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Abstract

As a linguistic resource that indicates the source of information and cognitive stance, evidentiality
plays an important role in the construction of authorial identity in academic discourse. This study,
based on a self-built corpus of 30,000 words of English and Chinese linguistics academic papers,
employs the evidentiality classification framework by Liao and Weng (2022), combining quantita-
tive and qualitative methods, to examine the impact of evidential resources on authorial identity in
introductions and conclusions. The study finds that: (1) In introduction, English papers frequently
use sensory and belief evidentials, constructing the identities of empirical observer and position
declarer; Chinese papers often use reported evidential, presenting a literature reviewer identity.
(2) In conclusion, English papers make extensive use of belief and sensory evidential, constructing
the identity of confident theoretical contributor; the use of evidential in Chinese papers signifi-
cantly decreases, with the authorial identity tending to withdraw. (3) English cultures encourage
highlighting personal contributions in conclusions, while Chinese cultures prefer a modest and im-
plicit conclusion style. This study reveals the deep connection between evidential choices and aca-
demic culture, providing references for English and Chinese academic writing instruction and cross-
cultural publication.
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1. 51§

AREREGER AL TN AEERRGS” 2] “{EEAEY” KA. G ER AR TR NS
WP SLI S AR S, TR A KB i KRR MR RR . SR, BEE AR @i 2 S0, Hahtt il
B RN ZBIE, FRBEORE: RS LR M HE TN, AR R E AR
RV, IG5 51 AT ROIRYM R . B OSCEMMR R BB LB (1] [2]. B, 1
B I ARER S 0 A RARAE, MRAE AR 53 L th sl Vg 174 .

FEAE Sy @A W FCEE &b, Hyland ROTTIVE TARRA BARME L. bl id %5 8 JIT L ik (self-
mention) AR BR 11 (hedges) S TCil B B, 87 1 2R WL 32 B AU DR FF U 2 8] - 3R
[3][4]. %A1, Hyland FORESE F: ZOGHE LIl 8 (A TIRE, XA RIS BoRIR A 2 A B AR 3 B4y,
HRAANFRED P RARISENE, MARETREGE. MkSE. B 5HRECHEE 7 55K
FESAARR SO IR [5] (6], (HH T 2 0 E T BAAE R B —T520, RegsmEzm NG| & BI45E IR D
R P R ThRE N B AL

MET AT, B st CL T =AW 55—, PRI, HRAGNLIEE
HEEMANZOIED PIRRIENZER, BnEE S EARRE D RS, 56, BRI,
WA SR SRR SR S R T R R &R, 4L & PR AE S e b b PR T B AR, 35 =, (RS
BRI, SR 2024~2025 el AR ISP IR S0, i B RAAR SR RTHTRAE, i Sciess
ARG AR R LS %
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BT B DOE T A OITIR SCERE (2024~2025 4F), REEGI 5 S40EMMEL, ABF7TIEZ L
TG (1) JEPUEFFRES| 5 545ET, WSHERK A LI ARFIL? Q) ETHRRMEHNZER,
PSR SCH) 51 5 SR RN T ER RIS B 00? (3) DU ICAE B U @A B D Fe e L AP AERREE S [R] ?

2. TRipHEZS

SSRGS FNAIERE, 2 7T IR LR, BT “E B RIERIE S
%7 (Aikhenvald, 2004) [7]; | S 5 Hi B 60 K518 4 X6 0 VR B 1 1 B4 0 IR AL R0 S B (Chhafe, 1986) [8]. A
WEE BB HE L LR TS 50 5188 (2022: 25-26)4 i HIHE 3R 702K

E AR R EET R TSR REEERENEE . UENE S S T 3
( “see” “observe” “notice” “HrE" “HZF ). HiE( “as we can see” “it is seen that” “ MEHEHK
&SR — ARSI 3R B IL LA . B A LI RE 2 R S E s e A E R M EE AR 2 b,
MR T 18R —Fp AR WAL S FE . fEFARSES, R G2 H I 45 1E B bt s, AL
SR BT 70 R UL B A

BRI R ARE F At N TEIE R G S, BN A SCEREUh AT 51 556 . dplse
IR EIEFE S I ( “(Smith, 2020)”  “(FK4E, 2023)” ). SRS “argue” “suggest” “7541” “ i
K ) I EFE( “according to”  “ fR#F” ). %47A| +that WNE)( “the claim that” )5 . TR = ZEFARIL
SO L IR R P R A, IR 9l SR EEIR AR o b 4 3 S . L ThREAE TR
BN NIRRT T R (R 22 RGBT 28 06 25 AR A% G 1) 2 3 A0S BE A R ) 2R

HEM A4 2 F0 A 5 56 T O U4 BUAT B 2 A HE B AR i 2508 . R SR B FE 5 S 3
( “may” “might” “must” “should” “ AJFE” “ iz ) AEIEE]E( “clearly” “obviously” “fZ
A Sl ) CEERBNE( “seem”  “appear” “ W LT UL RIERHETLIE( “it can be inferred
that” “ HILHERT Yo AEFAREER, HENHE R EEATH T PAGHOE . 4EdAL30, 10 n] F T R 3™ 12 1) a2 4
e RE

fEaRPERREE ERETEE N OREMW. B SI37a BRI . Sl 1 sSel e 02 2 — ARAR
18 5O FshE BRI ILILEERI( “T believe”  “we think” “we argue” “ BTN “ AKX FEHK” ), Fgy
WRLE LI “in my view” “REFZL” ). BEMBRENEREALMPEAFINEEN—K, EH
R EEE PRI INE A . EEARIRSC, FRMIEREE HIAS FREMEERT, 28
W “AEEAEY” BRI BE

FARIEE N AR RIEFESHE, L ERERTHOEXAP R WA, R EMERER
B, AEEA T S T H LBk G i FEAENAE S =R, (EE XS, RaRE il Al
W AN A U o ASHIE FURE IR I 0 LU SEE 5 IR SUE S| 5 B AR IX USRI R 2 5, B\
AT 5 AR S A R AN [F) 0
3. MRt

IR E PEVEAE T DUE T FFARWCE] T S48 T 70 A0 R R VR S @A s, AT 7
KHEREE 5 # 51 S T, B8 T — N IRENGSERE, R TR = 58(2022: 25-
26) 1 HH IR 2 AR BE AT hRvE S et AT

TERLE A BB 2 AR A JHTIROE 8T BRI R . E5E, R R T
HE X AR, DR R 2= oo S it A U 4. ok, 3830830k (Applied Lin-
guistics) {Language Learning) (Modern Language Journal) — 7 SSCI & 5% Q1 XTI, #3830k H
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CMEZHASHTE)  (BURAMEY  (CHRIET %) =& CSSCLiE = ¥ 0 HIT], MfERHES HiE S
FERIAERNE. IR, BT IR SCIR R AR ELE 2024 2 2025 4208, DAL SRER S ERRHTRE
fE. e, BRWSUEI S 58EmAS, BoyE] S = 1EE m PN 57 70K g S 78 23 8] (1)
P CBED[9], A RAEF BT B L E B TTORI L AR S (IS5 0 . R B R E R 5
W 20 . BAREEE LK 1.

Table 1. The scale of the Chinese-English academic discourse corpus

® 1. XEFARBERENENR

BE WICRE CIR=atE SEER AL ISSLIE
558 20 8765 5532 14,297
i 20 10,234 5836 16,070
&t 40 18,999 11,368 30,367

AR 2 . $78(2022: pp. 2526/ AR F 4 JEHERE: AVEL, Pl 0, QL .
FREEERZIAEAT, WA SRR TR, S B e PN RS, AEARIERCREAN X 4) 2 4R
PEGEIRATR 01, FREL BRI ThRi YR Bk R S i bR B vk, DU
RHEFLIIL 200 RHEAT —VRhRE, 9 Kappa RECH 0.87, RUIRIERIEREF. St RIS Tim
PRSI, DL A K 257
4. HREW®
4.1. SIS 5EBPERMEFRS R

GG, DU BRGSO S, SRR IR H . % 2 R
THAB R 5 5 SIS (5 T ).

Table 2. Distribution of evidential in the introductions and conclusions of Chinese-English academic discourses (per 1000

‘%()Z?S%X%éﬂiiﬁl’% SIS SHEPEESH(BTIA)
POETER PAEE RS

IF
5E GG 315 GEE
RGN ZY 321 8.94 1.56 3.02
a3 it 22.15 7.23 17.82 5.46
HER T 4.87 6.53 3.95 3.74
(it 3.42 10.28 1.08 1.56
&t 33.65 32.98 24.41 13.78

MFZ 2 Bt BLAT A4S H DA R

H—, 9 E 5P FEEEEN SR R R B . S5 F 5EER RS ART
(33.65vs.32.98), 1M SCEEEMS #EPE SR (13.78)IL Mk T 51 5 (24.41), PEIRIE 43.6%. XRUIF/EH
FESETER Iy B D 7 S IR IS, B R F B BRI BRaR 5 5.

F, BB FHEAS E B EEAR SR BB ROE R, IR ERE L5 A F R
VI LL IS 65% (JE3L 65.8%, HIIC 73.0%)0 XIE T 515 1E A SCHRA TR T M0 A RASE, (5% 7 %
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TR I OK 5 AN SR T A 8 R SR F0 25 (8] o T AE S5 V550 43, Bk Y 5 9 10 o LU BRI R B (95T 21.9%,
H3C 39.6%), B TG F RIS TEIE D .

=, EREFHENERBARHE . WXEEPEER S MAIR10.28/ )2 930 5] 5 (3.42)1 3
B, T CEETR(1.56)1 6.6 fif. X —HIEIERH: JECHEAREEBUNEE L5 TG DUE — AR &
RES LI AT IE &, A BRI AR DT S0 T SCEAR SRS E R A SRR EE e ], it 7]
FEA NIIE ERIE,

0, BN AL E T AN SOCEE TR AR FHE(8.94) 2 T F (3.2 2.8 fiF,
SCERMEIERMEW 2 FES . BN S “our datashow”  “ SLIFLEEFE N VELSEE TR AT
R DL 2RI TSGR, IR I W RIR R R R I

4.2. SRUSEESHES

4.2.1. SIEBSNEH RN

S F#r, JPUEHEBEARPERASEN T EZRUB S MIE S 5055, FEEREM
MR IER I FEAL b, SR ERRMESER, TBEROOREGE + DA ARE SR

As reported by Ellis (2015), corrective feedback plays a crucial role in L2 development. Our own observation
of classroom interaction (see also Johnson, 2020) suggests that its effectiveness may vary contextually. We believe
that this variation deserves systematic investigation. (Applied Linguistics, 2024)

I, AR ERUIEIRIEER “asreported by” NRLMBTTL, @M T ABRFRINEK B AER,: b
JELMEEHEE “our own observation”  “seealso” SINZRH MG, Rt H RIAES G NCR, BoR{EE A
DRI R R ¥, ERAMILBHER ML BJaLME SR “we believe” H LWL, W
Jeos THEE BRI M AR BE. =M R4 aEM, 905 hrfEE Rl W OSCRERR & 2
SAIE WL P 23037 B 75 By T P S5 I HS A [ A ]

Ellis 2015)45 35, 2 EM FAR A =B LR F BA XER . A, BT AY, LBORTREKS
IR R MA £ ARAMB—FTRIFX—ZFHaBEF. (CGARINEY , 2024)

XA R BRI IR TG R “ 777 WA HEERIE, BLHEN R R ¢ A AL
ERERIE, FERA MR E R REE SRR, MR, “ AL X RIENRE
RNRE GBI “ ZNTA 057 o EXAIEREE R IR W SCRER IR H I HAR, (FE RS T 0ikmE
W2, RN NEEREE10].

PG| F M EE R AE SRR N, @ TR AL B s IXIE & Hyland (2002)
TR FBUBAE A8 3 2 T B BARSE I . TR 3051 5 Pk Z X RGE R, A VEE M7E 37 A W 5.l
59, BRI EEEEGEERESIEXN S MRE. BT# E R EF MR MR R B A5, 5 R
Xof 5 AR AR G 1) B EE RN R PRI SR

4.2.2. FERSNEHEN

SAERAEE R AR, B FAR 0D, SR LR AR R 3R S A T N .
JCEEET, [FERRER. e AR R | AR RS m .

Our findings clearly demonstrate that working memory capacity modulates the effectiveness of implicit learn-
ing. According to our data, the effect size was substantial across all groups. We argue that pedagogical interven-
tions should be tailored to individual cognitive profiles. We acknowledge the limitation of sample size, yet we

believe this does not undermine the theoretical implications. (Language Learning, 2024)
RANEZEEMH T IREIEER “ourfindings” “according to our data” - = #ffE MEHEN AR E B & 45
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id “clearly demonstrate” VL JAG SRR “weargue” “webelieve” “we acknowledge” o XMRZRILE
AT Z R Sy B ERE YRR, FER CUEEE BRI SHERT R E 7 . EdE SRR,

1EF RBTEEHRFRPFERTTE; BT “weacknowledge” WILLEEER, 1EE ERT TR H
THAFERR . =M BB, (ECEEPREE Z2IH —MAE A KEGD . BUREAR ™ ENE
FSI

EREERE, FTGEPE - ARE i (we) 5EGHTER . REMBERNSEIE, TR T — gk
TEBE W EARAL, VR AR BB AT, T2 s E S RATH k. XME F Bk M
MEFRTTNEEE, TN RS ROCEERIT . S5 TE N 2 BN R ) T 35 -

LRENAR, TR AEZAITERESE I HAREARATER. NEIERE, %314 ZHBIREAR P
HERAEFHF MUK FRRRT o AIROHAZAR, 2FRF LB TR L. (GMERF
SRRy , 2024)

AT TSR HEN R R “ X8 MR E MBI “ AwFr” , B5eeBch i
HE - ANREEHER. (EEPPZI SRR 2B M FL 2 5, bR BT 3, A m7E#E K
B XMHE R E @2 PRI I E I Sy, VEE AR AR RS AT HEE &
BRI AE R RE THRRZOE R, HikD 7RSS E TR E S LS.

HHOCEEE IR R B RG] 5 ORIE TR, M9 AR A . XEWE PR IR A R B
D> 7 S EPRICHIER], 88 DU BRI R 77 ORI — LG T g e th o R oA
— MR GE TR, EREENESNZ], FERmEEEREE, ERs NE NERS RPER.

PCERE R TR RAE SRR, W T AE AR R R E S S o Es iR
RRIE R BRI [BIBEEE — AFR(E S 3RIL, A 7 el i 2 W A I B S . AT o R 1
Y, JEEBRAESEEY.

4.3. TNERPXHER

RPUEFFW AL & 54E T SN ZER, WTAES 53PN AT R

MWES KM EMEE, HIEBTRAES, RMESHEAMEEED, JUEBTEAES, HOBE
BEAZ RN AR B IEE o X —RHIEE S| F 545 E P I ERIREAE: 51 F#5 i T AR E SOk
X1, SEDLZE FEARXT RN, T R TR S R A R S B R UE . (HZ51E R A E VR & A 2 ]
PUBR B A RHERIAFE NI, (EF WA TR ARIFRC, ARG S ol DOl BN SO a0 12 4R
WA -

MR LR, FEIT ARG RIIEE I, AEE R ARG A, GO 55 B
FHbRIL R HARI ARSI . Hyland (2013) 3146, JEEAARMREHIRHEF LSO PRI L, R
FESEER Iy, VR T WA E 5 AR TR M0 B AL e R SCA R 32 A X AR R, s o A E AN SR
P SCHR], AR IR T4 1 O RN SCRRA 1 B R I

5. &g

AHE TS H R /NS DOE T AR T - GEERE, B 7SRRI 5 54N
AMZAE L T ISR S A2 B R RS, R BRI -

F— EDEH R S AL R . JEDUE AR STAE NG| F B S5 AR D e o I
VE& S ik . SC 2B SR sRAbBIE, 1EH MG E o B SCERER IR & B8 TH O a5 T i B A5 DTk
SN I BRI . AR NG A TR SRR iR it PR R R SRR T I A B R B .
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KO T ARG IRE AR E AR AR NVEBEEENL, RGP 5 B0y 1R 2R 52 B SCAGIE IR
. B, R - S OBE R SCR R . BERE R R AR R, FERE RS R
FEEP AR GHE P BAEAE, AHF — 4R 3R BB RSB @ S DI AR IR A ] {5 & 74
RS EAR S PR T A% 0 B DI RE, BRONEETE TP ] B i S el b TR TAE s AR s,
Al — P 3 R GA, AR 1 T B U AR IER B MBS S hnid . RRMIE 5 SR S
AU SR 7. 5=, BORRIERES B ERBRAE PRSI IIA . A RIS N S5 8 2=
5t AR PR AR SR Z RN 5 AME . SRR AR Tk E IS, 5 R R R
QU S BCRARMALRSCH I, PRI R 2 S S R AR E I FORE M B E IR PoCER
SAEIE R IR Z A, SR ORI B AR, R B RE S TR B RO, BRI R
SRR NI F bR . X — RIUNES S AR R RS2 7RIS REHESE.

AW FEFARGAEEEESRME T 7R FT R B2 A B A (R0 X RO B 2= AR, R
RS TR SR R AR E I 2O E M AARBUR I E B . Bk 2 ob, AHEFURAAAE DR L7 1 7 23—
A )R PR - BEARHEZEA B (1) R BRAE o AW FER T B TS 2= 55 88(2022) 5 e P 70 SHE SR SR AR i il
EAZHE A BT _F o TS DUE R A A 70 2, FORH IS 4 3 S5 R U 3K 1034 ) 0 A S e g v 47
FEAEBEITE . 58 =, SCIMRRARRL AT BEA7 A2 IR eI AL UL o ASIE TR S 008 3R A 1 22 5 VA TR 7 7
VEFNEAL G5 6 K AOR SCHL IR 3L, TR AR B AR BLAT BEAR B A SCAIE R SCRF, (R A7 AR SO A i
SCRIEES L. 5=, WHTORY L iR R . AT TN SCAE - Wi S i, H
R LA 21 8 P SR AE [ B RS R P R SR 2 OR . LR RIFRAR T, ARWETUHE L (R 4518 N
MR SEPUEAR SO ZE 7 (0 — R T BEARRE, T ARME—fRE . ARORWEFCRTE S A s Bemh 1, 4 i
H ISR S FVIRAETT IR, DI IR AT ST A
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