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EEREZATERIEIEFR (1949—2023) HiE#HSHI=

T &

(b BB K% ShEE# B, db st 100083)
W EEEEARFAEEATNZCUA, EXRAAZELETWARRREHZ R4 LR NRE 5 R, 1994—
2023 4, B WM 19 AZS IR FIE W ERBETHFEREEAR B XEA 625 B, X RD X RA4 ZENERKEE
MEFREEATRNAR,HREZARENE, FRETF, HE230F, ZAHEZ YT B XKL EERFH LS EEHN
ERERREEHKAE LMEENFELZE, HREAFTT, BN REELHE TNRE BFLEMIES LY T
KEA,BERNAREAFEESRE REAREXOA;HREN L BEREERBAF L GHARER L, BRMEA
FREXN, BB LN HFEER, RRTAERAXAA FEHALER RUFARNEZFTELAN , HFEAFER
BEFRE—FRE,
XEIR . FAREIE BB R RIVR EH R WA &

& 4> 25 H0-06 SCRRPRARAD A NEHS1674-6414(2025) 06-0041-13
0 5§

ARG (academic discourse ) IZ 48 FARIES HIEF M, MO IR 4G T 20 4
60 4EA, BACH T TAER T 8 (W5, 2015) . ARk, BEE L 1] R YL (ESP) filsE
ARIYLHE (EAP) 16 E NN 4R , FARTE B 58 I W 8 5 AP S 22— 2FARTOE
AT T A F R, B A ARG 18 19 53 B A S 7E SR B i 58 rh AL e 1 2 Hb
A7, B H P« FEAFEME L (Flowerdew et al. , 2001: 14)

#H « %78 (Ken Hyland) (2009 25) 48 i, 2= ARG B R EA = Rk R 5 KA
(textual approaches) \1EHE 4% ( contextual approaches) FIHEITIE42 (critical approaches) ., H:
TR AR OGRS AR TR TR P TR TR RR R SO TR IR AR O T 2 AR 1 v ) 1
SRR WAL S RIG AR 23 I 5 2 55 A FE PRI 22 AR TG TE O RRE s HIL T B AR DI 2R AR 2R
TR 2B IR AR T TR A B 2 S BB R 7 A XA Rt AR, =R

s B #A:2025-04-21
EETB: AR TALSHFALARHREZTLSNAATTRAXFAEFREEZEHBIEFT” (19YYBO04) Fo F S Z A K AAHE AL 59
FRMF RN A 5 FHRART 0 % fiEF R AME L LRI (FRF-BRA-25-010) #9 BBk iR
BB TP E, B, F AR KRFIEAEF R, LA ALAFH, FERFLREEHR RAAARET LB FTETENA,
S| A AT AR AR TR AR BRI (1994—2023) BB S RTSE[J]. AMEIE 3C,2025(6) :41-53.
<41 -
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W AR ARTE TR — B G R O, B S ARTETE LN “1BR” (text) ,
A RIS P BTSSR R SRR W SO R BRI A vk B T 2 A AR R K
Vo4 ENAMA D244 (1517, 2015; Hyland, 20165 XREEAS 25 20205 Z5FA, 2024) 243k}
TIREAE SEARTE TR A G ST A T 2R  (HUR A A R AR TR B T SRR TR TR
WFFE , B XX ISR RAIIREZ R GE T BB IE, XTI, A SCR N & M, il i 40 #r
[ N AMZ T 30 455K (1994—2023 ) & 3R PIBFSEIR S, FBEHE R B2 T M 22 ARTE TR,
BT E N AR IR, O R B AR R, S ol [ N “E AR TETE 58 10 R SR AR IS

1 HEskiR

ASCHEEL 1994—2023 4 30 4F (8] [ P 12 FhAME2AZ LI F]( CSSCL) VA 7 Fi [ B 8 1)
(SSCL) @ FIZR AT 18 SCHEAT o AT e i h, NGB ST e | SCHRZR I T 3 42055
XL T ELAT B AR RN SE R ) | B4 S W[l P oh 2 RIS TR I IR

WO R A EACETRAN S B 5, 18 CNKI A4 1 09 3 Tl e R R I Re, 70k
TR AN EPE TR 12 PO ), X A T« 22 ARG/ R/ A AR IR/ F R
W AT A OCHIR AR R AR R (A7 FoR B RIUAH TG 2 16
(I IRC) |, TR B[R] 35 0 S 1994 4F 31 2023 4F”  HR, IR 7 ¥, 7E ScienceDirect £045
33 “academic discourse/academic writing/ EAP/research article” £ 38 7 Ff SSCI 11+ i3
TR E s feJe B IR R BT SChR AN 22, N T 50 bR S5 AR SEASHH 1 SCHR S |, 263K
B C 625 F , B45 CSSCI AT 197 J , SSCI T ST 428 1

WK R R RS T8 B SOMREM OCE B RN ik, i fead
AR B BB LS G 45 0, AR SCHE A R 5T BT 50 20 B bR v MATE Ak 22 v Bt Btk B A
200 MRS SC, X HFFEIE L AT R WESE T B RERE 2R AL AR R AR B T AR T I %
ORISR BE PS8 0 i P B e SO g i (5 2, SRR S B 7 ik
WHE SRR RS S T IR R A B, RS EE R SR T Y 425 4
BRI SC, PRESERUE , R 1Y 425 RS SCTHBEPLAIEL T 200 5 B B AR, &k
5, W I — AR 70,92, PRIESR ARG E L SPSS 21 AR T AR ST R 43T

2 KERIR
12 30 ARk TRRE AR B IS ARG TR ST [ A A0 0T P B B AR K I S

@ OMEHESUIE) OMETE) CIANIME) (MBS B 5520 (OMEECE) (MBS IMEECE) (OME ) (OB AL ) O 4
SMNETEEBE ) P ESME ) OMERFFR ) (OMEF T .
@  English for Specific Purposes , Journal of English for Academic Purposes, Journal of Second Language Writing , Linguistics and Education ,System ,

Journal of Pragmatics,Lingua,
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fTb ik ERSEAR T ARIEIERTSE (1994—2023 ) B3 HE ST 5

(K1), EHHNSMELE,

1 K AR RS AE lil%ﬁfl}ﬂﬁﬂ HH Y e R 3 VA i [

BT R AR AR XA . JCIB e A 3R S i Y K U 5 E AT L, [ ISR

A —E 2R

200
180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20

0 1994-1998 1999-2003 2004-2008 2009-2013 2014-2018 2019-2023

—— E 4t
1 EAMOETIREREETHERBERARNER

2RO A SCR TS T2 T ST TR R RIS 0 20 =07 T PR 2R ER T FE PA i O A
P HYEEARTE AT B R R BR

2.1 PR £4

S R VE SCHY N A AT, FRATTARTETE % 1 40 B e SO 58 U R, JF XS
HRBIEHEAT 148, aniE 2 iRl = Bos i 25 30 495k | AMER A B iY==
BT AP HO AR SR Y ST SRRV « i) IEEA BE IR A TR SR TEZR AL PP BT IR
LHIRE AR LY OeUhiR A GEA R MHAD T, A2 TR R, AN SCRE R R S
SERTPUIF T TR K SRR L .

i 1 S

!i!%% X X Eﬁ
ﬁmpii 1%5.“f§%%§%§§

EXEH ET #Mi"_“.,..m, o

. Tee ‘WiExan

=L

i

%

"‘"‘ﬁiﬁ JTiEE-

RV E 15

.ﬁﬁ

;iﬁg

IR <an

B2 EAMEEBRETHERFERRINER

B —A E RN IE R TR A SRR ST ORI IERIE AR S,
SETERRTR T A A RE . WA TR | IZ 9T 2R 28 i 1L T vk o1 A 4G

<43 .
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FEE RS (AR 251 W) B4R A R R R S IR) Ak s (CankiE | F R =) I
TEASFIIIRETE SO o5 (VA R RBE ) S B 455 ) o I 20 40k BEE TR
BHEEE 527 R JE X BT S AW B, & e 3“3t (lexical bundle) |
“ Z ML (multi-word construction) F1* F23RiE” (formulaic language) o X — a3 7E E SMIF
ST A B B AT G A A B BRI AR B X A S — AFR“ we” (Zhao, 2023) XA
“this” (Padula et al. , 2020) F1“if” 5| 51 /M) % ( Larsson, 2017) .

B BBOETEM IR LR, x EE 2 R AW - 5T (James R. Martin)
85(2005) $2& TP B HELR  F2 40 2 AR TE 1 T A A I TR R, 0 ik B B R AR 1
A AR . B AT E N AMIERER T TN PR B IR A S PEIR NS ( comment adjunct) |
% 2418 PEN IR 2518 (evaluative adjective ) A543 3117 ( reporting verb) 45, [RJAE | SZ1EHl
PETR F S AR SR S TR P E 5 R a1 (local grammar ) 58 € B —A4>
HEMFERE (IRbT 55, 2022) , TESREREERLA T RO R SR RN B 41k, R AR RIS AP A
IR TR B (pattern) . SRR, B AMIF ST 0 N 25 S0 =6, i A R 23 i 5
DU SR AR AE VAN B i AR BE” B, A A R 22 B B AR SCF S A D

5 A BBURIBEILE %R B AR BT R AR TR IR A RIE 2L B 4
FOREAE . HET, B AAMESCFTE C 258 RIS 2B 36 AR I8 S0 S0 3C IR 2
A SIE RS RS PR R A, TAESR B ISR IS ) AT Gt I B B LR BT
IR TEZE I 2 WSS FA AR5 ] 4 2H BGER 0 B N ER AR 3 . LR o, [ A G o 32
KRS RS LR o7, B R, T RIS SO B SCIREZE IR | s VB S50 0 1Y
WHEREEFHREAE . MG MR 22 RS SCN EREE AT A, SN 527 AR S BHE
PR, ST SFRHRIERT 22 ARV SC A5 20 LR 43 PN R 4848 By e iy sz el , B B o8 B R 22 R 6
B Ase BHIE A BB E IR T 5% ( Donohue, 2012; Pessoa et al. , 2018)

U FRAEH 1Y, VEE 73 (authorial stance ) 2635 T #ARGEE PEE B AS
JE RPN S 3 AR T 22 ARG 1 O DEA0 o A E 3l M (Hyland |, 2005) , 5 APRE L Hr Y
HENE, SRR, HNIEE LR DB, R P58 A 945 (2010) 1
150 T B RS AR AR DUE R GE S B S bR (stance marker) FfEHT , H AT,
WAH 9 EZH RN S I TE A AR TR B H AN [FVE 5 SC U X, an@lie] | Ah5e 44 18] (shell
noun ) I H FRAIGFRIG S (L E R 55, 2020) . WX E, EAMOVEE LI R AEERNE R
SOz AU F AR S, A A8 SO EA S i i 2 A SR, [RIE, B AMFY
AN XT LA AT , W S5 2R TR BN )5 2 3 Z R e b, il B TS - ZEAd R
(Lisa McGrath) (2016) %Lt 1 A2 A0y 2 220 538 S0 B AR TE 1 EFIIE &0, 8 1 AR

5 A RPN [R] S RS RS SO A7 25 57
<44 .



AP E TR AR T A AREEFIT (1994—2023) F T PE SR

mERy - ES
50
40
30
20

”’Ill I
0 l.-.

BHAE ERGN PR Ed TEE B BERE i
B3 SEEHREDIERRIMIOITIRR ST LHER

M3 0T A B, R e B N AN OB TR T B LA B B 2R S
RO R IR 2E SRt — 2 BN B SRR R RN T 5 1 328U [ AU 3 ) A 23 A AR B 8
B NAZ DI (= 8.9912,p = 0.003;%>= 4.7788,p = 0.029) . #B43 5 F7E T E &M )
R | 358 RN TG TR 5% 35 R T SRR AR AT 5% — BRI ST A, T R P S O T A A AT A
WAER WY B . 5 2Z AR, [ A O 0 ) v < At 32 R 43 A b B8] B o T 1 0 0 )
(x’= 14.1007,p < 0.001) , FZJEHFLE T E NG R K522 RIEEPT 50T 1T HAh—
U6 N BRSO DCH 8, I S b e VR 7 8 N BRI RE AN A8 5% i B AMB Al iy < 3
by = AU AE X B I H, A R AR B SRR
2.2 BFRIEH

LARTE TR G IERE T LS A RS 1R (spoken genres ) FI3 I 75 28 (written
genres) (Hyland, 2009: 27) , i @G A2 RSy SR F AR YRS SC
PERESE TG B LRI R SC A UGS 00 H HE A B AR SC FUM RN g [ 5
FAN ARG AL AL 3G (CMC, computer-mediated communication ) 3 AR (4 & J&
AR ES O LIRSS PR 5 (Yi et al. , 2020) . REWFRFH IR,
TESFARIEEMTE T BR TR A0, BB T A B RIS 5 5 2B AT LR A R X W £
B RHE AR B TP 46 52 BB )& (Hyland, 2006 53)

1AL, P AMER SR T B ARG B o e R e 8 LA R 2ER, Bk,
PIFSE A TE R S T L e v i L SIS TP B R R R i = L R E S R S
SCHEFTA IR IR b a3, BBk 71 57%, B AMIFSE AR DL P38 SCR
VOBSCH | XM ERE )3 5 NS A Bk 25 7 (f* = 74.2710,p < 0.001;
x> = 40.6281,p < 0.001) , F34b, ENSMIFFEH Y« HoAth” 758 L B A 22 TR K (4. 06% vs
20.09%) W EA WEMEZE T (x> = 27.1377,p < 0.001) . XEH N, BT 2 2 FrylaviEr
Hb, EAM S I A ZRORRITER R, A0 AR TR R R I 38 SO AT AEF I A PR A
RE A RIS BRSSO R NE WA, o, ENAR R i DR TE R B AN

P 25 TR T RO BF S, T 7 RSO R B T % 35 PRI , 6 S i
. 45 .
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AT R VDA i SRR M e M DR
R

®1 ERBEERTHEREBEFARFNENLELH

" BB x P
BRES
N % N %
HF] 6 X 141 71.57 148 34.58 74.271 0 0. 000 ***
F AL X 24 12.18 23 5.37 8.993 3 0.003""
AATEH 9 4.57 28 6. 54 0.943 4 0.331
S2PWKF 3 1.52 6 1.40 0.013 9 0. 906
Pk X 8 4.06 109 25.47 40.628 1 0. 000"
EZ2:3) 2 1.02 6 1.40 0.159 6 0. 690
A 2 1.02 13 3.04 2.3550 0.125
W 0 0 9 2.10 4.203 0 0.040°
FHoA, 8 4.06 86 20. 09 27.137 7 0. 000 ***
Bt 197 100 428 100 - -

FEERNERE b, NN S SR i AEAE— DR A TR SRR EN, & 515k
B[R] —AF 5% Hh Al R RIS A p s b e A 76 e A AT, B ARG e (s T B &2 A i b R 22 )
FWRORRERHTR A, U HJR < T8 + FHE” f 22008 30 + PHe S0 X WAIE R,
177 [ AMIF 78 P AT E R B I 2R B T LA AMIE 040, 18 “ 21083 + SWE T
“WULSC + HrERE " v + BIPhe s fr ARRESC + S F2MiE .

2.3 AR

T SRR S SO Y RIS 7 AR 2 AT, FRAT T A BB R B A T B2 R Tk
TEAFIE B2 = KPS B IE AT B EEA T RABR R U, X — S &
A UE T HT ARYFHSCHTSE (Bhatia, 2004; Coffin et al. , 2012) , X = RAF5EE A AETE
R T P 2EARTEE DA P I B A P X = R G TS R SR AN
A S HESR A 55 7 v, B R R g OF SR o AR 3 25 30 4R iR SRR 23
BTA PR B2 SO AT AR DG 93 A SR il , U HUZ AR, 76 s FOAFSE A I i 5 MBS 4544 23
FHSHIFFE (A 34K U A X - 2% , 5l FAR T IR R PR H (B 4) .

2. 3. L iBHRHIE B

AT LGB IR 20 4D 60 4RAR, RZA TR - BFALAESF (M. A. K. Halliday)
(1964) AL & (GBS R E 518 S H#) (The Linguistic Sciences and Language Teaching)
PISENR TR IETE F PRI RS, MRS TR, I, F I8 BRI 20 B G 4n

i3 b B WA 4 7 8 o B 4 B TR 3 ik 4 4 sl D BT SCRAIE S E TR Z M G R, B
. 46 -



Tk TR IR T A ARTE BTG (1994—2023) 1Y 1 3 S5 A 5

LA E S A5 R 3 WS AR B — | JL-F- 4 8B4 rh A2 8L F1 1) )2 T (Jordan, 1997
249) , Hafp R IE 22 R il . 20 A 90 ARG 1B RETE 5 2% 1 MR Jre 245 1 4
FEE Al ok 1 PN EE AR . — 7 T, T AR 0 A AU RT RANK AR AL, IS G Y 1) 2K i
VR B BAR R TRl R sl A 2, WFFE A T TR U AE o0 A v, AR A B T R 20 B SR
AL FRIRHRATTE A} SO v R 1 e I BRI 8 8 U T Sl 0 40 A R AE, B9 0 1%
U BRI R 5 AT e S T IR IR B WFSE J7 15 (mixed methods) o 73— 77 I, iFRHE
T3 15 )k oy AR LA 5 2 A 1328 G T 2 AR TR TR I« L 1 (specificity ) F1E, IR E 15
FRHES e AR BB B AN IC Y SCA B (Hyland,, 2006 10) o 3XFE, i 55 0ROk
T A B RN 2 SRR 2Z [R] I 2R | 27 BHE I (disciplinary discourse) #IF5E H
a g A R G TE . RAOR T, 3 W 7 T AY 28 A A (5 1 B AIE 23 B 72 W Rl L
( phraseology ) FIFIZ0iEH: (pattern grammar) PR 500 (254 TE 25, 2016) , AF 5T &8 W 15
Bk e T B vk 22 Bk i b B ARG 3 2608 X0y 43 A #1018 5 20 B8 ( Cunningham,
2017) .

140

120

100

80

60

40

20
1994-1998 1999-2003 2004-2008 2009-2013 2014-2018 2019-2023
—e—EHME —e—iERLM —e—AIREX
H4 EBRATEREGERR AN ATREROERE

2.3. 2 iR EEM b
TG T 20 tH4D 80 4RAR, I P2 B R A UIBE1E 7 = IR T “ 158" (genre)
SEAB R, A1 (Halliday, 1978 133) HIKEEH T “1BIE45H)” ( generic structure ) A HE
& R X TR M RIS (non-text ) BY KRR Z — . S ARTEIEWFFEWIT 46 M
PRST A TR A M F LR % T 3R R 10 22 UL ) , B AL -5 1 882 A A LA ( Swaalles,
2001) , HAZ O & R 5 RN 4 IR 18 R h A IR S 45 A B¢ BT 4548 (schematic structure )
(Eggins, 2004 58) , FHIRTEISZER /00 LU 9T 0 B I E R 2 w2 P Ay 22 0
TEIRLEH , n2x B0 SC SR FIHGE M2 AR SCSE I 20 4K, iz 20T IR 2 B 5 T Y 42
fb, — 7T, 7 FEIE HE SR 1 5% 3 T AR 9 AN [R]85 28 BRI 2 8] 1Y 3 25 7% ( Wingate et al.

2012) , FEIEZRLE R M rp s ESP WA K BY1E /3BT )7 15 ( Swales, 1990) , AW 4HAL AT 5T
<47 -
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XA, FFUR SRR 2 B N R A8 , N~ ARAE SO AR 2L AR o a5 SR BO A, ITAEok,
WF5E E A1 T BB 2R TP B “ 55487 (move ) BHIE , ANTEF AR SCR Y51 53845, VE&
farPEIR AT B B 55 45 2R (Bruce, 2014) , DL K Gnfn] i 57 6 52 U1 A 53 55 ( Moghaddasi et al.
2017) , HAFGE T P BT 4R e 1) e PR A B 45 B IR A s 0 — il FEF S N4 I
W58 B AT IAEVE S S B b S fin G LR TR B AE N B35 N A0 25 Bl R 3 15 ), 25 2B v )
B3 (intertextuality ) FE &A1 (interdiscursivity ) o 10, 515644 (Hu et al. , 2018) 8
T A =0 SRR P TR AR R TE TR P, 48 2R S s RS B 4
M Z AfETEAR 24
%2 SAFSEREERIMLOBTIR ST

o E R E5h
mEER x p
N % N %
15 3 R AE 76 38.58 203 47.43 4.276 8 0.039"
EREH 33 16.75 68 15. 89 0.074 2 0.785
NP 88 44. 67 157 36. 68 3.6116 0. 057
Bt 197 100 428 100 - -

2.3.3 NPt X aHr

PP AT IR T 20 tHE22 90 ARG, IR 4F R H 4552 BIMFRH 1 6, TEFAREIE T
PP NBR B 3200 K 2R, R 1S SR 0 AT S O Uk B AR LA B %R (£ 0%, 2019,
52) . ZWFSRTE R B ST EARTE T PR B IR, R B E Wl A F AR E TR 5] A
YE# 75 (authorial voice) , PMEIAS R, , DA AT i AR 52 JF5 2 4 57 BK & ( Loghmani et
al., 2020) , HITSEAE RGEDREIE T 2= g MIE S L (Halliday, 1994) , DL ROT
HrEtie 55 (Martin et al. , 2005) . BRI, FA A A9 B i 0By LUE PEBF SR 0 32 T LR R
B PGS FPEAN TR 4328, TR AH C I PR SR B (Recski, 2005; 5K, 2008)
UK, RIAEAE R TR 5 #2m ~ , ABR S U AriE B T ih o — S8 2 )
—J5 T, AR A3t B RIFFE X G2 T b 28 A B BR A IRE T8 8 2 0 AR 22 R & 1
()57 S RPN TDIRE . o5 — 5 T, AR & SCa T I 58 i R K, 328 8 1m) 22 4
TR L Oy i i VR A 9T, R 52 6 5 R 21 57 #4) 2 (identity construction) |37
Y (stance ) TG IE ( metadiscourse ) S¢S0, i 45 A B & Lo M i = ARG B2 ) 3
TR Z — ( Coffin et al. , 2012) ,

2 2 fros, = K5 7E B N AMZ IR B SR A R 25 5 . TER A O
AR, NBRE U BT TS 5 280 (44. 67% ) , FEUROBTE SRR IE B 2R 4548 43 H7 5 T 7E

AN AT BB AE 2 HT BB ST o 280 (47. 43%) IR G A AR CRE 2 4544 4y
. 48 -



Tk TR IR T A ARTE BTG (1994—2023) 1Y 1 3 S5 A 5

Bro #E—20 R R S WoR , BRI P 1B SRR 2 B AH DG 9 I /0 T [ 10 )
(x>= 4.2768,p = 0.039) , 73 AP0 B 55 78 B N AMZ 0 93 T eh 8 43 A B0 W 22
5o AR RS IR SR EAMZ DI T B — 2 B 1« Al A B9, SRR U —
IR 3 I S A A AR OC NS, (AR = RS A BB a3
4N, 2208 F] - PR (Annelie Adel) (2023) £S5G4T, 81T T 248 ARG TR Y TTTE
eS| B TR T

o

3 BIERE

hil

YUt 2= 30 4R E N AMER BEAE B I ARTG TR ITTE I A& R  IZ W58 U i % P A &
JEF R ARG TRORBUR B2 E el U N 5 AT A A — S
B ARG AR KR K JEas 1],

G, A H AR S R R ENS LA, IR SR T RS AR IR IR S S 2 AN ]
PRI, MARGURES 7. W EE s 7w m e Sy RS LA
(tagmemics ) 55 ( Kaplan et al. , 2002; Hyland et al. , 2016) . 125 30 43k | £ 2#RH AR 45,
B 1) 5 S R I SR R | SRR G RS R R R (TR, 2015) , BRI T
A ARTE R RN T Z R A A R2ERH S, DO 2R OLET A 3R i e R g iR ), B
i, AN A AN DX EOTSE, Olan, 5 B Ae4E - A 75 1135 (Prithvi Shrestha) (2017) 7E15 28
iRl G A A SO NS PRI AR TR R B2 PR AL PR Z 18] 1 75 2R E 1T
¥, BWRRE, ENX A A Z 0, e A B — | FR 2R e R R, e
WA

FER SR GBI R, 5838 = RTS8 B8R N A ARG RIS g =k
WO R A A [F] A IR A B S, A SRR o B A R G RE IR & S LA A Z2 4k
757 ( Multi-Dimensional Analysis , fij#X MDA ) ( Biber et al. , 2002) , {52450 HTH RS UI6E
S A ESP WLA MG A0 (Hyon, 1996) , T ABRE M BE AL & R G Ui RE
B PR G ST, WAL R IA RIS S (epistemic modality) JTIATH LI MIBEFE A
(£, 2019; Loghmani et al. , 2020) . [A]—JEH A A [R) R IR A BE 2 [0 A 45 T 22 )5 2%
IR AR | M ETTE R B A T 2 AR TR RIS Y — A B PR L] 5 3ok S AN [ Y IR A B
W, 583 S RHEFEIE AT RIS HESR R o B4R, 3 v HAE 2 ARG TE T P A3 I

R BRI DT 2T IR SE . a5 20 4F i RHE 7 1 © 20 1R 0
AR TE B R RIS (08, 2019; 3) . — H B N2EARIEEDF 5T HE AL IR SR
B, (TG B ANT] L F X BR i L5 Xt 5% A 52 ( Hyland, 2009 29) 555

— 5 W3RN T LA 5 )5 BR T4 7 2 0 B 9 AN 2, ST @ | il 7 A RS 73 i
. 49 .
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A AT RE (Flowerdew, 2005) o WERHER K FH T A ARIEERIIGE ik, #HEFE W 2005
0987 (multimethod approach) & Ji&, %5 nl¥6 SaERHPE THER TE RN A PR L5 22
R, 450 RIS 523 SO RN RS & U5 R SE 280 7 5 (Bowles, 2012) , 4 Hij I N AH G
U 5T 71k S EAR T BARAAAE— € R BRI, SR R B« T BT 2 o 1y
RE A5 KPS I B A 1 . AR I BIFE 1 AR aE — 25 55 S A 5 VR N FH 1) S
B R TS B AR A AT S 2 ot AR ST T IA R R N EE 5%,

E R ETER 2R, RN . Y EER AR T ARG 5T Ok
TR RN BR T AEGE BRI AN, e T B TR R | RSB R R RGBT R A48 1
DR K TR NS Esh o ) 24807 10 &, FEESMFSE S WUR T PR R IR 2
R ARG | ZRESEM ANS SC UL FPHE IR G R A T 2 U I LA A5 s
] P X SRS A A A B B, AR R D PR ] AT 2 1 R R BR P Sl = 1 B i1
R PR N RIS ™ 8, B P R I, B 2 T AR LN IR
AT RN = ZaER, I S EAMF I L,

4 HiE

1994—2023 4F 30 4 [0, i AR # AR E 0T 7T A O TIHE SCR R B I 2 4R
BT HENIGS RAE A R B R R B SEANZ M —E 21, 78
W R R N AMIFSE B S8 LA S A IFE SRR, el i 12 BRI B0 TR R AIE TR 26
ZERRAE VR PR S IR LI RERIE S S 3255 . HUBORT , NI E Y A AN,
H B A SOMSC Y 0 TE PSS iR L, R N AMOTSE 38 K T i A TR TR R, BT ARk
R ESTERBEN, FE NIRRT R UL LA — I TE SCE R ROk I
H AER ST L B NAMIFTEA = R 5E T 2 TR e ik oA B A5 A 2 M M B i X
oM. S ESMIFFEALE , [ AATSE LB T A PR SO A, TR UL 20 A AR DS S AR R A
B o ASKRBTFEH RO A0 7830 U 57 5 BT A IR AL, i ad 2 48 J3E 2R
B R [ A S ARG TE I T R ST E AT B E

SE Lk

Adel, A. 2023. Adopting a “Move” Rather than a “ Marker” Approach to Metadiscourse: A Taxonomy for Spoken Student
Presentations [ J/OL]. English for Specific Purposes (69) : 4-18. [2024-03-15]. https://www. sciencedirect. com/science/
article/pii/S08894906220004007 via%3Dihub.
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A Survey of Textual Approaches to Academic Discourse ( 1994—2023)
HE Zhongqing

Abstract; Textual approaches represent a central perspective in academic discourse research. However, there is still a lack
of systematic and adequate reviews of such research. Adopting the content analysis method, this paper selects a total of 625
research articles published in 19 core domestic and international journals from 1994 to 2023 as its dataset. The paper then explores
textual approaches to academic discourse to examine the domestic and international developments and prospects. The results
indicate that, over the past three decades, the number of core journal articles in this field has shown a steady annual increase.
However, domestic research lags behind international counterparts in both total publication volume and growth rate. Both domestic
and international studies focus on four major themes : register features, appraisal resources, genre structures, and authorial stance.
Yet, domestic research exhibits limited thematic diversity and an overemphasis on interpersonal meaning analysis. Regarding
research corpora, domestic studies rely too heavily on journal articles. In terms of research paradigms, domestic studies emphasize
interpersonal meaning analysis while demonstrating weaknesses in register feature analysis. To advance domestic academic
discourse research, future efforts should focus on three areas: broadening research perspectives, enriching research paradigms,
and deepening research content.

Key words: academic discourse; textual approach; development; prospect; content analysis method
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