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Abstract

Metadiscourse has been paid much attention by scholars in recent years. Hyland’s “Guid-
ing-Interaction” model was used to analyze the metadiscourse in Xi’s and Trump’s APEC speeches
in 2017 to compare the similarities and differences between the two speeches. The results show
that the use of interactional metadiscourse markers is higher than that of interactive metadis-
course. In addition, the use of metadiscourse in President Trump’s 2017 APEC speech is higher
than that in President Xi's 2017 APEC speech. The reasons for the differences in the use of meta-
discourse are the differences in language features, grammatical structures and ways of thinking
between Chinese and English. Through such a comparative analysis, this study hopes to enrich the
cross-language research of metadiscourse, and help people better understand the importance of
metadiscourse and the differences in the use of metadiscourse in different languages.
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1. 818
Zelling S. Harris (1959)#2 i “ JCifiE” (metadiscourse)iX MARIE[1], A NKHFEE “ifEk” . “W
W . “WHEIE” . 20 e 80 FRLE, X—ARIBAEMNHIESHIUFE ZRH. ol —HUkR

I 2008 [6], XIEEAL. HEE 2009 [7]5).

B X TCIE BRI IR, AT OB b e iE BT 1 6 — 5 5 . #4755 75(2015) 0 L 1
2013 FEIIBEBUEYEIEAT T ICIHIB G 54007, MG T H o TiEE I R SR A0S L IR T CiE
R U SEI BRI B hREMI[8]. BRItz 4b, ESES RGBSt —bFE . BT umERIWER
ZFE, FATAT LA TR LS L2 AR [ 52 e iR IEARIE AT, BB E(2010) %) Fh JESCHR 48418 P A 16 18 AR
T THIF[9]: Brse . FFFEE(016)XT S 45 90 i p AR UM B b (K JTiHEHET T X /M7 [10]. 1B
XTSRS MO0l S AR IEE T, Rl B K AT N IS R S 5 s S bl it kb .
ARSCE BN ICTE B RO F NEIF R0 FEZREE, DO G 7 405 N o1
i, F&ICIEENEE SR,

2. JLIETE

RS, FAHEABRGMESE XM EAREFE . 8 2007 s A S 5 bR i) B sl P
AZHEE RGN SRR IGE 2 [0 &M R0 R 105 5 B MoTiEiE. B ATIE s s 5
FHNNTOREFARE G, ZE AT AA R A B S RIE S B CREISHESE, X oifiiEtaic 1R
FIIHREHEAT R I o 0 TTAREE AN T BN R 20 5 BT JCARE 202602 57 . Kopple (1985)#34 #iT A
FIWEFE, $H 7 FiociEiE, 255 Halliday RATIAEIEERIR IS = FocThie i s me kK, B2 ik
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A

H 7 FhOTIEIE D N BTk iE (textual metadiscourse) Al A FR 7t i 1% (interpersonal metadiscourse) i k2
[11]. Hyland (2004), #&H T oiHiEm “515 - Ba)” #i, B IooimiE Ll N SCARAE B e g iE (interactive
metadiscourse) Al A Fr H.3)) 76 1% 1 (interactional metadiscourse) [12]. fAl %5 5%(2015) % e idiE 70 8 B e ik iE
(B JCIETE bR ICIE) R Bt o6 (B 15 VL o TR ) PR ZE[13],

Leech (1974)$2 X 1E & B L NAZ 1 e N TR FFAR[14]. RIAEH, X TooculE st s, mah 1A
CHE 2P HEE SR . W A e (2006) MR 5 iH 1B AR il “/RAE ” 5HTHE(E BRI M EC R, B4
AR =M AR, AR =R A B AS bR i D g A b AR B 1 1 TR bR ic oo i FH D Re i B.3)
PERFIE[15] 2 1(2008) LLDCEE ) “WiR” 9B FExs &, F DL EE A Ll v f], B Ry “mk”
TEESE A N HIEHTIRE, R “OR” 2 RIeiFE e R 7E 5B hs, LR A AR A
ARG BB 35 1015 FHThRE[16]. SR . £ =3(2014) 34T T B HE I 7L, BRI
AR e b A e s S 5 2 AR IR ASAT, A0 L e S AT b B AR R TR A U s A A N AR [17]

TEMZ TCITEEI T, B51E S eSS LB S i S BB T . B, ¥ RAF(2013) ATE R+ £
TEABFE 10 A BER DU AR SCE RS T I TG TR AT 1 X AT, IR T S0 AR SR i e i iE 2
I SEIETE DI RERI[18] . B8 A AERR(2012) LASEDURT IR AIERL, % b 43 AT 70 105 1 78 JH o ) 4 A 400
PR AL FH AR o 5 7] R AE I SR R [19]

B T PHE R ESE 5 RoTiB SACHE AL, Rl B om0 N UEE R P51 5 M 7CiE S oot
FotA o FTBEVE, REREMES T, WE AR ESANESRIESSEBTB, it Slsieg
FABRAE, AR ETXT KRR ERE N, SEHEK, BERFEME, F77REE, MNnikEEAE T
RFARAE AT NI —FAS G B TRV, BRI TR TR B AT NV BT AMER
T EEHIES, T AEP SRS, AR s8/bm AN NS B, SH A2 —
R TCTRE . ANSCE B e iE B R R AT NI A SRR, DU b T AR A
P osiEERMEH, FE T E N EIE ST .

3. Rt
3.1 ERIRIE

TR 242 574 A 41 4 (Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation), fEiFRIEAKZAHLYAPEC), & A [X & %
& EERIE, R AKX g BUF 25 &ENLHl. 2017 45 11 H 8 H, 2017 E K& &
Y ZUT R AT N A R Pk T R T 5 . ISR IX I o — Ak BRI K. HECEIE, H
BRI 72205 . PIRREER R S BB R IT vk .

IR GT 3 f e B X0 N TE T e i B bR A SO0, AR S B =) 30 5 8 AR BRI S 48 2017
FRE G HLA TS N ges ERsE o ER . F B E K 1P kKR B e, it 5045 4. 3%
[ S G R SR VIR UE, 3Eit 3457 A,

32. ARA=E

ASCRILPIFE Hyland 1 “ 515 - HE)” SR Boaiiiimic s 28, MU e £ — Mo iz 1
ARif, —fERRENFRETTN, HR “BriEm P EsEZm L o X—BmARHTZ, BRERATH,
FH HIX— R BB 415 N 2017 4E APEC JEFH (&R e iEiERR L -

%18 Hyland (1) “51'% - H3h” 80, JoiE 0 AR B oo i i (interactive metadiscourse) F1 A Fr H.
#7015 1 (interactional metadiscourse), Bk 2 sr28n# 1 fR.
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Table 1. Hyland’s “Guiding-Interaction” model
= 1 Hyland 89 “5|5 - E&)” TIEEEN

e Dise i+
LA BIuiEiE AR EEEER
IV 1E (transitions) R EENAIFZHE R R in addition; but; thus; and
HELEFRIT (frame markers) fa B R IA A, T s B finally; to conclude; my purpose is
P $84RiL. (endophoric markers) R R o 2 N LA 0 A P 2 noted above; see Fig; in section 2
IEJEFRIC (evidentials) R R AR EI A A according to X; Z states
TEH 1 % (code glosses) B — P AR 5 X namely; e.g.; such as; in other words
2 NFRE B TiIEE HIEE SRERITES)
o (hedges) FH TR B2 (AR 1) 5 TSR it might; perhaps; possible; about
45515 (boosters) TG B ORI Ay R in fact; definitely; it is clear that
A EEARC (attitude markers) T IME R RIS Ay IS unfortunately; | agree; surprisingly
I P15 (self mentions) T 1 S 1 1 AR I I; we; my; me; our
- AFrid (engagement markers) {EH TN B8 1) B AR It s consider; note; you can see that

3.3. W5IERE

TCIEIEFRIC IR A BPER, AR DA R e A) PN AR GRS . $ MR I G TEAE
RSB R ) TCIEEFRC AT IR IR . ERRiCiE R, RERWEE E N CGEREN T, KRS
— A EBEATRRTE, JERIET = IROmE,  R T BER LA T 45 R RS .

HFUL P, AR FEERT LR . 1) 34T A 2017 4 APEC J#E i e igEAnic il 1S
DAEERER? 2) 4T A 2017 G APEC JE U JCiETEAR1C 2041 FO 5 [R) A A WP 2 g a6 55t [ A1)
JR R A A7
4, PEMF A 2017 &£ APEC EHh TiEiBtric ER BRI
4.1, SEEFERE 2017 & APEC j®HH T BIRICERER

SJIESFEE 2017 4E APEC SR IA o EEBEME, NN HHEFAZHERE T B S A,
YR IL L 203 DN ICiRiERRC, HIERLEEE(5045 7)1 4.02%, HEIAICN 40.24/ T . HdA
T HIGIHERRC 39 A, WIS 7.73/T16,  HooiEiEdRic 251 19.21%; ABRE ) ICiEERR S 167
A, IR 33.10/ T4, [ ICIHIEFRC A 82.27%, WK 2 Fin. MEERE, 7 >)iEF 2017
4 APEC E UFHR A Br B3 7o i B b B iz 2 T SCARAE BIsimiEfrid .

Table 2. The use of metadiscourse in President Xi’s 2017 APEC Speech
2. SHEFERF 2017 £ APEC B TIEBIFICERER

e TCIETE R ICE AR (5T 1)) o T TE bR i e F ) A
SCARE H G BRI 39 7.73 19.21%
AR EF o1l G bR id 167 33.10 82.27%
JGIHIEARIR 203 40.24 100%

B ROk, 2 58 AR RS B o iHB bR id AN bR BB e Ui 8 IR 4328 R 25 2 Do 1l i A R I 0 (5
3. # 4),
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b=

TESCARAE B nili A i B TR 28, P IR i %2 (2.97/T-10]), o5 SCARSE B ifiifdsid
ML) 38.46%. HUCRHEAMARID, MURCA 2.58/ T, AR HonifiEsrich 33.33%. FKE N TEbR
id, UCA 178/ T, USRS HIGiRIEARCH 23.08%. EJEAMCANESERARS HEL 1 4, Ho
0.20/T-1d, M XA HICiFiER LK 2.56%, &b,

Table 3. The use of interactive metadiscourse in President Xi’s 2017 APEC Speech
% 3. SEFER 2017 £ APEC B R B TIEIBFRICERER

o SEIR R AR k(55 Ti) ﬁffg";;ﬁff
P E 15 2.97 38.46%
HEZEFRIC 13 2.58 33.33%
AR B GG bR P e bR 9 1.78 23.08%
UEJEARIC 1 0.20 2.56%
TR 1 0.20 2.56%

TENBR BB GiEEARIC 1 LRSS 289, A AARIE R i % (13.28/ ), 5 ABs B3l eif iEfric
S 40.12%. HOORBRRGE, S0 951/ T8, & ABR BB TGIEEARICH] 28.74%. FHGEIG R,
BN 7731, 5 ABR S CiREFRIC T 23.35%. B G RORIE, Sy 1.98/ T4, &5 ABREEhT
HTEPRCH) 5.99%. ffEadEirid, I3 A, S 059/ T, AR Ea)oifiErRid i 1.80%.

Table 4. The use of interactional metadiscourse in President Xi’s 2017 APEC Speech
F 4. SEFERE 2017 £ APEC SEIHF APBRE ) TIEEFRICERER

H AR A g AR
I ANFRid 67 13.28 40.12%
EpINE 48 9.51 28.74%
YNGRERSI IRy i) H5RIE 39 7.73 23.35%
R B 10 1.98 5.99%
SEE bR 3 0.59 1.80%

4.2. $5ERE B4 2017 &£ APEC B TiFiEfRic ERER

FERA 45 2017 4 APEC JEUFRI I I 384 DocifiBbric, & ikh I #(3457 )1 11.11%,
BN 111.08/F1d . Hi USRS Btk iEFRic 160 4, HBSIUCH 46.28/ T, (5 ICiGiEmric A%
1) 41.67%; APrBZhoiEiEmRIC 224 A, IR 64.80/ 118, (hocififtric S48 58.33%, ik
5 FiR.

MR, R .45 2017 4 APEC J# YF A\ b B8l e iiiE bR c A A 2 TS0 S BoailiiEdric A A o

Table 5. The use of metadiscourse in President Trump’s 2017 APEC Speech
5. $5EAL B4 2017 £ APEC B TIEBEFICERER

Bl JCIEER L E BRIR (FTF-10) o TG I T b i e B B A5
AR H G B d 160 46.28 41.67%
YNGR T zey inatal 224 64.80 58.33%
JGIHIEARIE 384 111.08 100%
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F A

Ji 43 A2 52 SURAE BT iE B AR LA A PR B 3 e iE 8 R 43 28 F &2 e iE s e A R B (5 6. &
7)o

TECARAE HIGiE B IL M IR 2K, IR PR IC K i % (26.32/ ), & SCARSE Byt iFiftric
L) 56.88% . HL RIS, SN 17.36/ T3, SRS BLIGIHIEMR LR 37.50%. FHUGEHESERRID,
BN 174137, 15 SCASE HICIEERMC K 3.75% . 15 65 B AREIR AR #0  BLA D, ik 4 518 0.581
TAAAN 0.29/ 17, 5 SCAAL HIGiEEFR L 1.25%F1 0.63%.

Table 6. The use of interactive metadiscourse in President Trump’s 2017 APEC Speech
6. #FRIE RSt 2017 & APEC RPN AR B TIFBRICERIER

H SRR AR O S W i
REiEL ATt 91 26.32 56.88%
EE 60 17.36 37.50%
A H LG E bR FEZEARIE 6 1.74 3.75%
TSR 2 0.58 1.25%
EJRERR L 1 0.29 0.63%

ENBR BB e iE B bR AR 2R, A AL AR i 2 (34.42/ 1), 5 ANBr B3l eifisErid
AU 53.13%. HGR BRRE, SN 25.46/ 18, 5 ABREBICIEEARMCH] 39.29%. KR 5RTE,
BRCR 3.8 T4, 5 ABR H B TCiEEARIC I 4.91%. 2 J5 &R, S 1.16/ T3, 5 AR ES)7T
THIEARICH 1.79%. Scfaa2tliig, Il 2 4, Sch 0.58/ 118, 5 ABRE el AR L) 0.89%.

Table 7. The use of interactional metadiscourse in President Trump’s 2017 APEC Speech
7. FEEAE R4 2017 4 APEC SR ABRE SN TTIEIEFFICEAER

H AR A g AR
I ANFRid 119 34.42 53.13%
EFRE 88 25.46 39.29%
NBRE B e & bR i H5RIT 11 3.18 4.91%
bR 4 1.16 1.79%
TR 2 0.58 0.89%

5. FRWMFA 2017 £ APEC RitP LiZBRIE A RERREE
5.1. FRAFA 2017 &£ APEC EHH LIHEHRIE A AR R REE

B4, M 2017 45 APEC AR AT S48 2017 4F APEC T HF % H yoiliBdric 8 A5 00
K&, ZHANBHIOIEERICE 2 T XARLZ B e Einid. XA R uiHEE A — AN R =R E
BFRMTH, HEEINRE LR T RH Miae /). ChimS Rk T R0 5 (W £, 2013).
B LB s iR 5 R U E S ERIA LU ST A B, TEDhRE LR aR Ak N bR SISl
AL 5 R H I P SOARARFAE 26 AN ] 4o ST L R0 2 58 i Ok B A0 o P 25 D Sty E R o PN 2
i B S5 A, R S A A S —FHERE M B4 R R . IS R P R 2 5 0 Ak
FEAERERE), ANBREICIEERCL AR D,

EINENY

o
i

4
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A

e

Hx, WK IeiRiEbRC R R A, —H AR HEZERR L. WIRPR LRI, 1
UEEFRIC AR AR A A B b o R TEANHE QAR 1T IR KB I AT DA il VR 2 AR 1, H B A E 4F
MO SR AR U T AL I rho0 JBAR, B AR R, IERR PR TR . R ARSI AR B
PEAEBIE STV, RIS S0 2 A TR, AR - I Z2ERAPU AT F. Hik, i
BRI AL A = RARC i . IEEARICRIE AT, AR T AR U INEE S
HIRRE, AR A KR AR A, B PAJE /5 KA IR FR D . ORS00 205 A5 AT DA s s
HISCRS 2N, IR SCAS i & M BLE A 2 KR DR ARIC o TR RS AR AT LA B AR 2 A it
15, EAFHI RN A . IRUFESOAR H R LR R, HAR S s s 5 18, Mt id 2 s
R

&JE, MABREBTiHERR LR ERE, ZF AL BRI SE5RE AR B, A
RS EEARC I D . S ABRICRERS G P T ARITE RO B ST kS 5 Hoh, BFRIERRIL T dE
XHE VBTSN o XS TT I TEARC RO A AR IL T X 5 A R I Al R R E AL, BT
HI AL TR ST AR B T AR IR A5 B IF P AR PR T, A ARRICAN B RRE B 48 HI XS L RE 2k
FUEHEAET o G 9RTE AR AL Ros tHAUT AHE U BRI H 2 MBSO RS . BOR IR H1iE 2 h—
S BAT AN RE M AL, oI UFE A RIE BB TE A 2RI FR A B ER ST K AN 58 2R 1 T B
AP NP AL, BRG] 552 T RO AR, SRR RS E L H—F  45 TH bR AR
R HA R A RO E RS, BB ER B85y IO A I 5 T AT AN ETR Y, (B
BAEEL, BWEZGEREH . BRPITIEER . SEMCRAHE Y EIFA SRS, &2
N 2 b T 2, ARG UIRA . DB A AR AT AR B T N\ Y122 e %38 1 35 9 1 5|
FSUPANIDEEIER

5.2. RERAF A 2017 & APEC RHPLIFBFIC S H AR R R E

H5E, MWAIEF I 2017 4 APEC HEUFAIRE A S 48 2017 4F APEC % H ol bric S G Ol
KE, SJEFIEE 2017 4F APEC i HELR o1l Anid S 808 203 A, T4 S48 2017 4F APEC
Y L TR BRI S BN 384 AN T I SCARTEANE, WHBSR FE, &—Tih, it
P 2017 4 APEC S PF il Aric tH LAY 40.24 A, TRF I B4t 2017 4F APEC B FH T
THEARC HBLRISIVCA 111.08 4, BAREF I 45 2017 4E APEC i cifiBtric KA EL T ik
P 2017 4F APEC J#pF. AT DUE 2 ESUs A aidsEimid i E 2, B HEMLIZACN T
(RRAE R B 2 B R B RERFIE, BAVEE “TBA7 BUFRRE. o ESUS N EE N AL, A
RICTEEML KEMHSE AN L4, BAEE “B87 MIFE. XUFEIEE “BE” , DUEE
“EAT BB ERE.

ik, WXCARAE B iEERRCZ HRE , SJi-F- 35 2017 4F APEC J# o b 2 ff F i G AHEZS AR,
MBI .45 2017 4F APEC S UF N FRARIC A B MM R 2 . DUER TR AES, —MER L
SPRETEE, BT FBLLE— IR —AME R . WS % 2017 4 APEC BVERIL, HAT
LLEE, HXAE., FEREFR -, XSO REME AR, 2 KBRS C A,
43 3P 1 o A . s R BRI ANE S, RGN TR 2B, AR, 3%
BXRZIE R EESE, FHHAEAEI KRN FEFRIC I . ISR S48 2017 4F APEC J#HE R I,
HKEMHAFERIS, RN TR

W, EANBREICIEERICET, WEMH AT N RIS R, > 3% 24 1 B R
BhRLR AT, MR RS2 B RRIERR LR 17 o TR R 17 A EME AT LA R E
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F A

T EAR AR S S8 B SR N S A AR BUARRE . TR B 32 L T4E A 2 ST RIRE R, TR T 8RR 3 S
e, ERANS NZIE WA R R, FEERBASOE, SmEEARN R TA ARR. 56 F I A A3 L
e, REAANE L, SRR NE AN AE, DA A F L. FSeBYET7 SN2 7 2 S BUa FRis
ANTF ) B SR A

6. /&5

ASCR A Hyland 515 - B30 BN B9 T IE TEFR 10 73 0 >3~ 3= JF AR B 5 45 2017 4F APEC
TP T IEEAR LT 1. BFFOR I T SOR RS i, =38 AR B3 o s i Anid A 3 &
T AR BoeiGErR I . ARPE VP CIE IRE  TTAAEZE . AEVE 1, R a4t 2017
£ APEC J#BFH B TR IEARIC 2 T I £ 2017 4F APEC i EHH A JCiR TE bR » JE 2 15 5018 5 4
fiE THESR) . BT W2 g SR F oiliEbnid A AR Z e EE R N . Aoy il B E
TR T REE B LR B E S A, JF BIE5R AT eI E A, F5 B AT IE R S A B e I
TEfG R FA, BATEE DY RKERTEHE, FIFREFR S 555558 2 niiiEbrid FRMANF R F, F
B ICIEET T .
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