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Abstract

Based on two self-built corpora, this paper is designed to examine the cross-cultural variations on
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the use of stance markers in research article (RA) abstracts by Chinese and native writers under
the analytical framework proposed by Hyland (2005). It was found that the overall frequency of
stance markers in abstracts between Chinese and native writers is nearly equivalent. In addition
to self-mention, Chinese writers use more hedges, boosters and attitude markers than native
writers. Deeper move analysis shows that Chinese writers tend to project themselves in the rhe-
torical moves of background and conclusion and they avoid employing self-mention. In contrast,
their native counterparts are more likely to construct an authorial stance in rhetorical moves of
background and method so as to highlight their academic contributions. The results presented in
this study could help Chinese writers’ construction of English RA abstracts in line with interna-
tional norms.
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1. 53|

ARV R TEAE G0 S N NN O 5 S SE I e, B S 3 SR L RS FE A A\ [1] 20 tH
GRDIK, —LeiBih o b 22 R A TR S — e FE AR I T VR S i), S ARE T o 1 3S BERTVE A (1
T 5 R B AR U 3 4 3 AR WL M TE R [2] B IR SRR T 55 22 A8 SL I B 70 % i 5 H AH A,
W RER Z AT .

YE# I 3% (authorial stance) & RAEMEE LS BBk RMEEF B, HAET LI LR L brid
(stance markers). 4% ZLAE X 2= ARG SO R B SR, SRR LSO “4is” , i B2 AR SO AT AR AE [
PR R sE i DUk 1, (EETEME D FESHEE S0, WESAN A, UEE THRRE,
Jiid BRAN A ROBUBE . AL T ARRIEME R, PEEE BT s ER, DURAE S RETIRER,
TENLIHRIB T G AR GAEAEF A — 200 . ki o B 5 [ bR 9008 REE VR 7R B — R
SEI R 2 SRR E R AR AR SRR, Rm AU 0 i8R BN E L

P 23 K 2 SR R B AR S 3 B LI R AE, DL A TE AR 2 AR LUAF TR I 22 5%
W4RH5(2005) [3]LAE BRE K IGEAAR SIERMEAbRHE, STHE 8 T 352 ) F AW = AN B35
KEAE . DI E R W R B R RIA T Y, MR A, IE D JZ IR ZE 1 0 A
AV FHARRESE R D BTk, N TURENX B2 A, AN ST A, 3248 o0 1) 3 2 ST
Wk, DM E R B S E PR T AR R 2

2. XahsFd
2.1. EREBEDEE LA EETHR

Biber 1 Finegan (1989) [4]&HH, 1E# LI /e B EE B U1l A ar A E B SRS E X RiE
5T, FARIER T, BB IAhRicia, Qs PR E AR A IR e B RIE Y, SEOLR UL DA 51t
FHAZH I NBRIIRE[S] o Bl AN T2 ARG AE A LIz @ERAAE 0] EEBE 0 R, 2R A DL =N J7 1
PSR T A SR N L0 LU T s 522 S T LU IT: W SO [FE 2 SEIA A R AR
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SALANTE 5 RSN AR R LIRS I R, A R B B AR TRIEE & A S br
LR E9ZE 5, Hu & Cao (2011) [615%F bl A B HFIDCE A9 SCHs 22 A K IR BRI I SCHi 22, B 5
I B S FIAR EE [T PS03 0 S 2 o RO R A B R D, [ — A 195 R LA 4 2 v o 34 PR T O 2
B AR RSSO L . BRDOE(2021) [710F EE I P AU S SCH o S b A AR AE, R I
IR ST 1 2 S8 BRI B2 T [ BRITFIE SO 2. w2+ RS 5 &, Hyland (2008) [8]7£
IO T A T oe s EA U AR E R, KB ORI R IE L P AR R ARG )2 AR
B FLAE BB B RO s RO B L AR E B A SR 2 (S IRE 16 . SRR TS
ANE ISR L3l RUMATE B R B SHEIZ AR AL . R SRS, %80
AR AZ B B 57 S AR SO [FIB8 23 ST i 5 A A 2 LW 52 22 57  Salager Meyer (1994) [9]4& 1
B 233 p i SOAS AL 8 20 IO SZ B D e — 8 R L L 520 N7 37 b e 18 A IR ARl ik . AR 56(2011)
(101t — 2045 i, WIFIE B AU R TR 45 RS R 8 0 P Fn Y S 3 B U], i S b il AR 22 R S
i I A FH AR BERR I, HARTC PR —

ST HATEE LW S EUR, R EANERER LRI L R I TR S, B5iE S
PSR T, BEeER, ANFEREL DL B SRARIRIE DhREW FC I BUS — E R . T T {E 2 S 3 T
FURA R, EEREIGEE ) E SARRIEEE LI RIE MR T, AT IRANE H A O 22
BATIED Ry, RGHE T EEE SARREEE BT AR SO LI 257 LR .

2.2. HEIBS XML R

MERGIREFRZ IR EZ TR, UL 215 E R B 2 SOl R R [11]. %
(abstract) & 18 SC A A e FEMESE , R B A o2 — FPIRSZ R, DR A B A1 S R TR R H
FECEE| PR

Hh A7 4 L R B — BUR R T R LGS MR AN 5 R AR A T, W0 KM (2004) [12]38 1 %)
EEDEE A A TS 5 40 ERTE R EE T, 480 1SRN 5 AL IR S (040 2 S L S S AN [ SCAE
Mo #RARTE(2012) [13TIERLAT FTAS [F) AR UL SO 2 A AR BRI AR 78 1 A RHRE 0 2D BRI 2
ARG SRR LR T AR f B9 25 R i S AR IR 4t 7 BRSO RE . B [ X BT A 1)
HEBN BT AR R TE SR A R AR B BRI P 3R T A ARG g () — TS 28 4, HH 22
R 5 TEBRMARRT 6. X —WKa) T, —L2F RN 2 I EAEE ARG S
AL S 22 5 AT SO U AT, b [ 2 S 0 S SO EE SR B R 14 2 o W97 (2015) [14] A L2241
TS SIS B A5 b DA =38R ORI TS G, 6T Ao i BEAR RE R 2 95l (1 J 1 2 2
W, RAIPIEX T, RGH S EEE AR B iR D B RIR Bk J AR R T RE R
T[] o AR T 4547 (2019) [15]75 %2 [ PN S [A) — 18 SCe DU B2 AR SO IR S8 T 15 70 ARS8 28 o
SESFRCIE X RSO PSR FURE S AF L 53 e 5B R DI REZ AN <R - ThRE” XL, fHik
KHIFHAZ W, RGO L H7 8 E b 2 NE D TP S e 1R f A T RRIE S 2 e S D 2 b

3. Histigit
3.1 SRR

AWFUE % Hyland (2005) [514& H 52 ARG 1E B BIHESE KL hrid 1 2, FAE# SLIpiE & Se oy
AR B 1) 75 (hedges), i 35 PR 72 15 (boosters), £ £ Fr1c1E (attitude markers), H IR IBFR1E (self-mention) LA
TUUASFIERE: 1) BORIBREIE: RIAEEX il “mRet:” 8950y, DARR A 1 25 (A 3 VTR o B
i fibRic, W may, possible, suggest %5; 2) GRIAPREE: SHOMISRHIEAXT, FRIK A X 2 1
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SEME, 0 must, definitely, show 2%, 3) ZEFRICIE: RUEE NS RES TB, W0 interesting,
unfortunately 55; 4) HIRIEIE: RIEMEE G0 LR, 01, we &,

3.2. XAWERSEREEIL

ARSI NRGERLEE 73 5 N JETE ARG VR 2 R 205 R PR (EAN) A B A8 AR 2 Ri8 C
2B BHE(EACY) o BT R JE Hl e AN WL AR AH 45 & 07 20, e B 9 A0 R 2 B8 T The New
England Journal of Medicine fll (##EEE2%44E) (Chinese Medical Journal)ff 2016~2021 F k& F )2~ AR 8
3300 FH, EAI TEELE RN 91,987 F4F, EACI HEELE &N 89,046 747 .

LTI bRidiB R 515 R AR DIREAF £ —ERER B - Thae” KR, AHFFRMNELIX—
B2 SN RN v AT 40 24 2 S A7 A RRAGE . DA Bhatia (1993) [16]47 H 47 22 DU 1 P AR A
MRKE WG 48 45 5 (Background) . % (Method). 45 58 (Results). 4512 (Conclusion) Xl 4r D947 2, Kl 43
TG 1 Fros. BEFCRIL, DL PRI E ZE R R BRI T et E—, XWEIATIHET
P bR A GO A AR AT, HRAA & B . B, B CdiEE 2016~2021
A R R AR S, BT RIS S HEAR . =, EF870m, WEPTIRR R CHET
PR 545380 S50, FEVE D G5 R T T, PSS T R 2 I 5 60 S 5 4 S 43 3 2 4% BMRC DU E AR R I,
AHIE T INIR 2 0 A J2 T 25 55037 M R AE SR AT R

Table 1. Profile of sub-corpora in EACJ and EAIJ
= 1. EAC) & EAI) FEEXISER

Corpus Sub-corpus Type Token No. of Text/Move
EACJ-BMove 3501 17,954 300
EACJ-MMove 4245 34,630 300
EACJ
EACJ-RMove 4124 25,332 300
EACJ-CMove 2853 11,130 300
EAIJ_BMove 2594 12,933 300
EAlJ-MMove 3378 27,039 300
EAIJ
EAIJ-RMove 3056 40,330 300
EAIJ-CMove 2229 11,685 300

3.3. HIESTSS5T

AHFFLLA Hyland (2005) [5]H0SLZbRin a3 A, {3 F AntConc 3.5.7 95 A Ko 2 Th AE K1 DU K5
H IR R, RIS UK RE A, SRR A IR Z AT, Gt AN AT
R, IR B GHS SCAR A TAR G &7 3, BRI b A 0 D A 4 e S A 3 AR T
BT R, TN BN T 5 A5 R A LA A S B 2 8 25 38 B T o

5, BTSSR EE B IR, AT BT SO AU X0 we (exclusive),
A Z B T T . B TR A BN, DRIt LA 3 371 A B 7 AT ST (R v A 5 3«
4, BR51118
41, BESEH

A FE A M TSS9 B8 43t B DU LT AT HEAT T 386, FLM AR S A i B I 2 s
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Table 2. Distribution of authors’ stance markers in EACJ and EAIJ
F< 2. EACJ & EAI BRI EEE B MLIAFRIE 5 R0

Raw Frequency Normalized Frequency

Category Chi-square P
EACJ EALJ EACJ EALJ
Hedges 474 432 53.2 47.0 3.444 0.063
Boosters 309 275 34.7 29.9 3.101 0.078
Attitude markers 115 73 12.9 7.9 10.877 0.000*
Self-mentions 274 490 30.8 53.3 —53.961 0.000*
Total 1172 1270 132 138 1.364 0.242

E: RN BEEANT 0.05, FHE.

& 2 Al%&n, EACI F1 EAL tERHED, EFHZMH 7KW ELIbrid, SR HME S 5N
132.0/10,000 1] 1 138.0/10,000 s, #FHIZFARER AR TSI, I I 255 i A X A0 ) Ui 56 o7 d
WU By« TR ANIATIAE 76 1 3 ABFRIE (Chi-square = —53.961, P = 0.000) A1 45 FZ #7ic & (Chi-square = 10.877,
P =0.000)ffH FEAREZES . sHoMNYITIRE A A& EARCIE 1 AR B PR AK, X — A RIE T
Hyland & Jiang (2016) [17]fF 78 & I - 25 BEARICIEAE S ARE R AT 20 R &%, iR oA R 2
B BRI FRIE AN, S bR e B A3 T 0% SO A e 0045 B 2 22 T [ s 9 ) 9 S 2 - Matinez (2005) [18]
fath, WEREFARRCHEEAAEE S, KEBEENEZE AR BIRIBFRIE L IAE A 1E#H i s
R —2rgbaid, ERRT DR, DR R, Wi B REFER REE S0, Ll
g7 17 AR TR, WA “ LR TER.

Hh [/ o T 2l A R b, RUBOR PR B A SR 4 PR 1E R IA N A 1 A N\ 1 BORTNS 18 1r
MG, S —amas, AU MED R — DI L I brid 15 5 RIA SR, R+
SMITISE I = S R R A .

4.2. MIFFRICHIESE S 516 K (E A4 E

4% Hyland & Tse (2005) [19], 42 B AR EFEM:, H o —18 0 SRR 2 175 iR 22 br H 1.
AR A T I B 2 24 3 18 SC U35 5 45 g%k 5. Bhatia (1993) [16]11) “ 431 7 H 1 (Introducing purpose)
B . “H5IRWE 9T 7% (Describing methodology) ™ “AEFE A 7 45 B (Summarizing results)” . “15 H 4
& (Presenting conclusion)” PUiE A, £E IR, X bt AN IS SCT0E i B () S R A B E B
R, JEIE P EAE S S ARBAE R E R, T2 2 7 B R A

421 “MRER" BLUGEE

“WIRIS S BB ER RN R, BRI AR AR AL, LRI E . §F9 R,
PIAN T E H LI bRid o B o i 28.8% 11 30.2%. i 4 Si it EACI A1 EAL) ' BMoves 1 IU2K 737
PRCHIFRHEAIR . B S e BB R RS R B FED 7 Lo, Wik 3.

Table 3. Distribution of stance markers in Background Moves
3 "MIRER" ELIHRIEDWIBERL

BMoves EACJ (%) EAILJ (%) Chi-square P
Hedges 84.7 (45.0) 169.3 (57.0) ~44.080 0.000*
Boosters 35.1 (18.6) 51.8 (17.4) -4.916 0.206
Attitude markers 21.7 (11.5) 30.9 (10.4) -2.456 0.117
Self-mention 46.8 (24.9) 44.8 (15.1) 0.061 0.803
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Nz 3 ps, HEVEE ARBIEMEE AL “BHRE 57 8PS R E AT I BORIBR 5, 5 E ik 45.0%
F157.0%. AR T A 2 {5 FH ASTA PR 1) 7 (Chi-square = —44.080, P = 0.000) 14515 & 3 & T [ E# o

MG I, 75 EAN FEH, “WF LTS 578 A0 A B e (1 3 AMTRIIBR #1137 23 71 4 uncertain, unclear,
may; [FIFER, 7£ EACY e, {88 F A I m O AORI B EE 20 1) & may, unclear, could. H1E{EZEFIA
WAEAE FAESL S SIS I ) B — 3, R —BEIM R RN R EE L BRI 5 P A ER
Dhee: &40 3 i BTt 78 4k O SCER, 1 — 0 10 1 ORI R 1 5415 L SR 58 0 T AR g ke 1) 1)
el 1. 3, B DAE B T B A 1) 05 A5\ T UG, o 2 A 4 B

%1 1 However, the brain regional homogeneity (ReHo) alterations specific to AVHs of schizophrenia re-
main unclear (EACJ-BMove).

%1 2 Preterm birth is a common cause of death in newborns and may result from many determinants, but
evidence for the socioeconomic and environmental determinants of preterm birth in Tibetan women of child-
bearing age is limited (EACJ-BMove).

%1 3 The benefits of early continuous neuromuscular blockade in patients with acute respiratory distress
syndrome (ARDS) who are receiving mechanical ventilation remain unclear (EAlJ-BMove).

%1 4 However, first-line ablation may be more effective in maintaining sinus rhythm (EAIJ-BMove).

422, “BARFE" ELIAIHME
EVE D BAE RN 705 AR R 5. WER AR, AT EF SLIZhRc b L 3o 12.3%A1
38.3%., # 4 WoRPMNBERER “WFF IR R L3 SRR B9 A A .

Table 4. Distribution of stance markers in Method Moves
4 “WRFE BSMAHRESHIER

MMoves EACJ (%) EAILJ (%) Chi-square P
Hedges 2.3(5.6) 29.2 (16.2) -86.079 0.000*
Boosters 7.8 (18.7) 12.2 (6.8) -3.001 0.083
Attitude markers 0 (0.0) 22(1.2) -9.894 0.001*
Self-mention 31.5 (75.7) 136.5 (75.8) —221.015 0.000*

%A RoR, HEMSMER BRERIER S, SASERCERD, REMTIERETEE L DS
JEVPI, KZ NP <GSR XMHR, X —REE “6 7 SR N e 2 .

H Pk HE FR 15 (self-mention) & 1 & #4253 1) B ZLE 15 0% . Ivanic (1998) [20]1% W], HIKIEMIERIE
PEE XL RS BE . S X R LK A CAE R AT . AHIE 7248 FH B 2 1 BRI FRIE 2 we, R
HHITIE R I8 7 RIAEE AN ALY, W RAEFRAIR I TTRR, DLSTIL “BF OB IR T
FEFHERR” X —iE R B SIAUEE % .

BIRAMATIE R I EE B SLI bR G o0 A R LR &S, BARRREMEH EiBRER. PEE
A BRI FRIE (4 B KT A 5 1 # (Chi-square = —221.015, P = 0.000), %45 $ 5 Hyland (2002)
[21] IR TE R I — 5 X — R3E % R W R EAEEEINEE D L@ R, IR, “Bas” s
HIRACLERE T I DTk
423. “MIR&GR” {BLIUIHHE

ERAE DR ZICAT R M. WHAURIL, AT EE TSI bR B AR R 27.9% A1 16.9%. £ 5
78 EACT AT EAN) /MERHEE T “HIF ST 45 57 1881 B S0 Bl a] 1) 2 A L
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Table 5. Distribution of stance markers in Results Moves
%5 "WMRGER” ELSAHRIESHIER

RMoves EACJ (%) EAILJ (%) Chi-square P
Hedges 33.9 (26.3) 14.1 (26.5) 27.070 0.000*
Boosters 71.5 (55.4) 27.5 (51.6) 65.143 0.000*
Attitude markers 6.3 (4.9) 2.7(5.1) 4.703 0.030
Self-mention 17.4 (13.4) 8.9 (16.8) 8.808 0.002*

VUSESTIFRAE “BFFCEE R B2 th Ao A i EAR L, A BRSSP ETE > ORI )
W >HIIRIIE > SERICE. NEPREBRENE, /EE R EEILREE . BT, 8 AR R
VB AN R 5 R 8 X — SN RN B 5737 B IR A 52 AT ST 45 R 2 M A e . DASE RSB . 27 Uk
F AR IS BAEE AL TTER, Oy H BIE 1 O3 P 1 1 A T

“HEFREE R WES R LgbR AR B E R PEEE KEMEH IR E, HoA O R E
(Chi-square = 27.070, P = 0.000)F158&1fi] fit 5 i (Chi-square = 65.143, P = 0.000)[f){d i 4 & 2 1o T A i 1
&, R EAEE R EARBE P RIEN A BN ASE, MBELEFIER. BRI, TAMEELE
PEYRIA (R0 B B AR, 3 B8 A show, suggest, indicate, find i\ K1501A Rk 6 18 W RIASTRS
ECEHEREEE, HRRA AR, Wl 5. B 6 B,

%11 5 We also found that occupation could affect post-bronchodilator FEV1/FVC through body mass index
(EACJ-RMove).

%1 6 Functional analysis showed that an implicated variant in WNT4 alters the binding of the estrogen re-
ceptor (EAIJ-RMove).

1 7 The results suggested that XIAP may act as a vital cell signal regulator that regulates the expression of
DNA repair-related proteins, such as H2AX, and influences the DNA repair process (EACJ-RMove).

EAEER R, RMEUEARREES, PEEHDZEZ RS R e ERIE drd s, X WE 7
Hyland & Milton (1997) [22]FURF LRI, B2 >0 3 LU AR IEAE & 2 F e s e i, Eielihid FE A,
ANBER N R S R B A E 2 5 BAh, T EEEAE “WTIE R B R R IR B VR
MRS, Wl 7, X —IREAREEE DI,

4.2.4. “BRRGL” AFWE

SERTE D Ry ORI — MBS, BEMIE AN, BERE . Gt kI, EACI M
EAI 1,  “TFFLE5E” T HESLIAARIC & H 4 5 31.0%F1 14.5%. # 5 & EACI Fl EAL FANE L EE
“ERFLLEW” VBT B0 8% VE ISR (40 A FLEE

Table 6. Distribution of stance markers in Conclusion Moves
< 6. “RGIL” BELSUIHRESTHIER

CMoves EACJ (%) EAILJ (%) Chi-square P
Hedges 204.9 (62.8) 65.9 (41.8) 85.685 0.000*
Boosters 34.1(10.5) 54.8 (34.8) ~5.496 0.019
Attitude markers 53.9 (16.5) 13.7 (8.7) 29.317 0.000*
Self-mention 33.2(10.2) 23.1(14.7) 2.093 0.147
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W 6 Wow, B RESIR 7 1D, o EAEE FUA TGS 1 5 35 K B A ORI )15, o5 B30l 62.8%
1 41.8%. [ F 2 48 FHASOR PR 1)1 (Chi-square = 85.685, P = 0.000) A1 45 #xic i (Chi-square = 29.317, P =
0.000) 1A% 2. 35 1y T A RIEAE .

EEE T RI, AR AR A 1015 K2 H suggest, could, should, may ZE#ifi t H i 7t
MEZ R, ) 8. 51 9. 5] 10, LASRIMBE—DERFA L ENE, HERURCR . SR, ABRTE AR
) LRI S A5 R, BB SO AL “ VRO AN 7, B ORBI FCERA A W] AE BE A 11, 4] 12,

151 8 Our results suggest that increased ReHo in the left precuneus may be a pathological feature exclusive
to schizophrenic AVHs (EACJ-CMove).

11 9 Traumatic EPF features are characterized, which may help the differentiation of traumatic and osteo-
porotic EPFs (EACJ-CMove).

] 10 These findings indicated that MNPs loaded with wogonin could provide a promising way for better
leukemia treatment (EACJ-CMove).

1] 11 Patients in the budesonide-formoterol group had approximately one quarter of the inhaled glucocor-
ticoid exposure of those in the budesonide maintenance group (EAIJ-CMove).

%1 12 Our data show that remdesivir was superior to placebo in shortening the time to recovery in adults
who were hospitalized with Covid-19 and had evidence of lower respiratory tract infection (EAIJ-CMove).

5. &

AW T EHRIERE, 0 7 AN TR e 2 p SO M R A ZE SR . B TEREL: PR
B A TRIEA R B AL IDPRIC SR AR EIE B8 2R, ERA BT A6 AEs 1520 A 22 72 B
Fo HEEF BN TAES SR MRS RIELY, Bk, 2822 FA ARSI L R
BE T TR BN RIS L, T B AR ARt ARG (R 2AE T RAINEED UL B8 7K
BRIy, MEAAR TR X2 R R ANV E S AR LI AR 5, B B SRS PR
BESAN o ASHIE T AR 20 2 T 42308 P AN ST 2 AR 8 S RSl , A7 BT b [ 22 B 3R T L3
BN, RASIIEEIR, DUYDO A T8 S 75 & PR v (S SO R A 4

E&WE

AR IC R A A AR RO R I E R T RLEE [ A T SO AR E L A7
(CX20221036) WiFd A 2L E TR E “FE T 15 RHE [ Hh Ah 27 AR R D8 SO BT Ak 22 4E 5 22 R ] LU AT
Fi.” (20C1583) 5 18] g 44 A1 B G AME RIS 01 H “ vh SME S 300 OB AR I 2 4E XS LU 72 7 (LBWLH33)
B B AT 9T R
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