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Abstract

From the perspective of systemic functional linguistics, projection is regarded as a logico-semantic
relationship, and reporting verbs are one of the key linguistic means through which projection is
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realized in academic discourse. This study examines master’s and doctoral theses in the field of
English linguistics, focusing on the evaluative use of reporting verbs in their literature review sec-
tions, with the aim of exploring the similarities and differences between the two and their underly-
ing causes. The findings reveal that master’s theses tend to employ low-risk reporting verbs to es-
tablish a research foundation, whereas doctoral dissertations more frequently utilize reporting verbs
to engage in critical academic discourse. These differences primarily stem from variations in the
depth and innovation required of the research, as well as differences in the authors’ academic train-
ing and proficiency levels. This study helps students gain a deeper understanding of the pragmatic
functions of reporting verbs, thereby enhancing their abilities in interpersonal negotiation and iden-
tity construction in academic writing; simultaneously, it offers valuable insights for the teaching of
academic English writing.
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1. 3]

TEFAREEF, SCHRERIR 7 A AT FLOE Al WAL 0 2 (R 2 A, J8 s T/ A STk gt
PRSI A W o A B 2B (1] Horh, Bl BhiafE R 5] AFIPFR A A0 78 BUR (% OB E
HHTB, Hak# 50 H ER R M TAEFE XA I AL v R BB RE (2] [3]. Feikshialin
argue, claim, find, suggest %5, AMUKIHEHIRMAM S FIEEIIRE, BAEFARER PASEFEE NP
W CFEEDIRE . B, EAESAREME, JCHRAESREGR T KER, SR ARIEENTERLE
B F U — MRS ORI AU AR S B AT TR R B 1A A 78 A b T R E R (4] [S IR RIE R
[6][7], FHA T2 ARG i R 2 R RO S, A, B K2 B e fe i T B — B S AR
AES3HT[8] [9] A rh EHE S AN R 7K (1) 18 238 7 A1 SCOTHRERIA A FH 3R 23] (1 6] G 1 E 72 1 A
e B, X TAETANE R AR Bl A S A, HAEREAERE DT, Rl 20l g i ix fh
PR RAE T 5L, ST, AT R ETOEE 5 SCFm S S SRR SR 5 4 3E AT 5 LU 7L,
DA 2 2550 e S 2 A ) R IR B A Y ARFAE

2. FERFhiAEhA
2.1. EHiRBhRM A

E ARG DREE 5 220, M Th At (ideational function) X W] 44y AL L6 T RE AL B ) e . (EIZ HEThRE
B RN — MG SO RS DR M T2 —, WERkYL,  “ BRI —A )
I A —ANMIFTES G (101, p. 99), 1 SEIIX —# 4 1E UK &R 1) H EFBUf & iR 3hin i H .

H AT 500 TR il (1 43 2T LUVHON DA R D7 1T B AT 27 500 T 3R 23] (1) 43 8 LU B 58 3 1) =2
Thompson A1 Ye [11]PA A Hyland [12]FT#EAT IR 730 N X PIAR S K EAT 41

Thompson & Ye [111IAA¥E IR 5 1A B A FEFR S HAFME . —J7 0, e HAafR L, #t—F
¥Z5FER ) “JRIEE” (author)5 “IUERE" (writer), RIOABSIFH SMi5I% . fE/EE T, kg

][l
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LRI N =28 B (e.g. state; deny), L¥EZE(e.g. believe; think) FIHff 7128 (e.g. measure; calculate); 755
fEE T, FERZERTT LA AP Xt (e.g. accord with) FIEE i1k (e.g. explain). 73— 77T, EF5%FHAFEANTE
#, WA =KWE, WEIEHE LY AEE LI MIEE iR Bk, RIEE LI =20, e
BHRPER s BUEE LR AR RASEECEERUEL R IR BRI 2 R E A BTG R R AE
FIAT R ML FEDREAN TG BB DU . b 0 0 AR > R IEAEE SRR IS, A Leshial £ 7
I 525 5 5| E VR L

T Thompson & Ye SR 4 45, Thomas & Hawes [13] X0 # i ahial i 17 gt — 2 dnt, (H23H
X T H R B AR DT HE AR KPS, A EE N . J T AWEYT, Hyland [12] [14] 384T T2
AR T —ANBON RGUE R i R 7 hritE . Hyland R34 50K R 2l RFR FR LS PPN I8 3
e, FEUEX TR G MG & X5y, Bk, FdREhia s h="RIE: BFAT AshE. AT A B
SGEAT AR . A5 = KB FER BN AT 7 BRI A R 5 BT AT ABhiR X 5 T 45 5%
H5REFMWE, HELS R EIAEEH . RAEEE IR =FIFMmig e N REhiE X 4 TR, it
FI RS PPN E X FEEES R X THYE RO B R =R I

EFX IR B 1R K1 73, Thompson & Ye B3k R OGS 1 513835 A4 51 & 1157.3%, 1 Hyland 1%
53 B E NI SR ) B2 U5 0 £ BEBEAT AH B (1018 o RPN I S B . 28 T 1B 2% 213850 T 9 E e iR 3 il
PRI EREAN LR FH, MAEFAREIERZRBHEB, BIt, ASCRH Hyland [14]6 T84 517
M52, IRV B R AR B (1) £ B 25 SR BT 5 SCH U A0 S i R Bl ] A58 I 0L«
2.2. BHiREhiRH N AR

CA X TR 3l ia] 0t 98 = B AR v T-X0 Tk By inl AR 52 5 B SO T . 2 50 T 4% 18 5 ]
PR AR AL T AR 7L, R EDRENEAR . B IS EIESCEE[11][17], REEARER AR TR
A A BN, X T RIS T R 7R DU T s ST R A S T A O (R T
R AR, CHITRBONZ, MTEIEF 4], BR8], ARKFEIEE[19]1%E HiiEiE
[20)55#E — € M LE, (HRXT i85 ) H RS ia o Fo AR 485, IF B DA S E AN E K
VAR ) AR SO AR R A A, PR AR SO R [ A S0 AR S T R SO S
BRERIR IR 73 AT RS
3. R’
3.1. fA5RIEIRE

AW T EE T SO AR SCE AR AN R, B DUT R (1) Ml A e Anig s o
TE RS AT A FIRE S A andr 2 (2) Bl A A R S A A o 22 A R T AT R B4 ?

3.2. IERE

AHIF FE I ] S0 X et SC B 2 R B L BT LA (2020~2024) O BB E 5 SCA2E RN 20 R4
ALV SOR 10 et 22018 SCHISCRR SR B 43 R DB E 5 SO 22 A 18 SRR 1S BHEE (COM)
OEFF 66,977, K45 7619) 5 B 15 5 SC 1 L2247 1 SCOCHRZFR 1 RHE (COD) (JEAF 134,694, 254§ 10,253).
33. iREE

KR EFRRBIARAES E XK E . B BAE(4], p. TOBF S A R Shir R B AR e, BI “pidik(z B
BRG] S, LT CASbRE R AAER, HEBREREARR by 5] FAREE LR 5 e
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VSRR BIARE S, T Thompson A1 Ye [11], Thomas A1 Hawes [13], Biber £5[21], Hyland [12]
[141#1 Bloch [221/IWF 7T, ILHIEk Az, HLit 278 MNkidzhial; 45 BERE T 5 AntConc 4.3.1
HBEAT HE R BRI AS 2R H N TAZRT R 51T DA B 1A 76 15 A R 5 N R Bl I Th Rk . 3G 1 e vh 1 i ik
Bl PR AR AN S R AT R T AR AR I R B AE /A B AR BB S, DARCE SR X T iR 51 (1)
B X IhRe A AN A .

4. BER5WiL
4.1. FRRNIFR 2 E S HEE

Table 1. The overall distribution of report verbs in two corpora

1. HRERERMER ET RS

BN 2 COM COD
JE A R I 333/85 660/114
FrUEAIER (5 T-1A]) 5.0 49
RSB SO 16.65 66
ISYIZE 66,977 134,697

H13% 1 7R, COM IR RHE AT 3L 66,977, Hrh e ik 2hia] i 3L 333 ¥K, cod 1FBHE H, TEAT 3L 134,697,
Fp R NA I 660 X, 5 BEXTERE I ATAREL AL, TF 5 AT 1 TR A B R R T
BT 5.0 F14.9 Ik, W& T Marco [9)15XIK)E, A BAEBIFIGITER, X 0] HE & KA ST & IE
B SCE B SCERERIR TR 73, R SCERI 51 O ST, Bk Shia e m, Ml s 70 =2 30 1)
AT, IR AR A BT K. JeAh, SO 5EHER, - EE 2310 T 18 SR )i
MEEHR . BAKIN S, COM MprEfbSiZe Lt COD W&, X He 5 MR X SCERGRIR H /i A — e &
(AR PP A0S DA, T AER LR S SR N B AR LR S RARED, B, Bl SO R iR B
HBEI AN e, BRI, ARSCAR SR 8N e E HoAth )7 T 1) 5 [

HRFALE COM F iR ESEA 85 Ay, 7E COD HAJEIA 114 A, mHbn] Wi /K i —iE% )
BT HRZN I EARAIR S &, B — @ Mm-S RS KR A B0 B {8 AR B
RIAT AR 2a (W36 2), 7] CLUR B FE B 55 1R BhA A A R T A 5497 believe, propose, investigate
5 point out, FRNAESNERBFE L COD FETMA R, HARM S, COD Hl .4 Eiial F1 ] suggest
55 argue /& BFE BN = N IR Z 17 (3] [14] [24], XFAS@SUATE COM IR, WrlblE
HRRRL - B BRI 1 A S AR R R B iR (A Be 05 R s, T LB B s ) B DA e
AR SR RRE R R B FH R T

fE35 2 H, COM Y COD M =iiahia] o 43 il 1% B =y i ) PR A% 3R 211A] analyze, believe 5 pointed
out, suggesto A LA H COM WM EARZh 3 @it 5t Y S5 A Fn Bk Bl i, 8 At 4 51 38 1 S brAT
5 XA R WV, T COD PN R S ia] 3 & T 55 B AL R 3], B A ARt IR A IR B Al 7
NSCRFZRIR A P EEAE A (4], BRE G RIS 208 9 2 MyEOmg . Hl()F1EH R 2 H 12 g U
H BRI 51 2 O A R TT R, TR O ST NV SIS OB T AR E A,
WARNIES BUE, [FIRHE AT AT A EE KT “Reported speech” WF ST B1(2)F “believe”
= MMNEENE, ERR R E N OE S WAEETE, {53 Hopper & Traugott FIFRAS B “believe”
Kol SCHEEAEE X T “ grammaticalization theory” HIE— 05T, MAEMEH B SWISL T 38R BI1(3)H+
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“pointed out” Jf&—METEMENIE, FEEPTIE IRIRI A AR EE . A RUNIES, 2SI EXPTEIN
BRIB MBI SOEF B TOH . E W& it 51 38 0 T35 F AT 2, K # K
W RAER— AN FEE R LRSS SN B T, 58 Garg 5 AW TTIER] B SHERAWE TG B
B4yt “suggest” WEILHIEAMEEBGRIRYE . il 51 H A AEN, 405 B X T 805 WA A E
P, WEL T AR GAE R, RN T 5] WA Poelmans 1 “HEFLILRE " B W RER U2 i &
BA IR AL .

Table 2. The 10 most frequently used reported verbs
2. ERSIERAT 10 KRR

COM COD
e - -
] B )] W
1 analyze 26 point out 52
2 believe 26 Suggest 31
3 propose 20 Propose 29
4 discuss 17 Investigate 28
5 explore 15 Argue 26
6 investigate 15 Believe 24
7 conduct 12 Find 23
8 point out 11 Report 22
9 Agree 8 Conduct 21
10 Hold 8 Observe 21
&it 158 277

#](1): Ma Zejun & Liu Jia (2017) analyze the textual features of reported speech in court discourses. (COM)

#](2): Some scholars like Hopper & Traugott (2003: 126) believe there needs to be a rethinking on the universality of
grammaticalization theory, holding that “no matter how extensive the evidence of unidirectionality is, it should not be purely
considered as an absolute principle”. (COM)

#5](3): Garg et al. (2019) pointed out that the upward or downward articulatory motions of eyebrows may be associated
with the raising or lowering of vocal pitch. (COD)

5](4): Poelmans (2003) suggested that listeners would go through “an inferential process based on the perception of

several cues” (2003: 10) when understanding spoken language. (COD)

S, PR R B R R R R B, W] DA AR SCOCHR SRR A 23 e A G T S e 1R 1]
KA RAPIIES, AL T AEXS T AR B ST e AR B2 S1PSERE Ty, A SCHR 2R 38 A 5 s A
R A T2 S0 En B ahin], AHEERE, X T SCRRI AR B BE I AR

4.2. TRIRBFRANERARE

4.2.1. RBEER IR
fE4Z 31, COM 5 COD FERT L R4 B ia ) 2 WL oA L B A S B IR S (p > 0.05), #RBLIH X I 7%
KNI R i o X — I S W AT A AR SCRR SR I, i A7 A2 AT SO R IA . B RS RV
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AR, St T AR S AR ot S SRR IR RS . SR, 7ERONIE IR, COD rhaf R
A 15 H(36.58%) % 5 T COM. %72 Abras G i AL A AR NI RRAE 2R, ML TRt A4
XTI FE i 3 0 55 W e, 1 AR AT T 38 1 25 R A S A A N R BEAT E M S VR . I AR
WETEGRIBRA N, A SCHREEIA BEAS A Rkt SCHRIERI N 8, B8 LB/ N 2R o, FRILH 1
TOCERERIR EYIIE T “ [ P2y BRI 5 - S B S B ([25], p. 248).

Table 3. Distribution and frequency of research verbs in COM and COD
% 3. COM 5 COD R B R EfiFH) 5 AR

COM COD

Tt — —
JRUBATZ FRAEA HarLk JR AR AT FrRUESIZ HarLk
g R 24 0.36 14.72% 76 0.56 25.50%
gE. SR 1 0.01 0.61% 2 0.01 0.67%
g RS 9 0.13 5.52% 33 0.24 11.07%
UK 129 1.93 79.14% 189 1.39 63.42%
Mt 163 243 100% 298 221 100%

BARRH TR BN, BELR(2=721,df=1,P<0.01) fAERFE %R, COD tk COM &EEH
% 1Al P AUSE T 5 i BhiR] s RALSERI(2 = 0.00, df = 1, P> 0.0)TC 35 2 5, RS R BN (2 = 3.95, df =
1,0.01 <P <0.05fEfERFE 2R, STREHE G2 = 13.13, df =1, P < 0.00 ) fAfE K H B EMEER . BART
5, AR RIA N SRS R I @ ML R, COD Bk} B £ (1 2 g 1 Ul W 1 A SE AR SRR
YU A DIk SRS R, JF A RS N B BB T & B 5 5C8%, tnfil(S)Fn, 1E# il Gibbs & Nas-
cimento PRI 78 45 AR BT SCHR AR 1SR AW AL “novel metaphor” FH7% A 7~ B IE T FIME & 7R, AT
B 7 ASCAE ] “conceptual metaphor theory” f& BRI, IXAKI 1 ARATTRE W HEAT I H SCRRAR 2 LAIN 5
AW T A B I DAH 8 PPN A B AR R . T At AR ] e NI TR EANBEER N, il B 2D B A
HEKIPEAT

#5](5): Related experimental studies (such as Gibbs & Nascimento 1996) also show that participants can easily infer

related conceptual metaphors from poems.

ALY B R FRIE AR SLZAS L, e e, 18 e R o B8 3 0 BT B T EAT L 1 B 3
551, A7 AE S B AN R ) DL FH AR SE B3]« B, IR Shim fa AT Feik sh A B i AR R 5178,
it [ SCRRZ33A # 20 W] BE SEAU ) TR FC R, i AR AR SRR IA T R R A AR S e,
XS I AR SR o X AR AT RE S Wbl AR “WF SRR MIOGES T “BISER” o AR SCRRERIR
53 T i F AR i b0 i AW FE R S AR FE R PP a3y, R B SRt IR BB RE s Al U8
AP RRERGER S, PPIBONIEE. HE M. XM T BBl R G A
MHEA FT AW TR B EAN 5T AT T 5 AN S

4.2.2. INFBEE AR FhIF

TEF 4 Frac e Bdis b, Sk 1okE, COD A s BN B i (A2 AR X COM BUIRIFAF1E
BEMZER(P<0.01). M THEFBEAAGNTE, Bk(2=098,df=1,P>0.05), F¥E(?=246,df=1,
P>0.05), RIR(?=2.37,df=1,P>0.05), HLAIKST »2=2.40,df=1,P>0.05)U R LR EMZE .
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Table 4. Distribution and frequency of cognition verbs in COM and COD
% 4. COM 5 COD HiAmBEE A ENIRHY 53 T FISRER

COM COD
Nk - o

JRUGATIZR FRUESIZ Aol JR UG AT FRUEATZ Hort
TR 18 0.27 27.27% 16 0.12 20.25%
Fp 14 0.21 21.21% 26 0.19 32.91%
RN 30 0.45 45.45%, 26 0.19 32.91%
L) 4 0.06 6.06% 11 0.08 13.92%
Bt 66 0.99 100% 79 0.59 100%

JUEBAEARFR Bos LR E AR R S R W A EARE B VR R, (BHERO I R RAL 597
Yrarsp N B I A F AR AL Bl SCIRERA I XT “RIRE” 5 IR Bkl i3k Fdr, I
IR sy et o D TSI AV ) VAL W X (R [ S e B U Y @A NS Bl i e hvie - N Ky NN TS
I B PR PSR B AR R R B . fil(6)Fr7n, 1F#E 5] Goates KT “modality” )ik, H7E
NEMEER] “meaning space” M FREIENESCHE, PRI T F FIBUBGE AR B BABIE B8 50 . A LE
N, AR o BRIRSE A B ERAE, WA T — MR S PR L. 1
FHEEGI(T) P IC NI Zh3A “believe” HIMEA, IR AT AL 5 BEA% Dy — Fa] BERTHERTARIAESE, 1R
G AR, SONESER ARSI 1 E S XS RN E T2 REER#H
P, SRR A B A 1A TR A . AR, X Sl (R R SRAIE 1 AR A RO B R
HEAMMETLE . SRR SR R SRR A e 0 b, DA — e IR PE TR .

##](6): Combing the monosemantic and polysemantic approaches together, scholars such as Goates (1983) hold that the
boundaries between modalities are fuzzy. (COM)

#1(7): Glucksberg & Keysar (1990) believe that when the speaker uses a metaphorical utterance, he intends to classify

a certain entity into a certain category, and the purpose is to attach some temporary features to the metaphorical topic. (COD)
4.2.3. BRI TR

Table 5. Distribution and frequency of discourse verbs in COM and COD
% 5.COM 5 COD HiFiB R R iR 5 AR

i COM COD
RrreRit) - o
JRUBATZ FRAEA R Harlk JR AR AR PRt = Aotk
MEE 4 0.06 3.85% 33 0.25 11.66%
J580) 5 0.07 4.81% 5 0.04 1.77%
s 95 1.42 91.35% 245 1.82 86.57%
Bt 104 1.56 100% 283 2.11 100%

B 5 T AR, sk FRE IR LR M -, COD 5 COM HnMig —emES, I
BAEEN IR I 22 R:(p < 0.001), X TP g rp BARTEAN 73 B IREE (% = 11.80, df = 1, P < 0.05)f-7E 2 E
Zte (P =1.72,df=1,P>0.05)NFEREFEMNZER. HifE(2=4.88,df=1,P<0.05)FEREMEER.

TEIE R B A AT T R Ee T 0 F R R, AR ER O IR S ANt R,
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Ja& T R NL B SR EAT N [26]. X —HFEIR T 1 1 TS RS i B SR A B AR UE R

IR 3 PARNEER AR AL, nTLURI: - SCHRERIAR X 15 28 30 1] i B LR A s PR A
H(91.35%) 0 X —E 4 EDULHLAE 7= 1 A AR 7 2R 5 A HORE RN AU 4 0 AR, A ATT >3 158 T 2 i
FHIA T SEIG, KRB RAR BN HE, XIGHERME T HZ PR ARNEE = . 52BN T
B, A PREE SR B i is B, XU L AR SR Sy B E L AR, A e T i
XF A FIR GI NN k™ 2 IR S B, KR AN AR S o L TR AR 1 7 XU 1Y) S
XF BRI, A AR BRSO R AW S, B AR U A N R P R ST B

BEIRBEREANZ T, AR E S R B BN 1B BRI, AR A B B R L5 R
SMCHPANFAESL . InBl(Q)FTan, TEELESIIRRT “complement receivers” KIS, i H T A HREE %
f) propose. MM IE L, VEE G I SCAZ AN R AEA R A AR UE Z06 G AR S5 AN AT B
ER BB 5 “BREFBIEN AL, VLB AR SCEREE S, ToiokE i iR 3 1A
IS TEE A . XM R A EISS T 5B ERAL S @ fIEE R A, SRR T AZAE R . Rk
N bR BLE B A 1R 8]

#5](8): They propose that complement receivers should be engaged in the research so as to learn how they construe

compliments. (COM)

b, AT 512008 OCERGRE, BE A BRI S SR B ST P T T 3
] S P FEE M M A P 1A, T ST L WA S TR V50 e W P R0 7 SO B (1 sk 3 7
B ANSE . ) 5 o 253 o I [ S B ) o R S o S R S A R S AR T R R . i
TGRS, HE RS AR RS IS AAL SR, S BB, B HUMEEAN . P 226
L PP R AR R 2 Bh AT AAHE R FE I8 SR AL IR, S T ST A IR I I[27), T 6 SE R A AT A S
P, 1 Ry ST 25 (O BT 2 A SR b, b BLBEPRHIT, o B S5 AR 10 2 R 5 1 T ik — MR
TELE, (HBEE ARG, 18R TG BT AT WA s> (1 St ok R 3 1 P

VRSN e T B AR AE T WL, SCRRERIA AU SCBR I T, TR0 Fe AR D 0 R SR B 5 2 R Atk
AR B ACFAE - BT BRI SCHRE RS S0 Hh 068 B ) 2 S I R AT « TR 725 B 5 2 P 2 R T R
1 A 22 T B S R R B AT S R AR A B 1 B AL R A S AR BRSO,
T MBI H MR XFMERI A TR A O TIL USRI % 1 B B4 B, (I T
TESARIE T AL T I GIAT . SIARR, 181 SCRERIA M 52 AR T FI T S5 5 ISR . 1 Bl
SEHL T AN AR M SR 2 R S R (AP (e AR I B e R . RUSEERA A AR A T
R RE, ERA TR BRI O, SR E SRR LA PR U
VM ZE BT I TE 0 AS SRR BB 1 o R LS AR AR T8, s s S R R B T 28 1 SCR R,
SRR R R R, HS AR B VATE T R R, AR S A
ApoEr
5. &5

A TR AR T IEE1E 5 SO R 22 e SCHERE, X SCERER IR h R H R SR BEAT RGeS
2o WETURIL, P WOWAETERC B AT 5 IR ZII 2R BE ) 70k o TR e A R AL 3R L )ik
[ b A TR Ve XM MEAE SR R AL Ak B R A 21 13— D A2 i 52 i T A Bl Al
I Y HR SCRRER IR BEAT L RE PP PEIC SR B0 3 AR A RIS TEIE4E R, Rl X A R0 R 3] (1 75 1ok
ST H I NECR O BRI RAE, 18 AR TE R Sl IR A48 AR A R R IR AR AR T
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T AERE EHAT AR TS Rk 2T I BRI KA AR B e 018 SCERA R 1 R 2 T S S
G PR BURRBE R R 32, T IR SCERIR M ER T 38 iR 28 (| . B s ZU B A
KRS 2 AR B 2

A SCAONE AL B 354 2R UG TE RE I R R PSR AL TR IESE, BN RE EIR LR
BT —ERK. ETHRCRZERE, JFEEU TR 5 NE 2 AR RE T 5 5, LIRS 4
[l b

&5k
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