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Abstract

This study investigates the rhetorical mechanisms through which value claims are constructed in
introductions to Chinese academic research articles. Integrating Swales’ CARS (Create a Research
Space) model with Hyland’s theory of interactional metadiscourse, it constructs a two-tier “move-
strategy” analytical framework. Based on a corpus of 25 empirical article introductions from lin-
guistics and applied linguistics, the study adopts a corpus-driven mixed-methods approach to an-
notate and statistically analyze interactional metadiscourse resources. Findings reveal that: 1) At
the macro-distributional level, boosters and engagement markers serve as the core argumentative
resources, while the use of self-mentions is relatively restrained; 2) Metadiscourse strategies are
functionally synergistic with CARS model moves: attitude markers and boosters are predominantly
employed for positive evaluation in “Establishing a Territory” (Move 1); a combination of hedges
and boosters is used to balance criticism with politeness in “Establishing a Niche” (Move 2); and a
systematic “self-mentions + engagement markers + boosters” pattern is deployed to proclaim re-
search value in “Occupying the Niche” (Move 3). The study concludes that value construction in Chi-
nese academic article introductions is a structured and strategic process, whose linguistic choices
reflect the Chinese academic community’s rhetorical preference for negotiating between highlight-
ing research contributions and maintaining academic harmony.
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1. 5|15

JCIEE E Harris (19592 HLLKR[1], CRCANEARER HALEE. EWIEE 558 Lo EEES
BEU§(Hyland, 2005) [2]. Hyland (2005)i3F— 4% B X ouidiE Rl o oy BRI . HE5RiE . BIMIE . SR
WA NIRRT, N JE SRS PRt T Sl b HESE 2],

Flge A X OniE B IR SN, RO AN RITIRE . EEIRMA T, F51Q2018)5 A
MG AAT AL, o B oo iE i il 2 nT st BUSEPE . LU AN IE 2 DY AN A K
PEESR, SCHUER SIH AR, NEMFCIEENIATIRM 7B S S 0MA13]. £ BmgEsE,
INFIQO2D)MIEH B e AR, JERHEYE Wl oiiin gl “HelE” “WhE” 5 “ninE”
=R50, KRR LS NMAPRCES B ERTEH EE4]; 2SRRI Q025)KX i fihRE
Bt RESD, RIFAREE P EEE N AR CE. ARIERIES LS uinEHEm R g . .
HENE JEEF Sy, AT HATIEEER M S AR TR 2 (ST SULFEIRE, PRNER A
PGS P S S MMERE IR T SCRFCUM E, 20145 Hunston, 2011) [6][7].

TEXT LURIE TS T T, 23 AT I AN L4 P 2542 1 Ju b B A F 1R 738 S A8 o 508 35 4B |, Rk (2021)
it th i SR B AE FECR DA ] B3RS SOE, T 2 AR R A IR B R M AU Y, AREL T g
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BRESCAIZE (8] ZEIENI(Q2017) WHRBE B AT T AT JE DG TEIEXT LU, fREE PGB R A 5 965
MR Z M RGE R, X AT ERE S S0 ki T 508 ERIPkaR[9]. BRI |,
i 3 5 1048 3E (202 1) AR RS FE & 22 2 AR FIE 0S| & AR, R IUPT A RHE R LE . WIRHR
W0 HRIEFRIESE TR LA REZE R, RFERUEER T EE R BAEZZm[10]. B
YEPE b, THES T R2023) R AMME 5 naRia, X T AR R SRR SR £ R, RIS
SR S AP ASRIE (5 F AR B e, 3R I 7V 2O e iE VB SR s A PR A 11

TEVE R S5 5 e TEE A T, Mt T 54 (2025)% & CARS HA 5PN EISIIN N RS, #
1B TR A M AR SOE R ITHESE, R 1791 5 1F R A FEE S I B /i N B AR =
P - ThEEILAL G R, AR Z M ciiiB w74t 7 e g 2012]. Z&5 Hyland (2020))
IR FC R, BB ARG S B )Xot B 28R T %, RHERERP AR, it
T 2 ARIBAE R B R SR I B2 R A2 [13].

AR, TR FF AR AR il N LR Be 5 o1l 16 28 XUGE . Wk F5 5 T 52 15(2024) LA
JUIETE NI 55, X T AR AT 5 AN TSERSEEZAR B SRS, RIAERR AL 758 R 2R oo ik
W AR ARG R E R — R, EABRES A OTEEG R SEARCE. AR
A REAL, LA BIEFZARBUREG BRI X —F FAMIGUE T JC1E 5 2 T HE 2L 7E VR
fili AL AR RSO IE FE I, 0 ST EIE T BB eI 1 AR 2 AR E B A ] B AR 14].

REMAHARCIIIL . B ST SSRGS AYEE R T EZE R, HAHE(2025)
XF 1994~2023 4E i RS HAE T A AREENE T AT R saiR G e, [ AR TSR A7 7 i 2N B 3 S AT
BRI T ITHRE SCEA L, M FENRA b gk & 2R SSERT7E[15]. Bk S, 4
X AR B F AT AE CARS 545 il TOIE TE S8 R ERAME BRI Z IR A AL SIE
SriTe BRI, AHFFEIIRRLS Swales (1990)1) CARS #i%! 5 Hyland (2005) () CifiEHR[2] [16], fEE “iE
- G XUZ A HTRESE, JEIR SRR ST BRI R AR E S A - T, R R A
EAREETENLE] 52RO B, PASRANELA BF FEAE vh SO AR B R T T A A2

2. ARFA*E
2.1. MRt

AWFFK 3 TR ER R - BB AR 1L, BERGH AR CERE I 59, E& W
T TR SRS K R E SR . WFR TS T Swales (1990)f] CARS (81 7T 25 (AN AU Jy %2
WA R EEFIHESE, DLK Hyland (2005)0) B3 ItiH & F S /E AWONIE & 0 TR, Bk “iEE - Hig”
KZ I HTHELE . HEARBEFOFARENE “ B R ICEE ~ HEZE M 3 — 1520 K1) 7 — Je UGB by — Ge v h 20 B — Joid 2 4]
B M.
2.2. IBRIEME
2.2.1. IBERRESHE

W FCIE RR IR T B B 5 % N E S AU AZ O AT (a0 CGOMEZBESTEE) ), T =4
(2022~2025 F)RFRHIZEARR L. 1A B IR EIN, R ZGEEL 25 5 SUERE 7018 SCH 51 5 35059 1) Rl A
FOERHE, BT 11,000 T
2.2.2. iEFERAE

ER R E IR B NE T 2 LN ST A, ORI FUE RS S ARAE TR (AR [ v, AR
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SRR AR R 51 5 FFRRER SRR B PR ICTE, KRNI #ONIE =R R, DU AT SCEAR
GIEMMYE, I E CSSCIRPIIT], #RIEEMUR AR N FIE A AR G 1.

2.2.3. IEREER SR

¥ 25 5l 5 M PDF MR NASCAME S, TSR . ER LEER: MBRMEEFEE. e
H & o8008 BT SC A A 78 B (I 1S . 5B EGREhiE R . U, R IZHE IE
KI5 (U “Lardiere (2008)” ), Fi—br#EAL N[REFIARIC, LPALRRRA) T 4544 52 BEAE LB .

23. SHERERERR
AW TR A “CARS-TCIHIE” XUZFREHESE .

23.1. EBRE: CARSIBSHH
KH Swales [f] CARS #8!, 4455551 5 %00 A =AM 05
B 1 (M) B ——FRR BT 78 32 ) B R S
P2 (M2): /A H——ZR R T A FE IR R BR BT 71 25 B
B3 (M3): HANE A—— S YR, BERRIEH . 7R A
AR BRI N AL, — MBS AR — A EREZ M T
2.3.2. WUME: EEIXTIEIZHH

R+ Hyland 2, RAET LA oTimBEN AT, HUDMESE Wi 51558 e i 5 St
FC, HlE TR SCEEE T AR E SCEARERTE(LE 1),

Table 1. Annotation framework and operational definitions of interactional metadiscourse

1. ERTIEIEREERRIREEXE

) RES 3R BThe ST
2 W R R
HRIEE  SM VPSS i A ESHALE, BEAE A HHR. 0. 2
G5 RAT. #
e po M TN, BB (% MERRRRA, VR BE RN .
i . M5 {50 *. BT
. FH T BRI A MU, ik W PR BRI, el
. LA H R AN AR TP B RN 5] SR SR, \
BEELT AM M G RE. K S
pockin gy COESUA T, 5 SI0ER . MRS SH M EE, 5100 AT B, T i
' (7 B A H B, il LA

24. FRESERESTEE

2.4.1. ¥RESTE

B ESRYy. REEIRERT S, B CARS BRI bRINEE, FILRIESILR, Hhs
itN M1, M2, M3.

00 uiERE R SRE. ERDFREL N, KIEE 1 RS, R A BB T iE S
Sl FRELER) TR HRET, —M)F RS 2 TIEERR L
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2.4.2. BIBHhTFE
SERMT: BFRIESS FSRN Excel, TR . 385 B 2R H B CiRiE SR AR S 5 4
o =28ICiBiBEAE CARS K185 I Ak 5184 W G L BER0TiRE N BARRE 1 s i 4
R fERAG IR, 25 A BARIES, WG A TR IE . AR ARNE S T
TEE I IHRESEIL; 15D 3 (MHMEEMAZ )P IR B AL AR T0 TG SRmES o] b R0 3k 2 AR AN (E A8 2 1)
BRETFE.

243. MRFEESHE
(Yt RS E B R e s S 1 TR S i SO N ) 7 47 e VA= = e et A D TS 2 (B VAR e o 2 e
X AT S BB WG, FRATRENLINE T 5 551 5 (R RRE R 20%) AT HOTFRTE -
PRESERE, BT HIE T CARS 5K 5 B A uihiBEbmiE A E K — e T . 45

BIR

WA FRE — U 7R 35 MR, AT X 30 AN (13525 4 2 58 A — 80 — BN 85.7%.
TOIEEARE— 8k X7 FERA ) 48 AN JeiFiBsepit, A 37 MBI e —8, —
PR 77.1%

XFA—BIRE], AT TP IFE W 7 IRE, £ 24 -FA RS 538 558 (114 54 W7
(Bl “An” BA28) . WRIEHEEE R, TAT AT T HEBHE XX 5, G B E AN SR T RR
AR RGN

RUPELRRE: 1ERR BAUBUHT, BAERMUEN: AT ESERI A 7 E PR AN CARS B 5761515
B, JFEEAT 7 OSOERS FIEREGER, ORUE TR SRR S R .

WFFC R IR : A FERLEE Y 25 8, EAEA RUR RS, (HASRATY KBB4 T 5 3 (1) HE 1
A, WHRREE SRR, KR TR .

3. BB 5118
3.1. ERRA TR BN B ESRIFE
KA HE R TG, AT IR A A S A 2 BT R

Table 2. Frequency distribution of interactional metadiscourse categories

F 2. BRI TIEELRIRR SR

TUEERR KR HIR SESKESH FEIER 1 HRRH
SM SE/ I 26 7.93% B RS T AW TC/ASLFRA
BO B iE 123 37.50% SR i PR B KE/ 22/ 753
HE B 53 16.16% Tk HIES T Re N NEA
AM AR 42 12.80% FILE K5I /R
EM A bl 84 25.61% g FiH 52 SR/ IR /% T 0k
it - 328 100% - -

Wz 2 fios, HBHAICIREAAE P 5] 5 S I A E K04 . WIRiEBO)LL 37.50%1 5 Eb iz
JEE AL, KN AFPRIC(EM) (25.61%) FIRE(HE) (16.16%), 1A EARC(AM)ATE A2 KX (SM)I 5 E
AHXT B
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R AR R A SCEAR S F AR T S, MR e AR SR (BO) R GR L L K T
BEFCIUIR S DS R B o ke R AR MR D BE IR A “ B3E 7 “h= 7 MR ). R, At
AFRC(EM) AR (n “ 2107 “ BRIk “dnfar” )R IIEH BN G| S R HARUEIZ AR, M
(i r) R - ik TERIKES . AL R, HIRAR S (SM) B ELEAE I (7.93%) B AN ] AMEAE R ], IR
VRO S T AR G AR G rbon 3 B 3R R A, A TR R B TR AR S (AW
MARRTFEE AN BAT )

3.2. ERRITIEIBE CARS HiBL PRI H SIhAE

RN TCIETE AT R 55 T 51 5 BB R 5, AWFTTit— 70 7 HAE CARS B =MiEsp
ARG BL, FR IR 3 PR,

Table 3. Distribution of interactional metadiscourse across CARS moves

3. CARS IBEX 5 EFXTTIEIEN IR

. BERER s i AEL ENFRIE %72 TP =N

e Z(BO E(HE .
EHE1 M) Bk 0 SR 47 AR 13 . 22 AR 5 o7 26.52%
fifa 57 ATk Bk 0%  HH: 54.02%  HEE: 14.94%  HH: 2529% HH: 5.75% e
EH2M2) Bk 0 BK: 54 AR 35 ARIK: 18 AK: 40 147 44.82%
EE i ial= B 0% B 36.73%  HE: 23.81% b 12.24% (S 27.21% ke
EH3IM3) Sk 26 R 22 AR 5 R 2 R 39 04 28.66%
WA H HE: 27.66%  HE: 23.40% bR 5.32% (ks 2.13%  (HEE: 41.49% D7
Z5 Bt 26 123 53 42 84 328 100%

%3 IEM R T HEhAUCIEIE S CARS WP TR AR G, B —Fhalas i SRBE LI A A A5 2K

D 1 (BSrAUR): LY 5 Caih” @AV HED T, BERRIC(AM) (25.29%) 1 5 15
(BO) (54.02%) 545 5. fE&F I AM (W1 “HE”  “H47 PN UM E S8, RN BO
(T “RRHL” “ TR )R IS A S e, SRR AT T 0 A i — AN IR S B ARER 2L
iR

B 2 (R E): SRISVERSG “ME” 5 ALY o ZRIUIHERKRE R MIEL . H9RiEBO)
(36.73%) i At Y, AHThREFE S P ILA B AR R (i “ER=" “BEF 7 “HR” ). FIRF, BOHE
(HE) (23.81%)HIf# AR MDA R, 5 BO BN EC G . B, “REWFFACE, (HAIER
Ze7 EREA)EN, R HE (“RZ7 A7 )ZRAHETIET, FLLBO (“H= ) a5 B n) B e
ILT “AUSH - L BIETEEET . A ABRIC(EM) (27.21%) A FTZ HEEHT( “RT 7 “4HSE7 ), BIH5]
Nl 1517 -] T

WA 3 CEANEE): B CER” 5 5157 StEUME AR . MED A0 R AERA YRR . R K
(SMMNERIE, MFFE 27.66%, MANREEIRE, BEEESEIIREERCARL” “RIFR” ). AR
1L(EM) (41.49%) B8 Ik 20T, AT 51 70 B B9 “BEk” ). TS BFARN R “anf]” ). IRt
TR (LA ). H5RIEBO) L T FH T84 S 78R 7125 TR TR IR ANIR T “HBIAA” ).
XFf “SM +EM +BO” MG, ML T H 305 5 MME SRR 08 5 RHE.

3.3. EIMTTERIAC o4
X & TR T BN BEAT S0, 45 B i HEAL ank 4.
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Table 4. Ranking of high-frequency lexical items across metadiscourse categories

4. TUIEBEA P AR R

4 BRI K (SM) BEERIE(BO) BEWIE (HE) BERLAM) A AFRE(EM)
1 AHFF(15) i A(T) ATRE(S) HL(9) HAHSE(13)
2 AL(8) IEINE)) FE(5) 5 25(6) Yk
3 ANG3) R (5) KZ(5) AR/ R T (5) SR (9)

4 EE() JZ(4) % (4) PRE) 5 L(6)
5 ARUR(1) KE(4) Z(4) Q) LAA(S)
N7 28 25 23 25 44

A B it P ENIE T _EIRINBE M. £E SM R, “AHTTTY AN AT AR ILY, AL T XL
A EAMAREE D ANB R BO o, “MR” “Hhz” SEm I R R R R E” ThREr AR
555 M0 RN TR MERECT AN R A S TTERE AR, HE R “RTRE “EE” CRE
FESEREALSU AL I IR TR . AM i) “EE” “RIRT “CuRAy” EARAR S TR TR e T
EM WK 1 e BRI AR 2 Bedfr( (27 “ORm0 7 )~ HPR( “BIL” “EFuk” )~ HIg LU ), K
G FIRUEE [

3.4. 1BF 3 HMEERKLAREASERN

FETMEERPZOXIE—ED 3, APFRHEY T HAPEE BRI LSMF AT AT 2 F I TE
EHAR, Wk s PR,

Table 5. Combinatorial patterns analysis of value claim sentences in Move 3

*®= 5. BL 3 MEERRLARNEESRA TR

9H D v
HEER Gkt w0 I
" [EM]fii#2 + [SMIAHE 78/ . “CUTILEM), AWFF(SM)EH - AR
A R + [BOJHIIL 5 20.83% e >
o [SMIASU/AHT T + [BO] T ) “RTFTUSM)ZiFr e IR AN (BOYRET -+ 5 )
BB i+ aMpg i 3 12.50% FERALR - FIAIRAM). "
[EM] {1 + [SMFRAT1/2%E g 2 T e
BtC o MG - BOMER + 6 s N TR AL
HABAAR@N: [EM] + [SM] “IAIEM), ASCHL(SMYERTIE S H NS
H P %
MBS e Mgy 0 41T YA LS (HE) -
Bit - 24 100% -

R 5 BoR, PO EMMEEROMER R, AR UM SRR . B A AR C &
A, PIE LA APRLEM) (0 “ ST 007 )P, L SHSGEDRIZEATE, HeRIHE L A PR K
(SM)LLE SATEh AR EAIMX AT /RS nl: B A B3R s it 7T 5 L ™ #E(BO), ikt C
WEE “ A S8R 51 5 20T 5T HARRIIE(BO). #E3 B IR BRI DL SM T, RIS SRk 3017
(BO), I A&V& TR UM E I 5E PE(AM) o XA R IR 1 SR AR G AR AR S AR E I ) — bR
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JRAEREAR: A ZEETE M Z TS B A T DL T ik s ot iR A SR R I R R 2
AR fa B R E

3.5. i+ig

LR LR, ABTTEARIL, hICEARRSCTE I EER MR AR AL SRS Y T i S
B, EREMRITT CARS B KESHENE, ASFTE D BAE AR ) T 1 5 SR DL 5E B E B THAE S5 -
NEMR AT, HE5RIEBO)IA AFRIC(EM)E SR M BIEH SEHIAZ 0 708 WROSEILE ,  miitiail
AN 5 2H A A U A 1 ] B A A OB T DR U

R FIEFH)E, ATREHT I A SCAARIE R A B RS, LR A S AT 5 17 - 1 T 5 AL
FESEPP AT P TSRS (AL A, (2575 B 5 SOk U3 S84 N SRR 5 TR R ik iR, T
PN ANBURH B R . AW TR SHE T, RGHE R 1 I L8 G RN “ AR B« 2R K%
FIILER G B AT pr B S AL, 9B oA AR IE R B TR B L TR .

4. &g

AHTFEL A CARS M 5 B A UTifiEn#mie, X3R5 & RN E ERRBLHET T
RGMERVED M. BETURIL, H 305 F ISR & S OUE I 1 SRS AR AR . AR A b, 39 A
ICAFRCH R T RIS, 200 T oAb il i o 11 55 51 SIBR k%, 10 B2 S A 4 T DU AR X o )
WL T REDT SUA KRBT . EEERRE, JOIRiERES 5 5P IRl T & E: £ “HhaL
B OB EE AR S R AT IRV A PR A I SRR S ROE S aRiE,  DUP At
PRI EE ALY AR “HANE AT IMEEARZ O, Sl S B B RS A A bRie S 1
i, BRI T, ARRTFRARTT 7 FIREDEBTRE, T 5E BB Fe &tk QU RS HHEr &R
Gt E S

AT I ARG B A SR B A MR 7R . s CIMEEMOIFEES N B R ER, MR
— AR TR RERESRE, O BCAR B TR A ENE F SSBRTE M R BT S, BUmE]
¥ CARS =ifib 5 HEhATCIR T RIS N A2 “WIILAUR” Br Bolll 2R e A S B dric 5 1 ot
SEARRREENE: AR IR R BrBakat CBOE + BeRiE T HEgSIdn CRBHITOORE: -, B4
GRZ oo 7 P BT D S 22 ARALI: A “HRNEA” BHERGIS2AEER “HAMRE + BIREL +
WS MR E RN “ T, A FCRAIRTC 7 RGBS W FME . Hehh, AT A
AN B RO AT R A RS S A o, A A AT ol B i s« Bl AR B S 1k,
MR B PEAS T FIR AN AL SRR RE . AR, BTk, e RS R TR FER, A
BRI FARNE BRI S8, BTAFOERES TES A0 2R A IR, H4S
WHEE A A PR ARWEFUTIE Y AR . JT RS 2 B th et b i, DASEER AL
BN FARIEE T 5 12RO 2 5 S .

&E 3k
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