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Abstract

Under the theoretical guidance of Hyland’s interpersonal model, this study selects 12 English
MOOCs from Chinese University MOOC for building a corpus, retrieves metadiscourse with the help
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of AntConc and chi-square test tool for comparative analysis of the data. It explores the frequency
and distribution of metadiscourse, and compares the differences of metadiscourse in different course
types. The results show that metadiscourse appears a total of 1931 times, with a standardized fre-
quency of 64.20, in which the frequency of interactive metadiscourse (37.96%) is significantly
lower than that of interactional metadiscourse (62.04%). Among the ten subcategories, the first
five categories most frequently used are engagement markers, transition markers, frame markers,
code glosses and hedges. In addition, there are differences in the use of subcategories of metadis-
course among different course types, and the differences are mainly reflected in the five subcate-
gories: transition markers, hedges, attitude markers, self mentions and engagement markers.
Keywords

Metadiscourse, Teacher Discourse, Chinese University MOOCs, Interpersonal Model of
Metadiscourse, Corpus-Based
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1. 5|18

FEPETE APCFE S RAE T, SOBHUTREIE M 5 S 0 R 2 adgk . Hd, JoilfiiE 22
Ui T () A, 0 BB RIS B N AR E EEAEA . Rim T IR E R, LREMsE R
FARG REBAEZIHEAR, FHRCLMNENSEHAF AR EE WA R L — BB FFHE.
AL FEE R AL K 2 eSS A XA R R, AR BCE BRI AE R . BT DLORTEAE LA
NIRRT Tl o i iE AR A LB
2. STHTHERR

B 5 6 T TEE [ 52 X R SR WA N, 1Z R IR . Hyland [11CNICIRIE &1 “IER
s MR (BRULTE N) B REE T, ERGISIEH, REMEEEE RSN ALYy, 58T
R EA X P SEIE S o TERT A5 al, Hyland [1]138H 7 oo B AR, EH T
Thompson & Thetela [2]4&H 1) “ZZFr” F1 “Hgh” WAMEE, HooiEiE 75 82 Fr A (interactive) F H 5 2
(interactional) 9 K. FIE B (LG SCARIE B VE DTS Bise & R an i N 2, A6 U #R 1 (transitions)
EIVE R (code glosses). UEYRARIC (evidentials). 4if4bric(frame markers)HI 4 847 it (endophoric markers)
FANTFE, e EEE RS KR, SR IV . S ANFIR A TR, R RORIE
(hedges) . i 715 1iC (boosters). 75 & b ic (attitude markers). H K Fxid (self mentions) A~ A brid
(engagement markers) L2, XM 432K T515L5E T Vande Kopple [31H1 Crismore 55[4]50 KM, i
— R T ANbRTTEEREE, REEESREZENEINRR, FRTIOEEMLSIEE. Xhrk
PR 5 701l E B S NS AR E R G, NSt Fise it 7o RIMRE 71, Wutt s R 2 B0t ot
HHSI T IXANFE, ERITCIEEERH PN T — NI B, P AR 7R AR =

3. WXHEkFid
3.1. BRI
TCIE B A KPR “22ReC” WA EmaeE. BACRE, MR ENFEIRIEERIL K
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MRSy, WRES]. k(6] GE[7TIRITCIHIERE f. HIR, FREUA “onifiEisicis” BN .
BHAR &, WFE#E N BH” AETHRAEE a R o158 SEABR B3, McCambridge [8]38 i FH EF i
FRI, BSL 2 JEH N TIRFE—MEM “HSE” , SESERZZE MBI RGE. Hoh, af]
FIF JCIEE RIS SR R BOEBCR, R BT IS 8. A L2 G BT E NI SO R, bt
WRAEIGIE[9] [10], B A E A2 B AR A R R AL .

3.2. BRI

Bl A 5 2 AW oK o1 1 B R B e B, B ANE I T sV 3 i A B AR R S A A ) S B
], AN [EAR A TR N BT T8, HooiEE AT M T AR S R[] [12]. BUTEE
Br[13] [14]s FERXFEEHT[15]. FREREFT[16] LA R 5 AR BB s AT & 17]

LRSS IR 13 R 2 TE R EE & TE ik, Mo sk (5 B 51 S Br B.3h =Dy RedEfE =%
8 RRERVGE . SEE A SR S BT IR G TS S L. B PRI UM AE ok T Rg
BHRBEEES . BRERDGERZUNH G E SLitfs B9 S U8R 2 & T REE ASSE M ZUT, WithE
JREE I BN F 701 18 S\ R B3 D e 53 = T BEE S DOE 20T . ZE[ 14 AABRC R E BB N
SIHTHESE, A AT 3B R AnAeT i % 2R 0 U 1B BEUR A PR A B A B RHAE, i 2O S S A % B T T
SEPUMAE Z (A~ FEE B 5, DAHAREANERITAE G R, S SLIl AL 3 5 R OC R LI

SEEHTN BB FE AT DUR A S5 J0 16 16 A 78 2 B T X AR B R 3 ST L ge . BHIRAT
FLUA S & BB BRI, BRI A TS TE 5 BUF BIA W 5T 200 AR Ge ik st vh BUM B S G 4047
IR Ft LA R PR IEE 20 ) DB R R OB R AT oo iliE . Bk, AHE 7t DL mi e iR v i 20
1 FE = OB R, i HoaiE B i A

4. Wiszigt
4.1. ST

TN, BT LT

1) SEEFNTE AR FG 4 FH ol 15 AR AN o A A AT A 502

2) SABRFUMAEA R RFE B p Al IR eI 1R A7 2 BARAE 22 7 7 QR AFAE 28 S AEAE JC UG 1 1 MR 21
RAFIELE?

4.2. RIR

AR B NGB RE R 7R, % AERE R 12 NIRRT R 8, B 12 MME
POMZEE, FAFERIER 2 MR, JEit 24 FSOR, Bt 30,077 AR R BRIERT SR O HERR 1
AMEMES UM, 12 DFER MR E R FR P GIER. BEE— AR SRR R, AR EE
ERL PR SRS DAy T o) I 1B K2 20 3o 1T HL 12 SRR IHRRBUT R P K AR R UM 5 R XA 256 (1 B0 .
12 MPOEI IR = PR, R RIOERRE . B @SB R R R e H R i R
4y 3465 N EAC. EOP Fl ESS.

4.3. iIRFZE

AHT U EE A @ NIRRT AT R B S, W AEM TR MRS A R
R Gt AR R 7 o TR A
BT HE IS AT — XS, ARG DX S R I SCR BT IB 7 I . B

N

/-

Y

=

PRI
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LR PIERA 30,077 AR, AR =ASFIERE, 25ldr 48 EAC, EOP 5 ESS. DL Hyland HIJGiH
HAPREACYBAR LAY, @S IT Z(WAE 1). 275 Hyland ££ (Juifif) $ BARSH ) 7oiE1E 2% H LA
NMAT NI, waiEciGiEscH; £ Ant Conc 3.5.8 ) Concordance ThfAefa R ItihiESc H, FEVIIHIN
K, REXT GBI R BRI AT PR THE s f# /] IBM SPSS Statistic23 TR L, R A TIBRE
HR TGS G AR HEAG I & BAEAE 2 7

Table 1. The coding scheme for metadiscourse subcategories

F 1. TLIEE T EEmBR

FH T iy Yl
512 T E—— B R TP G 2 AR TR
T4 7 moreover, and, besides <Tad>
ERRIE T b but, however, similarly <Tem>
HFHEw because, so, thus <Ten>
HTHEF first, one, then <Fse>
sk AT A B to sum up, so far <Fst>
HFE% Hix will, want <Fgo>
FH T 41 turn to, Now, so <Ftp>
WERFRIC / above; in the following <EdM>
WEJEFRIC / according to X; Z states <Bvi>
Z& 45 for example, such as <Ce>
AR ENX which means, refer to <Cd>
B in other words; that is (to say) <Cr>
TR / might; perhaps; possible; about <H>
NBR B TTIEE——R 5] ZAME 2 Z 53 HE R e
B JIFRid / in fact; defnitely; it is clear that <B>
AR / Unfortunately; surprisingly; agree <A>
H 42 EArid / I; my; me; we (exclusive) <Sem>
I ] wh-Q, yes/no-Q, minimal Q <Egg>
i SERVEEZN look, ask, consider, remember <EBgd>
fE BB — AR we, our, us (inclusive) <Egf>
& B EE = AFR you, your, yourself <Egs>

5. R KETie
5.1. TIEBHNEESTER

WF 745 E W EFL 0T o138 A0 200 25 01518 /9 10 N7, 3 2 R 7 CifiBfE [ @& isklE
ARG, FEAEAFRIEGHER, FRERERFIAT S E . RIE S5, 1 30,077
T H E SR ES, JLHILTTETE 1931 K, Wt Ul 64.20 BT, H, 512 T0iHiE b 37.96%,
HAATCIETE S 62.04. XYW EFL Z0M s e - H B3 ocilth, PARGI %I E8 i, 8%
S ANREIE S .

»
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Table 2. The overall distribution of metadiscourse

2. LIEENRERS

a5 et /e FRUELL AR 4
T RRC 370 12.30 19.16%
ghEtFRid 225 7.48 11.65%
. WHEFRIC 10 0.33 0.52%
EIE= S Winrars .
Y ARIE 16 0.53 0.83%
ER AR 112 3.72 5.80%
Mt 733 2437 37.96%
e i 108 3.59 5.59%
GEyAL TS 92 3.06 4.76%
N BEERRIL 86 2.86 4.45%
NNk P Ty . .
H 3R il 97 3.23 5.02%
AFRIE 815 27.10 4221%
Mt 1198 39.83 62.04%
JUTEIE ST 1931 64.20 100%

5 OREIEERE R ICTRIR OO A A EE[ 18], HoTil i i s 117 539.85, Bl R m T AW 5.
B, AWARYE (RFHREFVINE IR TCIETE ) B FC[19] 2 B PR AR Z2BE IR A K. 72 22 5t Ji
PRIFTRER CRFEIUERE IR TmEm 7T) R TL TR, SRR 45 08, MANRS (KR
ROV ER B TR T8 ) B O GO R, BT IRRZTZ 9~13 2Bl EFL 2 IMAEG R AT BRI [H] P4,
MG I TR A . BAh, i TAEL R IRE T U 22 ) F L H ), EFL BUMAE A Joilis
MBI AR . G120 NBRE B RYERR UL, AW 7T 5 5 HALHT 708 BT ST 45 RAH L .

5.2. TIEETFEMERATER

WRAE 1 fos, ETCiRIE M 10 NFRIEM S, EHBMEME N Abrid, o Hil81s ik, BT
] 27.10, R 42.21%; HEESE R RERR S, I 370 Ik, BTIA 12.30, SN 19.16%. 4
FIFRICHEESE =, TP 225 Ik, BT1A 7.48, BTl tLEN 11.65%. HEESEPU~ZE /S B e s 1285
AIESARIL(3.72 B TR, 5.80%), BOMIE(3.59 BT, 5.59%), HIIELArid(3.23 f T, 5.02%),
B bRiR(3.06 A, 4.76%), AEARIC(Q2.86 FETA, 4.45%), UEJEFRIC(0.53 BT, 0.83%), WiE
FRic(0.33 & T34, 0.52%).
53. IEIEFRARESH

MRIETCIE T 10 T80 B B 30 5 U0, AN 0 R B4 G A OCIRFRIE SR, ExHES T A+
Fatk— L BAR S i

1) /i Abrid

SRR TCIEE R G — T2, U s (A DGR, B R AR H AT iy 2 ) Bk AtRAT]
TEREEZ 5% 1] ERBTIH, IAFREANGE AR B IC UG E S 5 R K128, R o iig g
W EFL UM B AR E I — A 728, HAE G E N R E A AT sEk i EH . 75 B @ZERES, ¥
KB =T 55 ANFR B— ARARRIE. o, BUIRESARE 258 AR, UK Rk 459
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K, PRSI N 1526, F %A you, your, yourself; FETESE 2 — AFK, JLHI 341 Ik, FrifEfl
AN 11.33, EEN we (inclusive), our (inclusive), let’s; HGEHERIE, HIIRECN 15 K, brdEL
FN0.50, FEEN talk about, consider, make. U1:

MEYEARIE

AR 0
4.45% 0.83%

AR
4.76%
B B AR
5.02%
BOIE
5.59%

GIE Ep 7yt
0.52%
I
42.21%

T IEFRIE19.16%

Figure 1. Proportion of subcategories of metadiscourse

1. JTIEETRAL

(1) Chapter 1 of our class will explain what we mean by creative writing and introduce <Egs>you</Egs> to
some of its basic tools. (ESS06)

(2) <Egs>You</Egs> will have practice with every class meeting of producing <Egs>your</Egs> own cre-
ative writing. (ESS06)

7E_E3& )5, EFL BUMIE AL you 5 your 512 5# %85 5 2 FHHIVER, 55 2] & TR —Fiont il g%,
flefifi 22 S H BEANREAEBTHOR . RN, 225l Sk a0 i — 2D I R AR SCEREE I AR 55, BRAE
H OEPTEE IR RFERZE .

2) WPHRIL

REVERRC T R IR A EE R, DA B A R IR B P IR (A HE B &R, bRt
HIE 370 X, ool SR 1) 19.16%. AREAE #1515 A £, Martin and Rose [20 K i bR ididE—
A AT ANE L L R =T XA TR, HI T AN A SR AT R, L
166 X, #TF5.52, Atk 44.86%, ISR &AM CIENCA and, also, besides. # FREH T H#K
FIHEVE AR TR, IS T- 2RI B 102 Ik, BT 3.39, 2055 b 27.57%, . but, however, though,
s0, because, therefore S5 1AV SN AL = . fl4n:

(3) In this talk, we will learn about what is an argument? what are the major elements of an argument?
<Tad>and</Tad> what are the models of argument? (ESS02)

(4) In the first part, you will have to state the problem or how serious the problem is. <Tad>And</Tad> in

the second part, you normally give a solution. (ESS03)
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EHH)'%I

pPRe

H1(3) and LR IFFIRIRFIREE [ 5], B2 Y BARTE B2 I A S TRIERI N A, EPTURR IR
FENETINIEM . #(4), and @ IERA) T 51 HE ZHH AL, HEFHREERME. and KA EFL #
JR I TE B RS AT R AN B o [RIIN 52 > 3t ] DA SE I I (0 = UM A A 1 o

3) ditltrid

Hyland #t— DA RCTE NI THEE . A TiRickrBe f T E S B AR S T Rih . A
THEF SR AE Y b 56, JEit B 132, & e inik 58.67, FREALSA A 4.39, (the) first/second/third,
then, next HILELBEINEE . FLUk, MBS (2 H TR HAE B A DGR, L 74 W, BT 2.46, LA
now, so, ok AE. # FRKEHTESE HIRHAIHEIL, HIL 15 times, FrEXSIE N 0.50, FZN be going
to, want, here be. /52 HH TARCHBIIAHICERITE, JEHIL 4 ¥k, 4T 0.13, F %9 in conclusion,
to sum up, up to this point. 51%0:

(5) <Fse>The first part</Fse> is about his voyage to Lilliput.... and cruel. <Fse>The second part</Fse> is
about his adventure in Brobding, the land of the giants. <Fse>The third part</Fse> relates a voyage to Laputa,
the flying island, and some other places, where Gulliver encounters dull and quirky scientists who carried out ri-
diculous experiments... (EAC07)

B(5)Hh EFL #UMmA4 (RAIBRIEC) KINE, HTHFP R4 bmcEmiZ. Sy BAMEm N E I
ER EREERMEM, IZ XA HUTRIE EA R R, 23] 3 th g PR S AR B A A B —
RIS EoN

4) EHEFRid

ARG I BB AR AR A O Ui TR IR AL AN B, DA R e B AR I
Kl(Hyland, 2005: 52). ‘&3 2598 K =7 yulk, Hob, FT200 AR SR AR X S %, SLial 132
W, AREASIER N 439, FFN for example, such as, likeo VG T 205 AR B, HI
15K, FrUEEAIARA 0.50, FFN that is to say, in other words, namely. HEUAT R X5 /b i A& 58 K
WY, FEHI 4 W, ARIELRAIER N 0.13, EEN refer to, mean, the definition of, i #1:

(6) <Ce>For example</Ce> tens of thousands of words are made up of a small set of sounds in English
around 40 phonemes. (EAC02)

(7) We can acquire the ability to understand concepts which denote nothing, something that wean not touch,
wean not feel, <Ce>such as</Ce> truth and beauty. (EACO03)

EFL iz A for example AFHICIRFE N AU FEAR A 78 . 7EFI(6)F, T {EH for example i
—BRE . A EMERZARR R BARCATEEEI 2 ER, EHr512)FATAT BUR I, such as
JEEFERIAN TS A B AR 734

5) BIRiE

FE R, GErtEt v, ORI A 32 A TR AR Bh s i AR PR SE B AEIX IR R,
H LB /& may, might and usually. v, may FIMERIEONIRE, JLit Il 56 ¥k, FrdEALsily
1.86, H.UUE might, HBL9 UK, ARvEALSIZR Ny 0.30. AT H ISR D K2 usually, FEHHEL 7 K, b
HEIE N 0.23. filn:

(8) Here, you <H>may</H> notice Saussure emphasizes the social aspects as well as the conventional as-
pects of language. (EACO02)

(9) Many Chinese students have the problem of speaking softly. But if you speak too softly, It <H>may</H>
project an unconfident, insincere image and you will lose the interest and attention of the audience. (ESS04)

(10) Since that <H>might</H> not be possible, rehearsing in front of a mirror or friends is another option.
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(ESS05)

(11) People <H>usually</H> make pronunciation errors when they meet unfamiliar or multisyllabic words,
technical and new words, and names from abroad. (ESS06)

AR TR PR ASEAR 1E LE A P I B 2 A I Gl 22500 o 91(8) 1, may —1A] 9 EFL UM IR 25 =) 25 % VR B N 25 1)
Byg, 5B MR ED), R IEERERE AN #19). #A0)H, may 5 might
Bpgeik —mrel gedt, FRAR LRI A REm, AR PR BIR E IR SR AERYE. R DY, @ usually
RFTEIZAFFEAG I AP AIANGA 2 1, XA O PR 5 1 AR X BE ™

54. FEIREXBEFIZEERANER

AWHFAE SPSS Xf T WS B R BEAT R OTRRSS, 0 W AR R 2 2 ) e 3 VA5 AR A e k2
PR FEZER . WK 3 Por, BACKRY, BSS P uiliiE i & T EAC HA2KT EOP. M5 &3
XTCIREI4EEE, EOP 5 HAMM A IRFE R o il B AR B4 % 5 . 5 EAC [ ESS MR IRFEA
tt, EOP AHX AU 51 @A otihil. MARREEATTiiiE4ERKRE . ESS HITCih i i Hl 5 M At i
WHERAMFEERE 2R, JEH W EAC 5 EOP (143 FIAMZ AR X5 5 o

Table 3. Correlation analysis (p-value) of overall metadiscourse usage across
course types

F 3. NENRIEXREETIEE S A ERBEREEX LS E E)

oy it EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.075 0.000""(+)*
EOP / / 0.000""(-)
ESS / / /
GRS Wl EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.000™"(+) 0.059
EOP / / 0.012°(-)
ESS / / /
N E 3 A TeiE TR EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.207 0.000""(-)
EOP / / 0.000"(-)
ESS / / /

F:p<0.05; "p<0.01; "p <0.001; FE 0.01 L5, AR E 2 (H)/(-):
LR BT B R Ll B A i E R 2R BE 22 () BUE A (—) M A 2K o0 iE G .

ETRIEE R TAFIT, =R R 2 55 R 2RI AR id . BORHE . S RId. B
P& XARC AN AARIC(UZE 4 FizR). A ORI bR iC A I 22 7 R EAEE T EOP 5 HAMP FhiRFE R T 2
i)« EOP #HAh P PP IR FR A FH I AR 1 o 78 =28 URFE T, EFL 2z F ASORI V5 AR G 25 W0 Hi 3528 0 A o
L5 ESS #HLL, EFL #UM{E EOP HAHXTBE 2 FAHI R, (H/2&7E EAC 5 EOP Jz ESS 2 [a] A RIE 1) fd
AN RE 2R REEBAMCAE G IE KA F & UG, (R A =R IRAE R B T i AR 3
P25 . EAC WA FEFRic B8 A v T H AR URFE R AL . BOP WS FEFR IS FH = T ESS. £ H #peg &
Fric 7T, EAC 5 ESS ' EFL UM AE A B &L S Arid 235tk EOP &, DAL RIIa B 2% 5] 2 iR
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. {HJ& EAC 5 EOP ) H EIE AR AFERE E ER . K TFMAML, EFL ZURifHA Abrid
A B M = B )P ESS, EOP, EAC.

Table 4. Correlation analysis (p-value) of subcategories of metadiscourse usage
across course types

4. FRIRIEHBETIEE T REANBEX LD (P E)

A ERRIE EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.000""(+) 0.070
EOP / / 0.010"(-)
ESS / / /

BN EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.069 0.794
EOP / / 0.021°(+)
ESS / / /

BERRIL EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.000""(+) 0.0007"(+)
EOP / / 0.013"(+)
ESS / / /

H e KArid EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.006""(+) 0.719
EOP / / 0.001""(-)
ESS / / /

WA TR EAC EOP ESS
EAC / 0.0017"(-) 0.000"(-)
EOP / / 0.000""(-)
ESS / / /

6. 4518

A FeE B/ NGERLE, 456wt S BT EIR I B R BB FSR R BFL UM G iEE I AE
FAAESL, AFFER I 1€ 30,077 AN ) B @2iE R ES, JTiftEIL I 1931 Ik, brdEfsingly 64.20, H
5] 5 3 ICTEE(37.96%) 1 F AT 2 I AR T H 3 It 15 (62.04%) . 7E+ASTI8, (6 BAE a7 =2
BRI, ERRIL. ERbRd, AJERIENFR D, BRHE. BREAC. B ARE . SERRL.
EJEARIC . FEbRic. BT HEURMVAN M, T, 2 ) E AT SRR 2, TOEZUMTE SR ool
VB F AT B AR T 28 N OB R s iE B . Ak, R RIRRE 8B 2 R T TEE IR T 2R AT
Z5t, HESFBEAPERER S, B, SEMRIL. BREACAN AFRLIX AT

g LATR, B EERE, A TR 7K SR BEE SR T SR O e TR I R e = R, DAY
PR O R A A 5S3E , SR Ah ST O e 1 1 B A AR AL 52 5 )8 K. BT IR E AR,
HAZ G 4% EFL ZUMIER . BAE TR, WELRB AR ST R, AFFTRAE—ENAE. KK
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IBEFE AT DASIEAH SR R (), LABR it Fe 4 R m SEME A 2k o RIS BFL MR A VT R A
BTt T RAAT TR A B O TE B N N ARE . BRAh, R R R AL LR B 5 1 2 WA

EHEWH

AEH T RS 2020 AT AN i PR A 2 LI H (RAR BB —— il Bk 78 42 9815 (CR202022). b 5T

TS HE 4 2021 LI — MG T IR AU X B A ) 515 2 R 35 28 5 R 2R R RE A A 1) B
NA FEFEHLEIHE FL(YB202119).
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