ACADEMIC WRITING  /  DOCTORAL WORKSHOP
[bookmark: _GoBack]The concept of academic writing
Level: PhD / doctoral students   |   Language: English   |   Format: guided workshop and independent writing
Purpose of the practical class
Academic writing is a traceable argument for a defined scholarly audience: claims are connected to evidence, methods and limitations. Doctoral writers must do more than report what happened; they must explain why a claim is credible and where its boundaries lie.
Learning outcomes
Differentiate academic writing from persuasive or informal communication.
Identify a claim, evidence, reasoning and limitation in a short scientific text.
Produce an evidence-based doctoral research paragraph.
Essential concepts
	Concept
	What it means in research writing

	Purpose
	To make research questions, procedures, evidence and contributions inspectable.

	Audience
	Specialists, interdisciplinary readers, reviewers and examiners have different knowledge needs.

	Evidence
	A source, dataset or observation supports a bounded claim; an opinion alone does not.

	Genre
	Abstract, review, research article, dissertation chapter and conference summary differ in scope and structure.



Session plan
	Workshop task
	Mode
	Time

	1. Genre diagnosis
	Pairs
	15 min

	2. Dissect an academic claim
	Small groups
	20 min

	3. Transform a message for two readers
	Individual writing + exchange
	30 min

	4. Dissertation relevance check
	Individual + plenary
	25 min



Practical activities
Activity 1. Genre diagnosis  (15 min)
Working format: Pairs
Source material / task situation:
Text A: “Our revolutionary method makes surfaces perfect. Everyone should adopt it!”
Text B: “In a classroom demonstration using six simulated specimens, a surface treatment was associated with a lower mean roughness value than the untreated condition. The small exercise dataset cannot establish generalizability.”
Text C: “Please find attached the laboratory results for last week.”
Instructions:
1.  Identify the intended audience and purpose of A, B and C.
2.  Underline wording that signals promotion, scientific caution or administration.
3.  Convert Text A into one defensible sentence using only the facts in Text B.
Expected output: A three-row comparison: genre, audience, evidence standard, revision.
	Genre / audience  [Type your response here]

	Evidence or missing evidence  [Type your response here]

	Rewritten sentence  [Type your response here]



Activity 2. Dissect an academic claim  (20 min)
Working format: Small groups
Source material / task situation:
Fictional teaching case (not published research): six untreated specimens had a mean surface roughness of 1.80 µm; six treated specimens had a mean of 1.07 µm. The samples came from a single laboratory batch. No uncertainty test or long-term evaluation has been reported.
Instructions:
1.  Write one descriptive claim that the numbers directly justify.
2.  List two reasoning steps needed before discussing applicability.
3.  Write two limitations that prevent a universal claim.
4.  Give the paragraph a neutral, informative heading.
Expected output: A claim–evidence–reasoning–limitation matrix.
	Claim  [Type your response here]

	Evidence  [Type your response here]

	Interpretation / reasoning  [Type your response here]

	Limitation  [Type your response here]



Activity 3. Transform a message for two readers  (30 min)
Working format: Individual writing + exchange
Source material / task situation:
Research message: “We tried a new protocol. It worked great; the treated pieces were smoother.” Use the fictional dataset above. Do not invent statistical tests or additional experiments.
Instructions:
1.  Draft a 100–130-word research-style paragraph for specialists (context → measurement → result → restrained interpretation).
2.  Draft a 45–60-word explanation for a researcher outside the field.
3.  Exchange drafts; partner flags unexplained abbreviations, unsupported judgments and missing quantitative context.
Expected output: Two audience-specific passages and three recorded peer comments.
	Specialist paragraph  [Type your response here]

	Interdisciplinary version  [Type your response here]

	Peer feedback  [Type your response here]



Activity 4. Dissertation relevance check  (25 min)
Working format: Individual + plenary
Source material / task situation:
Apply the criteria to your own research area. A dissertation contribution may be theoretical, methodological, empirical or applied; it must still be demonstrable.
Instructions:
1.  Complete: “My research addresses …; the evidence I will use is …; the audience is …”.
2.  Identify the difference between the topic, the research problem and the potential contribution.
3.  State one claim you are NOT yet entitled to make and what data would be required.
4.  Share one revision aloud and explain why it is more academically defensible.
Expected output: A 120-word research-positioning note and one evidence boundary.
	Research topic / problem  [Type your response here]

	Proposed evidence  [Type your response here]

	Potential contribution  [Type your response here]

	Claim to postpone  [Type your response here]



Independent assignment
Write a 250–300-word academic description of your dissertation topic. Include a research problem, intended audience, evidence base, expected contribution and at least two limitations. Bring one genuine article from your field for the next class.
Assessment rubric (20 points)
	Criterion
	Max
	What earns full credit

	Scientific accuracy and bounded claims
	4
	Claims are supported; observations and inferences are separated.

	Task completion and required outputs
	4
	All specified components and constraints are addressed.

	Reasoning and critical analysis
	4
	Evidence is connected to the question; alternatives and limits are considered.

	Academic style and structure
	4
	Logical organization, precision, terminology and appropriate tone.

	Referencing, ethics and presentation
	4
	Responsible attribution, consistent units and professional formatting.



Scoring rule: 4 = excellent; 3 = competent with minor omissions; 2 = partial; 1 = major problems; 0 = not demonstrated. Use the same rubric for the in-class deliverable or the homework, as announced by the instructor.
Self-check before submission
☐  Does each important claim connect to evidence that I can identify?
☐  Did I separate observed results from interpretation and speculation?
☐  Are terminology, units and sample descriptions consistent?
☐  Did I acknowledge the most relevant limitation?
☐  Can another reader understand exactly what I produced and why?
Instructor notes / suggested responses
These points support facilitation; they are not the only acceptable answers. Where activities use simulated data or fictional studies, do not present them as genuine research.
Text B is academic because it identifies data, scope and uncertainty; Text A is promotional.
Accept a claim such as “The treated group had a lower observed mean roughness (1.07 vs 1.80 µm) in this exercise.” Do not accept “significantly better” without statistical testing.
Good discipline-specific writing distinguishes the measured variable from the broader construct (surface performance).
Further reading / official resources
Purdue OWL: Academic writing: https://owl.purdue.edu/owl/general_writing/academic_writing/index.html
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