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Scope and use
This question bank is based on the 2026–2027 Academic Writing syllabus: 14 lecture topics, 14 practical-class topics and three Student Autonomous Work (SAW) assignments. It covers both conceptual knowledge and the ability to apply academic writing skills to an individual doctoral research project.
Contents: 65 conceptual questions (Sections I–IV) and 15 applied questions (Section V), 80 questions in total.
The syllabus specifies an examination and a 100-point exam scale, but does not prescribe a fixed number of questions per ticket or a mandatory examination format. This bank can be used for oral, written or mixed final assessment; the format and ticket composition are determined by the instructor.
Question distribution
	Section
	Questions
	Count

	I. Academic writing, scientific style and text structure
	1–15
	15

	II. Scientific information search and bibliographic description
	16–32
	17

	III. Annotation, abstracting, reviews and reports on scientific events
	33–48
	16

	IV. Research methods, analysis, publication, ethics and editing
	49–65
	17

	V. Applied examination questions and research-based tasks
	66–80
	15




I. Academic writing, scientific style and text structure
1.	What is academic writing, and what functions does it perform in doctoral research and scientific communication?
2.	How does academic writing differ from popular science writing and informal communication in its purpose, audience and evidence requirements?
3.	What are the principal genres of academic writing mentioned in the course, and for what purposes are abstracts, reviews, analytical reviews and scientific reports used?
4.	Which linguistic and stylistic features make scientific writing precise, objective, formal and unambiguous?
5.	How should technical terminology, definitions, abbreviations and units be used consistently in a scientific manuscript?
6.	What is the relationship between an original research contribution, a scientific claim, supporting evidence and an argument?
7.	What are the functions of the introduction, main part and conclusion in a scientific work?
8.	How should the relevance of a research problem be justified in an academic introduction?
9.	What is a research gap, and how can it be identified and presented without exaggerating novelty?
10.	How do the research aim, research objectives, research questions and expected outcomes differ?
11.	What principles determine the logical sequence of paragraphs and sections in a research paper?
12.	What are cohesion and coherence, and which linguistic devices help establish them in an academic text?
13.	How should a well-developed academic paragraph connect a topic sentence, evidence, analysis and a concluding statement?
14.	How can an author distinguish between a description of previous research and a critical, evidence-based argument?
15.	What must a scientific conclusion contain, and why should it not introduce unsupported results or claims?
II. Scientific information search and bibliographic description
16.	What is a scientific database, and how does it differ from a library catalogue and a general-purpose web search engine?
17.	Which types of scholarly information and metadata can be retrieved through scientific databases?
18.	How should keywords, alternative terms and subject-specific terminology be selected for a literature search?
19.	How do Boolean operators AND, OR and NOT influence the scope and relevance of scientific search results?
20.	What is the role of phrase searching, truncation and field-specific searching in constructing an effective query?
21.	How can publication year, document type, language, research field and other filters be used appropriately?
22.	How can a literature-search strategy be documented so that another researcher can reproduce or review it?
23.	What are the roles and search characteristics of eLIBRARY in identifying scientific publications?
24.	What kinds of academic resources can be found through JSTOR and Project MUSE, and how might their coverage differ from that of multidisciplinary citation databases?
25.	What are the purposes of the Russian State Library (RGB), VGBIL and Library of Congress catalogues in bibliographic research?
26.	How may the catalogues of scientific publishers and commercial book catalogues, including Amazon, assist book discovery, and what are their limitations as evidence of scientific quality?
27.	What purposes do Web of Science and Scopus serve when searching for publications, reviewing citation information and identifying research trends?
28.	Which criteria should be used to assess the scientific relevance, authority, reliability and limitations of an information source?
29.	How is the contemporary academic community organised, and what roles do research centres, scientific publishers and scholarly journals play?
30.	How can a researcher assess whether a journal or publisher is suitable and trustworthy for submitting a scientific manuscript?
31.	What is a bibliographic description, and which essential elements should a reference to a journal article contain?
32.	Why must a scientific work follow a consistent bibliographic and citation standard, including requirements adopted in different national and international contexts?
III. Annotation, abstracting, reviews and reports on scientific events
33.	What is an annotation as a concise description of a published work or manuscript, and what information should it convey?
34.	What are the recommended elements and logical order of an annotation of a scientific publication?
35.	How does a scientific annotation differ in purpose and language from a promotional annotation used to advertise a publication?
36.	How can an annotation be distinguished from a summary, an instruction, a thesis statement and an informational article?
37.	What is a scientific abstract, and what function does it serve in scholarly information exchange?
38.	What is the difference between informative and indicative abstracts, and when is each type appropriate?
39.	How do structured and unstructured abstracts differ in organisation and presentation of research information?
40.	Which elements of a research study should be represented in a well-written abstract, and how should its length be controlled?
41.	What is abstracting as a process of analytical compression of scientific information, and how can it preserve a source’s meaning?
42.	How are abstracting journals and other scientific-information services used to navigate research literature?
43.	What distinguishes a descriptive literature overview from an analytical review that compares and evaluates scientific findings?
44.	How should an analytical review be organised around themes, methodological approaches or research problems rather than around a succession of authors?
45.	What is the purpose and typical structure of a scientific review of a research publication?
46.	How can the criteria for reviewing a scientific study differ from those applied in a scientific review of an art or cultural publication?
47.	Which forms of evidence, reasoning and constructive criticism make a review academically credible?
48.	What information should be included in a written report or message about a scientific conference, round-table meeting or academic discussion?
IV. Research methods, analysis, publication, ethics and editing
49.	What is the role of a literature review in formulating the scientific problem and substantiating the methodological approach?
50.	What information must be included in the methodology section to make an experimental or theoretical study understandable and reproducible?
51.	How should the selection of research methods, instruments, materials and experimental conditions be justified?
52.	How can the limitations of a research design and potential sources of error be reported in academic writing?
53.	What is the distinction between reporting results and interpreting them in the discussion section?
54.	How should quantitative and qualitative findings be described accurately without unsupported generalisations?
55.	What principles govern the design and explanation of scientific tables, figures, units, captions and references to illustrations?
56.	How should variability, uncertainty, contradictory findings and limitations be considered when interpreting experimental data?
57.	How can the conclusions of a manuscript be linked to its research aim, objectives and actual findings?
58.	Why are in-text citations and complete reference-list entries necessary, and what aspects may vary across citation styles?
59.	How should an author maintain consistency when citing journal articles, books, conference papers and electronic resources?
60.	What is plagiarism, and how can inappropriate quotation, close paraphrasing and unattributed reuse of ideas be prevented?
61.	What are the differences among quotation, paraphrasing and synthesis of published findings?
62.	Which ethical responsibilities relate to data accuracy, authorship, acknowledgement, conflicts of interest and originality in scientific publication?
63.	What stages are involved in editorial editing of a scientific manuscript, and how do substantive editing and proofreading differ?
64.	What should a doctoral student check when preparing a manuscript for journal submission and responding to peer-review comments?
65.	How should a researcher structure a short oral scientific presentation and respond to questions during a conference presentation or dissertation defence?
V. Applied examination questions and research-based tasks
66.	Rewrite the statement “Our awesome new method gave really good results and proves it is the best method” in a formal, appropriately cautious academic style, without inventing supporting data.
67.	Analyse this passage for problems of logic and evidence, then propose a revised version: “The samples were tested. The results are interesting. Therefore, the proposed technique is suitable for every application.”
68.	Construct a database search query for a research problem in your own field, using synonyms, quotation marks and Boolean operators. Explain why you chose these terms.
69.	Describe a reproducible literature-search plan for a short review on your dissertation topic, including databases, search terms, selection criteria and documentation of results.
70.	Choose one peer-reviewed scientific article related to your research and explain how you would critically evaluate its structure, methodology, evidence and conclusions.
71.	Prepare a concise annotation of a scientific paper from your field, identifying its topic, purpose, approach and relevance to readers.
72.	Propose a structured abstract for your own doctoral study, specifying what should appear under background/purpose, methods, results and conclusions, and indicate which elements cannot be written before results are obtained.
73.	Write a short introductory passage for your dissertation topic that follows the sequence: research context → problem or research gap → aim and contribution.
74.	Outline an analytical literature review in your research field and explain how you would compare competing findings or methodological approaches instead of merely listing publications.
75.	Draft a reproducible methods paragraph for one procedure used in your doctoral research, including materials or data, equipment, key parameters and analysis methods.
76.	Consider a hypothetical measurement: the mean hardness of a reference sample is 200 HV and that of a modified sample is 250 HV. State the percentage increase, give one accurate result sentence, and explain why these two values alone do not establish statistical significance.
77.	Write three concise conclusion statements for a study of your choice: one supported finding, one limitation and one justified direction for future research.
78.	A doctoral student copies three sentences from a published article without quotation marks or a citation. Identify the academic-integrity problem and explain how to correct the text and its attribution.
79.	Explain how you would revise a manuscript after receiving a peer reviewer’s justified criticism of an unclear method description.
80.	Prepare a one-minute outline for presenting your research at a conference or dissertation defence: problem, aim, approach, main result or expected contribution, and significance.
Suggested approach to an exam ticket (optional)
A balanced ticket may contain two conceptual questions from different sections (for example, Sections II and III) and one applied task from Section V. If a 100-point exam rubric is needed, the instructor may allocate 30 + 30 + 40 points respectively. This is a suggested teaching arrangement, not a fixed requirement of the syllabus.
Assessment should consider conceptual accuracy, logical structure, critical analysis, appropriate use of evidence and sources, academic style, ethical attribution, and clarity of communication, in line with the syllabus learning-outcome descriptors.
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