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Abstract

This study focuses on the use of interactional metadiscourse in cultural speeches, utilizing a self-
constructed bilingual analogical corpus comprising five cultural-themed speeches each from “Yixi”
and TED Talk platforms in 2024. Through quantitative and qualitative analyses, coupled with Hy-
land’s framework for analyzing interactional metadiscourse, the study explores the distribution,
similarities, vocabulary differences, and their underlying reasons of interactional metadiscourse in
Chinese and English cultural speeches. The findings reveal that Chinese speeches exhibit a greater
use of hedges, questions, and other interactional metadiscourse, reflecting the implicitness and in-
teractivity of high-context cultures. In contrast, English speeches tend to favor self-mention, per-
sonal aside and the like, showcasing the directness and logicality of low-context cultures. These dis-
parities also illuminate the variations in linguistic characteristics, modes of thinking, and cultural
backgrounds between China and the West. The research offers a new perspective and empirical ev-
idence for theoretical studies on cross-cultural speeches, contributing to a deeper understanding of
speakers’ interactive strategies and their effects across different cultural contexts.
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1. 53|

SO F L& MO R (o 08, B 7R B AR 3 A [R] [ ORI M X B AH ELER AR AN B8R . X Se s O
WAt 7 — AN RE A S0t 05 E R Sl . ERBRIIAS R, SO T R HE i
NEfig L RR I EE 8. HAE S AIZERR g H a2 B AA 1R . AR T 5 ML sRBOa i v 4 FAE
M1 B AR AR ) 3 — W A, SO UF B TR AR S SN, R T RRE 5 A TR E
Pr,  YERREVEE ST A ARSI

TSR,  “OURE” PMESIREN A H I, TR MRS, B A DR B -
HAE S VAL KT ooimBEmt a2, HENW B a2 9 &E0a 2535 1E 6 18 s iR
Fihith, RTXAEREEET AR, B AT A B H 5 AN [ ] 5 b X o L 301 15 2 A
ZE5t

ARHFFLLL 2024 FERAGTE “— 5”7 A Ted Talk | PASCA N E @A 5 R SCA N ERL, M) this
EHE, H4546 Hyland M E ) cifiiBE o ki, 128 e &85 et il & 107, IR 53l
TEIBEANFSCAESE RN ThRe SR, AR RE0E s SCAL U (10 BE VR I 0 $ (3 (R A0 A RN SIIE A 4

2. CHRERIR R FTHELR
2.1. XHRERR

T T M B W]t Harris BR#fRIE I 5 e [2], BEJS, Vande Kopple 7EH Bl F iR IH90 17 LR
JCIEIE, A M R o0 B R o TE 15 5 N bR oG UE B B ORVuRE[3]. Hdr, B CITRE R O DRESE T

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2024.1210909 426 PARE S


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2024.1210909
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

S Fitit

BRSNS E R T %, B 2 (A 5415 M B B RS B A ks T B o5 0 =T FR B
EE 5 2 MM Bk AR, FIHAMMIES FBHS @5 R 5\ M L.

£ Vande Kopple 73254k & 035 R% I, Crismore Z5[4) Nt — P44 Halliday 75 = ShEeE e, LT
TCIEE R, FIRER LRI AR T eiiiE 5 PR TiiiE, AR 7 eSS R SCAR A 2 S N B vy i H AL
HIEH. BEJ5, Hyland LARGIIREE S % H BRI RE AL BIR BAl, M T “3rd - M7 (stance
and engagement) LN LI TE AL, AR 7o ARG A . ELBh AR A HRHE B 1) s AR, 18
R T SEEEE TR ILES 5[5, XA E RO, ZEFARRTZINA, Z
W ERON 22 BT BEAE & 2 N 9T AT () — N U

FT Hyland B E BN CIEEHESE, E AAMNEE 55 e T SCUE 78, IR AR SCAR R a1 1)z H
Fid. EHXTEAREAE, SEA100 Zadeh SR NFINT T 05018 410 2 1) BB PE S A8 B TG iR A
fiE, 7~ TAEFEA A WG SRS [6]; BN IR A BRI A, R T MR IRt
TEE R S E[7]. B4t BURIE BN S S 22—, Ali B 4T DUIRST /R « A5 FEI A AR R
i, fun TR IGE bR G BUA (S BAR BRI I REMA 8] H EE RS FIFEIR 5] T 2= E AT O, BIE,
B S IR N SR R B AR B d, RS T SOA TO TR TE R S A K A 1 (9]

EAEENR, RE LR ZES T 2MBISCARRE, (BT HERE, TR R
W5 N R PEEM R A R = o STk, ASCRET RS IE, AR o oniEiE
MBS, B TE ARSI T RER AR A S 4R, 8 IR G TE 7E 5 2 b b AR AR 5 0

2.2. WEUIESR

Hyland 1 B 3} 7616 18 7 #1543 A 37 3 (stance) F1 - (engagement) 9 K2 . 3737 (L 35 150115 (hedges) «
hn5EIE (boosters). A FRiCiE (attitude markers) Al [ 345 7R (self-mention) PY A 384, AARBIL T 1E & (I 5 Al
A A NMUIFEEEE TR R (reader pronouns). 5415 (directives) . £ 524011 (shared knowledge) . #2 i (questions)
LK 4 N i (personal asides), B 7ESCILFIEEE I EH ). B FE PR 5, A0S 2 3B [10]1 10 FUAE
BRI TR R SR T AFE AR (listener pronouns). BFFEHESR AN 1 TR .

Table 1. Interactional metadiscourse classification model

= 1 BExpTiEiEs £EE

K WA Thiig 2451
BRI TR U X i A (1 e Might, perhaps, TfE, i
N JnERiE o TR A 20T o A T Emphasize, definitely, Zi%f, —E=2
i BEFRLTE RSB Unfortunately, undoubtedly, ASSEfK)&
Sk =g Wl REEH T L, my, &
i?ﬁ Wy AR FEFR WU A, BES A We, theone, people, Afil, KK
i WAE  BISUABEUE BRI T RGBS Should, haveto, need, W, i
Ao FRERTR HT A AR LC R 51 L AT AR A 2 B 52 ) AR 7 obviously, you see, £xfTJE %1
i R TR 1A 7 2R T iy N1 Why, HMfta, X

e o i L P T T Y

BN XEFTE AR

By the way, Jfiffii—*)
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3. Wit
3.1. fAIE)ER

ARSCHNRIE DL =[]

1) Ak 2 0 B S TR E S WA S AT A 2

2) IS ZE YR A H B G R R AT A ] R [H] ?

3) PiFhE S NI A B EhooihiE 2 2 R K a] e A kLt 2
3.2. ARFZE

AR T HENKEEREH#HT ORI, TR SCHEIER S SEE “— %7 Wit ¥re
(https://yixi.tv/)Fl TED Talk B [ (https://www.ted.com/) 5% 5 3 8T 1 SCAG 1 T B w7 20k B WL 10 53
BB I SCAL 3 B P 5 O SCARHE 3, RS TE S IE VA R AL, ZeBR T DB T RS A E R
B G, A UAM T HE, #EARERESE, SCAR#EAT N TR A F s bR

JE3C TED Talk PR K2 12 4 85 0, Fi#e 54 1330 1A, &t 6650 id; -3¢ “—% 7 J#
PRPEIE KK IE 28 4y 02 72, FERHE5 4] 6509 7, it 32,545 F. X THKAESIMANER, &
TR R A A bt b 20, o A S e iR A AR . A A R EE AT T, AR R
ANFESCALTS 5 R 12 F o0 s T TR W 1) AR 4

4, ARER DR
55 UAM [BIFREERIZEFThis, LA DL R4S, W% 2 s

Table 2. Statistical results of interactional metadiscourse
%= 2. BEIiRIBGITER

25 25 HROCE BT
FER 49 15.5% 5 1.7%
P[RR 51 16.1% 32 11.0%
¥ SERRCE 48 15.2% 53 18.3%
H R IBFR 18 5.7% 55 19.0%
7:%3_71 LT 166 52.5% 145 50.0%
JU
EiE W ARAEAK 62 19.6% 73 25.2%
B4 E 26 8.2% 35 12.1%
JLEENIR 13 4.1% 9 3.1%
N X
b 49 15.5% 23 7.9%
HHAIE 0 0.0 5 1.7%
AN 150 47.5% 145 50.0%
it 316 100.0% 290 100.0%

FREFEE T SO S SO Y, ANFESZIZ A NSRS A IR . IS RS ok,
ST NI N AR ER (4 LB e i 8 o5 25 B FLBRBORSE, R AP 3Ot B W iR
3[R AR S R ZBOR — A AL o
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XFFEARBEIREE, RA UAM o te e, 453 PAESE R T4 3:

Table 3. Comparison of the proportion of Chinese and English speech subcategories

= 3. PRICEWHIL L] SEEXSEE

Comparison
S3-TYPE ChiSqu P Signif
- RIS 35.39 0.0000 .
- JNERIE 3.33 0.0679 +
- A ERRICE 1.04 0.3085
- BRI 25.13 0.0000 I
A N-TYPE
- WA R 2.69 0.1008
- FEEHIR 0.44 0.5065
- Hm 8.29 0.0040 .
- TRAE 2.46 0.1164
SN 5.49 0.0191 I

4.1. MIHRFRERTHT

H P EAIED, FESLHF T, PEEPFREITE . BIRIERR. INRE R R, BT TR E
SN . PSSEVFMEN 73S ARG, HE BRI R RE B _EA TR .

4.1.1. AIHFRFNERTSTHR

ORI 1) R A8 P 3IA 1 T IR A B, 0SS T A e e, R T T I B R .
RO [ERE T DA — Fh BB AR I, 25V DR S2 AR R RE IR H B 1 s () o sl tH I “ ] R
CRME” R, WEN S IEAMERERT, TPOoCE YRR RIE It B AR NS R S BATH T Z,
AIRER L REMSHE A e B EIIARYE, EHIRZ RINMZRIR, A 8 T RMARR T HAKS. 7

IaiE 2 R BB 2R, ORISR E T LA R R L, AR ERBEAS AR I A,
VE U RRFL” “ e A SRS I A 5 AN N BRI AR, TS SRR N v B R R, A R (W0 actually
really). JE250 (21 extreme) M4 1E (in fact)ZE L2, M3 FH AR T b S0 F .

M H RIEFRTT SO YHME A 2 T G vF . BIRERAMUEXN TEFE B S, aRE “ga”
AR T AURE SE[11]. HSCEPEE E 2 A BTN, WS E SO
FRUE, 40 “myfriendand1” “mywifeand 17 %5; HSCEPEEWIA TR B OENERE, BIRRIEHE AL
TR S, Fln “RE CHEMEERERERAGER, ACUUEMEEGE4EE, mHEWRK. ”

4.1.2. MIHFEFHIS

B EFRICITBLE WA E PR SO . WO 2 TR G, & RN 515 R IE R I L
W ZER . BFEEARCE AR E V& 5 B R 5 53 e i, Rim it B H s 53, 0 Ak
i SRR Al HE B AR R DA% 00 W R [12] 0 SRR LR PR AR AR T W T 5 R THT b U P 2 TR
SN, M TS ST A A B . R ST P R A PR R 10 PRSP R SR R R 1 R
i TR IE T, a0 RS0 “SEIRTEN” 2, HUERIEE PR ER; R, A Z RIEE R,
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WP S SRS BT, G R IRATR T “HUBR” , XEENC I E TV RE K.
N, SOV R REC R R E 28, BEARRERIA W “nice” “interestingly” “enchanting” %,

DA S T DF (R IR 51 J0 RV G 75 SR 3 5 v 1) o PR AR A AR, 0 L R AR SRR I S A R,
“surprisingly” “shocked” £ ilJAE L, A REOEL 10 R, KAKRIL 7SSO PHE RS BGRIL BN
IER IR

4.2. NANEHRE R

ANEFRTIA, AN GHRE, hISTRIFFREH] 7L 510, TrARTEIR & He A
B FRFAFAERAD TG, FESGEVFRI 7RO R ZE R .

421 fEINFRINERBISTHR

HR ST B HR R I P B ST R AT, EL S PR R B i) ) R B R E . DU
P (6 P 10925, o T B ) R ) 66.67% . S [ 1R 788 5 S S R 0 R W OB R B
FRHPHEE . SOGE PP I A DU R, MR YRR, T EATER . Bl lndE
R CEREAER” PEd e, EEEERE KBRS, “what if we tried? What if we redefined art’s
value?” FEIF AATT EARMNE R B % .

FNGEAE S H B PSR, oSO R TR U AR AN, SO R TR
PHEHBLFR . JOEE VR & E e —2, E4EBRERIE AR, A 2 2 i B G R e 2R

e

4.2.2. fr NFHEFET 54

PR T AN EE AL T AR AR, R RS IS AR, B ARSI NIRRT E R
(A A% i3 5 1 R RR 2 LS . FESE SO BFIIEEE R, S AR “you” B & 4R3H “yourself” {6 A
Ju . LLA]T “So | encourage all of you to not be afraid of the intensity inside of you.” Jgffil, 3 Ff e 4
YRI5 NRRASE FH (o b s T O PR RR 1Y) 50%), 38 5% T UF & x5 B3P, IR A8 — 2@ R &
A oCRIEE INFEE, AMUEHAE AR, CREK” —mf AR E R R, EAMUERN—
ANZIRVERISE G AR, I 20 5 — PR U 5 S5 U, LR AE 2 31 B O UE AN T BN — 34
BeAh, SR A IS G RIFSRIR AT A, A “AR 2 AR L e INAS RIS 7 i) “AR 2 )
K7, XFPRAR T AIE N T VRS M, TR T S0 A RO R Y, B
— P BV BRI IAS R . SO YR ENRGE O, W TR SAL” , X RR AL T
ST A B, WEETE T USRS I, A B TR SR I R S B

H—7IH, IEFERE, WA RV B AR R AN @ i . WA AR A
Frsl i, WA & SR ELRE 0532 5 B2 (A5 BT FR [13] 0 7EXT E B SO YRS BRI, mTDAM SRS, L=
FRI R NEEH T, (A BIEA SIS SR DS EE N A . BRI S, 58 SO H )
TR — R5IE € AEEE TS, 0 “infact” (FL E). “asknown” (IEWIFT AN, XU TE L H
RS WIS VIR S T RIS EEER . A, POCEVFER Z AW “ARE” T, “ER
&7 (RS EAE v el B T R 51 o7, DA SR (5 S PR BT B A m] 42 52 1

EEPHESR N, MW RHEIASSIES), KB KEPEITEGE 5 B AARSIER, Sk
6] TR — R Ak T 1 I RIA T 20, Rl s iAAT S i E R . X RIREAR A A “ KM —H” “ K
FE” XFERA L, X ERIE EBAR T AEEA, BRG] S AT oL 7 2 5 B 2 s R )i R
oK. BEAh, EAREE — AFRAEE  AFRME AR T4k, (R R 15 W il i i 2 AFRAIA R T —Ff
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WAMERRUAHESL. Fltn, “TAVFHE " ZAMRE, WP EEEE CE TRz, BLC3RAT7 1
ARGy R TS, HREBLE T SRR OBEEE S . i B ARR AR, B R
A A7 RN AR AT S5 A, 58 182 BB XA LB

FEZ R, SESCEPHEE FFR A8, FFESRA “you” (B AR “we” (35— AFR) KRR
L, EROYEF R SRR O], DR I s s A FOR R IAENEA &, AT 215
SR FN S A BOR o FEAHIE TEFTRIE IR b, D1 18 1 AT A (4 F L] v ik 2 33.3%, X — 4
YA e T A A AE S SCIR UF R D i SR I BB A . TR DUOLRIE B 1. B IR AT, RE
i R IENT AFIE R, IFA RO R 1R, (T AL IR E (177 AT B B %

5. EREESH

M EL EGERAT R, RO SCHE T 1 A W R BB O IR T SRS SR YRS U UEE - WA 2RISR &R, H
THEAECER A i LAV Z AR HIEE TR AR . BT A S 2 5T

5.1. IBEER

DUBMENE SIS, AT MU 15 SCHE SOTESTAN 78, TR i B TEIE U [14] o X RS
PEAEAS SO PHE RIS EEINRIE 248, UFE REN B iz FTEORE . SRS ahooihil, B
A A R 2R T AR BRSNS . R, o kR i B R AR S AR S IR 2
i LT ORI AR SRS 7 B AT HEWT, XA A7 AR T W AR ERARRE 1, G 1 TR R
M5,

SARENEGES, HATEMM™E, RN, ECGRETEW Ei. E 0T, sk
) T PN aRiE B A TESE B0 AR T BORSR IR AT, BT A S TEE S MR B R R4, W
DRAR JEL R A A2 T2 R A% 0 BTN e 7 o b A, 8 SO o F L S R DR UR R % o R o A 1 A
A SRR OR IR, KPP & (3R 5 A B U Py A AR BRI M, A, A BT A
M R S B RO

52. B#EFNER

I Y A e iR A Z R, AT UMRBL T R B 4T SN . SCER BT TR A EE
TINE B AR A RAA T 3 [15] s XA 3287 Uk AR 15 0 vt A4S Y b, B e Y mh SO A oxt - g A
B EE AL . H SO T B8 A P AR L T R BRl VA = 5 T AT AR, T R “fEEIAAL” B
FEEGE —MORY). PSSR (2t 5 W Ak Al 1 i3

SESCIF TR I L SEOIN EL AN 6 R s [15], S n SR AR A (KA SE S, o SR bR
B BB o SECHE P I IRERIE O 2, BAETPERNCI 2 EH,  DUR R AE A s ok
PR S, XSRSV L T S R T E . SR AR E . PSSR R BB e iE S
F AN TR T LA L A S 248 07 3 OAE TS 5 R IR SR M 22 57

5.3. BRIEEXLER

BRRIEEE SO “EERBSHE —FMHMNEE: € 5FMFNESCEAT 27 o itiES s hmEiE
BESRIES . £ E s P 4O 5 B B T RUES T, BUA T AZBRE AN, IR LA G AT
WS R RIS, BOLIEAF AR A, KA SR B AR T I 0T A 5 2 R A% I8 [16] -

MEARIESSCH AL KT, Th ISR U BBl yeihih i) 225 2 R L 7 UM OSCIG e S BIiE. 1
AT EEN 7 N ERRAATE o SO F, AR i SO ARER, ) T A P RSO oK & 88 R A
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$, JERTIE BRI SO TR T AR, IS EERRICIE b 2 RO R G R, Ll
RO 0T ARA GERSE B o [, b SO T O SRR S R b S R D) SR,
145 5 ¥ U -

AHZ T, SESCHVHURIL T BB SO T, Wi T Bl WA, B KRR AT
U VA 3000 25 RS RS H . fE S RERRIEHE b, ST AR AL, 0T SRR
FAE S AR “you” , VLRI 1077 5051 RS SRS
6. D&

ARWFFCIE G 2024 4F “—JF” 5 TED Talk V& 4% 5 F UV RS L4, #Em 7P
SRR PE R BB TR A2 5 R I SRR . SRS R EOR, R IO I s T
F & W H OIS E R A S ST A R BB R R, HNEELIHRIE . S AT L B AR
TSR R R B 22 o AR OIS i 1) T8 A N SRS  BORIE AN I 55 07 2, TS AE 3 IRIB R
A PR . FR S NG E R, BSOS EmMRRE, WENER, ESCHEXTEEM, O
k.

WEFEHRE, DOEENBEIET, HRIA M RGOS 50 45 SO PR E SRS AN 5
B BTN, BCE &SI AN ) (4 B T 5T A RIS IR SR . i SRR RS
B, AT 45 R IR IR B R U U AR AR R AR AR B M AR b, R ) S
B JIWEVR AR, BOR T 15 S v A A T8 T % P BB i 37

S Ty 2 2 S A R 3 P S SO T BB eI TR A 2 R I B B SR IR o R SO R e TR B
R IET7 30, ARIL T v SO R e AR B AEANME A 17T 9 S R U B DD BRI B R, I T
AR T B SRR R

W, MERIES SRS, S VHE N SESESC ARER, 00 T I8 AR 5 AN ) 45
i, FEESE AR . EEALH A TSSO YR AR E B SO AR ER B AR T R R AT A
BRI KBNS, i B R R IA R 2k 5] 30 Ak

AR FANCEE T 15 A PE R B3 eiE 15 5 IR HESE, 3 AR AR SR FE AL T 38 40 A
ASUEAHE « B ERANIRT FP 9SO R B Bl oe i 18 (0 2 5 LRI, ARG8T AP Hh 3R AS (7] SOy
s NRE S S8, IE R S SO A IR PR B B G A SR A . (R ARAEEA 2, FAE &
KA, RMSC T Bk, A5 PBE 08 ] DUER o oA 5 8 sl A T 30 2 1& AT A 5%

SE
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