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Abstract

This paper comprehensively utilizes the CiteSpace 6.3 knowledge mapping tool to conduct a
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systematic analysis of research literature on evaluative resources in academic discourse from the
Web of Science Core Collection database between 2014 and 2024. The study reveals that both the
volume of publications and citation frequency in this field have shown an upward trend, indicating
increasing activity and academic influence in research on evaluative resources in academic discourse.
Through co-citation analysis of authors and journals, this research identifies core contributors and
high-impact journals in the fields of academic discourse analysis and evaluation theory. Keyword
co-occurrence analysis uncovers eight major research clusters, with genre analysis emerging as a cen-
tral theme. Finally, the study highlights current research gaps, including the need for deeper inter-
disciplinary exploration, the investigation of the evaluative significance of non-linguistic resources,
and the integration of multimodal evaluative resources. These findings aim to promote further de-
velopment in the theoretical and practical aspects of research on evaluative resources in academic
discourse.
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Figure 1. Annual publication and citation trends of research on evaluation resources in international academic discourses
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Table 1. Co-cited authors and their citation frequencies
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Cited Authors Count Year
HYLAND K 17 2016
MARTIN JR 14 2014
BIBER D 11 2015
HALLIDAY MAK 8 2014
SWALES 7 2016
BASTURKMEN H 7 2016
BAZERMAN C 6 2015
YANG RY 6 2016
BERKENKOTTER C 6 2015
CHARLES M 6 2017
SWALES JM 5 2023
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Table 2. Co-cited journals and their citation frequencies
7 2. FEAFHATI R HSIRSUK

Cited Journals Count
Applied Linguistics 19
English for Specific Purposes 18
Journal of English for Academic Purposes 16
Journal of Pragmatics 13
Journal of English for Research Publication 10
Discourse Studies 9
Genre Analysis in English for Academic Purposes 8
Journal of Second Language Writing 8
Language of Evaluation 7
English Language Teaching Journal 7
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Figure 2. Keyword co-occurrence clustering map
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Figure 3. Keyword co-occurrence timeline map
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