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Abstract  This study inquired into Japanese university students’ competence in critical thinking, which had been
hypothesized as the key to generating other components of global competence such as collaborative communication and
creativity by our precedent studies, comparing them with five other countries’ peer student participants in an online international
project, through examining the use of reasoning and concluding indicators in their English essays. Out of 140 essays on two
topics regarding the project theme totaling about 54,000 words, three reasoning and five conclusion indicators were detected and
counted for each sub-corpus by country, obtaining the following findings: (1) The Japanese students showed a lower level of the
general competence in i) vocabulary, ii) sentence length, iii) length of essay, and iv) number of sentences in each essay; and (2)
The Japanese students’ ratio of use between reasoning and concluding indicators was exactly the same, being peculiarly different
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from the other five countries’ students. The necessity for developing an instructional learning program of the concepts and use

of logical thinking indicators as well as students’ English competence was suggested.
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