH Z7e] ofF Bgol
ol 2 wolth AAE AE olojA o)F HAelA Az

,26,



HME BAow wro 424 SAd od @3 sdojuel fiuol
2 S oW audol A 49 MEE Fa fuolsh Fxol
FAHoR ofd wol7h ALgHYEA dolril @ fojyle of
Aeje] A5 apolsh S wolo] wAl FAL A

3.2.1. frEo A4 HE o3 5A

#HEE AA RO T Y WE I57HA Y = ¥6>3 2t}
2 AA| fFrRo WA HE(HF2 FR)E VTR F S o 159 9]
= 1% "t 2 EZ A A LTt

<HE6> &9 RE fHof
A Ak
Aojm o g gl A

1 may 1,374 14% should 1,154 11%

2 indicate*9) 973 10% may 1,032 10%

3 would 804 8% seem* 876 8%

4 suggests* 786 8% suggests* 674 6%

5 should 696 7% possiblex 655 6%

6 could 643 7% would 598 6%

7 feel* 476 5% indicate 584 6%

8 possiblex 459 5% could 561 5%

9 often 441 5% often 391 4%

10 rather 322 3% rather 363 3%

11 likely 266 3% might 339 3%

12 might 251 3% argue* 273 3%

,27,



13 appear 149 2% about 236 2%
14 estimatex* 146 2% assumes 236 2%
15 approximately 132 1% appear 221 2%

o] & shxoloAlvt YEIY FH o= ‘broadly’®t ‘from this perspective,
ought to’ 37FAR il wHigl2 Ydojigk AF&3k fH o= ‘perhaps’<f
most instances’ %1 t}.

gl fojnle] Huol Rlx fFHO= ‘can’ol o i o (12) ¢
2ol ‘& F Avk= T BAA o2 yEhy Al A Al el sk adTth

1= T L

(12) Processes that are dynamically stable can adapt to the
changing needs and requirements of customers and

maintain their stability over a wide range of external

conditions. (Eb5, #&)

T3 ‘wille 32l Al A ‘can’ T2l HAY WE=E UEyta
oAl M E ‘may’ o ®E B2 AMES B o ofd ol =ik

x

%

‘willell #3 A5 Z& 71 13, Hyland o3 H5ol% 3o

A ol fFRAAY FxolE ERFE F AT ARk ouEE fHo

vk Ao #ek A (Hyland & Milton, 1997)91 4 =

will's ZFzofol 7HgA 78t o] ‘will'e] HEst 2ol gk
I

ol 5 A9stal Yol ‘may’ AEE Park(2006)9] A¥eolw A gtt)
w3k dojHlo] Alwk YElHY ‘perhaps’@F =219 ‘possiblex’ A% += Hyland
& Milton(1997)3} Park(2006), Kim. S(2010), Kim. H(2014)7} 5<3A <

Stel= 74§ asterisk(x) 2 FE 7] 3}

=4

!

i

oo W

©

)

,28,



Fate] lofulah @aele] FaavlelA ol AuHgl
oh B2 1 ‘should AHE olojA 2ANA W GEES G

J|m
©
k)

o
-+
%2,

D A4 Aad

fraol g9 WE 159 ot @ATeAW Aojwl BE £BAE TPt
@9 w3 F9UoR Uedth oldd A0S BN 8] £FA

A (modality) AFE % /b4 Faskgled, WA 35420000 A
ol “Awrom wAl Ei AR WA el dd e Fuk
BEv B9 Vel RoEM, 3t BAA A oAe A
o) Bgsa vEd gl A4S el Fuo} W oR 4y
FAL9) AHg A R s b A RAQ

H
al =
Teba weEc £3 @ A4 AW REAE 49 ek} A

!

<ET> AW zEeAbe 2444 (R Y, 2012)

a. That must be Sydney. High certainty
b. That wz/l be Sydney.
c. That should be Sydney. 1

d. That may be Sydney.
e. That could’” might be Sydney. Low certainty

2311(2012)°] wEw ‘will'e FAAd BT Fae] GATE G daAd S
UEM 3 ‘should®s =83 A = QA guE 71x3 ¢o] g

A7k ol g3l WAt AAA el Arka Az W FAshA =

5«3
2

,29,



| o]&°] ‘can,

‘could’ @} ‘might, would’ol] T3

34

(2009)2 ZFsAFe] A

Aol Al

g

b7

SENE

KeN
=

may, will 2t} A4 Az

il

o

e

iy
ﬂ\_ﬂ
W

o
©
s
V

-
file)
6y
B
el

2l

Nlo

vze)

B

|2 AA B}
UEel = ‘would, should

‘might’e] A}

o
A S

7+ 7

X0

A

‘may’¢} <l

p—

Uz

—_—
fife)

—_
fi%e)

] Hyland & Milton(1997)

21T Hyland & Milton(1997)-

—_

gl ool

5 =
<5

A

s

gy

o

,30,



<HS> 1A WFol whE o3 TE P

Hoirl gkl frol=
actually 35 19
certain 47 41
indeed 20 16
A in fact 7 3
(certainty) know 141 40
think 135 22
=% 385 141
g % 1,125 664 <.001
believe 279 18
probable 26 6
quite 22 24
7R A seems 85 186
(probability) should 238 245
would 295 127
% 945 606
A W= 2,762 2,856 not sig.
could 220 119
may 473 219
A might 86 72
(possibility) perh'aps D 0
possible 157 178
&3k 956 588
A H= 2,794 2,771 not sig.
always 49 43
A3 A often 151 33
(usuality) us_ue}lly 21 39
il 221 165
g Hl% 646 777 not sig.

,31,



ol 254 At W @wel 254 A NE
ot w=Uxs  dAUeld  ojsh  mz=Us Aol
F oo 166,940 74,017 115,388 99,406 43,051 55,190
may 1,324 1,743 1,482 1,348 813 906
might 282 162 373 533 163 217
would 922 1,527 572 3835 441 453
should 928 473 572 1,056 1,370 1,468
could 689 392 1,239 724 395 544
Az wael A gelmo] ofs}, w=Us ALY BF ‘may’e @

&o] =kl =gl oA ‘may’, B]=Y 29k X Yo Y2 ‘should &

AEets Aow et gelud @#xele] uae A gojwe] ‘may

£ Bo] AbEstaL =9l ‘should’®] &-&o] W] HA FHo W= &
et dAgto] ZEAF el At Foke] e (e S Al ATt
2] Q9] ‘should A& ta he F2F B o3 55 I
Aol 8oz AZtETE ®BE ‘should®] AMAA onE Fiut ‘must’Hoh
ofgt =y A o2 WA 37| wie] oi(13a, b)ollA RE AT o

Q12 ‘should & F= ‘Sllof P2 &&star AT AA <FET>9 g
2 zk

B
4 2R 7IEs Fude W Addeld

4
AN
o
N
olr
oX,
o
i
Au)
=
rir

,32,



frRojz2e] &g Aoz dAotE,

ok

olf

o B
e B

N
rob
"

(13) a. In order to minimize the negative effects of the
demotivational factors revealed in this study, English
educators in Korea should target the external factors
first. (K2, 2&)

b. With regard to the what and how of pronunciation
instruction in the EFL context, the fundamental aim of
communication, i.e., to convey/exchange information/a

message, should be considered first. (K1, &)

WHeF @59l0] ‘should'® FrHolR A43kA %n WA olf 2 A1§
o @Eele] Al WE fuolst FolalA sty gl MA Gz
Ay W% FHolE BFAAT. A <EI0>H Zrh
<E10> =i 99 A A5 fFEo
EE - EE
goim FE AW gm9 RS cas
*5  suggest 8 2,499 should 8 1,785 not sig.
= may 127 1,966 may 17 1,328  not sig.
2E may 236 1,032 should 160 925 not sig.
48 may 106 2,324 should 62 2,812 not sig.
dejdm b4 wol ALEHEE fHol: fdojyle] 228 Aelsn wF
zE Aotk fojus} @l A 159 HES)

‘should” AF&o] §Ho] ¢lalo] Yo AHo=r 71AHS 3 & ‘should S A<



g fro £98 A¥E A <H1I>H Zo] dojuin =l o3t

<E11> =<l ‘shouldE ANd = F9d A HE 1o
*E  suggest 8 2,499 suggest 5 1,116 not sig.
= may 127 1,966 may 17 1,328 not sig.
2E may 236 1,032 may 159 919 not sig.
A& may 106 2,324 may 42 1,905  not sig.

‘should'®] frio] Algol fat AT WA ol ARAA BBF S

10>, <E11>9 A=

=

£
Ry
=)
ro
i
ML
i
I
A
=]

o
£
A

il

gk Q12 ‘shoul
5 Holo] g3Fow ‘sfof dr}'e] Lo ol ARRstal T4
U o dAE UEe FROENY &R T3 Bl A3
AA7E A gk FAE ofstA 7zt & w gh=xelo] 7Y AdRkH

A48k o9 = ‘mayFhar & 5 QU

o fo
LU

>

friols FEAo] MAs= FAIEY S-S B o] #2E Ade=
Gillaerts & Van de Velde(2010)ol A %= FdatA Wetut=d 252 oA
S fFHA9 Fxo], HlxEo]9 ZF(The combination of hedges, boosters
and attitude markers)® AWstal Utk Gillaerts & Van de

Velde(2010)7F AIAI g 3E+= <193>3 2o

,34,



50
45 -
40
35 4
30 4
25

- 33.3
228 s 0 | |

20 16.7 0% AB with H
15 -
104 85 75 8
sl miN H H
o ; . |

BOs 90s 00s

<AY3> Frolet Fxo] HiEo] o %I (Gillaerts & Van de Velde, 2010)

W% AwithH

<aE3>A A WEE BHY fFHRAS A wAs= HEo(A
with H)¢}, fFHojet Fxo(B with H), fHEoj9t HIXZo, ZFx°{(AB

with H)e] =gto] 80dth o] F w43 d<sataitt oldd dAdds @3t &

7] f8l AARZ ste]w AFxoo) Bl o](attitude markers, 31 FHX)E W
o AbgatA wrERla, 1 A Frolet A AFxolet Himole Ao
=

WAt g o] 245 Ediz & o 2000d o] F =Es i ew
g2 ATolA olEe 2¢S GA FHol: £ e AL BAT A

& g AT ol gkl sy e yEbd o2 (14a-c)9k 2t

(14) a. This notion would hold true for verbs as it would for

nouns, and would indicate that individuals would have

higher accuracy when retrieving more frequently used
verbs (or word frequency effect). (E1, A &)

,35,



b. However, it should be noted that, even though the
Cronbach’s alpha for the question items were high,
one-sample t-tests revealed demotivational differences
between the previous and current pilot group. Hence, it

can be assumed that this pilot group may perceive

demotivational factors differently compared to the
participants in Falout et al’s (2009) sample. (K2, ¥ &)

c. However, such assessments might potentially add value
to the learning environment. Both teachers and students
fresh to the peer—assessment experience may show

concern over matters of validity and reliability. (E10, 2
=)

o #(14a, St 2ol ABF Fuo] o] F oo BN Fuolst A
Sxoz dojut AAHA BN B4 BEo] AL HAL, o
F(40AF F1o} ‘may'st 420] ‘show'7} 2ol WwAlste] Zxole] o
o] FAL = A B o Ed AN AFH A o}
AZHA ae A A= BgHe AFe Ases 2449 A

2 Holth

3) Az FA

%A} o gol AgshE frolz dofn

rlo
5?
on
(@)
Qo
o)
(@}
*4
il
2
fols
ol
o

A BTN ‘seem’ S WIWBE| AlEEgGTh olgd A AHFE 9
(2009)2] AT A 2ME Yo, el EH AT A S} A X

Ao}, AF AR =l ‘seem*’ TAF AREo] FH =T

,36,



Concerdance |Concordance Plot | File View | Clusters/N-Grams | Collocates | Word List] keyword List]
Concordance Hits 20

Hit KWIC File -
1 in the segments. However, it seems that it is not adequately 1_body.txt

2 fle system (p. 29).\xAT\xB1 ems that the prosodic realization 1_body.txt

3 lcal markers for givenness. It seems that acoustic cues are emplc|1_body.txt

4 were perceived as too fast. ems that the \xAl\xAEoptimally\ 1_body.td

5 Mandarin native speakers. It seems that Korean ESL learners are 1_body.xt  _|
6 tted set of speech samples. ems that this posits a research | 1_body.tdt 1
7 tady & Cooper, 1986), and it seems that the difference is mainta 1_body.xt

8 asures was not significant. ems that the large standard deviz 1_body.tdt

9 ably changed the duration. It seems that their knowledge of senti 1_body.txt

10 ip and the native speaker. ems that this partly corresponds 1 1_body.tt |
11 hysics- major comparison. It seems that for the physics-major |1 _body.xt

12 luncovered in classrooms. It seems that many current practices ¢ 1_intro.txt

13 |s in certain contexts. Thus, it seems that analyzing qualitative da 2_body.txt

14 tte them. In a similar vein, it seems that the Korean university Lz 2_body.txt
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(15) The research results indicate improvement in... (E10, 2 %)
Table 3 indicates student demographics... (E9, ¥&)
Data indicates that some factors were cited... (E3, 2%)
Renski(2009) indicated little scholarly research... (E8, ¥&)

Tk Aoyl ‘feelx’ TAFE Al 329 A4S &4 w AR glo] ALE
St Wb Frele o 173 WF WA E o] = A feelx BAFY] 8
AzelA] %= Aoz Yelydt), o]= ol AW ‘perhaps’e] w2 A

N
A tha A E@olet Azbske] BAH FAo|A AL

4) HjAH F&
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ARSEAl &7 Fgl it is FEAFY AFEo] B AE FAsta A2
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dolr gk el
It seems/seemed that 1 27
It is possible 12 17
It is impossible 0 16
It is/was necessary 0 21
It is difficult 0 12

A5 BH gdojwlo] ghpele] wla] W1 el ARE-o] ]

At RAS & 4 A o]9 v A3E Hyland & Milton(1997)9]
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|y
ofs
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-

ol A ‘personalized vs impersonalized forms'= ZA703ta Q=4 <13
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(16) a. Thus, it is possible to suppose that they produced the
diphthongs without sentence stress because the inherent
vowel duration of diphthongs is longer than that of
monophthongs. (K1, &%)

b. However it is impossible to improve the bending

machine because it is one of constraints in the task.
(K10, #&)

c. To obtain the good design solutions, it is necessary to

solve contradictions rather than to compromise with
them. (K10, A &)
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d. It can therefore be inferred that when Korean learners

are demotivated, it is difficult to remotivate them. (K2,
=3)

5) W& HA}
a9 fmololn A4E Freld 54e fovie] ‘perhaps Agolth

slojel A 208 WEE o] wolt @A © F Aum WAHA @

‘perhaps’®] AF&2 ‘feel! EAFAH tha 7iQ1A<Q Edolet Azste] A
ste & Helth

= onE 5gemE: a4 9] CtEd oz el ‘abour’s

‘approximately’®] A}&o HAX7E Fg AT PoiwlS ‘about’s 123,
‘approximately’ S 453] A}-&3}¢] ‘approximately’ & U A3 Aow U

Ebwtar 3Hrele ‘about’S 503], ‘approximately’ & 143] AF£3lo] ‘about’S

Y dzsts Aoz yeutth olol tiet o (17), (18a-b)ek #tt.

(17) I think that women need to be exposed to the Engineering
and Math degrees and careers at an earlier age, middle
school or perhaps even elementary. This way the girls
who would be interested in pursuing these degrees are
exposed to it earlier and therefore will be more likely to
make it their goal. (E6, &%)

(18) a. More than 40% of the Valerdi [2005] data are in the
range between 400 < R < 1100, and the engineering
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effort in this range varies from approximately 1.1
person—-years for 1100 requirements to approximately 78

person-years for 750 requirements. (E5, ¥&)

b. The strongest predictor, entered first, was articulation
rate, followed by space and MLR. With these variables

in the final model, about 75% of the variance can be

explained. (K1

y

HE)

T

3.2.2. AZ0] 49 WE o5 574
Bzolol FAke] Aol BRI FH 1597449 B <EI> 2
o fFRA S s vl &S HAA Ao #HF WIEE V|Fo=E da
159 9F 1% wgke] o 3= ALttt
<HEIZ> A9 HlE FFEo
¥ AF
Aofm o s @0l b g
1 find=* 956 14% show 2,493 37%
2 believe* 816 12% find= 1,056 1696
3 show= 702 10% most 650 10%
4 most 675 10% establish* 217 3%
5 know* 406 6% clears 198 3%
6 think 395 6% always 179 3%
7 clearx 322 5% highly 170 3%
8 demonstrates 240 4% demonstrate* 113 2%
9 establish* 213 3% think* 104 2%
10 realizex 208 3% certain 99 1%
11 never 167 2% know 9 1%
12 always 143 2% never 99 1%
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13 really 143 2% actually 90 1%
14 certain 137 2% believe* 85 1%
15 highly 117 2% true* 85 1%

o] Z Yolunt ‘of course’ 3%, ‘no doubt’ 13] A}&3te] = r) F

(19) Sheryl believes that teachers must attend to children’s
safety needs both physically and psychologically. To this
end, she believes that teachers must focus on building

relationships with children. (E3, #&)

gk le] ‘showx'¢} ‘findx'¢] HdEe= FAF ¢(2009)2F Kim. S(2010)%
A AdE AAAT <E13>AA BEo] d=mele ‘showx TALE

A8l 40 AEC] ZFAAl AFEEkaL gle

F=eS dEa)Ad =xE AT Wy d2Q0bAH AT AHE
& 3

Adud Wk F2 ‘showx'E ARl 54 SANE JFHow FEdhs
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(20) a. Figures 3a and 3b shows the still shots... (K1, ¥ &)
Table 9 shows the reliability scores... (K9, &)
Figure 55 shows two examples of initial... (K5, &)

Figure 7 shows three discussion topics... (K9, &)

b. These studies have shown that learning.. (K4, &&)
The verification study showed that new.. (K8, %=%)
Survey studies show that learners often... (K3, £&)
The findings showed that only word... (K1, #&)
The findings showed that the mean scores... (K6, &%)

W 9] W% ol % Ak BHol AAES AR u wol WY

P %ol ‘show+'¢} find+’©] 3l fH o] ‘indicatex’$} ‘suggest+’ A+

° Aojme sBEEDAY Frolsh FxolE Wge}l ALgen 4714 BA}

g sl FARstel Fge) gebe mdstg

(21) The findings of the present study suggest the business
curriculum... (E7 4 %&)
In summary, findings indicate that the novice... (E3 2 &)
These findings suggest that the problems... (E5, A &)
Even though the study found no statistically... (E6, A&)
Results from this study show that the... (E1, A &)
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Boosters
actually
always
believe
believed
believes
beyond doubt
certain
certainly
clear

clearly
conclusively
decidedly
definite
definitely
demonstrate
demonstrated
demonstrates
doubtless
establish
established
evident
evidently
find

finds

found

in fact
incontestable
incontestably
incontrovertible
incontrovertibly
indeed
indisputable
indisputably
know

known

must

never

no doubt
obvious
obviously

=
=

o]

VA
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o3 2 E(Hyland, 2005)

of course
prove
proved
proves
realize
realized
realizes
really

show
showed
shown
shows

sure

surely

think

thinks
thought
truly

true
undeniable
undeniably
undisputedly
undoubtedly
without doubt

Hedges
about
almost
apparent
apparently
appear
appeared
appears
approximately
argue
argued
argues
around
assume
assumed



broadly

certain amount ought
certain extent perhaps
certain level plausible
claim plausibly
claimed possible
claims possibly
could postulate
couldn’t postulated
doubt postulates
doubtful presumable
essentially presumably
estimate probable
estimated probably
fairly quite

feel rather x
feels relatively
felt roughly
frequently seems
from my perspective should
from our perspective sometimes
from this perspective somewhat
generally suggest
guess suggested
indicate suggests
indicated suppose
indicates supposed
in general supposes
in most cases suspect

in most instances suspects
in my opinion tend to

in my view tended to
in this view tends to
in our opinion to my knowledge
in our view typical
largely typically
likely uncertain
mainly uncertainly
may unclear
maybe unclearly
might unlikely
mostly usually
often would
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