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Abstract

Based on Martin’s Appraisal Theory, this study conducts a comparative analysis of evaluative lexi-
con in Chinese and English academic journal abstracts from three dimensions: attitude, engagement,
and graduation. The findings reveal that both Chinese and English academic journals frequently
employ resources of judgment and appreciation within the attitude system. In the engagement sys-
tem, Chinese abstracts predominantly adopt monoglossic engagement, while English abstracts fa-
vor heteroglossic engagement. In the graduation system, both types of abstracts frequently utilize
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force strategies. On this basis, the study analyzes the specific differences in how evaluative lexicon
expresses interpersonal functions in the two languages, as well as the underlying contextual and
cultural reasons. The research aims to uncover similarities and differences between the two lan-
guages in academic communication, with the goal of further enhancing the quality and standardiza-
tion of academic writing and promoting the effectiveness and accuracy of scholarly exchanges.
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FARMERZAR G AR FAL R 7, IRYE (GB6447-86 Ui g 5N 1€ X, i EREAE
AINVEAL BN FE MR RO 0, vHER 7 fT WA S DSR2, R R RS BT . TS
IR R[], EARMREEN, FEREZRANE, BFH55E @ AMNEERR, LUl
AR NBRDIRE . —NEEGR. A5 B IR R ZEAUA B T3 2 SR I W ORI G S 2 R E, B
AT ARG B PR RS KR, TR T SCE IR SR RE WL . BAh, 4 B M it Fefir

TR BT R LA B AR AR T M BB A, LR PRI S S IR IR MR, AR
H F CLRAE BT T 1R R P LA S I BT B, TR T A 2 NN 3

BAREH KEXT AR BRI Z AT, EARRIET ANSRINRERIT T, 32 5 T4 2 1 7%
A RO — D7 T, K PPN MRS S B4 R it SR X 2D . Martin (2000) 82 T PN ELIE (Ap-
praisal Theory) FAEZLAIR A, DA id 8 38 5 AT 200, eTDAPPIE S s S, 37
Y, VENERREN IE S BRSNS E . AMAFINE RS, NEETEN O A SOE TR 2], thE
Martin & Rose (2003), Martin & White (2005)X] PFANBISHEAT TIRA TSR, X L2235 DLGSE/E TP PR 1H]
TCmE X &, i I8 PR B SR AR E 3 5235 (3] (4] EHRAE(2001)4 Martin [FIPEA 2 5]
N ZEARRLET 5, N 220 PPAN B A B B N [5]. ZRART(2002) 58 H PPANAE B2 4 B FH 46 58 T
IhREIEVE TR N5 8 VRS O T ISR [6]. 525 4E(2005) AR JIWT AR 5 =07 T KRGS PGS
VRIS SURFAE[ 7] ZE52VTQ2010) R I MR X POEVEN M IRIC AT T RSB . 1K S0 i A P0E
PR PRIV (R R SRt T SCHE(8]

XV EE 1 SHBE FL  E A 2 Rt TR ENE R, W EHRAE(2010) [9], BRBERE. F£Z(2010)[10], ¥
E AR BRF(017) B 54518 . FriE s S0P MR N F 11, RS (2014) 55 W E 7 AR TEE H R,
STV R BRI HE[12]. A F=E DRI T AT A A RPN, e (2013) 5 TR b
PR TR ZE b A PRV AT R LR 13], ZEEF 00, RN Q021) R L 1w [ 2 5 AR H
PR BESC AR AT 45 15 30 o A PP PR 22 e, RIITE S SO AR BATI R S5 8 1, B 3
R TR EEVER . AT AL ZE VPN 14] 0

Xo AR A8 E A 78 . Huckin & Olsen (1983)45 Hi 4 2 75 ZAE A BR 1R 18 P A& 1A% O A5 2 W A
[15]o Swales (1990)#& AR AT EI, YN EAE N —Fhe e AR, BA R aEbs B ISR
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“5k[16]. Bhatia (1993)#H)& | Swales FIAHICH 7L, $&H 17 B RHVEA M EE DAY 17]. Hyland (2000,
2005) TG TE I A B B S AR IATIRE 22, IR AR FLZAR SRR I ABRE S, 2 T 5 ARE R i Bl
37.37)(Stance) F1 41 A\ (Engagement), & 7E# 78 EARIERA/EE 0T LR IGE 5 HKIERIA B SIS, F0
NBEH 2 A5 F (18] [19]0 P 223 = B Fe 4 B IR A A iEARr aL, AL JE SC(1981) IR FA) %
JE B 2 ARAE AR VE 5 B E AT T R RIHEIR[20], BLJEVF £ 538 6 T RABAKIE S B AE BT 726
AT, XS EE S T AR AR VAR R AR R R, 9 e AR A R A R R S (1 A5 T
W, RGPS A AR sk AR FEE, KEMAARNE, EA)E A e % i
A, KEAE IR SR S, AR BN BRSRH b, AR TaE “HM. Fik. 85RMER” 1tk
R A1), XM ES BFREN RN, HASES, NENZEREMERME T —F
S AR

SVRTIT S, BRAEBE FCE VPO BRGS0 EE AR R R T SR R T BONFE IR, SRR vE
PR RGN T E IR AR AR . — 770, PP PEIRTCAE i B0 B i oy, AU B
TAEEEWRIEF A, WEABE SNSRI T RHE ANPRINRE, 5 a3 Bhise 5 X005 @ i th
MR FR SLIAENHIE T X — G S M 58RI R, 223 7488 5 1 B 08 3 58 Iy S
MR 5 RIAMAG 2, DORSHERRA LA, SR SR B S 3R 1. 55— 77w, BUE B S AN
PR B BRI R P8 R R SRS S 0 LU A A T AR B R

1.2. fA5IE)RE

ST EIRWTSCBUIR, RS DU R RN RVE S A WU AR E e 2 e s A
PEVRCSEBLNBRIIREAIRIL, TRIE 5B RPN BRESEZ . it N WME=ATHRE SFERS
Pz ?

2. Martin " RIS HESR

£ Martin & PN R, B RGN BIRM L, 57 5735 FHY s 0 1F 1 5 A 1
VA, B s R, T, B8 AN BRI . RMIAMNE, W CEET R T s A
WX AT RIS, R RBEASAC S FAIRS, W “RrEE” C/TRT BT s BRINEH
TN SO, BEEEFEWMES B, W el Pl “FE” . MARGAFENLGELTAA
ME—PE, PN, AWM, BAEUXEIH RS E800y, ARINHART R AEE, 25
MRAFE AN GIN T HAM S, $hE TGN R ZE RGN BT VRO 158 B e Y, R
EAFR AR, BRI LS B, W CIRBERTEY R CRKEHEE T s RER
NRETTAT] 3 e, W “#ise” “HJHRE” .

Martin (VPR AW ER U T 58 B B ATRESE, R UL A AT, SRR VPN BEURAE
WEAREH, RARFI SCEAERE W 8 PN MRV R R PRI E NFRThRE. TRk, ARk REE
&R B RN SSCT — X AT Applied Linguistics. 1 E &1 _E 55N F1E 5 30 5 2B AH <0
ARIATIE D ERIRIE, K BN RE R 7 2ol B e R IATIR 2E & 100 f g n /N TR
WRFE Martin VPN ERAG ) F BEHELE, WHERLIEAT BARAN S0, $REGS L. AN R =AERE I N BRT)
Ae SCRAE VP HARAE, 58200 PF AR IR ZEAN MRl AR I = AN IR, WA [ 2 5 s
] 2R 2 3 AR S A B S AR b ) 5 [

3. tARGR
IR 100 BP0 100 55 H SRR TR EHTARE S %1, WSS, R HEE b5
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FEEAMUME——RBOEES F . BB KIS B, BRI R IR R 2 1, A4
FEWE N RGVEZ R . BRINTE, S0 AR 2 H R O s R T7 20, T S AR YT i 220
A [ea) T W7 5 R AE

3.1. SERGREE

FERFERG, e 2 AR AT B E AR FH U R A Ik e P (R VPAN VR RIS, AR E S 1 ol S B
FPRAN NGRS, W PR 2 A i A0 1) 2 L B o (LR SEEE SN B I SR | 3 i A A R,
SCEEA AT 2 v s FH 45 B BE (87 ), ad I R T B TN A By AR B A S AR S S, TR
ARIB I FE 5T B E . B “no comprehensive” “accessible definition” “inadequate” “areliable and com-
prehensively defined unit” o T H S22 AT 200 DL K 5 % 50 P vPAR MRl IR A A (64 1), JFARAE
I BAE PRI R YR (12 ). ISR T (R i A R E A F], A SO AR 2 3
THEZEEME, B RGBT CHPH” R RN “LREER” SIS, MEREAT
RNEREJTHAT IR, AMUEI TSR, B FE P IR ERAT Rl ok, L N
AR, hEFE EIER.

3.2. T ANRGRTEE

ENNRG T, PEFERMEDLIEE S L7800 s R 77 A BRE R . FEOCFAR AT
BRI THEARER M FHE, PAEEASARIEE S AR R E S HAL80 ), BAERHE
PR E A G Y g . X — BB S Z A “may” ) BESE (A0 “Itis argued that...” ) J il b4
FJ(ln “ Although it is widely acknowledged that...” “However” )Zi% 5 F B 5 NHARHF 7T, il % HAh A7
FHRBRPEBATHRIA, CAiR B S A SO R WD AE 1 5 IR 5 A R ) T el . 51k
B FEEA R AN FARI TGS E o, EEH CEENEE R RS 5%, e e R E N
MREIRT G, FHREHA AL I B M S F BRI S5 A .

M SCEEAR BT A 5 3 FRTFBRE AN N6 ), TEEEMWN T HER. e PRiRiEa)
KPR FOI R S E R, R ADERME RS NHAR R & 53017, WA EE AR, @ EE. X—
R i) 27 0 R BERTE BRHAR N E S, B CARSCE -7 W R SO A A
Baty, HAERE, B W 7 —ANEOyE R TEE R, VR DL B E SRR T 5T R I
LHOEEGERRRE, RS €A E BRI, EARKNMEREN, REEisEzoER,
G FEE B E N EAFR . JE M B, R G NZ M S R B .

AN R AE P SR AR S8 2 T S AR BT ZE 1) 22 A A N, o il P A S e A
ANFB, dlid “HFFR - ” “This study demonstrates that...” 251 £ . Ff H o E 2235 5 2 g A “n]
Ae” “HTRL” CARSCNNT AR R A ER SR (12 4, RUTEAN AN S I EVE, IR ORE
PR AR I . A1 E 2 U B 22 3E 0 5N A A0 A B R IR 5 3k R ) 07 20 A 7S E A2 (35 ) -

3.3. WERGXEL

TEWZERGi, B H I T SO TR SRS SO R S b W A FH I AERE, 43y 78 AN 65 5, FHT
VAT VE B 50 o S AR T B, /R 5 4 B “critical mismatches” “serious implications” “robust
frequency and dispersion statistics” ZF [V HE AW T FINE, 515 D68, RILE S F7E S ARRHE 1)
WAL R AR BERETTE, 1“4 million words” SRR LI, PR B
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” 43

SEALF,  “more fluent and lexically varied language a wider variety of pragmatic functions” “a number
of different units” S¥1ETH1E F W . Hilm, 518 JGEE B S BB RIS AR AR . 384 40
BLKE S 5 R ML G 77 2ORRIE M RS, B “notas...butrather as...” ¥ PRI EREXT LK, AT
TEW LS E A BT P BT AR [ ; “the so-called sociocultural and cognitive approaches” “real world” prob-
lems” , MIEAEH 515, NI —LORppRiails, Xeein s /e EaAn, sug ZEFRM, Pltts
B I s L DA IROCE R IR S BR e BE s, I 3% T ORI i e A o R (8 AR 22 T BUITE RS
B, A2,

HOCEAARIIRR 2, RS T B R 7T, SRR ISACTE . R T I, 1FE WA “4F
BT M CERFEI” CRK” AT BN BRI SR BRISIA R
BOBAERULIR T B “BET7 “ R B S 1E AT ELA A B s A& B IR KR O #2E S5
X R AL AL . WAFE RS PEITRTE R, an “HeAs b7 «—ge” “ib—b” SR, £ E R
JEEGRTES, LR AIB A, Il 7 ZREEREEMLE. EARESSEREML S, =L
WHFAT NSRS, RSO ARIE TR 720, Eouiid. 5930 R ESEAR R,
O B H R ET BRI ROIAEE D>, EFEFLLE DI, [F HAE R A 24 505 A5 AT T4
ZERIHRREGI2L F), XEHBEEIRNNTEAME, #d B0 T —fEE-rse. AIERREE
753

g5 BRTIR, SR A ) T AT iR A E AR ], AR 2 A A ARG
[Ny, JEAEAE 3 B BTIRRA LA FTA i, PRI AR ZZ Bkt B B L, DABHE 25| S 3L [H
S5 AR T o o ST AR ST 47 ) BB e TR AU AR BRI, AEE B AN, ELEBRIR BT
RS AR, 502 Ml 2 B W SR AR 22 SRR BT S B B ATy, ARBLRIE S, MR FU A
RATERE, AR BR AR R b i L s 05 B .

4. BRBERXUSBRTFN FRER

FERS SCACHIT ST, ZAEE FE/RT 1976 SR T i SIGE S S RIRER[21], T 5 M. W. Lustig
A B (1998 R BR BE— 20 R Gitk, AN T PIRSCAE S PRl BRI B 22 522 BARRUE, wif s
AL VAL S BT AR, KEE BIPA EREE 5 RIE, MRS WIS, ek
SEBRATT TR B 2 T BRI, S BRTT 0 AR TE 5 R R AR, S Prid A R B 5 /W DR
REAIE,  BUER RS S 1 Z SRR T B 3RcE . MR, RIESSCBUR FREIANE . RSB0 1015 5 g ok
fRig R, XS B 7. X BEUT, RIS R A EE BAR RIS R 1 B 2 E, Bl
BN JE “AEFARE TUER” PR, IERFE TR —BISHELE, IRATRE EIRAN LG b UG 7 E4% 5 52 PR DI g
WHZESE, IR e R SCes .

SESCAA ST ZE O A RIB G, IERARIE S “MEETUER” MR, (E# A SUEAE AT
S EAE RIS VPO B A — BT JEECRIRAEZS ], R A S AR th o S T BUE #24A
BT A SIS E L, RESLOE TR G . [, A — R 51 R I8 R 3L R,
DIEAE B A 2 A AN T B il PO R 3R SR G PR AR PR WS e, 170152 Fi s B8 2% g 2 AT
REtE, SERIZ R, AL S, AR W S O RIE AL, WA “ 3 SR
Koo FERIEEOCIEEAARICFRBTEATIR T, UL S SRS BUBPERIBA 2 PEARSG, 72—
AIEMVEH RS, AFE T DRI IR, (SR, e IRRRIE R, SR O R 1 A
PE, I RAERTE DT, BRI R A IR R 1R I E MRS IR, XA SO R R, T
EH PPN RN 2L B BOR B ARV & I L3 -
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5. B&

5.1. TETTE

WEFCEAN TR PP B = A RGEA T N T RS 5 5 U DU O L S ), R O
B SO EIR 5] NAZSU, WO Z 7 1 3L R R NBrDse ik L2 53 . ikt 200
T N S B TR R R G, BRI T VPO SRR AE AR A i oA B, IR
TP B AE RS TE 5 A ARER A BE A VE, IR TR B HESRAE AN [F) 1 S BT SRS
XAFERRNEZE R

WEFEARIN,  JE S0 ARSI T EEA 1) T A4 T80 0 e AR R 2 ) 5 T o S AR 309 47 S5 58 g ] 1 DB
BRI BATE, ESERGY, Thoef SN FIE BT, o RO W 5 25 5 3R
ERAET, P 2N B SO AT NI “ RGREL” RN SR EHTFNME, sRE
WFIC I A s 933 T B 22 36 I I 7 0 G 1) LR S5 B (0 “ comprehensive” “reliable” ) KA SLHF 7t
B EMARGH, HCEHFDRBENNANTET, W0 E MR R S S0 E N L2
BEAANNES, @G ANESLIGEEDE LS. ERERSG T, hIeeF MM HER TR UIE SR
WIEJ B, AR SO 2l L R E T B B I >, X — 2w Rtk — R A .

5.2. HXEINL

Bt BRI, BN E A B SOSCORTE R I UL N TR RS F 0, B BGE
m“ZEANT IR, EANHTATTRRE AL FE AL 5 ST Te, % B € A R, iy
EEXETE: IR, RSB “NERG” PRERRIE, REHRERARA, T2 R
BT EA LR AE T 3, R T E R T LR RO, MR R B AELSIRHR Y, EUCRA X
TR g, B X BEA R S ASCR L, SR BT O BUF 3 IR R, XA B 4
LW E R UUR T, BB A AR S AR B S TR

53. REZA

WEFAAAE— € SRR YE, —J710, 1HRHGE &5 SR 5 AU 200 fRM2E, FEARMNAIR, HAR
W R BERB . NSCERGEHAMEERE,  RILHT TS 18 18 5E 1 0 5 72 3 2 22 R AT I0AE . 53—
I, ZE TP BRI N TARE B IRE, (B AT L7 2ot S M B0 LR, RRBEFE AR 2 A
MALARIE . TR R EEETT A, SR TR A R LS AT I
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