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AN ANALYSIS OF IDEATIONAL METAPHORS IN STUDENTS’ 

EXPOSITION WRITINGS 

ABSTRACT  

Grammatical metaphors and nominalization play crucial roles in academic writing. 

However, studies on how grammatical metaphor and nominalization are used by students 

in writing exposition texts have not been widely reported. This study aimed to analyze how 

teaching instructions can enhance the students' analytical exposition text writings in terms 

of structure, linguistic features, and ideational metaphors. It also sought to explore how the 

effective deployment of ideational metaphors helps develop students’ analytical exposition 

writing in terms of linguistic features. This study employed textual analysis as the research 

design. The data were collected from nine student texts from low, middle, and high-

achieving groups. The findings show that the instruction contributed to students' ability to 

write analytical exposition texts featuring appropriate schematic structure, linguistic 

features, and ideational metaphors in their analytical exposition texts. It was found that 

high-achieving students had the highest deployment of ideational metaphors while their 

low-achieving counterparts had the lowest deployment. The metaphors most frequently 

used in student texts were a shift from Process to Thing, Quality to Thing, Circumstance to 

Quality, Relator to Process, and Process to Quality. The other shift types were less 

frequently used, such as a shift from Relator to Circumstance, Congruent Process (Process 

A) to Incongruent Process (Process B), Phase of Process to Thing, Conation to Thing, and 

Modality of Process to Thing. Additionally, it was found that the effective deployment of 

ideational metaphors helps develop students’ exposition writing in terms of technicality, 

abstraction, and reasoning. Based on the findings, it is recommended that teachers 

introduce students to various types of ideational metaphors that align with the linguistic 

features of genre-specific texts to enhance their writing skills. 

Keywords: Analytical Exposition Texts, Ideational Metaphor, Student Writing, 

Systemic Functional Linguistics. 
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ANALISIS METAFOR IDEASIONAL DALAM TULISAN EKSPOSISI 

SISWA 

ABSTRAK 

Metafora gramatikal dan nominalisasi memainkan peran penting dalam penulisan 

akademis. Namun, penelitian mengenai penggunaan metafora gramatikal dan nominalisasi 

oleh siswa dalam teks eksposisi masih terbatas. Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menganalisis 

bagaimana instruksi guru dapat meningkatkan kualitas tulisan teks eksposisi siswa, 

terutama dalam aspek struktur, fitur linguistik, dan metafora ideasional. Selain itu, 

penelitian ini juga berupaya mengeksplorasi bagaimana penerapan metafora ideasional 

yang efektif dapat membantu mengembangkan tulisan eksposisi siswa dalam hal fitur 

linguistik. Penelitian ini menggunakan desain analisis tekstual. Data dikumpulkan dari 

sembilan teks yang ditulis oleh siswa dengan berbagai tingkat kemampuan akademik: 

tinggi, sedang, dan rendah. Temuan penelitian menunjukkan bahwa instruksi guru 

berkontribusi pada kemampuan siswa untuk menulis teks eksposisi yang lebih baik, 

terutama dalam struktur skematis, fitur linguistik, dan penggunaan metafora ideasional. 

Hasil penelitian juga menunjukkan bahwa siswa dengan kemampuan akademik tinggi 

cenderung menggunakan metafora ideasional lebih banyak dibandingkan dengan siswa 

berkemampuan akademik rendah. Metafora yang paling sering digunakan dalam teks siswa 

meliputi pergeseran dari Process ke Thing, Quality ke Thing, Circumstance ke Quality, 

Relator ke Process, dan Process ke Quality. Sementara itu, jenis metafora ideasional yang 

paling jarang digunakan meliputi pergeseran dari Relator ke Circumstance, Congruent 

Process (Process A) ke Incongruent Process (Process B), Phase of Process ke Thing, 

Conation ke Thing, dan Modality of Process ke Thing. Selain itu, ditemukan bahwa 

penggunaan metafora ideasional yang efektif dapat membantu mengembangkan tulisan 

eksposisi siswa dalam aspek technicality, abstraction, dan reasoning. Berdasarkan temuan 

tersebut, peneliti merekomendasikan agar guru memperkenalkan berbagai jenis metafora 

ideasional yang selaras dengan fitur linguistik teks sesuai genre yang difokuskan untuk 

meningkatkan keterampilan menulis siswa.  

Kata Kunci: Teks Eksposisi Analitis, Metafora Ideasional, Tulisan Siswa, Linguistik 

Fungsional Sistemik. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



viii 

 

Table of Contents 

PAGE OF APPROVAL ........................................................................................ iii 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS ..................................................................................... v 

ABSTRACT .......................................................................................................... vi 

ABSTRAK ........................................................................................................... vii 

List of Tables and Figures ...................................................................................... x 

List of Appendices ............................................................................................... xii 

CHAPTER I ............................................................................................................ 1 

INTRODUCTION .................................................................................................. 1 

1.1 Background of the Study ............................................................................... 1 

1.2 Research Questions ....................................................................................... 4 

1.3 Research Objectives ...................................................................................... 4 

1.4 The Significance of the Research .................................................................. 5 

1.5 Definition of Terms ....................................................................................... 5 

1.5.1 Analytical Exposition Text ...................................................................... 5 

1.5.2 Grammatical Metaphor ........................................................................... 5 

1.5.3 Student Writing ....................................................................................... 6 

1.5.4 Systemic Functional Linguistics ............................................................. 6 

1.6 Organization of the Thesis ............................................................................. 6 

CHAPTER II .......................................................................................................... 8 

LITERATURE REVIEW ...................................................................................... 8 

2.1 Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) ......................................................... 8 

2.1.1 Meaning Construction in Systemic Functional Linguistics .................. 10 

2.1.2 The Characteristics of Written Language ............................................. 13 

2.2 Grammatical Metaphor ................................................................................ 18 

2.2.1 Definition .............................................................................................. 18 

2.2.2 Congruence and Incongruence.............................................................. 19 

2.2.3 Trans-categorization and Dead metaphor ............................................. 21 

2.2.4 Types of Grammatical Metaphors ......................................................... 23 

2.2.5 The Frameworks of Grammatical Metaphor Analysis .......................... 31 

2.2.6 The Roles of Grammatical Metaphors on Academic Writing ............... 34 

2.2.7 The Role of Grammatical Metaphors on the Context of Culture and 

Situation ......................................................................................................... 39 



ix 

 

2.2.8 The Role of Grammatical Metaphors on Students’ Linguistic 

Development .................................................................................................. 41 

2.2.9 The disadvantages of grammatical metaphors ...................................... 43 

2.3 Kurikulum Merdeka (Emancipated Learning) in Indonesian Education 

System ............................................................................................................... 45 

2.4 Analytical Exposition Text .......................................................................... 48 

2.4.1 Definition and Schematic Structure ...................................................... 48 

2.4.2 The Linguistic Features of Analytical Exposition Text ........................ 51 

2.5 Concluding Remarks ................................................................................... 55 

CHAPTER III ...................................................................................................... 57 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ....................................................................... 57 

3.1 Research Design .......................................................................................... 57 

3.2 Research Site and Participants..................................................................... 57 

3.3 Data Collection Techniques ......................................................................... 58 

3.3.1 Student Texts ......................................................................................... 58 

3.4 Data Analysis Techniques ............................................................................ 59 

3.4.1 Analysis of Student Texts ...................................................................... 59 

3.5 Concluding Remarks ................................................................................... 66 

CHAPTER IV ....................................................................................................... 67 

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION ......................................................................... 67 

4.1 Findings and Discussion .................................................................................. 67 

4.1.1 Text Analysis: The Schematic Structure, Linguistic Features and Ideational 

Metaphors .......................................................................................................... 67 

4.1.1.1 The Analysis of the Schematic Structure and Linguistic Features .... 68 

4.1.1.2 The Deployment of the Grammatical Metaphors in the Student Texts

 ....................................................................................................................... 77 

4.1.2 The ways in which the effective deployment of ideational metaphors helps 

develop students’ exposition writing in terms of linguistic features ................. 89 

4.2 Concluding Remarks ................................................................................... 95 

CHAPTER V ........................................................................................................ 96 

CONCLUSION, LIMITATIONS, AND RECOMMENDATIONS .................. 96 

5.1 Conclusions ................................................................................................. 96 

5.2 Limitations of the Study .............................................................................. 97 

5.3 Recommendations for Further Research ..................................................... 98 

REFERENCES ..................................................................................................... 99 

APPENDICES .................................................................................................... 107 



x 

 

List of Tables and Figures 

Table 2.1 Characteristics of spoken/written language ............................................ 13   

Table 2.2 Density and Complexity in Spoken versus Written Language ............... 15 

Table 2.3 The Mode Continuum ............................................................................ 16 

Table 2.4 The Difference of Grammatical and Lexical Metaphor ......................... 19 

Table 2.5 Congruent Way of Realizations .............................................................. 20 

Table 2.6 Incongruent (Metaphorical) Way of Realizations .................................. 20 

Table 2.7 The Congruent Realization of Semantic Functions ................................ 21 

Table 2.8 Congruent and metaphorical realisations of experiential meaning ........ 25 

Table 2.9 Congruent and metaphorical realisations of CONJUNCTION .............. 26 

Table 2.10 Metaphor of Modality .......................................................................... 29 

Table 2.11 Textual Grammatical Metaphor ............................................................ 30 

Table 2.12 Textual Grammatical Metaphor ............................................................ 30 

Table. 2.13 Grammatical Metaphor Typology ....................................................... 32 

Table 2.14 Grammatical Metaphor Typology ........................................................ 33 

Table 2.15 The Phases E and F in Kurikulum Merdeka ......................................... 46 

Table 2.16 An Example of an Analytical Exposition Text ..................................... 48 

 

Table 3.1 Writing Assessment Criteria ................................................................... 59 

Table 3.2 The data of student texts ......................................................................... 60 

Table 3.3 The Ideational Metaphor Framework ..................................................... 61 

Table 3.4 A Sample of Data Analysis  .................................................................... 64 

Table 3.5 A Sample of Data Analysis ..................................................................... 65 

 

Table 4.1 A Sample of the Text Written by a High-Achieving Student ................. 68 

Table 4.2 A Sample of the Text Written by a High-Achieving Student ................. 71 

Table 4.3 A Sample of the Text Written by a Low-Achieving Student .................. 74 

Table 4.4 A Shift to Thing ...................................................................................... 78 

Table 4.5 The Examples of Shift to Thing ............................................................. 79 

Table 4.6 Shift to Quality ....................................................................................... 82 

Table 4.7 The Example of Shift to Quality ............................................................ 83 

Table 4.8 Shift to Process ....................................................................................... 85 



xi 

 

Table 4.9 The Examples of Shift to Process........................................................... 85 

Table 4.10 Shift from Relator to Circumstance ..................................................... 88 

Table 4.11 The Examples of Shift from Relator to Circumstance ......................... 88 

 

Figure 2.1 Levels of Language............................................................................... 11 

Figure 2.2 Reconstrual of Semantic Units by Grammatical Metaphor .................. 19 

Figure 3.1 Example of Data Analysis .................................................................... 63 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



xii 

 

List of Appendices  

Appendix I - Student Attendance ..................................................................... 107 

Appendix II - Analysis of Student Texts ........................................................... 108 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



99 
 

 

REFERENCES 

Afifi, N. (2021). Exploring the use of grammatical metaphor in Indonesian EFL 

learners’ academic writing. Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics, 

10(3), 718-730. https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v10i3.31759 

Banks, D. (2019). A systemic functional grammar of English: A simple introduction. 

Routledge.  

Berry, M. (2017). Stratum, delicacy, realisation and rank. In T. Bartlett & G. 

O’grady (eds.), The Routledge handbook of systemic functional linguistics 

(pp. 41-55). Routledge. 

Biber, D. & Gray, B. (2013). Discourse characteristics of writing and speaking task 

types on the TOEFL IBT® test: A lexico-grammatical analysis. ETS 

Research Report Series, 1-128. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2333-

8504.2013.tb02311.x  

Biber, D. (1988). Variation across speech and writing. Cambridge University Press. 

Biber, D. (1992). On the complexity of discourse complexity: A multidimensional 

analysis. Discourse Processes, 15(2), 133–163. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01638539209544806 

Biber, D. (2006). University language: A corpus-based study of spoken and written 

registers. John Benjamins. 

Biber, D. (2023). Writing and speaking. In R. Horowitz. (2nd ed.). The Routledge 

international handbook of research on writing (pp. 124-138). Taylor & 

Francis. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429437991-10  

Biber, D., & Gray, B. (2010). Challenging stereotypes about academic writing: 

Complexity, elaboration, explicitness. Journal of English for Academic 

Purposes, 9(1), 2–20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2010.01.001  

Biber, D., & Gray, B. (2011). Grammatical change in the noun phrase: The influence 

of written language use. In D. Biber, B. Gray, S. Staples, J. Egbert (eds.). 

The register-functional approach to grammatical complexity: Theoretical 

foundation, descriptive research findings, application (pp. 132-146). 

Routledge.  

Brown, H. D. (2007). Teaching by principles: An interactive approach to language 

pedagogy (3rd ed.). Pearson.  

Bukhari, S., Nawaz, S., & Shah, M. H. H. (2022). Exploring the use of grammatical 

metaphor in Pakistani ESL learners’ academic writing: A focus on 

nominalization. Pakistan Journal of Social Research, 4(03), 786-796. 

https://pjsr.com.pk/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/82.-Vol.-4-No.-3-

September-2022-Bukhari-Nawaz-Shah-Exploring-the-Use-of-

Grammatical-Metaphor-in-Pakistani-ESL-Learners.pdf  

Butt, D., & Webster, J. (2019). The logical metafunction in systemic functional 

linguistics. In T. Bartlett & G. O’Grady. The Routledge handbook of 

systemic functional linguistics (pp. 96-114). Routledge.  

https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v10i3.31759
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2333-8504.2013.tb02311.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2333-8504.2013.tb02311.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01638539209544806
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429437991-10
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2010.01.001
https://pjsr.com.pk/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/82.-Vol.-4-No.-3-September-2022-Bukhari-Nawaz-Shah-Exploring-the-Use-of-Grammatical-Metaphor-in-Pakistani-ESL-Learners.pdf
https://pjsr.com.pk/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/82.-Vol.-4-No.-3-September-2022-Bukhari-Nawaz-Shah-Exploring-the-Use-of-Grammatical-Metaphor-in-Pakistani-ESL-Learners.pdf
https://pjsr.com.pk/wp-content/uploads/2022/11/82.-Vol.-4-No.-3-September-2022-Bukhari-Nawaz-Shah-Exploring-the-Use-of-Grammatical-Metaphor-in-Pakistani-ESL-Learners.pdf


100 
 

 

Butt, D., Feez, S., Spinks., & S., Yallop, C. (2000). Using functional grammar: An 

explorer’s guide (2nd ed.). National Centre for English Teaching and 

Research. 

Byrnes, H. (2009). Emergent L2 German writing ability in a curricular context: A 

longitudinal study of grammatical metaphor. Linguistics and Education, 20, 

50-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.linged.2009.01.005  

Callaghan, M., & Rothery, J. (1988). Teaching factual writing: A genre-based 

approach. Metropolitan East Disadvantaged Schools Program, New South 

Wales Department of Education. 

Chomsky, N. (1965). Aspects of the theory of syntax. The MIT Press.  

Christie, F. & Derewianka, B. (2008). School discourse: Learning to write across 

the years of schooling. Continuum International Publishing Group.  

Christie, F. & Maton, R. (1998). Framing the issues in literacy education. In F. 

Christie, F. & R. Misson (Eds.), Literacy and schooling (pp. 1–17). 

Routledge.  

Christie, F. (1998). Learning the literacies of primary and secondary schooling. In 

F. Christie, F. & R. Misson (Eds.), Literacy and schooling (pp. 47–73). 

Routledge.  

Christie, F. (2002a). The development of abstraction in adolescence in subject 

English. In M. J. Schleppegrell & M. C. Colombi. Developing advanced 

literacy in first and second languages: Meaning with power (pp. 45-66). 

Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Publishers. 

Christie, F. (2002b). Classroom discourse analysis: A functional perspective. 

Continuum. 

Cullip, P. F. (2000). Text technology: The power-tool of grammatical metaphor, 

RELC Journal, 31(2), 76–104. 

Derewianka, B. (1995). Language development in the transition from childhood to 

adolescence: The role of grammatical metaphor. [Doctoral thesis, 

Macquarie University]. Sydney. 

Derewianka, B. (2003). Trends and issues in genre-based approaches. RELC 

journal, 34(2), 133-154.  

Derewianka, B. (2014). Supporting students in the move from spoken to written 

language. In: A. Mahboob, A. & L. Barratt. (eds) Englishes in multilingual 

contexts: Multilingual education (pp. 165-181). Springer. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-8869-4_10  

Derewianka, B., & Jones, P. (2016). Teaching language in context (2nd ed.). Oxford 

University Press. 

Devrim, D.Y. (2015). Teaching grammatical metaphor: Designing pedagogical 

interventions. Cambridge Scholars Publishing.  

Dreyfus, S. J., Humphrey, S., Mahboob, A. & Martin, J. R. (2016). Genre pedagogy 

in higher education: the SLATE Project. Palgrave Macmillan UK.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.linged.2009.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-017-8869-4_10


101 
 

 

Eggins, S. (2004). An Introduction to Systemic Functional Linguistics (2nd ed.). 

Continuum.  

Emilia, E. (2005). A critical genre-based approach to teaching academic writing in 

a tertiary EFL context in Indonesia. [Doctoral dissertation, University of 

Melbourne]. Melbourne. http://hdl.handle.net/11343/39548 

Emilia, E. (2011). Pendekatan genre-based dalam pengajaran bahasa Inggris: 

Petunjuk untuk guru [Genre-based approach in teaching English: A guide 

for teachers]. Rizqi Press. 

Emilia, E. (2014). Introducing functional grammar. Bandung: Pustaka Jaya.  

Emilia, E., & Hamied, F. A. (2015). Systemic functional linguistic genre pedagogy 

(SFL GP) in a tertiary EFL writing context in Indonesia. TEFLIN 

Journal, 26(2), 155–182. https://doi.org/10.15639/teflinjournal.v26i2/155-

182  

Emilia, E., Habibi, N., & Bangga, L. (2018). An analysis of cohesion of exposition 

texts: an Indonesian context. Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics, 

7(3), 515-523. https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v7i3.9791  

Ezeifeka, C. R. (2011). Grammatical metaphor in SFL: A rhetorical resource for 

academic writing. UJAH: Unizik Journal of Arts and Humanities, 12(3), 

207-221. https://www.ajol.info/index.php/ujah/article/view/102623  

Gebhard, M., Chen, I., Graham, H., & Gunawan, W. (2013), Teaching to mean, 

writing to mean: SFL, L2 literacy, and teacher education. Journal of Second 

Language Writing 22, 107–124. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2013.03.005  

Gerot, L., & Wignell, P. (1994). Making Sense of Functional Grammar. Antipodeon 

Educational Enterprises.  

Guillén Galve, I. (1998). The textual interplay of grammatical metaphor on the 

nominalizations occurring in written medical English. Journal of 

Pragmatics, 30(3), 363–385. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-

2166(98)00002-2  

Gunawan, W., & Aziza, F. (2017). Theme and thematic progression of 

undergraduate thesis: Investigating meaning making in academic writing. 

Indonesian Journal of Applied Linguistics, 7(2), 413-424. 

https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v7i2.8350  

Halliday M. A. K. (1978). Language as social semiotic: The social interpretation 

of language and meaning. Edward Arnold.  

Halliday M. A. K. (1985). An introduction to functional grammar (1st ed.) London 

& New York: Edward Arnold. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (1989). Spoken and written language. Oxford University Press. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (1993). Some grammatical problems in scientific English. In M. 

A. K. Halliday & J. R. Martin (Eds.), Writing science: Literacy and 

discursive power (pp. 69–85). The Falmer Press. 

http://hdl.handle.net/11343/39548
https://doi.org/10.15639/teflinjournal.v26i2/155-182
https://doi.org/10.15639/teflinjournal.v26i2/155-182
https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v7i3.9791
https://www.ajol.info/index.php/ujah/article/view/102623
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-2166(98)00002-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-2166(98)00002-2
https://doi.org/10.17509/ijal.v7i2.8350


102 
 

 

Halliday, M. A. K. (1994). An introduction to functional grammar. (2nd ed.). Edward 

Arnold.  

Halliday, M. A. K. (1998). Language and knowledge: the unpacking of text. In: J. 

Webster (ed) The language of science (pp. 24-48). New York & London: 

Continuum.  

Halliday, M. A. K. (1998). Things and relations: Regrammaticizing experience as 

technical knowledge. In J. Martin & R. Veel (Eds.), Reading science: 

Critical and functional perspectives on discourses of science (pp. 185-235). 

Routledge. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (2004). The language of science. Continuum. 

Halliday, M. A. K. (2007). Language and education. Continuum.  

Halliday, M. A. K., & Butt, D. G. (2019). Language and science, language in 

science, and linguistics as science. In G. Thompson, W. L. Bowcher, L. 

Fontaine, & D. Schönthal (Eds.), The Cambridge handbook of systemic 

functional linguistics (pp. 620–650). Cambridge University Press. 

Halliday, M. A. K., & Matthiessen, C. (1999). Construing experience through 

meaning: A language-based approach to cognition. Cassell. 

Halliday, M. A. K., & Matthiessen, C. (2004). An introduction to functional 

grammar (3rd ed.). Routledge.  

Halliday, M. A. K., & Matthiessen, C. (2014). Halliday's introduction to functional 

grammar (4th ed.). Oxon Routledge.  

Hao, J. (2015). Construing biology: Ideational perspective. [Doctoral dissertation, 

University of Sydney]. http://hdl.handle.net/2123/13955  

Hao, J. (2018). Reconsidering “cause inside the clause” in scientific discourse – 

from a discourse semantic perspective in systemic functional linguistics. 

Text & Talk, 38(5), 525–550. doi:10.1515/text-2018-0013  

Hao, J. (2020). Nominalisations in scientific English: A tristratal perspective. 

Functions of Language, 27(2), 143-173. 

https://doi.org/10.1075/fol.16055.hao 

Hao, J., & Humphrey, S. L. (2019). Reading nominalizations in senior science. 

Journal of English for Academic Purposes, 42. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2019.100793  

He, Q. & Yang, B. (2014). A Study of Transfer Directions in Grammatical 

Metaphor. Australian Journal of Linguistics, 34(3), 345-360. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2014.898226  

He, Q. (2020). A corpus-based study of interpersonal metaphors of modality in 

English. Studia Neophilologica, 93(1), 1–22. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00393274.2020.1792805   

He, Q. (2022). A corpus‐based study of textual metaphor in English academic 

writing. Studia Linguistica, 76(2), 381-405. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/stul.12176  

http://hdl.handle.net/2123/13955
https://doi.org/10.1075/fol.16055.hao
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2019.100793
https://doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2014.898226
https://doi.org/10.1080/00393274.2020.1792805
https://doi.org/10.1111/stul.12176


103 
 

 

He, Q., Yang, B., A. (2018). Corpus-based study of the correlation between text 

technicality and ideational metaphor in English. Lingua, 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lingua.2017.10.005  

Humphrey, S. & Vale, E. (2020). Investigating model texts for learning. Primary 

English Teaching Association Australia (PETAA).  

Kress, G. (1994). Learning to write (2nd ed.). Routledge. 

Lan, G. Lucas, K., Sun, Y. (2019). Does L2 writing proficiency influence noun 

phrase complexity? A case analysis of argumentative essays written by 

Chinese students in a first-year composition course. System, 85(0), 1-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2019.102116  

Liardét, C. L. (2013). An exploration of Chinese EFL learner's deployment of 

grammatical metaphor: Learning to make academically valued meanings. 

Journal of Second Language Writing, 22(2), 161-178. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2013.03.008  

Liardét, C. L. (2015). Academic literacy and grammatical metaphor: Mapping 

development. TESOL International Journal, 10(1), 29-46. 

https://www.elejournals.com/1214/2015/tesol-journal/tij-2015/tesol-

international-journal-volume-10-issue-1-2015/  

Liardét, C. L. (2016). Nominalization and grammatical metaphor: Elaborating the 

theory. English for Specific Purposes, 44, 16-19. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2016.04.004  

Maamuujav, U., Olson, C. B., & Chung, H. (2021). Syntactic and lexical features 

of adolescent L2 students’ academic writing. Journal of Second Language 

Writing, 53, 100822, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2021.100822       

Martin, J. R. (1992). English text: system and structure. John Benjamins. 

Martin, J. R. (1997). Analyzing genre: Functional parameters. In F. Christie, & J. 

Martin (Eds.), Genres and institutions (pp. 3-39). Cassell. 

Martin, J. R. (2001b). Technicality and abstraction: Language for the creation of 

specialized texts. In A. Burns & C. Coffin. Analysing English in a global 

context: A reader (pp. 212-227). Routledge.  

Martin, J. R. (2008). Incongruent and proud: de-vilifying “nominalization.” 

Discourse & Society, 19(6), 801–810. http://www.jstor.org/stable/42889232  

Martin, J. R. (2010). Semantic variation: Modelling realisation, instantiation and 

individuation in social semiosis. In M. Bednarek & J. R. Martin New 

discourse on language: Functional perspectives on multimodality, identity, 

and affiliation (pp. 1, 34). Continuum.  

Martin, J. R. (2020a). Metaphors we feel by: stratal tension. Journal of World 

Languages, 6(1-2), 8-26. https://doi.org/10.1080/21698252.2020.1720158  

Martin, J. R. (2020b). Revisiting field: Specialized knowledge in secondary school 

science and humanities discourse. In J. R. Martin, K. Maton, & Y. J. Doran. 

Accessing academic discourse: Systemic functional linguistics and 

legitimation code theory, (pp. 114-147). Routledge.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lingua.2017.10.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2019.102116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2013.03.008
https://www.elejournals.com/1214/2015/tesol-journal/tij-2015/tesol-international-journal-volume-10-issue-1-2015/
https://www.elejournals.com/1214/2015/tesol-journal/tij-2015/tesol-international-journal-volume-10-issue-1-2015/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2016.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jslw.2021.100822
http://www.jstor.org/stable/42889232
https://doi.org/10.1080/21698252.2020.1720158


104 
 

 

Martin, J. R., & Matruglio, E. (2020). Context in/dependency in ancient history 

classroom discourse. In J. R. Martin, K. Maton, & Y. J. Doran. Accessing 

academic discourse: Systemic functional linguistics and legitimation code 

theory, (pp. 89-113). Routledge.  

Matthiessen, C.M.I.M., & Teruya, K. (2024). Systemic Functional Linguistics: A 

Complete Guide (1st ed.). Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315675718  

Matthiessen, C.M.I.M., Teruya, K., & Lam, M. (2010). Key terms in systemic 

functional linguistics. Continuum. 

McGrath, D., & Liardét, C. (2022). A corpus-assisted analysis of grammatical 

metaphors in successful student writing. Journal of English for Academic 

Purposes, 56, 101090. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2022.101090  

McGrath, D., & Liardét, C. (2023). Grammatical metaphor across disciplines: 

Variation, frequency, and dispersion. English for Specific Purposes, 69, 33-

47. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2022.09.003  

Merriam, S. B., & Merriam, S. B. (2009). Qualitative research: a guide to design 

and implementation. Jossey-Bass. 

Ministry of Education, Culture, Research and Technology of the Republic of 

Indonesia. (2022). Keputusan kepala badan standar, kurikulum, dan asesmen 

pendidikan, kementerian pendidikan, kebudayaan, riset, dan teknologi nomor 

008/H/Kr/2022 tentang capaian pembelajaran pada pendidikan anak usia 

dini, jenjang pendidikan dasar, dan jenjang pendidikan menengah pada 

kurikulum merdeka [The policy of head of the agency for education standards, 

curriculum, and assessment, ministry of education, culture, research, and 

technology number 008/H/Kr/2022 about learning outcomes in early 

childhood education, basic education, and secondary education in kurikulum 

merdeka]. Jakarta. https://kurikulum.kemdikbud.go.id/wp-

content/unduhan/CP_2022.pdf  

Nys, M. (2019). Grammatical metaphor in non-native English academic writing: a 

comparison of higher-marked and lower-marked papers written by non-

native university students. [Master’s dissertation, Ghent University]. Ghent. 

https://libstore.ugent.be/fulltxt/RUG01/002/790/035/RUG01-

002790035_2019_0001_AC.pdf  

Ravelli, L. J. (1988). Grammatical metaphor: An initial analysis. In: E. H. Steiner, 

& R. Veltman (Eds.), Pragmatics, discourse and text: Some systemically-

oriented approaches (pp. 133-147). Pinter. 

Ravelli, L. J. (2004). Signalling the organization of written texts: Hyper-themes in 

management and history essays. In L. J. Ravelli & R. A. Ellis (Eds.), 

Analysing academic writing: Contextualized frameworks (pp. 104–130). 

Continuum. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315675718
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2022.101090
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.esp.2022.09.003
https://kurikulum.kemdikbud.go.id/wp-content/unduhan/CP_2022.pdf
https://kurikulum.kemdikbud.go.id/wp-content/unduhan/CP_2022.pdf
https://libstore.ugent.be/fulltxt/RUG01/002/790/035/RUG01-002790035_2019_0001_AC.pdf
https://libstore.ugent.be/fulltxt/RUG01/002/790/035/RUG01-002790035_2019_0001_AC.pdf


105 
 

 

Robinson, R. S. (2014). Purposive sampling. In A. C. Michalos (Ed.), Encyclopedia   

of quality of life and well-being research (pp. 5243–5245). Springer 

Netherlands. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0753-5_2337  

Rose, D., & Martin, J. R. (2012). Learning to write, reading to learn: Genre, 

knowledge and pedagogy in the Sydney School. Equinox. 

Rose, D., & Martin, J. R. (2014). Intervening in contexts of schooling. In J. 

Flowerdew (3rd ed.). Discourse in context: Contemporary applied 

linguistics (pp. 273-300). Bloomsbury Publishing.  

Saragih, E., Zein, T. T., & Sumbayak, D. M. (2023). Contextualizing corrective 

feedback in scientific writing through online learning platforms. Studies in 

English Language and Education, 10(3), 1216-1235. 

https://doi.org/10.24815/siele.v10i3.25867  

Schleppegrell, M. J. (2004a). The language of schooling: A functional linguistics 

perspective. Routledge. 

Schleppegrell, M. J. (2004b). Technical writing in a second language: The role of 

grammatical metaphor. In L. J. Ravelli & R. A. Ellis (Eds.), Analysing 

academic writing: Contextualized frameworks (pp. 172–189). Continuum.  

Schleppegrell, M. J. (2019). Language and knowledge: How nouns contribute to 

knowledge construction across school subjects. Research in Subject-matter 

Teaching and Learning, 2(1), 1–15. https://doi.org/10.23770/rt1821  

Schreier, M. (2012). Qualitative content analysis in practice. Sage Publications.  

Setyarini, S., Gustine, G. G., Harto, S., & Muslim, A. B. (2021). Promoting 

students' critical speaking skill through Plus-Minus-Interesting (PMI) 

strategies: a case study of Indonesian junior high schools. The Southeast 

Asian Journal of English Language Studies, 27(3), 199-214. 

http://doi.org/10.17576/3L-2021-2703-13  

Sukyadi, D., Hermawan, B., & Dallyono, R. (2016). Transduction and 

transformation of semiotic resources in an English classroom. Malaysian 

Journal of ELT Research, 12(1), 60-72. 

https://meltajournals.com/index.php/majer/article/view/580/563  

Taverniers, M. (2004). Grammatical metaphors in English. Moderna Språk 98(1), 

17–26.  

Taverniers, M. (2017). grammatical metaphor. In T. Bartlett & G. O’grady (eds.), 

The Routledge handbook of systemic functional linguistics (pp. 354-371). 

Routledge. 

Thompson, G. (2009). Grammatical metaphor and success in academic writing. In 

Hunston, S. and Oakey, D. (eds), Introducing applied linguistics. (pp. 27-

34). Routledge. 

Thompson, G. (2014) Introducing functional grammar (2nd ed.). Arnold.  

To, V. (2018). Linguistic complexity analysis: A case study of commonly-used 

textbooks in Vietnam. Sage Open, 8(3), 1-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244018787586  

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-0753-5_2337
https://doi.org/10.24815/siele.v10i3.25867
https://doi.org/10.23770/rt1821
http://doi.org/10.17576/3L-2021-2703-13
https://meltajournals.com/index.php/majer/article/view/580/563
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244018787586


106 
 

 

To, V., & Thomas, D. (2017). Examining interpersonal metaphor of modality in 

successful primary persuasive texts. Transforming Contexts, 75. 

http://www.isfla.org/Systemics/Conferences/ISFC_2017_Proceedings.pdf  

To, V., Thomas, D., & Thomas, A. (2020). Writing persuasive texts: Using 

grammatical metaphors for rhetorical purposes in an educational context. 

Australian Journal of Linguistics, 40(2), 139–159. 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2020.1732867  

Walsh Marr, J. W. (2019). Making the mechanics of paraphrasing more explicit 

through grammatical metaphor. Journal of English for Academic Purposes, 

100783. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2019.100783  

Walsh Mrr, J. (2024). Moves away from congruence: Interpersonal, logical and 

grammatical metaphor in EAP. In M. Walková. Linguistic approaches in 

English for academic purposes. (pp. x-x). Bloomsbury Academic.  

Wang, D., Zhang, L., & Huang, Y. (2024). Tracking the development of logical 

metaphor usage in argumentative writing: A longitudinal study with EFL 

learners. System, 122(1), 1-14. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2024.103292  

Wignell, P. (1997). Making the abstract technical: On the evolution of the discourse 

of social science [Doctoral dissertation]. The University of Sydney, Sydney. 

Wignell, P. (1998). Technicality and abstraction in social science. In J. Martin & R. 

Veel (Eds.). Reading science: Critical and functional perspectives on 

discourses of science (pp. 299-328). Routledge. 

Yang, B. (2018). Textual metaphor revisited. Australian Journal of Linguistics, 

38(2), 205–222. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2018.1400502  

Yang, Y. (2013). A corpus-based study of interpersonal grammatical metaphor in 

spoken Chinese. Language Sciences, 38, 1-21. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2012.12.003  

Yuliana, D. (2011). An investigation of grammatical metaphor in students’ writing 

and its effects on the texts’ written characteristics. [Master’s thesis, 

Universitas Pendidikan Indonesia]. Bandung. 

http://repository.upi.edu/9953/  

Zein, S., Sukyadi, D., Hamied, F., & Lengkanawati, N. (2020). English language 

education in Indonesia: A review of research (2011–2019). Language 

Teaching, 53(4), 491-523. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261444820000208  

Zhang, Y. (2018). Examining the application of grammatical metaphors in academic 

writing. English Language and Literature Studies, 8(20), 108-114. 

https://doi.org/10.5539/ells.v8n2p108  

Zhou, J. & Gao, Y. (2021). A corpus-based study of grammatical post-metaphorical 

expressions. Journal of World Languages, 7(2), 247-282. 

https://doi.org/10.1515/jwl-2020-0018  

 

 

http://www.isfla.org/Systemics/Conferences/ISFC_2017_Proceedings.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2020.1732867
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2019.100783
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2024.103292
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2018.1400502
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.langsci.2012.12.003
http://repository.upi.edu/9953/
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0261444820000208
https://doi.org/10.5539/ells.v8n2p108
https://doi.org/10.1515/jwl-2020-0018

