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Abstract

Metadiscourse has attracted increasing attention in second language writing; yet, little research
has specifically compared its use in introductions of English Journal Articles across disciplines.
Using Hyland’s [1] [2] Interpersonal Model of metadiscourse, this study compared the data from
Mechanical Engineering and Applied Linguistics, each comprising 30 journal articles. It was found
that both disciplines have used significantly more interactive metadiscourse than interactional
ones, with evidentials and transitions ranking the highest and engagement markers the lowest.
Differences also exist between the two disciplines: interactional metadiscourse use in Applied
Linguistics is significantly higher than that in Mechanical Engineering, particularly hedges, atti-
tude markers, self mentions.
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BRFUEIRA . ABF ST BAHyland [1] [2]FABRESPEANERAELR, XHEHT T HUR TREAMN S5 %
FI30RIGEHTHRCE FHHITIEE, KA EROTEEFEAREIMENE R HERI b
KRB G E AR BE & T HuEE, P s@EimicmdEEERmRass, sAmcfER
PERK. WAERRERRIES FRIGIFSHREISTIEERARREER THRIER, HhEw
PR#NE. SEAR LA BARERERSRS BE R THMR TIE. A%t BEY RTIEER FLIHF AR
SERHITIR IS B B EMBER AR R
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1. 518

IEERFARGIERIAL R AP A TR 5] 7 BRI 2 WF 705 %, TR AR BIEANZ2EE S
fBre, ERIEMIERIEI— RII ARG, SFESEELR. W, BREFIAT ., @2 H O
FARAE X AL ZE[L] [2]. TCIREAEAARGIEPREA RN N EHN . RUMEHESE, WIEE. SOR.
BH I, SCHUERARRIIRE, HIEs22) 1) 2 iRER2]. BUA T BRI 1 et S A
o WX AARTE T P CIE BT 1 E5AR LUt e 25 SO FER i it 72 [3]-[8], (H AT L 14X 41
TR 5| 5 HEAT MBS A BT IR X LU TT . A SCRIBON SCEARE R IR BT 55 A A0 TR R O LB R 7 A
BV IR SO 30 e, XS] F TR AT 7R b, B AR SRANIEAS SIS SO F IS
TERMBA R AR R

2. TTEIBABRERIER

TR “RTHAIFIERIEE”  (discourse about discourse), FEAiE{E (primary discourse) JyiF s 4
PEAY RS R, JuiEiE T S B A SR R, AR RIS IR AL VY. R A
5 IR LR SO o i R S22 BE[3] [8]

TCIRTE R AR ZAA PR, —Fhj2 Adel [9]F) S & Tilfiih, HAREET Jakobson f175 5 DI fAEEE
whtth T ATTIE S« RIEMHER =07 RN JoilEis, Wm T EERETT: i —Fi& Hyland [2]92 oo ilis
ANBr B, XAMEAIRZ Halliday #7015 5 DhREFI 53 Vande Kopple [10]#1 Crismore [3]% TG 115 ]
VB RS AR D RERE 7T ORI, JOTE TR R 2 A8 H e s i (interactive) A1 EL 3 G 15 15 (interactional ). 28 H.JG 1%
TS TN B (transitions), AHEZEFRIC(frame markers), P84 (endophoric markers), & #EFric
(evidentials), & i3 B8 (code glosses); H &) 701l 1 AL 5 T /N - BURIBR 1)1 (hedges) , 1 55 15 (boosters),
A B AR (attitude markers), H FRifE (self mentions), /7 A#ric(engagement markers). Hyland [5G 5 F
TREEMT, VMBI RTINS, X 01 15 A E A0 50 A7 1 0 AT 85 RN SO L, X FAHTT 5 1)
H AT A, P2 ASHE 50K T s .

Hyland [2] 1) A BR BLARETE T o idiBExiE & i el s UM B IR PERE, WrBh VR Rk I s B &
H51E B RHE, EFFHRITIEER, Hyland 213842 H 7 =NEAE: 1) Joiit DO Tardig i, B
JCIEEAIG I A2, (EARBUER EUARE; 2) mifiiEa S a i 5EENH. NBRERIESH
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=RIuUhfEZ —, JTIRIEE NS B M T ZRE, AR EEE LA EEFE; 3) ik
H R TE R NG R, B RIUEE KR YE, fa 5l i REE R BRI . RATES
P BT R T X e U RN A3 BT T A

3. BRI TiE TR RIES FE Rl X LR 5%

FIFH Hyland BN Br B BB AT 78 0015 HILIEAR 2 P IEAR b, B3 &5 BriE . 20 16 %5001
FVPEE, SRS K AE 3 B ARRHE UL BFFEAE 2R S0 AHFIR SC[11] [12]. JATIE SCHE R
ARGV EIRAL BT 2RSS IR A% oA, FBOZ A AN TR Y 2 FCAR P R0 L LA, DRt
BE T ZHH N, AR ETRNS SOTTRE 1985 22 R R R S T 2 —[4] [5] [6]

AV A [F 2ZE R RS SR T TEE AT T, Hyland & Jiang [41%F L2 b 17 B FH E 5 2
Fhasst . AL T REA AP DU SR S 50 4F FIATIE SO, AT T 360 js M6 SCHIAER
PRMITE . H9RE . SEARIS. H— AR 1 RE i, 25 RRHBEE R AR, kA
BAENUA R R R A T AR, SR 2 AR 22 5, A O R 1 A 5B e Bk A
B R TR, FUH AT RE A SCUE R FOBRER 2 5 T P 0 2 A o RO R ) 4 A %A i o
T YT 4 R IR 2, 7618 SO ABA TR I AR HRTRE WA s rELWL R SRR AR B BT
FEHTRIAL RN EE. BT RPERERE, Hyland & Jiang [S]IA% A 1 RIS R AN N
FHIE, RPN R A ARG HARUE (48 AR B S RRAIC, R IAVE S A BN MR B A A4
FORFRRE . VLR ERA AR IR B 22 BT, EE VO B ZR i TR S E R AT
N(textual acts)F4)i 17 M (physical acts)Bie =y 71 A2, 5215 RS BB S 158 v U7 (8 Hb 3 2 FNEE gt vy
WEERMEE R . KRB O E T M B R 1 AN R S RHE R R A R (A A HLE

WIFE SCLABCAE T IMRD R3REEREFR, 1018 SCAN 0 T iRE B R E AT, B
25 [13], 51 F#50[14] [15] [16], SERFTHETA[17], SRiBaE[18]. Mol FHAmE, H%E
PR AN TCUG1E A F () S BeAF 75 5 2%, 640 Rubio [16]L4 Swales [19]ff] CARS #7F1 Hyland [2] ) 7T 1 15 i
FURLONEISHELY, PRV AR =AU T8 5051 & P oeiEiBfE =/ MBS P R, RIUSHEAC. s
ARG R B R X B R i W28 B e G T, ORI PR )35 AN sl 2 B S A 1 BBl oo il i, 45
2 B I8 90% 1) JU iE S #l A2 HH BLAE B S T ATEOX — 1825 2 s Kawase [14] R BL IR — M 7E & (R4S
IR ST 51 5 B G 18 AT R v T A TR e SO i R . I — Sk Fe it E A A )
B E W T 91 i a8 SO [15], (R SR G IE R LU TEIE A2 W, 25 8 2 R FIAF
PR TeTEIE A I BB R, i FLRRCRE R 2 (A 22 G HAA 15 0% [20], A 9T B 7RI e s AN E P
S HTIRA FUAEGE 5 4F.(2012~2016 4F) P AN 1l 22 R — R S & 2 AU LA S — T8 051 & 38 ool
B, AR T AR AN RS S R S AR A PR RS TR S 1.

4. WEEIT
4.1. WEEElRE

ARSI ) 17 FL2 (1) el AE LR T RE5 B 35 A3l o R P S5 5 A A A fifblAL 2 (2)
TCETRFENU AR 5 MG 5 22 98B A ARG S5 5 A A A F AL ?

4.2. ARMR

AT RNE AU LR S5 N HE S AR % 3 AN EFR %O EE 22AR I TIE S, AL
TREAF) 45 Mechanism & Machine Theory, International Journal of Machine Tools & Manufacture,
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Mechanical Systems & Signal Processing, K5 4% Applied Linguistics, System, #1 English for
Specific Purposes. iEAH BT N 2012 4E 4 2016, M IR WIFIARE K R RS SCHBENLIEEL 2 &5, HLAK
THRESMHETFIRCE 30 W, S260 . WML SRS 38,592, H Uik LA RHIA T &
) # 21,907, N FHTEF SIS SRR # 16,685,

4.3. |G S5

N PR BERERA IR B PTA IR E, PIALAE 20 I 7E word PREE T X BER 18 SCH 51 5 BB a)H W, Jf
%08 Hyland [2]7 10 ZE0iliiE 0 R~ —#EATFRE, AP ANIIARE B ZE I, 8IS SHE T AR
—EE L. BRI SUR G RoTiRE S, IR AR S S TR E e, ] SPSS 18.0 #EAT
ROTREE, DLW ER TR R S AR RE SR, P <0.05 MFE R E W AA RESR
THEER.
5. fIRGERSITL
51. MW ILIESNRES FHTIL S| S P uiEiEEAava e

BATRIAEN LS R AE S TR S, T RIoiEEIRAE A, it n] We s £ 5%
SCEEARE R A M, (EEEE S AL B CIEER R e R E . HE L UUE
H, FEERHARNS B F A B iEE Y & T B A eihiE . MU TR RHR N 15 5 22 2 RHO S |
JGIE I A7 LL 23 0 79.6%F0 65.3%, H.3ycid i o b2 N 20.4%F0 34.7%. 5 K5 45 B BRI AS
SR BAE B CIHE R B A CE S AR LY R R 2R, T HIGIEE N E SR & T B
TR, XSET AN FLEE R —81] [2] [7]. XLEIEVERF & HITIE SO R SR TR, 1E# BEH 2
B I B EE B W R, R EMEE AR ). 5l R AR [ AT T AR
[2].

Table 1. Interactive and interactional metadiscourse use in the two disciplines
F 1. BNERPRETIEEMERTIEENERER

MU T2 R E = s )
5 Hw 43 E (%) BE B4 (%)
A HIGIRE 1099 79.6 859 65.3
HEhyoikil 282 20.4 457 34.7
P <0.001 <0.001

4 2 BRI FRME R . HEZERRC RS RER A 201 X DU R SRR M o i (i AR B R AN
AR 72 HUMCCRE SRS S 5 2 2 R P o5 B2 000 20.7%A1 21.5%, fEPS 2R
REPNH =, WESRITIR R AL TR E AR AR OC R, WoAT B T BEARE R 10 dw R 3, DREfE i3
FVPHIEEZ AR, BRIV E NS, BRI H . A KB AR IR S5 &
Hh 2 T5% I TE F T ARARF AT AR SR, X i 4 ) REA2 BB TR SR A S 1K), Milne [21]3A 93¢
TER UL H 2 DORHIER) 7 34T, RUERRXT LIS, A hEsie, RUIESEE e s oh & IR 2 &R
Xt EEATEAL SR L S AT -
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Table 2. Similar metadiscourse types in the two disciplines
22 ANERPAEFEEZERMTEIELRE

LR TR (B 1381 14Y) NFE R (B 1316 1Y)
) () 45 (%) HE () 45 L (%) P
o 286 20.7 283 215 0.613
HEZEHRIC 123 8.9 96 7.3 0.126
EID R 84 6.1 104 7.9 0.064
TR 68 4.9 74 5.6 0.416
B 561 40.6 557 423

BUBE AL AR S HE 5 22 2 B RS AR D & EL 43700 A 8.9%F1 7.3%, A ARG LA m (% 2). 1E
ZARIC E BT X ORGSR T, A B T IR A s A A 82 LU AR AR AT ST AT 4
PAT I BAR DY RE AT I 70 SOA AT HER, EATHEFL B AR, bRiEiEiEN Bt th F AR [2]. BRI
FREPRESPRIC I E AR A B2 22 5, (HIA TR A IAEN U TG T 51 5, 51.8%HIHES R
W T SCARBEAT HE P 808 1 S50 P8R, T HAE AR A 2 B e iE ok hi ik 52 2% i) s ey e vt T 78 2 A
TS T 36.8%MHEAEbRiC Sk AW H Y, 40

1) There are typically four stages in such algorithms. First the input image is preprocessed through ... Next,
connected components labeling is used to ... In the third stage, each region is processed to extract ... In the final
stage, these features are used to ... (ME 1)

2) Rather, we seek to inform a general applied linguistics audience of how recent advances in quantitative
data analyses have been driven by R. (AL 9)

MUK AR 22 R B F V8 5 5 R B R 5 He 2 5 6.1% 1 7.9%, TEF AN R R R — 52 (1
FIIA (32 2), X RTCUETE NG & VR & A5 DA SR T, 5 B B AF PR S N . U e S
AVE SR AR B H BB RSERPR G, ST 5] S RIEA IR, 0t — DR i N 2 T8HE
5 BUE 5 BLRE S TR SO I T RO R . B

3) In the third stage, each region is processed_(based on its label) to extract a number of features of the sub-
ject represented by the region (for example, area, centre of gravity, bounding box, etc.). (ME 9)

4) Try as we might at first, our observations of people using English as a lingua franca (i.e., a mediating
language that is not a mother tongue [L1] for any of the interactants—see Firth, 1990,1996) just would not fit
the theory and concepts of SLA. (AL 19)

R TR REIR T N A E M, RIAAEF R AN E BE, AHPIAS B T8 305 & g sril
FAE AR AN &, AEIITIR SO, W T et o RARE R A 008, FITHER 510 L AR &,
ANBE AR i1 R R R B A BRI B 22 (R ST AN B o FRATT3 A 302 A A FH 18 5 i I o) -8
I RERIBRHE + B 0RiE 7 R T FORTRAE IR IR 2 WL ANAE R I, 5140

5) It is demonstrated that reducing the ring thickness could reduce the inaccuracies that resulted from the
errors of the internal gear. (ME 6)

6) In the case of those reading studies which only used meaning-based tests,_it is likely that participants did
gain knowledge of some of these dimensions. (AL 27)

52. M IRESNAESFHTIEEIEPREEFERANESR
JUIETE MAE FVR 32 2R 1B B4 K R (52 (Hyland, 2004; Hyland, 2009; Maton, 2014). AxFT )& %1,
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MU LA RHE T BRI HIE S 28 TR, eAMET 7o KA 7255507 AR E R R
IR, XA T TR LIS E M L ES. & 3 B0 THA AP AR EERNAEIT

FEA HICIEE T, MU AR SO S H 72 WS Ebric M iEdsid. SHARCiBEm
PRCARAN R S & = BATR S5 & BT o Ee i 233 34.6%F1 26.6%, £71E 23 22 7 (W4 3). ;i — 7 Tl
B bR C A AR E A R IR B RS R L AR, 51 S ERIATIE SO A = (3 45
T AR AH G SCHR, 48 H DM ST A R BONIUAE B 000 R SCHE, DU B B A 5 (1 6 B A
BV, SRRV MM ARAI R A S & XA SRR A LU s, A A A 1R 2 ol B iR
RETT, S #0n] AL 25 5 Hh 3R A5 AH 58 Sk -

Table 3. The significantly different metadiscourse types in the two disciplines
#3 ANMERTFEEEERPTIEELE

PR T2 2R B 1381 1Y) N SR (B 1316 1Y)
Sl K () [ 45 L. (%) tage (%) (AN F1 45 (%) P
M fahrid 129 9.3 26 2.0 <0.001
Al 478 346 350 26.6 <0.001
TR BR 15 72 5.2 186 14.1 <0.001
AR 59 4.3 103 7.8 <0.001
HFRiE 41 3.0 80 6.1 <0.001
i Nrid 41 3.0 14 1.1 <0.001
B 820 59.4 759 57.7

W FEARIC AL T ZRAEN IR TR I T8 3051 5 ke 3, FERHIE 5 %P 20HESE 9. WU AR =R
T ANTHRA BB TR 113E 7 1 580 R R, AR 5] 5 B S A sUEIRR | SEIe s AR R 2
WFEPRICAN “Section X7« “Fig. X” #AREAEH 51 S %6 FH S EPEEME R . NS ¥l
SHEZREYE, NIRFICEHAIR, [EE RS “as follows/above” Sy WL N TR R . F140:

7) The results and discussions from a case study are going to be introduced in Section 3, which is followed
by the conclusions_in Section 4. (ME 25)

8) We can see from Fig.1 that the Thompson coupling comprises a double Cardan joint. (ME 18)

9) The target model for English learners in non-English-speaking countries, as argued above, should start to
shift from NSs to bilingual or multilingual speakers. (AL 17)

PR TAZIATIE SCB1 5 A N bRic B4 A (3.0%) th 55t 35 i 1 B G & 24(1.1%) (L35 3), FIHL
TR Z B 2 A KRR VTR . A TS R AU TAE 5] 5 o i AbRic 2 F“we see that”. “it should
be noted that” AR A BN 5138 FER ), £ fE R =S 5k, sk 7
PEE SIRE IR, AR TR SRR, NATES 2 T 5 S WGl 4 17 (77 30k 51 A& 38 x5
Beth SRS L WOR A | EE, WA R| S EE B E K, Fln.

10) Nevertheless, it remains unclear (a) how frequently playful language is used during whole class discus-

sions in the L2 classroom, (b) to what extent teachers initiate playful language. (AL 30)
IR & AT S5 F T BRI BR A A EEARIC A E AR IR A 25 B35 T U TR . ORIIR
HELEN U AR N F 1 3 2 R 3051 & i o B 23 )y 5.2% 1 14.1%, A77E 2 22 57 (5 3). MLk
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TCAREERH SCIO AT 5T T MO T B S e ML BC R Is 5, R ORI RO R ME—. #Er), (24
SRPE NN HE 5 5 RO AT B e 1 0 M MR R G T R AEWT T B IS5 R, LRI AR GOE N
RERIME—— N, RIMEEAE R T ITRAMFER L, S REATREHE AR, 2 h TAMA
e, BHE S H R S 2 FHRRIIR TR, AEER A A /i (FERSIEHE
FEXS H CHIM R 5T, (A e 2R S0 2k .

11) This suggests that more learning may have occurred than has been revealed. (AL 27)

NEFHE S % R A FEAR IO S B2 S T AU TR 22 (66 3). WATIe ol S R ERA AR, X%
SRRSO I At s A 7E A BV E AT B, M R WA AR 18 3051 5 o W W 217 “important”
Al “necessary” , Tif & FRLFRIETT L RIGEHE, a0 RSB 44 16 sl s 1] g 5 15 <, s Iz
T AR 1 . N AE S A S MAEE EE S, B R 2N N RBEARFIL 2 1)
A, X ONAEE R fie EIT PR B TR AR, A B A NI B R SR T R 5

12) 1t is necessary to reduce the edge-loads as small as possible through making the joint part smooth when
the leading relieving is made. (ME 6)

13) The paucity of relevant research efforts heretofore is surprising because the introduction of the CLT has
highlighted the need to examine EFL teachers’ classroom language use. (AL 30)

AR AR ST R B AN R, B FREAE SR th AR UM, X5 Hyland & Jiang
[SIHF A4S R —3. BIERE LR SRR ST A I T B, e ifEERBEZ T, 41
NEMENG, ASCERH R 5 AW THe S5 & AT (6.1%) 2 9 WU LR (3.0%) I P fr, 22 57 i
E(# 3) BB HT R — AR H(we) AU T2 2R i B BARAE,  ARATTI R SO R AR
H 2 4 22 L RS SE RN (BN HE 5 ISR 2 4 78 LR S A M 52, we Al
e HLRCH WL E R TE

6. &it

AW FCTEAN AT T AU TR RIS S 5 2 B SO oeiE 15 F s L, 45 TR A AN 2 BHE
B AEZRID . BRI SR iE DU IR IR N AR T R E R, (HHBFE—TER. W%
BHE RSN IR S PAAEREZER, MW TEENTERIS. SHbrd. A AbRidfEA b
R EE R, NMAESSEESIRENE. SEC. ARREMEAMEEEE R, X8z R T
EATE BRERRE R ERA R S ARG A AR, AR T 51 F RHIE

AW FREAN 60 j, BEAR, HEMMUBR T uiEEMHNME, EldE &R =128 71k
IMEABES . HIA . A Il X R 0 Lo A e 5 B A TSEIR N 1 X P> SR 76 15 18 A
FRAE, SEaFHb A eI, SR AT SO S AR KT .
E&WH

ARAZENIMNTE F SRR =07 MR “Ha A T 88 S E LR
(2016GZYB50). | ARA T AL R + =" MBI B SEBEREES 5" (GD19WXZ05)

FBE NS FHET I E R BT H (17JZD039)  “ 315 Gl 7 5 4 S5 ezl B SOk 7E 22w 5T
I g:up
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