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Abstract

To explore the ecological significance of appraisal system, the author adopts appraisal theory and
takes the news “Seeing more species at the coast improves wellbeing: Yet another benefit of bio-
diversity” published in Science Daily as corpus. The study shows that the selected corpus involves
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three types of appraisal resources: attitude, engagement, and gradation. Engagement is the most
frequently used resource compared with two others. Different appraisal resources convey people
ecological conceptions through different approaches, which shows language an intervention role
in social activities.
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1. 5|15

AR, BT A ARSI RAMFIA, ARFERMCRER T ERIN, fET 5
T, MUFEMNES A E B AL EY, ERES NI LA, 155 HAE S R,
M F B, IO R TR D[], EE A AR IR CAESETYT, FFT
AESE T F R T R[2]. FALESGEE S ST ER, £8 TAEBBSHNIAAR, ¥ K
THARES FH T3],

VEN—T TSI R, AT FE S RIS 70T TR, (BE X AR 1E TS 2 HT I S A
B VN R G EE M HTE R T TERTRE R R, VR R S R AN BRI R e BT <
AN, BRI S B R VE S B AR SIS T HE4]. W DIReE T RS ThREE & %
=A%, RE%EHE G, RHRGUREIES HFH 7 ESIEE TR T8 S ESEs
T-TEhRE, REMEIBE TP 708 5 M R [5]. Rk, M RGBT SOAREATAE SR 1B /A B T
.

2. IS EAL

P RGUBIE S AN RIhRERIRE, JEIER P aT LIV S P, Retis A ZOR e . Borihes
PAR S =T Z MR AR K R WL H Martin #2H, J54 White S5 A58 T RE. W KRGy
NEABE MA REZATRE . BERGRTN RENZ O A ANRREINERAER 5 &
MR R R G i SRR UL 18 2 B R VPN IR o 75 5 R Gu W R I 28 R VA 1 11 R 2 Ak ] 7 G
E3

BERGZ AL s, WPHMER =T RA6]. SERGLEWMEN, NEERSE NWE
— S HRA R AN AR ASEE 2 4y Hl4n: akind lady. a beautiful scenery P>l 40 Hh I 2510 R 1A T 3N 1
TP BAR I RG A E o TMAEIRZH: an awful man FFFE 2R3 “awful” 2P AR EEE R T H S
MBS EE, BIURBEE RPN EAR “man” BITHRES

AN RGeS AL B XS 28], ARG LA AR M2, (EF @ s T B ay
REHEAT B MRR . B OCH T NG IETE, XS 2 AR R N7, 2RI, fEEUEM
A2 PO SAEE R AT BRI DL 18 . 22 75 AT DAAR s 3 R ARG WS 4 o XS R il i fo vr oAt
SEIAEAEY RN RS ] (g 2 (8] o 6 Ui US4 i et R 1) 7.3 ¢ AT & T a2 18], B 40 1 =
&)
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W7 RG RV TR . 022 0] LUy NiE 35 (Force) A SR A5 (focus) A R 45 . IBEHA M AR A F
AT AR @B, UE NS ABRED G UL A Uil A 518 o EIR A B Wi R, Uil
AT ST [ £ 55 AR A5 RORY) B3 BT

3. WA
3.1 Wr5RiElE

ARSCAEAESVEE AT AT, 38 FH VPR B8 06T BT i BB I 05 bR AT Zr i A e, R ERIZ LT
BifF 5 17) L«

1) FTIE T EEARL PPN IR AT 2L AT AR 2

2) BB EE R B AT . AN CL R R ZE TR R A A WA, T SIS S TEAL TR B P
T Ee?

3.2. IERRIERMARTE

2022 4E 5 3 11 H, £[E%AH R (Science Daily) Ml & Afi 17— 9% T £ 2 FEVEXT A AE W I X 1Y
NESEARBG M AR T o B HRFA R S ERRE SCE LU B Mk, 1%/t T 1995 S ARAZ L « R
G, PFrifSCE LR B TR MEAN UG PR S 15gT G, DRI AZ s ) 4000 BeAT — 5 (M BUB P A2 i
71

MR BE ST “ AN AW, N OR A2 T (0 261 T B A BRI R 8 SR B2
FEABE L, ANRERTFEZEN R SR, @ rifkiE@ s E o, AIHE R 5s
AMLE T RAREHE NRNAEAECRAC KR 5 LS BB NRMAEMZHPERR R, e dte T 8
B A, BIANEMZFEES R R B K A SARAL I f BRI E M AR L B . PR,
WHOZIE BT OO RAT — AR E

Frifif Rl 3L 586 i, ASCH UAM Corpus Tool AASFE. ML G2 =P REGUHERNEAT
Fabrc. B, W =R BRI SO o FL LR SO s AR BEAT b, 353E 20 9 =R BRI AT Oy
B, SJE BTSRRI T TR A A .

4. B|PME R

MAFE. AN BZESTRESTENERC AT 04, 5B WE 1 s, Fnkisek b Em a3t 67
A, Hp A ANMIERNCAE AR Z, A 28 A, HIFM IS BN 41.8%; HIKRESE RS, A 21 4N
RS, Gk 31.3%; FEEENCHEARD, 5 181, Sk 26.9%.

Table 1. Distribution of appraisal resources employed in the data

e 1. FmEER =3 BEIRRT L5

W R G L7104 eaa
B 21 31.3%
AN 28 41.8%
R7 18 26.9%

41. SESEEXRENEE
2 BE VIR RO 0 E AR BRI 6 R o 4 2 A SO A BE RO ML EAT AL
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Table 2. Distribution of types of attitudinal resources in the data
2. SEERRM

S AR e
B 16 76.2%
bED 4 5 23.8%

P NEE R Rz T KRB, HAd, “interesting” LB 4 ¥k, “calming” H ¥ 3 K.
SRR AR A R SR AR 035 “places that contain lots of different types of plant and animal” .
“diverse scenes” . “diversity and naturalness” L% “biodiversity” %5, iXs8 KRN A2 REME AN E
Rk T Yk AN CAE UM B A H AR ES R R, R S A SN SR EE, JHEBR
B som e, BRI E X AR 2 R AR BN R, B KRR R AAAE S A R B TfEH .
TS FEAE SO AU I T 5 %, PRI %44 “seaweeds” o f5ll1: Anecdotal evidence suggests
that people may associate marine life such as seaweeds with unpleasant slimy textures and smells or perceive
them to be messy additions to coastlines. As such, having a greater variety of coastal species may not lead to the
same positive effects on wellbeing as are observed on land. L “messy” LK “slimy” P EFHEITRES A N
HARM . — BRI EER, X W E P AR A SR W E T —FRK K R R
M, BESRPPANFAR DARNCIEVE AMESE, FETE IR /- S R v, BRI AR 1 i i Kl 7 I AN B8 58 4o 1]
TEROCRFWT, 2 25 R E a5 X [8]. MIEERM A B i, A SCg B “may” A ARt
W, FR T ERRE R . S N IR A, R NS R T AR AT A R
MERIE S . Bk, BF NN, EAESESAHRMAT, "Te 2 BRI TR 5 SR BX — W
HEA RN, HEINRE T ESON A Z R AR E - R e .
Britbz oh, tERLEEH T RIEVEOY . YRR R VPO AR AR AL 5 B L 1 T s OME T
B PE VR S22 Bl ST, R E U Z RN, SR UABAIFRIE[9].  “The older sea wall and
the rip rap were seen as more “natural” and therefore viewed more positively than the more “artificial” regular
sea wall.” 7ERL AR A, SRV WIAA A BE1IE A 2 AR WY 150 8 AL B9 N SR M SRR PEAR . SCAR T
B AL T O H ARG E S, NN PR AR S B AR AIE AR AL .

42. T ANEEEXZNIEE

AN YR A X E 2 0] o A NRYR AT LA AR 2 75, 22 7 ] DAy N6t vE S F AOeh i e 4
TG Fo VU HAN LI AEY KA B A G 25 18] o o Ul e 4 i PR ) 3737 2 P 43 ml ade 86 2 1)
HET 465 15 28 [ [10]. 26 3 AR S A N BHIE BT AR T -

Table 3. Distribution of engagement resources in the data

3 MTAFIRER

it BIR di ke
XEY R 14 50%
X 17 1 4 14 50%

BT i R RS AR 4R AT o5 LA Rl SO E B TR ORI A T IS S B (be likely to)
PA R A5 31 (may~ may not. might), LR “may” 7ECHHEL T 3 K. XEEEIABSERSE,
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XBAER B G T ORI S, AR T B A TR, UiiEE RS2 A2 B AR — 75k
B — TS AL, MR T XTI R, BEIN 1 Ui 1E 2 7] SCE 52 AR ANl (R 25 (8] o AR T 1
LENPVERTEE PN, ASEE SR ARRAANS AR, NSRMPICRNE, EERAE
FEEFK, NSAZERERKER. NEXMREERE, MARERESE ETAERAMME S, FUE
FH SRR NES FR AR KRBT AN, BN PE SRS F AU ST SERES KR
T3 VE R Ko 155 2 [ (1) P 406 2 B 75 SRS, X1l F 4 )T B R T R R — W 9 5 1 A A 9 5
W, Hife 7 ARSI RS FAARBEARE[11]. STRE B 2 ANBOBEE EAR IR 3, 8 s Al A i o
HE— W5 R AR SRR I IR N A Z AR = . Bldn:  “Swansea University has revealed...” . “The
findings provide further evidence that...” . “The survey found that...” . XEPEA4 F AR R 35 N fE SO A
RAFEIMEM, 15T 2RI H R E ARG SR A 2 HEE S AR R B SR — WS R . K
EAUB MY 460 “evidence”  “findings” . “the survey” . “Swansea University” )& A58 T
MRS . Bl N BT S AR5 SO b & 5 #E R G 5 R RHARIER, #F— DR
FFAH RV R (001 5 Ak A P S 4 32 R ) 2 A VR N AR AL O A, AR BRI AR S B H 1.

43. BESESRANGE
P GHIRRWIVEAT A5 o« P2 AT LA NI A AN IR EE A R GE . 4 4 DX SO 22 BRIEEAT IOFRc

Table 4. Distribution of graduation resources

F* 4 RERREE

HE AR Ak
E 14 77.8%
Rk 4 22.2%

= BRI R B P T S 8 A1 A o, IR EE (0 8 55 RGP ) SR AR AT LAY J X 15 4%
], AR TS BN A F S RIEAF ;R A S8R0 v i b P58 1 SR A U I 4 1 %2 ), B 17 35
& R A AR 5 & A7 AE . TR T IR A SRR i e AR A = T TR, TR, B
Xl 2 T /0N o

5. &5i%

ASONRE BB R T AE Z R 5 NSRS R INRIE AT T 0¥, WFFCRIL, B ia ikl
AT VPN TR A N S A N BB 22 BRI o0 Sl il A 7] 1) 7 2 s 3 A 3 36 AN [ (1 AR
BWE, ZHMEMER, &RBES N ESWTIER . SERIED RS MPTrNE e R, @l
TR ATV AR MRV B B A A B AR B 45 T8 . ARSI E R 2 T T # R
— X ARSNGBV R AE o ARG TR 3B R S N BRI R AR R AT R U 2 A 1k
H RSB E =R . XY R TE S BN AMES ERESLAEMAES IR, & s WK SC
ARSI A RS R R R Bk, WITHEFR S5 2 A R AR s, 33— 20 IR Re AR TR R i 52
B o HZETIRFIRER B ARSI A R, R s WS I EH o AR SRR R E P BIR
(932 FH [F) A 0 S Bl 1 S R AR ST, RPROE 3 B AL ) 7 N E AR A WSS, H @& 5 i
AT RNEETT AR [12]

RSN HAR M E AR, WP B A B AT A SRS b A R T8 18 5 AR S Z IR 5%
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