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Abstract

Based on visualization technology and bibliometric method, this paper takes “critical discourse
analysis” as the subject search term, and takes the Chinese Social Sciences Citation Index (CSSCI)
journals in the China National Knowledge Infrastructure (CNKI)-China Academic Network Publish-
ing General Database and the literature in Critical Discourse Studies in Web of Science as the data
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sources, and analyzes the basic situation and future development direction of critical discourse
analysis. The study draws the following conclusions: in China, theoretical introduction and evaluation
are hot research topics in critical discourse analysis; while in foreign countries, ideology, identity
construction, and discourse strategies are common hot research topics. In addition, the application
of corpus linguistics and cognitive linguistics in critical discourse analysis proposes new research
methods for critical discourse analysis, indicating that critical discourse analysis is developing in
the direction of diversification of research content and interdisciplinarity of research paths.
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Figure 1. Annual distribution of domestic critical discourse analysis research in the

past 10 years
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Figure 2. Annual distribution of foreign critical discourse analysis research in the
past 10 years
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Figure 3. Distribution of authors in domestic critical discourse analysis in the past 10 years
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Table 1. Statistics of hot keywords in domestic critical discourse analysis research

= 1. EA#LTEEE ST R ALK EIRG T

He BRIk AL Ay ]
1 117 1.1 2014 HEPPEAT 20T
2 23 0.06 2014 TR
3 16 0.07 2014 HINES
4 7 0 2017 HETES
5 7 0.03 2016 ExRER
6 6 0.01 2014 PR
7 6 0.05 2018 el
8 5 0 2014 FRAGTE BT
9 5 0.01 2016 115
10 4 0.02 2016 “—ar— g
11 4 0.02 2020 LA TE R 7T
12 4 0.01 2015 165
13 3 0 2021 CALZIRFIRY
14 3 0.04 2018 T TE
15 3 0.03 2016 AL
16 3 0 2014 A
17 3 0.02 2020 LR
18 3 0.01 2015 =R AN
19 3 0.01 2014 )
20 3 0.01 2016 THIERE A
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Table 2. Statistics of hot keywords in foreign critical discourse analysis research

2. ESMETEE S IR B R X BIA% T

HeFp K HG FAn A ]
1 96 0.85 2014 Critical discourse analysis
2 29 0.22 2014 Discourse
3 24 0.12 2014 Discourse analysis
4 17 0.09 2014 Language
5 15 0.04 2019 Politics
6 10 0.05 2014 Asylum seekers
7 10 0.06 2019 Media
8 9 0.03 2017 Critical discourse studies
9 8 0.03 2022 Social media
10 6 0.02 2021 Identity
11 6 0.04 2019 News
12 6 0.04 2020 Refugees
13 6 0.03 2019 Policy
14 6 0.07 2014 Discourse theory
15 6 0.02 2016 Political economy
16 6 0.01 2015 Corpus linguistics
17 6 0.02 2014 Climate change
18 6 0.04 2016 Gender
19 5 0.01 2015 Political discourse
20 5 0.01 2019 Multimodal critical discourse analysis

MFE 2 R RT LA B, B AMIEPEEE 2 AT AR AR R 2 A kst . o, “Critical
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IR R EEAL S UGB T TR DTk - IXEERE AN A T CDA ISR R, OB G IS
FRHt TR IS .
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Figure 5. Visualization map of keyword clustering in the field of domestic critical discourse analysis
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Figure 6. Visualization of keyword clustering in the field of foreign critical discourse analysis
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