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Abstract

In this paper, American scholars’ academic articles published in the international journals and
abstracts of Chinese masters’ academic articles are collected for the contrastive study to compile
two corpora: the Corpus of American Scholars of Computer Science (CASCS) and the Corpus of
Chinese Masters of Computer Science (CCMCS). The results reveal that Chinese masters frequently
employ more hedges than American scholars and there is a significant difference in the use of
hedges in the abstract of the academic writing. Moreover, there are some similarities and differ-
ences in the use of hedges between both sides in the main categories of hedges. Finally, possible
reasons for the differences above are explored and provided.
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1. 3]

fEREARR P AA DR, EEERIL TAEF B B WEFO R BHUTA L KR
WEFEAE R NATTE I AR 22 AR T 5 1 PR RS B PR A I PR B R 2, H R SO E RS IF AR
R — R LA P 5 P A1 35 R AR T A ORI 7T, 3 24 1 AR PR 135 RE W A% 8t — AP AR Tk AT RETE
AL, G T RIMEESE, E5REEEN, WAEESGEER, RN e maEE,
PR X F S T SR b AU 2 AV S o (R ABORA FR 1) 4 EAT F 7 BT B L

2. {RMBREIE R GRIA
2.1. ERRBRBIERYE X5 2

0T ] PR 7 23 3 5 ORI PR ) 5 (R Ak 2 8 L, 5 RS 31 Hyland 5 20 50 8RR SO BRI PR )35, (e
RSO PR i 1 R A AT REME T AEAA E 1, ASHIT 78K H Hyland XS04 IR i) 15 1) 5E S o

T CE SR B 115 1 20 28 5 T, 560 F7 %5 K )42 Prince %5 A[1], Hyland [2], Varttala [3]#9432%. Hy3¥
s TR BEALEE, Varttala BRR T AHRFARIRSCAEEAESR TR R L, DLORIEADR BR )75 TR 01 1)
WY, X—EREE LR T Hyland 7RO PR H1E R B L AZ7E =000 B i 1) 8, Bt CAARHE 7 35 BR A
Varttala XS0 IR i) 15 (1) 73 2807725 (H 25 18 313 Y AU ASRS) PR A 15 76 BT BB T Berb P S I BL L, ARBIF A4
Xof 1) AR AR PR A S B AT T 9T

Prince %5 JCRERR B 1)1 43 78 31 8 (approximators) F1 2% Al Y (shields) P K28 o A8 By YRR B )i
SCR] 5y R AR 5 7Y (adaptors, e.g., kind of, sort of)Fl1 7 48 5 4 (rounders, e.g., about, around). 22 F1 7Y f5
B #1178 SR 43 1% B 1222 A1 7Y (plausibility shields, e.g., T think, I believe)fl[f] 422 17 (attribution shields, e.g.,
according to, based on) 2. I XX = AN F Y FIEHEAT oM b, 2 K IN Prince % AR H IOFR AR
FNE AN 5 Varttala 732 A B R RO PR 1) 15 151, BIFRE B R iA] (adverbs of indefinite degree)
A AL IR (approximative adverbs)AHLL, [R5t B B 432 62 A0 B 0K — SRR PR 135 LR 2D I AE
SRS, FTDMEARBTTE A, s KRR B vt P AN TR R PR RROR FR o 138 0) A F A A B B, A

][l
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g, ERT

FORG AR PR 118 2 AN R3E, Bll: 1545 Bhahi (e.g., can, may, could), 21 (e.g., imply, suggest, seem, appear),
El|1d(e.g., probably, frequently, quite, significantly, almost, about), J£%¥id(e.g., possible, likely, general), %
1d(e.g., prediction, tendency, possibility) LA A [A] 4% 22 Fl1iE (e.g., according to, based on, on the basis of). A
FL2H Varttala 32 H 1090289, B 5454 Prince 25 A\ 42 H 11 (1422 22 F1iE (attribution shields).

2.2. ERSMTEREER

H 20 4D 80 AEAX, BOMIR HiE B L7 MR B AR b BNAME R EEMEH, FRER,
DL 8 SCASE MR X = AN A AT 9C . FEIEF T, %% 3 (Brown & Levinson [4]; Hubler [5])1A A5 B i
R MBS, SEasE, REHTHTFR. ERFEEJEHO. BRLT76]), EITHR FBRIBR 5
M 5 AR R M BRAL SR R U 2 (R RI DG &, SR FURORI BRE 1B FH D Be . fEE R ZE R 7T, lid x4
i, RS UL R S BRI SO FE, B N 4122 (Varttala; Chan [7])13 H T B0 BR B E A [F] 2%
BHOR A Z SRS 0. A, JS (8170 A @R EEAE b, R IO FR 5 F i 7 A 5 2R+
ARG o 5 SO DR 20 AR PR o 35 5 FH) P 52 e 5 54 5 10 EU B AU AR 5 20 . Martin-Martin &
Burgess [9 138 P 5T 5 I8 AN R E 35 L 70 B 2 A 2546 FH 8 22 RSO PR 33 , Ji DR R e 52 4k 22 SCAK LA
Feat 2B IR R 52 . SR110, Hinkel [10195 HAH B 12518, A o — 45 SR 0 SR R VA F S04 22 57 LU
M SCAHIE T8 RAE G52, %% Hu & Cao [11]H4G H T FIFERZL.

BT AN R SR DA R SCAS 1) 22 St Mk 2 R ASORH B A1 0 45 P = A — g 52, DRI ARt 9 R F 90 R 32 2
X TN X — 48 R, DLRSS ERHY B A o se g5 s md . 54h, dEBRER HARRIEH
TRV BYASOR BR S A6 A ER AFE B3 E R MM IR A —8, IR ZEE — PR A sE#H 53k
BEE & 7 PR S 1O B ARRAE . 28 BRTIR, AR RO RN L X — 45w RN SR &
X, CAHAFS Bt SN %l AR A SG A3 2% A B4R 2 ARV ST AT SCRLYE RN S, 7E 438 5 0 SO o ) B8 4
by R AR FHASORA PR, B L M il N A2 A ) 2 AR A X

3. ARt
3.1. AR RMFARICIE

DN IR 2R 3 BT LA 3 R o [ AL L I 0 A T 2 AR S ST o SR B o) 5 1 P 15 10
AT U [0 DL WF 5 i)

1) [E T SEHLE AT F 5T UL K 56 [ SR e )b A0 5 A A R 1 SO 2 b PSR R 1) 35 )
W AR Z DT B R RAREEER?

2) AL ML A B T AR DA R S [ T AL ol QT 2 3 A 2 R A S v R R ) 1 2 2001
M B R a2, et LB ?

3) 3 A TSR Ml A B A DA R S T SRR e oMb AR 2 A S R T SR 2 R RO R 1
SIS FH 22 5 (4 i LA T EAT VIR 2

3.2. ERISE S AE

TERHISCER TR L R ARIE: 1) Dt G DRl A R U AN [R] T 3 Bt Fe 45 2R B 22 57, T ST 1 b [ AL 75
BT AT 6 2618 SO v [ TS ML T S AR B 2 AR ST DL K Scopus HLSE [ TR b AU A 2 78 [ B
FN A BUBSI T2 36 BRI A ARG ST EONRT TN Bo 2) FERRICEE A F 1E RN, M Scopus F i
R B B OV, WRAEE AR ERTLN, JFERRtE ANEE S 5H0RSC, BiRE PR
SFRRE SR R EATRIE. 3) N RIERIHTAE, AT 2015 4228 2017 4R35 — 8] 5 I [0 #5 2
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FIERL . 4) FEEW S E R R IE SRSy, Wi E bR S, (EE A, FrEpU DL Gk . 5) fESiiH 4
FRSCFRT, ONERORAMERVEE SR E EA T, BIBR T IESCFEUL T 200, T 600 A,

BTN B E L, 2 BIBENL R 3K 150 fR ikl AR 50 4%, JEk DL B bR e, A EdEid
TR BENLMEE ) 78, MR R B 7 RRAERE AL 20 R, 430l 2 35 I B AL 2% 3 V8 R 2R (TR 36 22
A B R 7 AR RHE (FRIAR T E) . SRJGFIH AntConc3.4.4w BAEGEit H B ANEREZE o i SC A B ds .
PR R in 5 i DA 2R, AR LLEL, PR RIE R E R R B R A, BIRE 1000 4]
A IR IEL
3.3. ERPRENIEAIR A S5IEE

TEAREORA B 135 R A A, AR AR R 5 N TR T ThREM A 177k, Xt 120 7
BRI EIEEL, 7 Varttala A48 5 REMIBR 8 KR L, MIEHNT reveal, show, illustrate, suggest,
indicate, reflect, demonstrate %517 .

AR Varttala s 5138 F RROR BR 115 3 [F1087 B9 I BB 1) , A4 Varttala 3454 Prince 55
NATEIRR HE 1) 732K, 78 AntConc3.4.4w BfF LIZ—KR, ERRCN, JUHEFEINE, 2
A BRHE B8, AR a5 @RS 7 (wild cards). EAGRITFEF, 45415 (context), BT R 5
ATERIRI T, N 5 BRAE 1558 AR AS B A RO B 1) Th g ks &

4. BER5VL
4.1. “EFE” M “HE” PIEMRENIENEE S

L Hyland X3RO B 1) 75 (1) 7 SR Varttala XFAORA BR 5115 1K) 73 28 9456 Prince 55 A& H I [R) #2 58 Fll i
YENERR LA, JRah A BoI PRGN SEEUvE, BRI “HE” f “SEE” EARERE, Wk 1R
TNo

Table 1. The basic information of CASCS and CCMCS
F 1. EEFEEARER

P (CASCS) Hf 2 (CASCS) it
’ XAEHE 60 60 120
TERFE 18,284 20,619 38,903
KA 3656 2813 6469
TR 19.99 13.64
BN IR HE SR b ) 456 (84) 641 (65) 1097 (149)
£ 1000 TR 24.93 31.08

W 1R, CHREET ORI SRR i BOR BRITE (TR AT RN 38,903, HEE &7 20,619, SEFE L 18,284,
FREU e o B R W A LGS T RN Tl 2738 7E 2 AR S A8 22 (BB SR 13 - [RIET,
H 2 SELRORA R 41 4 1) 2K 0 80 (28 13 ) RIS T 36 2 Hh ISR T U (3656), IXAEFEMAR BE AT T v B THEEAL
b AU PRI 7 A A SO R B R 228D, 36 B h B % Ml 1 2 45 FH PR RSO0 FR i 45 BE I 2 AL,
HHEENFE, X5UEMTFRE R —3(Li & Wharton [12]; Chen [13]).

| B JE—ATR YL T 1000 6] ORI BR HE AT AR 5 24.93, HEE 5 31.08, XK, S
Bl Ak I 56 [ 223 A LG, o T SN LR A A 5T AR 7E 25 R 5 A B A ) TS R BRI R .
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g, ERT

PRI E PRt RO IR 8 (0 F R R B B S B L BB E IR R, (EF T T 7 ER S,
iR R E AT BEMEE (P < 0.05). EEMEERRE, X5BERP LR AF (LI & Wharton;
Chen), i BIX — 72 5 B JEU A AT REAE T I Se ARk & _ B2 RGETE SR RAA R, T E TR L sk )
WEFEAEI 98 1 AE A ARV SCE AR A ISR IR )35 A R LR, ] g8 5 b [ SEAL U i B 78 A A
i R SR A 5%, ZEVEIRI, ALSUR ISR RSN, At AT RSOR R 3 (0 A A S T A B T 2E R
WS RIL W, 8 7 RS HIZSE, AR AR 06 A B 70 Hh A [0 e f) B S A AL S

4.2. EMPRFIEESRFOERETR

WA 2 Fow, 1A Bhal i SO BR i 8 10 18 A AE P TEREEZE TR AR A BOR LU . b Al RO BR 1) 75 =
AL, TSN Ml F) R IR AR RN S [ 2 B A P 22 i S Bshial, LR T 2] SR AR
BRI, 100075 #AMETE 17 {6 FH 424 1] AT PR 1145 -

FEN R BERIBR ) TE A L, TSR e 1) 58 [ 23 (AR 1% A sl ] A SR A A8 B TR %
M AT S R BT A o Ak, R R P R A AL S AR BR 1 SR AR SR PR B T 104 O, AN LR
A5 W ARECHIR G, S FRE 1000 7] AR R ] T8 A AR B T rp e {EL AR SR 2R AR 2] AR
PRANE A LA RA G2 B2 R, MAEHAR 5 AR R BEIEZ R

DAME RO SR B (RHE[14]; BNEAE[15]), HHT 3B % ) ARG # A SO B 4E 7 i 2 5%, i
PR S E AR A AR I S, ARSI RO T T A4 1] . (EEAER R, AT
TSR M AR TR [T 52 A B R AP 56 [ 2 3 T S8 2 SR I RIA], A43A], TR TS SR
BRI s (E AR T ST M ATk A F 70 A A Bl SR AR BR A3 O S B AS A2, A, #4430
SR R B AT I, G X R 2 7 1 SR AT e 5 S ARSR S AR T %

Table 2. The main categories of the hedges

2. BHPRHITENEES K

—_ BE FHE (per 1000) BHIBREIER S E 4 P-value
e e e e % e -8
BEEEIAE(275) 105 170 5.74 8.24 23.02% 26.52% *0.004
Bl (166) 61 105 3.33 5.09 13.37% 16.38% '0.010
A (182) 123 59 6.72 2.86 26.97% 9.20% *0.000
2537 (203) 104 99 5.68 4.80 22.81% 15.44% 0.25
£i7(107) 35 72 1.91 3.49 7.67% 11.23% '0.004
BEAIE(162) 28 134 1.53 6.49 6.14% 20.90% *0.000
587 456 639 24.93 30.99 “0.000

e REREMZRKT P<0.05.
5. B4

WERSRER: BRI, A BTSRRI A AT 78 A AR 2 R 8 S L e B[R U P 55 [ 7 2 Ao P B
ZHBIER G, —HZMAGa PR L EREEEER . H5h, ERRIERH1E K SO £,
“HBA MR SAAE A E e AR SRR 2 B ST A e T A AN S [ 2 A A &S B 1]
ML EHAK . AR SRR, S 35 QU A B DL 75 3 SRR BR i) 8 i i v 1 o
WEFCAE . B AR SO IR 38 B0 ) BRI B SR, (HAESLb E RSO B R R
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FUEZER . WHURIE K R 2 R i R R P RE 5 IR A ARIGE SR, o EL gL B 4ER R0 L
Jrb B T HSRONL L Ml ATURAIE 78 AR PR S R R A AT R

KB FGERRAE— B RE L LSk 1 TH RO [ A7 70 2 A 2 ARV ST 2 5 40 rpoRER R 1 4 14 1
R e AF B ARSI B N 55 D00 DR FU 45 SR ME FEANRORE AR AR PR M) 5 R0 g T, RIASER A T 3
PUR T T, V) ArfE— e n] Re ZAL RO B BR B35 . ARRBTFE AT FEAHI TR b, 3 — 2B R TT
THEEHLA Ml AU 14 o [P 78 A= A RS T ROR B 1 3 (0 £ T LB GRlE e % B i RS e RIS, AT
BB IR B AR B AR ot 2 AL AR A v AR PR 1 35 0 45 P iy A (K52, T AR 3 it
FEIITTE, CARFEAEAS RN AT SN Ml AT o [T 5 A A 27 R 8 5 11 Hr AR B 1 55 1) 8 P R o

SE
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