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Abstract

Voice construction is a vital component in academic writing, which can help writers establish visi-
bility and academic identity and effectively negotiate and interact with readers. Drawing upon the
dialogic nature of voice and integrating Hyland’s (2005) model of interactive resources with Martin
& White’s (2005) engagement system, this article studies the diachronic development of linguistic
realization in authorial voice construction in English academic discourse. The results show that the
use of interactive resources is on the rise from 1980 to 2020, and the use of dialogue expansion
resources is also on the rise, which reflects the interpersonal interaction characteristics of the

SCEF| B SRR R A S IR BT D). BURIE F 27, 2024, 12(10): 72-78.
DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.1210861


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.1210861
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.1210861
https://www.hanspub.org/

authorial voice construction in academic writing. This study helps to uncover the diachronic evolu-
tion of scientific discourse and helps writers make rational use of voice resources in the writing
process to improve the quality of academic writing.
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1. 5|

Bt T AR B 2 ARSI H 23 S, SRR O A5 SE AR R . 15 27 R AR A2 7 ) 2
Tike BRI, RTEREGEAERD FW . ERGIEEG EYOAREUK, ERAIELIN. FARIGE
2 H R A BIIE 5 MR IE S el dr i, AR WSO P RS KR . —SEBE ST AN, B RIAFAE
SAEFEARRIERAZ WAL, £ ERERE LHISS 70 RS e TSRS i P[] [2]. DR, AT e
AREMERARE F R /R S W E S S b, BN RIS NBr S SRR, ek 2 1)
W E WA, FARIEEGEAMUBUE MRS, 1 HR YR F A E R B, LM YR S
IR R[] [4]. MEA—MAZRIE, 1 BAEER A C RO R TR ARBIA RN, XA b —Fikt:
S HBSMFE &R AT N[6]. MRERAERE, 1FEFEKMLOR— BRI E SR % FhiE = &
RSB ZE A BOR[T]. WNIZAE X B, AFF 8 A G 5 T B A R i E, E¥RE
((HEICEPS: ¢

2. HRGRIR

20 4D 60 AR, SR A B I SUR B PN R B T AT 22 RFR S FIRN B) SR f5 sk
& [8] [9]. HiLL, SiEFESIEEREH A S a5 DASESE S SWEmad, v
¥ 75 5 (voice) FIE # 75 & (authorial voice) S AIEAZHE M H , NG —AriE, DL FBRIA R “1EH B &7
KRG MEFHFEER “VEEET R SAHE S BEEE S E 523808 BN A ELy[10] [11], fE& -
B IR AR AR AN NITE 5 k88, 0 Hamad /E 2 R0 5 2 18] ioer 1 B s 19647 [12] [13]. 7 2001 4,
[ i — 18 B A 7T AU AU T Journal of Second Language Writing #E i 7 51E A SR L1, X —H%
FIxHEE P ER AR A ARRENR L, IR TEE S S RIHRE, TRMEREEZMIARSE €.
EH TS S @M S RETRREVIME, BRS¥A A HIE AE S 8RS 5 E R0 Bk RiA > A8
%, N S AR EEAR G, AT &ERCCRAEINEE TR, RIEZ S AR LI il
Al A E IR GE [ 14]-[16]

B A A 2 P B AR SR 8 2 A Tl Ak o B s g, KRBT LAy A KBRS, RiE ¥ ¥R
(Expressivist) 523 #) 3= X 3R (Social Constructivist). i 3 #IR: 2R ML E BT S5 BI/EE S E
WEEF T, KZMANAFESECERRRIE, FEESAESERAN AR RS BT 75 ERE
e A SR AR, 5SS AN N AR E RIA[17] [18]. H &I LERF T3 B AT Ar] ELAA 1 2 B HE
B8, MOBCTRHEE A S BRI, B, RS P E IR N BARITE B R, WA . 1B
EAMAFRAG R, e EEESEIE TR, A FRKABIRN, BHRE KM S EEE
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SULE O R R G 2 W, S A S0 AR SR, B A, R A
P, BRZEEAE.

O, AR SCFIR: T RIA IR TR AN A R R, VRS A
SCR AL L VERAE, 20 T AR R R, R A NIIE S 0. SRR S RRE S
PRI TEXTASMAR M S, A SRR I T AR A . R SR TN S AE S
MINA, NB) G 2 AR B 2 Segor g, H a2t b S I se gk, 25 MARE Ok
T B4t 4 5o i SRR ) ) A 2 ) SRR T OGRS B R AL M E S XA . AL iR A
AR AR, R I S IR SR R AR TE R E S R, MARTE TR E S R SRR B AR A,

BN R N HE R E I S B dRE S ERRB AR A @RI A T EEE S b, 2%
BHANER G R AER B S @R —J7 0, s RERRES O 5, EE B ™
ARESERES, HEMAZRRERESELREES; H—J7m, PHAE mE SRR e S g
oM, BRI R, WFFCEIET “Voice HLANHAL” Xt b B BRI IEVEARAE, SEmiiid e iES
RIS 22 57 o AR LA R DT BN [F] 22 R S0 B R — B 2L, 5] BRI 7T 22 R 22 57
BbAh, 2 N — W AR A, UM, WERAFEREE S EWEMNESERER. E¥ARE
e, EEFEAIAREGMAFEH OGBS, Fik, (EEFERRIERA ZMER, A AR
MFFAATE, A 5HMAE TR, (EH S EWEAEEEWEEE R ERE{RRER, £ 98
FEZ A (Be3)” I il B 3 vh 3Rk B S W 5 55735 [19]. Hyland [20]FF G114 4 73 WAE 38 #1 FE (1373
(stance) 2 £ FZ FI /1 N (engagement) B & T “Voice BB HTAEAL” VE A HTEE F S HES B, 2
PUEE 5 fESCRIBTE BB . BERFHE AOGEIER WG T k5, R T WA o R e
P R RO 1 B TR B AL B 0 SRR S S A RGN [21]), B3 A Ak e ik
HNEMEH FEE - g M2 S E R NgEA8OR, B a2 R,

3. fAREItT
3.1. SHTER

AL HTHESERE T Hyland 19 7C1& 5 #EUEAN Martain & White (VAN EEE, MR A & ke A, Bk
DRAEBE MARGEET BRGNS, HAPURAEE 755 51515 A B ME H H A 5 2 [
FIPb R IR, St T AR MR EAE . EAN ARG EESEAEE U7, TR IR R
Jio SEBRE, 5l REFEZEERTR R ECEEN. 51 FFICTRAPIEEE 25 RIT RS R
SAEM, WIS AR, 5 SRR EANER . 51 ST N E RO 1 IR A5 R ATHE
2, AT RE S A S ERBE AR B, SRR A . Ak, IR 5] S 2 e A AR A
AER, R T EE RN EE, RE T ERE X ORI B AR K, SCESSE LR RS R AR
MR AESE, B & T A BT P S A T U3 2 AR R P /R 3 P A e 1, 3
WK 1.

3.2. BREMRAE

AR 3 Iy 2 (A 5 B b, ASBIE FEAE =SS [F) AR IR TR) 5 (1980 45, 2000 471 2020 4F) H 22 - PY 4
SR FEARRSGERE, R AR E T N SCFRHE S A 25 DU 8 T3 TR ) B A0
iRt . M4 2022 4F Journal Impact Factor (JIF) Y HATIHEA A 2022 4 1) i B R} B 8 5 B 2 B 4518
WIFI XA, e B R = AR T E R T 1980 4 BUSRIETE T, I HAEREA I A] 3 S ALk
5 MRS, AR TIE = ARIER 180 &5, il 288,449 1A 7F. EARMEE HLMLE 1.
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Figure 1. A theoretical framework for authorial voice analysis of English academic discourse

Bl 1 FEFRERIEEFSOMHIELIER

Table 1. Composition of the English corpus
= 1 SEEERERR

2R 1980 2000 2020

BEY 22,110 29,575 26,822

thoeiE 19,451 29,943 31,428

Lybi 22,883 21,958 23,421

gigRLE 15,137 20,545 25,176

Mt 79,581 102,021 106,847
3.3. TSR

AHFFLAEH] AntConc 3.5.8 13 (Word List). & & BHlE —MFBEE, (A2 Hyland [22]01
Martin [23]F( 35 TEARIC AR S it — AN KU 8 FARic IR AT A LU SR O 1389 BRI
WG, EE S5 —AAHCHE R L AT N DA T3 556, A AF S NS ey, BEREEA
B HEN . ZNRG TRERREFIIRK, UIAERAFEERCRIEIE, TRt
B, A RIRAE SR AR P D A R A

4. BREVL
41 (EEEFHENBES T

N T IR BRI A ARE R TR A M P R I AR A, AR AR 3.1 ANTTRIELIR S HTHEZE,
RAF TAHRIR G- Bl Wlsl 2 s

K 2 BERUMRETS 1 L DY AR R B R I A SR A R AL, i 2 o, fERTR )
=N HIRTE R R, B 14,556 B ] T REAR A HOTE S B, SR A, F 1980 4, RETA
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47.35 I 7 F BEIE; 2000 45, BETAA 49.22 )7 35 %R ; 2020 4F, £ T1AF 53.97 HIF E ¥R, 846,
M 1980 FF 2020 4, EHMEHES RFERMEH SR F SRR ETE.
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35
30
25

15
10

1980 2000 2020

Figure 2. Diachronic changes in voice resources in the English corpus (per
1000 words)
E 2. BEERNERSRRAINTR(ETIE)

BRI & (W7 2), 1980 4E2 ARGt 5] SRR AN N BRI R BT 37 47.35 6], JLp
51 SR B T1EA 17.43 %1, 15 36.81%, BT1d A 15.44 B4 KT, 15 32.61%, AR TIHA 14.48
i, 5 30.58%. 2000 4F, £ TidH 51 FAKEIR 19.37 ], & 39.36%. i A\ BEIRIL KR I T-i7 29.85 i,
Horp gy %R 15.25 6], XFiG$ R %I 5 30.98%, &1 %1% K45 %5 14.60 1, 5 29.66%. 2020
4, BT 4 53.97 Fl B B . NN R IR T 18.01 FIXHEY IR, 5 33.35%, & T4 13.97
X IESE R, 5 25.88%. 5 FABIE AT 21.99 B, (5 40.74%. Ak, 5 SIS IEM 1980
AR 2020 EHEIN T 26.19%. FEAABEIEH, iE Y R R AT G N 7 16.60%, X i 2R i
KRR T 3.47%.

Table 2. Frequency of the English corpus voice resource subcategory (per 1000 words)
2. HIEENER SRR FLAANINEETA)

i [] 1980 2000 2020
gt ARIR(E 53 BE) BRIR(E 43 EE) BX (E 53 EE) AR
IR 17.43 (36.81%) 19.37 (39.36%) 21.99 (40.74%) 26.19
n XEY 15.44 (32.61%) 15.25 (30.98%) 18.01 (33.35%) 16.60
M NBHIR
YT 1l R 4 14.48 (30.58%) 14.60 (29.66%) 13.97 (25.88%) -3.47
it 47.35 (100%) 49.22 (100%) 53.97 (100%) 14.00

SR, 5L, TR SR PN 2 A T 51 S B YRR RIS, R
M T BRI RGN RIBATH A NGB, > 7 EMS S, 4k, 515K
PR — B R VG Nk 3% . 3 51 BEUORA DR SCAS RO 3E BT PEAN AR 77, AT (2 1552 4 36f SCAS PR B g
A R eTRVIEE R E TN # TR . ZohE N, XLETRIEA BT A S 2w s 5
o FASCRE, DLEORADAT TR AR SCA DU IR 2 55 [24] . Bl R UL, X R IIMEE Wl T A JE s i e 5
AULAR AT SR
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4.2. FERFTHNZEN I
MEARZEBIRUL, 27 3 B3 A0 DI 2R B G2 o H R4 T VEGE T e AN AR RS .

Table 3. Diachronic changes of disciplines in the English corpus (per 1000 words)
3. HIEENESZRB AR (ETIE)
HE¥ thoeiE WP i8R

eS| 1980 2000 2020 1980 2000 2020 1980 2000 2020 1980 2000 2020

5l 52K%JF 553  5.62 6.88 390 469 571 441 453 466 359 454 4.75
&Y E 510 481 470 480 475 436 284 311 421 270 258 474
L4 3.81 314 3.97 287 425 373 402 370 294 378 351 3.33

MRAFATLLEH, 51 SFWLEA AR R Z, JFHAENAD 2R 2 IS K&, ik
W, 5l FRBTR YR B E BRSNS . M ABTERTE, 15 5 A A& 22 S Rl 2P e B
AT, TS AT R SR 18 2 R BHEA P8 M, fEIE S A 22, X
TEE4a BEURA P n, ARV ER g 2R 2R, WS e SR IRERD .

BEAR, X PUAS AL XS TS BRI A B A e — e . WIBLE Y, 1R S MW
AR, IR RSB A A T TR M2, ENEY B G R A B P I A
Prsgin. i, ASBEAAEZHUE LT R E 2 S B, CLEETTREVE, $TIF ARG G T T
A [A]) o W4, ORI (2 RHIT UGN TE 2 9 N PR SC BRI RE, TR 58 1 SCE (TR [24] - BEAD,
B E A2 A2 RS R4 IR O S MR ], R HEER, B R P M SGE SRS R EAR
A .

5. &

FIEFARERAEFEEONRE L, HUIRAE T WSR2 KB ESR, T HAE SR
FRIUEE 5iE 2 MM NP EE . Bk, (FEESIESOR T B S R AL S S M BB .
B S, BATRI, 51 FFTCIEERIRAE AR R BB 2 BT @S, R, by R ER
M MR BT, AR T SR P EE A F R AR IR, BAk, 5 A & o
JESETIR A R B 2 R 5 AR A2 R BRI A A RO I, BBl AR R I PR S B #
T AR Y S 22 AR G AR B S MR SR . AL, ESERREIET, SEEMIZTE ) T RS
FARBEE SNPGRS, WWRB S A E N, #5 & iR AR A
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