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Abstract

Derived from Systemic Functional Linguistics, Appraisal Theory (AT) is proposed in the year of
2000 by James Martin, for analyzing the interpersonal function of language at lexico-grammatical
level. It has been questioned, improved and gradually acknowledged by the linguists in these
years. This article would review the researches on AT from SSCI journals in last decade so as to
explore the status and trend of it, in the aim of providing possible reference for the following ana-
lyses.
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1. 51§

ERINRGETIREE S 5NN, 1EF A= Kouthie: BEThae. ANbrDhfe faEim ThaE(1]. EX—f%
GURESE R, 6 N BRs SCHR 78 255 IR T/ A) 2 1 )1 S 518 SURHIE (Halliday, 1994) [2]. Martin (2000) [3]
R “PPN NS FE KR TG RFDIREE 5 ABRE BT, ORIEE AT 118 5
1750, AT AVPANE 5 A Re A W s RIUFISE3g DA R B IS . “VEM R ” B8 T — R4
RGMINIET R, OFESERG. MNARESWEZRG[4]. BERGLZILBHNZL, ERIEIER
HANEIERIME S L, ARG TRIX — BN RIE, 11142 R G NFES BN NIFREE[S]. FHRHE(2001)
(I RGBT “THNER” ZHELL IE/E, ¥iZEIe I NEWN, HIIFE TENSES “SEMEL” 1)
Wit S5RH. H, TREE & 532014) [7], XI2%E(2014) [8IFIXIA & TEUE(2017) [9]#HSKTAS [F
HIRPE B B FORBU AT T BIBIZRIR, (HX Lem 70 i 3 #AAN R D%y B A BRI SO, Tt Bl B b
ZH TSNS M AR B R IR SRS B ML 14E(2009~2018)  SSCI HATII ST 22 i AH A 72 (1) R
FIEMNT, T RE R AR FAEZSE - 0 ORI i AR BAR .

2. ARt
2.1. fABR

AT B AR L 4(2009~2018) SSCI HIFIA LM “PP BRI ” MRITARATIRR . 22K, 4t
R, WERES . FEFeiEm . Y RGOQIERE A W T IR AR T 555 AR AT R 1% B R 1Y)
RIEIUR, CUIIHESD “ PR BE “ Mt —D k.

2.2. IEREK

YE# T Web of Science ZZARZR 51 ##E I SSCI ¥, UL “appraisal” NRERNEA, L “F-” N
KRN RAEAR . i ER SRR S8 7 AT R . B H] VPN NS SRR R 2N ekt
7R CNLCERY FK, RAERTEHE, RO R S BT IR D) K RS WE T 2018
HEZ 2009 FE]; 2) “HFFLAR” HHL “Social Sciences” & “ Arts Humanities” ; 3) HIB& “Web of Science
Core Collection” UAAMNIAEMEZZEIRFVEIEE; 4) “CHEI” [RET “Article” , TEXTHTUREER) SCHk
ATV R G, BRI AH IR 94 4% o
2.3. FEFE

RPEER(2014) [8TANFRIRSEHT TR N HIZEWF Fo P R AEFEXT “ VAN LR [ AT FE DR L [, e
AR BRI SR ST N BB PR . SCHRZEA . SE B 1E . A PR RO BIBT AT 22 M IR 7SN 2K, K
K AWRE. JEREHEE . RS WE S PrSEE. DU RS, BRILR LA 2 Sbr i -G
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NS XS & BEEHQR017) [9INHEIRH T, SCHRZEIA AN B 78 =k B S id B i 7¢, b B
For MR T =AF RGBT IUR, R OB DUEY . S8BT 5T AN
ITHEE, TEREG AN EH IS G, EEEE N RERIIME X NE RS REAbRL, &
SOK% LR bR A TLANGERE ST “ PPN ERE T (I E BRI BTG 0 HT AT R

1) SAEEH TRy, BEKD B UURRE, KRBT RAET S0, IWTE S R «oF
BRI (R TR A B 1 s 1 P1) OvE J

2) WHFCIE: RIS (2007) (1010 GESHATTEFR) —Bhxi ARSI 52E, &
TR H o NS N BT . TEXHE AR TE AT 0 285, AR 53 B DA R B S0 R0 S
FOFATHEARTT, A0 A R R AR

3) W RGO A X 4ERE R RO T AR R H BRI N REMEE T RS R
FHRVE, B ASOR G F AR TR LA KRG R H ST RGN EE AL B THRZ RGN T IR

4) W7 ASOREE GESHIAIES®R) (8508, 2007) (1015 (IARES EHRE) (58
aliyh, 2018) [11]P A% 2 FO0HAF 78 72 B A AN RN 3 43 JE R VR 05 SR PR 7, e Hp SORE SR
WALt — 25 e SR T2 AR E M N 2 TR 9T

5) WFFEAT G EHFHERVEN R H TIRIHAVC RS B bR B B, HOGE R L& 2K 28
TR NER N E[12], HWARYE ST BIRE R AR, B NEEEER . RERER . BUATER.
SFHOCEAER . FARER . EEER A IHAIER.

24. ARFZE

ASCR IR YEGE T AHE BT PR SE TH 45 S 75, SR BEARAE S AR B R I GE v a5 R AT R
Y, fEBhgEit I S AR EOW R M, P AT R . LR, SE A TS s SARSGSTER, B R Ik
4 SSCIIIHIPFAN B T FTsh A 3X— R T [l REREAT HEWTE 73 B 1 B

3. BEGIT o
3.1. R{Fias

K1 RIR T HE 2009 42 2018 A UMM ELIS” MIMEERERE, BARINE 2REMN ETHES, B
FBHEMRE BB —FEHEKE 2 5. 752013 207, MRS RS, FIREEAT 6, &
2005 4 Martin & White Xf “JFAT BRI A1 RS0 HRE[ 13]G AR TR FHAH ., RIOHEI SR . %
HUSHEAAE 2013 FHISRIEK G, EARIED ISR, FAERRMEFEED 12, AiXx—
PR RN LE N, EHE P ER” CLBWNEFREARFFTRZ, DN, MM TH Sk
TR R AN O T L

14 16
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Fh

Figure 1. Publication quantity of studies in appraisal theory on SSCI journals
1. “VFNIRIL” SSCIEffZRHEETLE
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AR, B

MR VPN ELS " BT FURIIIRIRE . 94 AR SR T 56 R AR, LG 5 2RI v (L
1) HARERRN1RKA 35 MIAT], HEE 62%: KEREN 2 RIATIA 10 F, AL 18%. Hik 2
S T RREHAETH(E I+ OO RIIHITER, S 20%, Hr kR 3 WETIA 8 f, K& 6.
5. 4 REIATIS —Fr. HILEH, KR TEMEIR” BFFIR SSCL IATIEE T, AT W% F AR XS

“PENERR” B Z ORI, (EXNHZENE KR BB ARG AR, B M oA oA E bRy
TR IR IRIR o
Table 1. List of Top 11 journals of publishing appraisal theory studies
=1L YHNIER” IRARER+—HITBR

R JE T — AT A FR

N
A
fen

TEXT & TALK
DISCOURSE & SOCIETY
FUNCTIONS OF LANGUAGE
PERSPECTIVES
LANGUAGE MATTERS
SOUTHERN AFRICAN LINGUISTICS AND APPLIED LANGUAGE STUDIES
DISCOURSE CONTEXT & MEDIA
LINGUISTICS AND EDUCATION
DISCOURSE STUDIES
ENTREPALAVRAS
REVISTA SIGNOS

W W W W W W W W A~ v O

3.2. W3R

MIT A “IP B 7 SSCI AT & I st Bk B (LK 2), MAHBEE0FE, mEIRRIE
WO TE 94 R CFE T, AUH 7RI IRN REM S, EIX 5, FRE KT PR it
ALRES AR IE VP 2R 585 K00 583 APPAN B 5 AR B (e A e 8. B, 1P RE S
77 1Hl, Bednarek (2009a, 2009b) [ 14155 il 83 %F ELAN RIS 5 200 70 A (R PO 4 FE R0 Bh LS RLEE, 42
HTETE T RG B LI 2 2 T S R, JEESEE RGN “ S B (Covert Affect)” 1X—IK
2. Martin(2017) [15/7ERFFLH RIRIFSE,  “PEMEIR” AR MfEGE L LR “B®w” , RFEIhHe
EEYA RS P RS” FIEL1S (informing theory). “PFAN B ” AU H AEE KRG THEEE 5 %1
18 F B (description) [16]. [FIEF AR [EI BT 745 R R0 AP AAAE I Inl L, Fi o oE L 43 2R 1) ) SRt 7 BB
IOV SC A i B R 1) 701D S B2 A S S BE BRI 3 #1552 . 10 Perales-Escudero & Lopez (2016) A5 %
BHAFL A LER T VPR o SRR R CEIRBET =AM, R TESER ="M
AR W T G SO SRR I BT R

93%

mERHAR = AR

Figure 2. Research types distribution
E 2. ARMRS
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bjid

o

SR

SN BT, H 87 F LEMAFVIANSANT, EH TP ER” §FFAHK R . AR HERE 5y
Mr, FEIX W50 A AR I DY B SRR “ PR BRI+ pOA R, S ARSI A AR A, SRR
TR E S AT, AFEALSR R (L & Xu, 2018; Khosravi & Babaii, 2017; Santamaria, 2013). &% 73 HTHESL
(Loi, Lim, & Wharton, 2016; Kozar, 2015; Moyano, 2014)f1Z #2552 BRI 18 (Menezes, 2010)55 . M I 3= 8
ArHT, RLHZEBEIC R EEEARE T T INGER E SR JE S50 F SRR ia s (RISLAE, 2001 73). BR
TIEF B S R S SCAR N SR AT RS, “ PR RIS B SR [ o Ad SR AE H, 5%
EVEN AL S EThRE, HENBORIZERAZ BN, W ARTFEE . B #HE. IHEIE S 2. R
W, EEY, . TEEHES, ARAEHFEESERIESE SO RN, FARLESGEEER
PRSI T AR B IE TR AE . B PRIE SRR AN AT B I N B Uy
B “TPPTEE” 78 B ARME S ACEE A f N A &5 32 8.

33. ARG XRERR

EHTEST 94 R SCE P YT RGAEV T RBEBUK G, 56 ARG S T RGUERUINZRAH %
AR, 3R 55%5 45%. METRANT, SERG. MARGMEZERGHERUNR K. SER
BN NI RGO (R EAE&TEEE, 2018) [17], HHAEIRMENIEAER LS, LHEHEKE R
Gl B, e REBUNAR SE 26%, RRZFEREN—RTFRE. NTANRGNEIREREER
GIMAR, EPUIRB IR T EIE RIS 13%, MRERGEIINFBRAC, VG 5% PRITIX 4 1) SCHk ]
FBNA, VPN RGS T RGN T A0 PR A, PR GIE, HXA AN RSG5 %72 RE T
BT R E[18].

34. ARFZE

[\ 94 F SCEREOWT e 7%, Al 3 o, RO SO0 BB HU 3%, SKUEPERT T S 4R 24,

N 97%. Hert, EVESCR MR SCRECR Y 41 6, BOERIERHE THRVEN D> 9 R AIERVERIZiKK
A, iR, KGR RNE SoPATIEREY A BB, IR 08 350 11 A 4. eAh, ESEIEVERT
TR 4 FOCIRE GUIRIE. 1 RE Gk, EER R SOE R TF RIS, mAERF T
FETjE, ARG AR e p g . BF 757 L 2B A, W] BT TP 0 A AT B
fif o PRIAL4F SSCIHIFIXT “ PO BRI 7 AR H N FWF T I A> BB BT 7T, AN FT 38k St i LS UEVE AT 7T
TGS BRI . EAEGTFTIEMEFE " PP “ BT T, W RE S AR BRI 5 7 T
BEi A i b
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Figure 3. Research methodology distribution
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3.5. iR

B ESCEF A G s AR A, VRIS AHDCSCER PR 3 R R A B AR SO B
Fio TR O1 REYIEN MR E B REHAT N AT BOER TR . FUITERX —3 a0, fEEERT 91 X
R PITe B ) ELAARE R HEAT 4328, FEAR 3\ RS, 4% 143 A b B3 R AR VG AR TR I« UF1E R
HAth, BUBIER . RECCEAER . PTEE. IEEER K FARER . %63 2 PRI R AR
WARBAT T, ERZERE HER AN RS MEA 2, Bl TES, FRIER. EEERSR
B ARG REAR T AR S EEAER T, A 6 AP LB U s 385 1R i 5
Ui, HHIE SRR AR I B T A 2 B A E AR SR X R [19]: BRI B ER AL, X
PRI T DB, BOR. Z2ESERMES, i A ERNES . Buf~E. =
WHEM . TEE20].

Table 2. Research subject distribution

2. ARMRAHIHER

BTG IR ENRAS SCHRE R UIFWS R BERENAEA SCHRER
] 18 BT 7
FAEE R I 5 BUATER BITA 2
HEAZ Pk 3 Bus-Rid 1
SRR 17 WU TR TS TR/ 221 5
BEER ko 4 EARER SCEE/HAT 4
PO S A5t 2 HHEER VAR 4

4. MREFENT ERRFKHARTTE

“PROTERAE Ay 21 HZSHWHR I RS DI RETE & 0T FORILA, AEANE] 4RI R N A3 21 [ B 2
BT REIFN L, WS TR RCR, (H RN IR AT D BG4 AR SO I AR P
Yretig” EFRmt SRR, KA AE B 1) 45 00T

1) W@ ERERAR. T4k, IR SSCL TR RS BT/, SR ST ¢
ZIWTEHR PP EIE T RH, BRET TS N A R B AR B E R, W USRI S B A
JEHWEL= . AN, Bednarek (2009)F1 Martin (2017)7E FAIF 78 i B Hh K “ PP BG4 7E 1 0] 2 5 Bk
SAA R EARFILER R, GIx PP R RA AL IPI BRI SN 2 2 A . I, B
3 Y BLIEETE 5 O9KIE, X B R & AT IAINEEh . B T 0 Al 18 5 T8 R BEAT VAN FURE A 15
FERIR R HEAT B 5 S B

2) NARGERFEZRGHIF AL . WA PP R REE RIS T, ZRES T REMN
WEFE AT A, T DX T RGBT, AN SHER L ILETT AL 50%. HELEENIA
WETCHI B AR BL, X PR T R G A R RN R, AR ROR W Feasla] . Bilin, f8 “RgrE " . 9k
R RS R AR SR AR, SRR 5 K ARRE R, KR A TR IR (EHRE, 2017) [21].
Xan,  “PHER” BT ARG HIE S R, A B E RS FRFEAAE RS RE[22].
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FMBAARRPIZE . SCEAER . FUTETE . EEER . ANCERSER B AR E LFRRERE, i
B R SRS K MM, 8/ 22 R T — P12 SR TT[23]. ABFTEN ST ORE . BARAE
Fege i F T i R At BT SRR SESER TGS, EART S, SRR R SR
I EEREET P

S.

&HiE

TN B AP A R 5 22 R AT 2 2 S 1 I — BB T8 5 2T U R (. SR T RHAE A

AT R E A, ST BRI L AT IR T3 — B0 T-4K(2009-2018)
7 SSCITIITT FLENES, A SURREIVR BA7 22 0 UL 5058 . AN B 230 IR B TR 0 — sk
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