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AABSTRACT

n humanities papers, both DAROU and NODE-

WANAIKA are frequently used to express writers’
suppositions and assertions. Since lots of similarities
lie in semantic usages of both forms, it is difficult for
learners to distinguish the differences when writing
academic papers. Therefore, we study and compare
the actual usages of DAROU and NODEWANAIKA
in humanities papers in order to improve learn-
ers’ writing guidance. The usages of DAROU and
NODEWANAIKA are consisted of “presumption”
and “euphemism’, and differences between them
in the introduction, main theme, and conclusion of
papers are pointed out with specific examples in this
paper. Also views ofimproving academic writing
guidance are presented.
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