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Abstract

Short video is a newly developed way of popularizing science. Relevant studies mainly focus on
creation, communication and translation of science short videos. Among these studies, many
scholars have noticed the frequent interaction between the author and the audience, but there
remains a lack of evidence in the perspective of linguistics. Therefore, this paper focuses on the
interactional metadiscourse in science short videos, trying to investigate the author’s use of lan-
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guage resources to interact with the audience. Interactional metadiscourse is a means for the au-
thor to evaluate and intervene in propositional information. It includes two categories: stance
features and engagement features. The two categories can be further divided into seven subcate-
gories: hedges, boosters, attitude markers, self-mentions, reader pronouns, directives and ques-
tions. Through statistical analysis, this paper reveals the significance of interactional metadis-
course in science short videos. It helps the author establish a close and friendly relationship with
the audience, at the same time showing the rigor and objectivity of science.
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1. 518

BT AN B AR 0 S5URE F AR R FD R B A AT AR R 4 R BRI R A
N2 2R TAEE TR, BCh THBIAAT T R FR M E DO . A SCR FH H E R
RIS, BRI U A NHIPE . FREGEMT . ToRR A 2 1), DA KR4
ARENR ALGERL L BARR LR AR MO E AN N 30 F2& 20 /8l /N dis . shim . 45t
Ko S AU it o

AEEINA, BHAAR S EA 456 e F TR ARG R A i B 22, (8@ A\ 2 5382
SR AR QIERIEE b BRI SO R R A 20 . SRS 5 A R R B3 T AT
BEME, STRMERIRAINY & A B C(EHEN . BhEy. Jks. TAEX, 2020) [1]. RIBLRRE A %
W2 B O, ADEHENCIE. FERE. BHEE. B R S BN R AT 1B R T, 7RI
Sert g, AR 5 OB AR A A ELAE S, LA BRI SR = A R s e (A& 45, 2019 [2]:
R, 2020 [3]; &0fa. EEFME, 2021 [4]), (HAHCPN B HENE S 5 M B RIS . kR
Iy ERIR,  ARSCILSR R R A (K EL B e iEE, R S S SRR AW AT B AN B LT IR N
T HHEE REAE SR A AT B/ E s Sk BB 2 JH K
2. ERTIERBR T

HETGIEE L Hyland & Tse (2004) [5]3R5 15 20 F R ch ) — AN 73605, F80EE 13- A N iy
S BT B, B FEBOIE (hedges). 1551 (boosters). 5 FRid (attitude markers)25iE & %R . FLAIAH
MAZERIEAARER, HEEP RN, A FZEIED & B RACERHE . S HAD
o B XHER I E G EATE S, R SR E R 5158 A EL8) K &R (Fu, 2012) [6].

ASCHET Fu (2012) [6]42 1 BB GG 15 2 S A RURIS B ATE R RAE, 305 TR S SR e
Lo ZAEZOR BB 701 1R 73 LI RHE AN NFFE B ASVEBE I 5 B00R . SLIRHE DGR B RIR B0
i Ak FI W AR DUEE 9 3 R B0V 5 50U, IS B (hedges) « 1 515 (boosters) . & FE Frid (attitude
markers) Fl F FE 42 5 (self-mentions) PUAN 2 3 (AR 1018, o WA AR TAVEE A AR A NFFIE
S VEVE B P S i e R S S E S 5iHE . B LR E N SRS S RUE, AR E R
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(reader pronouns). % il fi)(questions) F1$i 41 (directives) =2 Al bR i, HAEH FER R H
i B S3E 2503,

Table 1. Classification of interactional metadiscourse

F* 1 HITIEEND K

i T il e
HoRE hE. Y, BB LS
N KR Ex o —E SRR 1F 3 5
ST . s .
AR (AR FIERR . R FIUNE A o S 1 2
R cE N TN BREH AR
B A IR EETEE RN
NI sa s KFARYHE—48 BRI S 55
5141 e T IR T U 2 SR I B B R
3. MBS

AR T BE PRSP EE KRS “AERRE” RN Hm AR SR RIR” f
MAHATHE L . AN FERAE M. W IPR . A2 HE RS, 2o ik fl s,
REEE 2021 5 7 H 31 HIRMS SR 2 10 30 BUBCA Ml DB i AR A . MUAUS I K 4292 7, %%
5JEit 15,792 7, A8 HAGIEE 368 . T HHRA1ES AR LB S RFEAN A NRHIE 2K B 5070
TS B A AT TR 2T
3.1. MIRFFE

N 2 fios, BT SLIAFHER) HA eI iEdt h il 140 K, “PRIEEA A L 5 k. 5 RiHE
W SCEAA M (BT ES, 2020) [7], AR REAI A bR T8 R 56 375 (0 A5 PR AN 7 o RSHHA 3 ol P ) 0
FRGE, SV R SRIERIPIME, 5 P S RHE AR IR B A b SRR B F AR St
PSR A A, 73990 2 13%.

Table 2. The frequency and proportion of the stance features in the corpus
2. MIPFHEE R TTIEEE ISR R G

syl B BRGES 124
FERE 70 4.4 50.0%
HERiE 34 2.2 24.2%
ARl 18 1.1 12.9%
H R & 18 1.1 12.9%
At 140 8.8 100%
3.1.1. =HIE

B TE AR 5940 B COrsp i — APl s kg, RUMEE R A Ik ar S BN RFOR B S . AR
SEAT I TR i S S AL AR R FH AT FRIE . AN IR RE M R BLER 2 Bk, NiE S
SR AR IRl 2 (Z R, FRIBAK, 2013) [8]. fERHEAMMIT, FEHIT “& 57 . “HIae” .
CEET L R RG] 1, (R R R P i 2 ) LR R B AR
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IERUONII, R TBOMIE “RTRE” RIS A A TR E R, KB A ASUR B 22 1t B 25 B AK o
Bl 1 F LB E DN FRRYUE G WAy, WTRRATIARS . BBL R sk,

X B 2 R AR BRI AN RAFAE RO AT RedE, DRIERRHIRIE . VS SRR 2R v B A A 1R XU T HF
TR RERE . KRR AR TR SN, B RES R BRI

UNHTSCHTIA B R AR 0 B L R s sl K 1%, 5B mARE CEPONAFR. T
R, BOHIE &S N TETE 1S & BBIRFIE 2 —(Chen, 2020) [9], DH I ASORY B 1) i A5U0E i A e e 7 s
FALIRBIE R AR AL 2 BT 30 AR IFARARRUKA IR R A A B2 s, TR A AL S
MARA B X E (R, 2013) [10]. IXFERRHE RIRE RS, HA S NWARPTER .

3.1.2. #3EIE

EROMIEAR R, W5RIE R vrE R RIA B O AT UL SRR E . LT AR 32 B BRI Ay RS B
e BRSSO BR B 4 B 5 [ S SCHFE(Hyland, 2005) [11]. 7ERRE R,
WOREFREG “Hw” . “AEET . a7 . CEIEMT . SRIER. GRS
e M B SRR RIBUEE, 51 S A AR A . AE R RN

1] 2: W)X ARG E AT, LRBAVRS APT X 28, RFEMERER,

FEf 2 v, VR EAEE N i AL Y D s ARk . WTEERNSS IR, R A e g, RS (B
ARBE N ERI(EITAS)) (1999) [1218% 3, “HSE” For A s G Dt JSE . RS i) s 3 1 /i AT LAS
A ESCH RS, AEIE ESCRERT . BISLEER] 2 b, PR AT “ILsk” 19 B 2 T R
RIEHR AL, 51O B F AE IR RFERIRIETT SRRSO WA SR A FE 51 A3 700 fil g i
& I AL o

3.1.3. EHRE

BIEARCRE bR R H B RS E, FEMEE R B Xt ar @ A2 “iif. B8R, HiE” S5 %
[ s 1 3 AT DA It 25 B AR C SR AR 1A 130 38 T i i P 5 AR TR RS FE AR B, AT 51 e =R 5 H
o —FW AL (Hyland, 2005) [11]. ERWEREAST, BEFFICEZHI T “ERRFEERL” . “R
T CARWEED BB WTER] 3 4, 1R R EE A AE RS RS B, LA I
FEN AR R A AT . (R A BRI — W, MR TAERL “KREMEFEYZL” K
R FE TR B N A M EZE M . X AT DU S M 5| AR T, 38 WA fa SOWE A I B AR
.

) 3: REXFAAFERGZ, —LRH P RE R - o R LIZ R IEA 72 KA B9 d24], LA TH
A An S AR

3.14. BRIEXR

H FeHE SR FE A 3 A 58— AFRARIR R BT A T 25 SR R oRdn i, 1% B0 N B 15 B (Hyland, 2001)
[13]. HAEH FERAEE R BAEF F e, smRIES B 501G B BB I RIERE A« fERRE A
i, B “IRT . CBAT REFTERIEEES, BT bR N7 . CBEE” SERIFER RIE KA
HAGAAE, HEZEDRRNR:

F—, ARIL LT DAEMA R AR S, (RS AR TE B SRAT,

) 4: AREEDRAZE LT RO FFEALE—T,
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B 4 SEHCE — WS T-HUE RRE AL, WU S 5 2] 1R A TR R AR R By 2
ARACHITE F BRIV R R AU PR E R, MREM “/hMi” BB MG, HHNE
SIS F3X— A RIS G EFH TS TR S AR S, B9 7 RRE A ok
7.

=, BRIV DR QIERI BB, B4 N GUREA, AREURIE A AR BT

#15: EAFAEEY, RNEEHGELZFTRBIXIAHGE.

B H I FREZ A ERAR AR X, 6] 5 EF R T 501 4 ARPE S AT (FEERK
G N G H R R SN0 B, L “ AR RIRRE DR IR R . AR 2
HERBETEW, RYZMEREENE. EEHON “REF BRRZEMHEL ", BRE2 TN
A BRI AR AT REE R D), ERIN HARIE R 2 WA 2 52 21 595 .

3.2. X NFFHE

AL RHEA LG, A NRHESE ISR S A B, 3R TR AL AN 2 T AR\ B (1) S A O 3
MOPERT IR, ROl SR ETEE ). 2555 S UWE I EEE S %I (Hyland, 2005) [11]. 41
% 3 i, BRI BT A NEHEM B8 eifiE L Bl 228 IR, PR MEA A L) 8 k. H
W R N Al A A i =, TR A NRFE LB G 15 AR 2 D b Fi A 15 RIS 1) A FR 4
FAAREAHIT, 43 ) 5 2] 24%H1 23%.

Table 3. The frequency and proportion of the engagement features in the corpus

3. MAFHEE RN TTIETE H ISR K A7 b

e ik T ri b
e F A 122 71 53.5%
821 54 3.4 23.7%
5E 7 A1) 52 33 22.8%
i 228 14.4 100%

3.2.1. EEHERIA

B f N R A N B BRI A, FEIRA S IEEAN CBAT - BRI R
RN, PAR AR B (T 2217 T 20(Fu, 2012) [6]. AERMS AL F, FFSR BT S E s <%
HEE” « CREK” . R R LR 4 FrR, AR SCH IR PRI R A R B 1 4R
ARG AT AT

Table 4. Classification of reader pronouns

® 4. EERTIAN S

5 B %445
H AR 54 iRy f8 ARAT
BAOWAR 1) 4 1] 44 ZHME. F%¥. KK
H— NIREHAR 22 Al
B — NFREEARH] 2 «
&t 122
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HH AT B e T P R 3 FR R R 28 S ARRARIA R “ i RIS SIS O AR 4 i
8 IX W 2R 48R 1 RERS AR I s 5D AGE =, IR E RS R WARZ 5 B3))(Fu & Hyland, 2014) [14]. 4nfE4]
6 1, TEFEMARN AT ARZERAEGAEN, &7 4R BRI G RARE BB EE A, A AR
15 B i F BRI AT 2 5 K

#6: FRAM—ATH, FARAEPLERIFGAERATRA TN, IKEZTFAR, WREEFAADXGHARRA L.

B> (K P 2R3 PR 2 B — AARAREA] “ AT A “3R” o SR RAE, KEE “IK
117 WG EHAEN, RAEE M IR BEARAN H AR A 158 24K 8 52 5 4347 %5 (Hyland, 2005) [11], #E
A BB BE R, SRR SRR R KB RS ESPE(TEE, 2020) [15].

B 7 RAFERMEZFRTIL, RELOFARL, HARLN,

FEG) 7, AREMRESINGK A Ens, B “3AT” 34T TG R B AL FARIC O I R
R AR T X7 DB, 55 UM A S 5 & 1 R AR AE A Insoes AR TS o

) 8: AMEIAEIAT , RERE SR EMY, FUNRM T AT RNEP) 8RR T D2

B 1R B SRAAEARSL, SRR AL E F IR 2 B “ 37 RAGAUAR,  Z b e A A
FEHEAT BB R AL R B BE IR o UnrE] 8 Ff, 1B fE IR e (AL 2 N SR B, SUPREH T <3k
FE 1 A ASESRAR I R K s AR TR e S B A 3 AE QIR IR R A E T AR Oz, STER U OB AR P
P BB RR

3.2.2. 4B

Fa A B I AH P e B4R /N 2 BT IR T sl /E, Blas 2 DAVE 32 H 19 7 20347 18 25 4k 3 (Hyland,
2002) [16]. FERFEEEMAS, WA ESA M. BT E A SRR EBCE X 52 W58 H AV e
S WA I R S

B]9: BARFE TR AGRRIR, VULHR, BvLe K. KEFHAMAEENYERER.

B 9 w2 2 FE U TS I O e R R I, SR . Horp “ BT FEMHE AR SN T TS
NFI ST AT WEST 77 ek, ARSI T2, BRI T Uord AU il A ) 2 ORI (TR AE R
2014) [17]. fEH BARER “Z” MR IR, (HSLPR LR&SEEM A B, X E BRIl it
IXRE R RENS R DU D BEEE B, R M A ERZ .

#)10: VA LR RBAREHI BN HERE, KERBR A, hBMEA SER?

%] 10 Hr/F 2 B AR RS AR BE [ O K, 4% M8 e RS AR  J7 T S EE i TLR . R 4B K
FAYE " EH, sk T 5 WM E sl XFERPEEE 2 5 5] A & A 2 R, A%
e R 7 kAT 5.

3.2.3. &iaf)

S [l ) (143 FH AT LA BOVE 8 QI TN ORISR XS8R 5| S 82, ki )1 S5 ihE i 4

K] 1G5 1] ) 2 B 22 1 EL Bl AN i il T B Cal i, 2020) [18].

) 11: T EAWPE, BT IRELRER? THRR—REIL— T3 LR S AR E RS AARE,

FEG) 11 v, VEF UFRR IR BRI R . s e ARE, eSS, Gl BE A e TR
FWE” B3 5 WL AR T T AZ R IR T TR T RAFI LR AR . [R5 1] R )45 3 REVR 51 R Ak
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VEEE, Bl SR SIES LR FAZAIT R K AR, AT EE T RRE 1 28 SR A
4, g5ig

ARSCHE XS P A EERNE (A AL SR RZR” SRR A (1 LB o il v A P DLt AT B HE
BB AR P () LA el i RS T B E B SRR RE . AP I EE R AR . AF 3 AT UM S AR
o BERREL EEERGIUATER, St SAKIEE R . RS AT SRR ST, R AL AR
AT Fa s 1] A IR 20 SR o 458 NTEAE B/ NRFAETT A1 (Chen, 2020) [9], FHmiditfi IR 1
RS R AR 2 T ORAL T B BURRE A, ST B DALBISEHE, A ERHS 3 AR
B Wi —J5i, HahoihiE i AR e — e R LR E IR THERRESE. (EET
DS (ER L N SR SR 7L S R (R AT o R RSN R R o G I Y7 NI R Y RS RPN B
M MEREARR. BIME 2, &HEMH L uihif ] U IEE @ 50N RIFEER AR, M3
FEWR G AR GHR  $2 T 1A% R 8OR A [R] I 82 2 Rk 2 A B B P T R AN 2 UL

B oW

FEARSCH G REF, A SIMABERNZ I T LU 73RO HI4R 3 TG, £ Ry ) =2 I Y
SCRFe BEANEE AT G SO Fon B, A SEERE P RN 2 H BB R TIRZ R R, 415
CAPE SRR b SE ATR R SC . B, U 3% 6 o A e P 11 M AR OR AR ST DU ) St 5 5 L

SE 30k
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