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Tunbl aHaNU3npPyeMbIX TEKCTOB: CTYOEHYECKNEe 3CCe,
BKP, Hay4Hble cTaTbu

[ToaxoA: CPaBHEHWE TEKCTA MNOJ1b30BATESA C
«npealribHbIM» TEKCTOM COOTBETCTBYIOLLENO XXaHPd —

3CCe CPaBHMBAIOTCA C 3cce, NONyYMBLUMMI BbICOKMI Dann

ctatbu 1 BKP - co ctatbsamu, onybrnmMkoBaHHbIMA B
BeOYLLWX XYpHanax no Tou unu nHow gucumnimHe (6
3KCMepPTHbIX Kopnycos)



@ PA3[EJbI MOPTAJA

1) oLeHKa TeKcTa Ha npeAMeT 1CMOJIb30BaHKS
MapKEPOB aKaJeMUYeCcKoro CTUNS

2) OLleHKa npaBunbHOCTK TekcTa (Adwisor)

3) OLleHKa CIOXHOCTM TEKCTa (Ha OCHOBE
Inspector (Lyashevskaya et al., 2020)
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* OTKPbITbIN UCXOAHbIN KOA, java

* Habop rotoBbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB

* Mopynu pacwmpenust (Plugins)

* [paguyecknin MHTepENC NonbL3oBaTens

* [IporpammHast bubnmoteka

 Xopoulaa AoKYMeHTauus

» ObnayHas Bepcus (NnaTHas)
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@ MAPKEPbI AKAODEMWUYECKOIO CTUNA:
OTBOP

+ AHanu3 metoau4eckon nuTepaTypbl No akageMMYECKOMY
nucemy (e.g. Swales & Feak, 2004; Siepmann et al., 2011;
Wallwork, 2016) — Bonpoc 0 cneumMpuyHoCTH npeanaraembix
MapKepoB

+ JlutepaTypa no KopnycHbIM UCCrneaoBaHNSAM akageMn4eckoro
auckypca (Biber et al., 1999; Biber & Gray, 2016) — mapkepsl,
XapaKTepHble ANs HayYHbIX TEKCTOB



@ MAPKEPbI AKADEMWUYECKOIO CTUNA:
[NPUMEPDI

Adjectives and adjective phrases
Feature Example Comment
Attributive Robust data; a |an adjective functioning as
adjectives valid measure |a premodifier before a
noun
Specific Seems unlikely; |an adjective that does not
predictive appears premodify a noun; it
adjectives reasonable  |occurs in the subject
predicative position,
following a copular verb
Derived Obvious, Adjectives with specific
adjectives subjective derivational suffixes
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OLEHKA CJITOKRHOCTW TEKCTA

2 NTOHUMAHUA CNOXHOCTWU:

- LULUPOKOE UCMOJIb30BAHME B TEKCTE
crneumnPuUYecknx CUHTaKCMYECKUX KOHCTPYKLUHA,
Hanpumep, NPUAATOYHbIX NpeanoxeHun (Biber

& Gray, 2016)

- JIEKCUYECKoe N rpaMMaTUYeCcKoe
pa3Hoobpa3me u ypoBeHb CNOKHOCTU, KOTOPOE
MOXHO OLEHUTb NPU MOMOLLU KOMMbIOTEPHbIX
MHcTtpymeHTos (Bulté & Housen, 2012)



PABOTA INSPECTOR'A
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Essay

Online customer reviews, being an essential factor that determines success or
failure in business, namely, in the tourism industry, demand close attention since
the investigation of this type of discourse might bear some implications both for
language specialists and for hotel managers. This paper is a quantitative and
qualitative study of evaluation devices occurring in the corpus of hotel reviews
from Booking.com. The analysis is based on the methods associated with corpus
linguistics and Systemic Functional Linguistics (Halliday 1094; Eggins 2004),
specifically, the Appraisal framework (Martin & White, 2005) which is applied toa
new type of discourse, the discourse of hotel ratings. The study focuses on the
categories of Attitude, Graduation and Engagement suggested by Martin and
White and investigates inseribed and invoked evaluation. New subcategories
within the Attitude dimensions of the Appraisal framework were created to adapt
them to the corpus under study, therefore, contributing to theorising evaluation.
The practical result of the study is a list of evaluation devices emploved in hotel
reviews which might be useful for further corpus analyses and for designing
systems for automated analysis of customer evaluation,

®aita e poibpan Inspect

Result

Your essay is not good enough. The probable grade in the exam is 7. To improve your
writing skills look at the recommendations below.

Statistics
Number of words 184
Number of lemmas 109
Number of sentences 8

Information about academic words and linking phrases

Number of academic words | ¢

Number of linking phrases | 11

Online customer reviews, being an essential factor that determines success or failure
in business, namely, in the tourism industry, demand close attention Since the
investigation of this type of discoursse might bear some implications both for language
specialists and for hotel managers. This paper is a quantitative and qualitative study
of evaluation devices occurring in the corpus of hotel reviews from Booking.com. The
analvsis is based on the methods associated with corous linguistics and Svstemic
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[TOKASATEJIV CHOXHOCTW

* MoKasartenu, ucrnonb3yemole B L2 Syntactic
Complexity Analyzer (Lu, 2010)

14 nHpekcos, BblibpaHHbIX 13 paboT Wolfe-Quintero
et al. (1998) n Ortega (2003)

* CcneundguyHbl oNg akageMU4ecknx TEKCTOB M N4
TEKCTOB HEeHOCUTENen a3blka
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[TOKASATEJIV CHOXHOCTW

* 5 Ipynn METPUK:
1) ANnHa CMHTaKCU4YeCKOW eanHULLI (Hanpumep, cpeaHsas

O7MHA Knay3bl)

2) CNOXHOCTb

N KONYeCcTBa NpeanoXeHnn)
3) NOAYMHMTENbHbBIE KOHCTPYKLWM (Hanpumep, COOTHO

KOJTNY
KOJIMY

4) COMMHUTENBHbIE KOHCTPYKLMW (HanpumMep, COOTHOL

ecTBa NpuaaToyHbIX NPeanoXeHnn u obLLero
ecTBa Knay3s)

PeN0oXeHusl (COOTHOLLIEHNE KOMNUYECTBa Knays

HEHUNE

COYMNH

5) onpefene

EHUE

MTENbHbIX KOHCTPYKLMKX 1 OBLLIEro KonmM4yecTsa knaya)
HHbIE CTPYKTYPbI (Hanpumep, COOTHOLLEHWE

CYLLECTBUTENBHbIX C OnpeaeneHnsamm 1 obLLero KonM4ecTea
Knays3)

(Lu, 2010: 479)
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HALUWMOHANBHBIA MCCNEQOBATENBCKMIA
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