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Abstract

Based on Hyland’s metadiscourse theory, this paper takes the reports of China Daily and The New
York Times on the public crisis epidemic as the corpus, uses the analytical tool UAM Corpus Tool
3.0 to conduct a comparative analysis to summarize their metadiscourse features, and accordingly
analyzes the features of the interactive metadiscourse in the current mainstream media of China
and the West on the discourse of public crisis. In terms of the overall distribution of metadiscourse,
the frequency of interactive metadiscourse in public crisis discourse of The New York Times is
much higher than that of interactive metadiscourse in public crisis discourse of China Daily, indi-
cating that interactive metadiscourse is more widely utilized in the public crisis discourse of
Western mainstream media. Both Chinese and Western mainstream media public crisis discourse
frequently use intervention markers and less frequently use attitude markers to involve the pub-
lic in their discourse, form good interpersonal relationships, shape the speaker’s image in the lis-
tener’s mind, and improve the credibility of the leader in the public’s mind. In addition, there is a
significant difference in the use of hedges, boosters, and self-mentions in China Daily and The New
York Times, indicating that the public crisis discourse of mainstream media in China and the West,
as a more authoritative discourse, is characterized by suggestions, appeals, and bringing people
closer together, with accurate wordings aimed at stating the objective facts fairly and impartially,
and comprehensively and effectively resolving the crisis.
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1. 5I8

AN AL A R MU S LT & AR A LR 8 . bl R AE AU S . BUA
Zolk e, B 5 f LI T A F A e, 1 RAE B R RR ASE DA S LSRR, LRk 1 b
BT T A E KR LA, B LR R . 2020 48, BN AERE fE R ARk, iR
T S K S 8 T BN BRI S R AL AR SR, B E S AN E RS RS2 E
Blzehe SAT, AT MIGIE G f B AT A SE R UEVE IR SO0 PE DR BRIk, AR SORtt A4 e
5 R AT TS 17 A S LI 3 R T T T A 40 17 0 B A PRV A, AR MR 24 7 o 7
SE PRI A S S AL L 30 20 R AT AT -

2. P EA

“OCIEE RO 2R EE K Harris $2H. Harris (1970) [113AN, SCARTPIRE B HAUR T4t
P SEPLSCAAE B ThREITE 5 450, 1X N RniE B e h 35w 7 2. 1981 43 [E %34 Williams
A “JociEiE” (metadiscourse)iX —ARiE, FEK I @ OS2 32 @200 115 T A 115 7 (discourse of
discourse). ItJE, JLUGIEELE ARG 2] 18k 22 IR AW 7. Kopple (1985) [2]IA R, Joi&iH 25l
SERE AT AR A ESIEE . Hyland & Tse (2004) [3]#2H, JoifiifE A IR AIH LU0,
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HAE— ETEHE TEEH S i ii . RIEWAEERITIEE. Hyland (2005) [4] A IhREfA L, 58
B TEE, WATTRENMU A A AL R HEN DG, BERERENE, 0] DU TRIEEH X a8 A
BALF )Ly, BAERSARE 53E 2 M B3R RN ANPRIIRE. %€ LR 207 6% 515 i MBI
SRR, RE AR MAIIERAES 51 E 2N E), BRiBERASMERAR . Bk, 2SR
LR FE T

TCIEE 2> 28 F 345 =F:. Vande Kopple (1985) [2]. Crismore 25(1993) [5]#1 Hyland (2005) [4]. 7
K H Hyland (2005) 73 25HE 42 . Hyland (2005) [4]# 76 1% 18 %Il 73 4 22 Bis 2 (interactive) 1 H. 5 2,
(interactional) 5 K2R . HARKE, 2ZhnocilfiiE4R1E i @A i N I8 48 8 R OKE BUE R 2 IR i 5] 5
B BRSO IS, QAR TR, SRS C. EARIC A EHE AR C BAN TR B EhEUT
T TG TR B HE R A NSNS MRS BEEAT R, 51 U X SOREAT B, AT SEBL H.5)
IEIE[S], FEFEEMIE . HoRiE . SEARAE. BIRBIRENANAPRAE AT K. Hyland 1532877
%454 1 Vande Kopple #1 Crismore 73280 5, E—034R)& 7 AbRoci& B e B, mifiEE 51 2 6
M HB) K R AR ICIEE 4 2 ThRE . BRI AT 5 R Hyland 48 H R 7616 15 70 RHEZR (WL 1)

Table 1. Hyland’s interpersonal model of metadiscourse
%< 1. Hyland ABRITIETEIERY

Category Function Examples
Transitions Express the relations between the main clauses In addition, but, and, thus
Frame markers Refer to discourse acts, sequences or stages Finally, to conclude, ...noted that
Interactive ~ Endophoric markers  Refer to information on other parts of the text Noted above, see figure
Evidentials Refer to information in other texts According to, state
Code Glosses Elaborate propositional meaning Namely, such as, on other words
Hedges Withhole commitment and open dialogue Might, perhaps, possible
Boosters Emphasize certainty and close dialogue In fact, definitely, it is clear that
Interactional Attitude markers Express reference to the authors Unfortunately, surprisingly, agree
Self-mentions Explicit references to the authors I, me, my, our, we
Engagement markers Explicitly build relationship with readers Note, consider, you can see that

3. XEk&ER
3.1. FTTIERBHEXHR

TCIHIEEIRE K A, F 2R AR SRS )Z IR AN RDEE[6] [7] [8]. Hyland (1998) M 1Z
BEF AT T oG TR TR I P o BEE ARSI SR N, [ P9 402738 S5 im0 A 25 R0 7 VR S AN T
KR, At TBUATE R BTEAGE . AT SR BRSO e iEE R A S BL[9] [10] [11]. UkAh, T
BRI R BRE B RS A BRSSO o1 s AT L A bR B3 [12] [13] [14].

EUE AT PAE Y, TGS BT B 1 AR 5 A e 28 F T 2 A5 R A, H L0 A R T
S TCTEE IR AL TR AP B ThRe. BEAT, &M fENLEE 3 BN niE B e B . AN
Fuoli (2013) [15]%:F JoidiB rMER:, R A B RHE I 7256 SEpLE 58 T 7 2515 bR I 5B A AT 18R W
[ Py X T fEHLE B AU ) et E B SR A AR AN TS . Ak, ASSCE N E A B e O AR S LS B R
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F T E LTI IR AR, 2R P 7 RS SE AL T AR e R B HERE
3.2. EHIEIEREXHR

IR E IR T A R AR B 48 e A SR R U, FEE XU TR A BIRN, F2 5
FERPNEEAEHVE B rh W EEE A, BEMOT a0 fE L 34K AL 55 I Rt 7T [16] . #3754 (2002)
[A7IAE AR R, IRTT T SalL e R 1 52 T T BRI S AT 0. BE/0N38(2013) [18] BT 2 £y
JEHVR, 43 b T SENLTELE o (RS R S LA S LTS VR B 500 G ki Sk 1052 T @8 . 7% 53(2013) [19]
BEAT TEHLEE P BOA R MHEPFE B AT 7T 4 HT AT il TE B AT A SN E IR T e A H
DRI, S SCORE S B 23 B v 08 7 3 3 A e 2 156 7 Pl 41 T (14 S L Ut 4 B AR A 7 0 B LA P AR s
s LS 2481 TP P T E SR A I SE LSS A AT B R AL AT AT -

4. RFG=E
4.1. fRIE)ER

WEFT LA Hyland ABrocifi G AONE ISR, DL CRE HAR) A1 CHZRHR) At Fin &, i
TS NG A SSEHUIHT FE R v iE R, dE s Ah B A S LE TE B sh A TC iR R R,
FERFUP A E R A LSNP L AT TG KSR A LA A, ARl S 25, PARrhab
T A SN P EZh AT T AR TR

4.2. ERKRFES S

WFCIREL 2021 4EH) A 2022 FEAR T F) R E HH) M (AL 35 e 12 1558 i 4 5 25 30 RN 7t
ERIOLEE 2), RAZEMEREMEE AT, KI5 Hyland (2005) [4]/0 NPRociBiERRL, iz F TRl 4T
T.H UAM Corpus Tool 3.0, X H & ERHESATI R IFbRE, €80 &K 3 oeiEE H IR K &
b, iE R T R E A I B AR I, TEURERAL BT e AT, B A I A S L
T TE M B A OC TR A, U O 24 11 P P 7 32 R A A I HLEE B3 e B R AT AT -

Table 2. The size of two corpora
=2 PEAEREGAARBHIEETNERE

TR ey PENEE
China Daily 30 30,602
New York Times 30 32,393
it 60 62,995

5. ER51718
51. TIRBEEST

H3E 3 AL, T BRI A ENEE E A XTI S A A EAFEE . (AR &
HplihiEiEeit, 51 A oiniEI Il 1180 Wk, HahaUcihiE LBl 1451 Wk,  (PEH#H) 2t
PLEEEER T, 51 A oTiRiEIL L 485 Ik, HEhAUTIHiEIL LIl 876 k. (LMD AILSEHLIGE
FoTii RO R T ChEBRY » XU eii R0 J7 SR A e ilEiE 4538 7 BON 218
M.
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Table 3. The distribution of metadiscourse in public crisis discourse between New York Times and China Daily
%= 3. FEAEREGAARBHIEETEERASHER

New York Times China Daily
AR LL 2R (%) B LL 2 (%)
GIRS 2V 1180 44.8% 485 35.6%
LERSIE:N 1451 55.2% 876 64.4%
ait 2631 100% 1361 100%

Fo4 R, (AR ASLEHEEERR, A KRS R R 0 TR KT, SR
B 529 Uk, HEBURK b B3 R0 T RBR N 36.5%. 1 FRAGHRIE R H A AT IR AR, Ak
BITRIG 4.5%. HoAb ) T 2T i A AT 5 H A i B AR VOO (27.2%) « 143215 (27.0%)
RIS FEBRAC T (4.8%) 0 AMAFRCTHERBER CHE B A5G R 6 R s 0 1 3h X6
Wi, JEIBL 441 K, & EBRICIEE SRR 50.3%. HIRIEFRIE R B 3) TR E b R R,
15015 LA R TEAR IR 2.3%. HoAlh 288 T 5h 2 TR FAR b Ho A BRI U ORI (30.9%)
AR (10.3%) A4S JE ARic 15 (6.2%) -

Table 4. Comparison of interactional metadiscourse distributionin public crisis discourse between New York Times and Chi-
na Daily

=4 PEAFEREEAXCBIIEGEEIRTIFESHIILL

New York Times China Daily
Paxipagaa
L7108 LL 2 (%) B LL 2R (%)

S NRdTE 529 36.5 441 50.3
BTG 395 27.2 271 30.9
HomiE 392 27.0 90 10.3
AR IR 70 4.8 54 6.2
H IR FRIE 65 45 20 2.3
Hit 1451 100 876 100

5.2. B TIEEX LS4

Table 5. The distribution of engagement markers in China Daily
F=5 (REBR) PAANFRIZESHER

BRI HL 3R (%)
&8 112 13.3%
A 54 6.4%
iy 4 0.5%
HE AR 5 0.6%

S APRIEIETRUWIE NG SRS 5 RIEREWR R, B RS Bl E AP B AAS . A
1 4 AL R TGO R SR B AT R NSRS TR R R B e . (R R E R AR
R Z N NPRICTEA 4 5, 25l “hE” <A77 7 M ChEAR” , 2RI 112 K.
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54 R 4 RFN5 R, HHEHAICIEER 13.3%. 6.4%. 0.5%F1 0.6%, 1% 5 frx.

ST AT ERERARE AN E K, WAGRREPE NI fEF ST, B 5
Z AR RS, R L ARy, RIpTA o E N i e e 7 ok B

(1) b7, HNEFRENG — KGR, IR R & (EHIA A S8 TR 557 FlvT
ey

CENZImT ) A AR B 2 A ABRICTE A 4 B, 7052 “we” , “you” , “people” Al “our” .
I3 B 89 . 49 R 44 YA 21 IR 733 i BB IC 1R 1E T 16.8%- 9.2%. 8.3%A11 3.9%, W% 6. “We”
I R %, A “we” AT DUE L # B B 21X — W, IXFRRE sl ol 458 B2 i B S Y,
MATE BRI B ORI R AR 4. -

(2) The good news in all of this is that we can take control of our health and that, together, we have the
power to unite and fight back for our health, democracy, and freedom.

Table 6. The distribution of engagement markers in New York Times

F 6. (AARHR) PANRICIEDHIER

ALK Lt (%)
we 89 16.8%
you 49 9.2%
people 44 8.3%
our 21 3.9%

AR B 1) 5 i e o SR AR SR RSB B B . WORE Z M, NUiEE 5t mE 2
AT ] s R, (P E R o R 2 RIBR fiE A 4 F, h il “RTRE” “2 7“8
A, B A3 k. 119k, 9 IRAN 8 IR, 5 HE R ITIRER) 1.5%. 1.3%. 1.0%7F1 0.9%. Hrfr “w]
BE” AR e m . MBI A AT DURIE “RIRe” —iR HISkR RS —Ma gtk b EX T A 3L fE AL
T3t HRNEE T E P E ORI, T EAES R EERIUTEN, SRS H NG BARBER MAE,
b E A FEAT SR A ™ R o A5l

(3) ZJa» FridM R PIHI R FZIRFEFR LR, A E 0 S Jl IR A 21 6 A BE 7 1 —
R o

(ALY s AR i 2 RO IR ()15 4 B, 225072 “more than” , “about” ,  “may” Al
“likely” o 43I 39 ¥k 33 Ik~ 28 IRAI 23 Ko 45 Eah oo g iE 1) 2.9%. 2.3%. 1.9%F1 1.6%.
“more than” FJLEBIER =, MBIAIRT LIAGED, ISt IAEBCT AT, B i L ER R I,
AR FT LR B R TA I, B2 s m] LA B R BRI, Sl A A Al w] BLIA BVE & H
Bl

(4) At Houston Methodist, where force more than 26,000 people, the hospital said that there had been little

lasting effect on its ability to hire people.

B 5 U I I N 5 SRR E W R LR B E v, MR i P RIA N B AE L. b
fl) “—@” “IEye” , FLXHH “obviously” . “clearly” %5, VEEH AT LLLE [ AN S 2 18 2 S A 4F
KEFR, B LMEMEFFRH Z @ AER R, CHE O J e R R 2 G 5RiE 50l “—e”
“lggr “axdyr “WERR” 2, WBIE)G)H, FTRAEH 7 i UABRERIE NR ST R Pl
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WEER R, KENEXAETAMUCER T EER L, RN 7 2E AR RO ATEEE DT
B, AT R

(5) MBLBrEE, HITFIFRG, Bl 18— JE FETT X B R Iy 12 e il !

CENZImT i) Hp s FHR i 22 BRI FR 15 4 Bl 20502 “very”, “really”, “fully” F1“highly” .
3L 30 k. 17 IR 13 A9 k. 4l i BB TTTEIE ) 2.1%. 1.2%. 0.9%A1 0.6%. M l4)(6)
ALAEH,  “very” —1a HRFBYLTE NGB BRZIFEFE, S G pRb 1) S o

(6) “It was very weird, because that was a place | went to so much when | was younger to have fun and be
with people, and now | was going to get a vaccination for a global pandemic.” Myles said.

AR ICTE TR 1015 & A BERAR IS Jr ik WA BN AT, SR U1l A RHE RS A A K R VRV
HIER, (REERY PERAmERZ WEEARCES R HE7 “BE7 R %, (44nt
Y Al AR A 2 SRR ICIE S B “believe” ,  “agree” ,  “important” 5. MI(7)H, FTLA%D
TERIFFE 2 X R S PR AR R, AT R0 68 V2t AR Y

(7) Most researchers now believe that the coronavirus is mostly transmitted through large drop-lets that

quickly sink to the floor and through much smaller ones.

H FAEFRAE I 55— AR S LA Aok i B iE & TR R, B R A7 3 DhRe . B R,
H BARFRIEE T P57 E R A IE R T R B R E 3 e ih i, HRITE A 17 “me”
“my” “we” “us” “our” “IR” “TAM . ERFEENLE, BMERH I ERERIERZLE—A
PRAEE “we” , “EAT BB A “we” , “IRATT MR, SRR E RS IR AR,
IRBGA 2 ME . RIS A RS 52 A CHETEY, S 53T TR S, TR R
HUPNGNER=

53. FAESERFEEALBHIEBE N TTIEEFRE

MY T ESREEA AISETEE TGRS ARG,  CREHRD) A (AL mHR) &M 1 5E
Z A AT ihiE AR AT iE. ERWMERES, A onilhiE IR a1 5 2 0nini.
KEERFANL R (PE B &2 (AR , i Hmw =k m e F A0, 500 2 4& 4.
BEAt, BRI FOC I A SN R RAE, SN S 2 AR 1 BB, BT AT 52 A B AR ) B
1, IR AR S2 AR B R FE R A AR

M7 LA A E S T TCihiE TRKE, ARSI P MERLE b B AR 2
PUEAG, A ABRICTE BRI . JRRIE T, ChEHAR) M CHZNR) #2 him A 5 ANE
W RAN, KENTEBELNAFRIL, A2 AR B R EGE RN 77, LR RIFIIRCR, 524k
Gy TR RE NFATRIEL S, R H AR TSGR AR B R R T, R EH R
A (R ARD) #JE T B I RIE . B 7 8 ARE SR ER AR AL, FEARIE W [ I I A 0 E 5,
RN NERIW L, R ME S AR idiE . EahAUcifitds (hE %) il 876 i, £ (42
IFAR) I 1451 K. B4R, CAZIMHR) PR R BRI S T (P E H AR ool e B
o BAh, IR ATAICE 7), SEARCEMA AFRCEE (PE B M CHLARR) ]
fAEZSE(p > 0.05), JRRAIETDOBTEE RS, KRR R MIE SO RSB SCRE DT, AN S PR
T B MIGEE SRR, KEFE BAEE BT Bl A) T R RRILZHAE SO R . B, 1G5,
B IR LA (PR HARD A CHLImR) A 45 0477 2 25 1 22 57 (p < 0.001) . i B ik H A £E 1
BAPE. EAYE, MPET RIS CRANG T MEBAE, EEAEERMRAZECR. L, 5K
DUBHETs A2 R 5o BB se iR iEAE A & fadlisis i
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Table 7. Differences in interactional metadiscourse distribution of public crisis discourse between New York Times and Chi-
na Daily
F=7. PEAEREGAARBHIEEENATEESHES

New York Times China Daily
frequency 1 frequency 2 P
A NRdTE 524 441 0.071
BTG 395 271 0.000™"
RS 392 20 0.000™"
AEARICTE 75 54 0.126
H R IEFRE 65 20 0.000™"

(The asterisks (") indicate significance level).

6. &g

AFET Hyland AFPRTCiHERAL, LA (R E ) 1 (AL i) B i sim s AiEe, EH
Jr#fr T2 UAM Corpus Tool 3.0 X [ & (i RHEAT X Lo B, B a5 HOTil iRk, 40 ot 4 /i h oy
PR T AN T8 B8 5T 8 R e AT AT -

M PTG A S SE NN E Lah AT R ARG, (AARR) ASEhliniE La)
TEIRE R GE T (P E H R ALEHIEIE L3hX ook, KRB cih B 77 LR
R A SRR DR TBO Z Mis . Besh, hieT7 R A ILSEN L E SR AL A A bR
i, EARZ5RECKEY, BREEFOARRKR, BiEHilEET R HHRER, =EdTHE
FEA AR H A B ATE B o 110 A& BEEAR IS TELE PN TERL R i (MBS 8 PR AR, FLBOMAEE, doiifs. B3
RIBAEAE CHEHRD) A CALRR) PR R EEZSR, Wi B A e LimiEE
VBRI, RHARER, BAEA T A IEPRORZ S, Aoy ERGHA A S SEN LR 2 I &
W WERF L RO ER B AORE . R E AERGE LR, 8 B On i i kR IA A SR,
AR . BLAN, 2R E NRIEBHLREAEN, AMUFHERIE EEI A, B MR IE E A 5 L
Pk, & EROE AR SILE ZE R, E0EE A L. o BREAR A eI ERE AL T
XTESEI R R IE, AT Bobi g el
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