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Abstract

Pragmatic identity, as an important research topic in the field of pragmatics, has received extensive
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attention in the domestic academic community in recent years. Relevant studies emphasize how
language users construct and negotiate their identities through discourse strategies in specific con-
texts to achieve specific communicative goals. Based on the dynamic selective perspective of prag-
matic identity, this study systematically reviews the domestic relevant literature from 2015 to 2025
from two dimensions: research fields and research methods. The findings show that the existing
studies mainly focus on academic discourse, institutional discourse, online discourse, business dis-
course, and daily discourse. Methodologically, it presents a development pattern of “qualitative
dominance, quantitative supplementation, and corpus-driven approach”. Overall, the research on
pragmatic identity shows diversified trends in different discourse fields, but there are still issues
such as the insufficiency of multimodal research and the absence of a cross-cultural perspective.
This study systematically integrates the studies on pragmatic identity from both the research field
and method dimensions, providing a comprehensive reference for the theoretical deepening and
methodological expansion in this field.
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Figure 1. Trend in annual publications on pragmatic identity
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Table 1. Main research fields of studies on pragmatic identity
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Figure 2. Comparison of literature quantity between theoretical and empirical studies on pragmatic identity
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Figure 3. Comparison of literature quantity between qualitative and quantitative studies on pragmatic identity
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