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Abstract

Based on a corpus of 476 academic abstracts from six core Chinese and international journals—
including Foreign Language Teaching and Research, Journal of Textile Research, Sociological Stud-
ies, Applied Linguistics, Textile Research Journal, and American Journal of Sociology—collected
from 2000~2025, this study employs quantitative statistics and diachronic analysis to investigate
the differences and temporal evolution patterns in metadiscourse usage within the “results” move
across Chinese and English. The results show notable disparities. Firstly, Chinese journals exhibit a
significantly higher frequency of interactive metadiscourse (1.95 instances per abstract) than Eng-
lish journals (1.48 instances per abstract), with a 51.4% decrease during the research period. Sec-
ondly, English journals show a continuous rise in interactional metadiscourse. Their stance markers
(0.37 instances per abstract) and engagement markers (0.40 instances per abstract) are 37 times and
5.7 times those of Chinese journals respectively. Thirdly, obvious disciplinary differences are ob-
served: linguistics features the highest use of interactive metadiscourse (2.89 instances per abstract),
while textile science records the fastest growth rate (60.0%). Fourthly, 2015 and 2020 are critical
turning points, corresponding respectively to the implementation of domestic abstract standardiza-
tion policies and international open science norms. This study reveals the synergistic effects of aca-
demic culture, disciplinary development and publishing regulations on metadiscourse use, providing
empirical evidence for academic writing teaching and cross-cultural academic communication.
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SR ER EARW SC N B = FENERG , T A SE R P AE i rp SR s R R E AT, #5521 i .
T EEEVOE G E R E T IEDOm, W EE TFoR 1], MR TLZs R W — P Yo 171 iz
W FUAZ O A BB A B TR N “OR TR RIS " 2], 7085 S eEE S B eiiiEmiss,
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SHERAREFMEATA LS . PIAIE 5 i Fe 2B 3252 8 /INIHARTE RS I DL R bR A R 5o
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Figure 1. Comparison of frequency of different metadiscourse types in Chinese and English journal abstracts
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Figure 2. Radar chart of interactive metadiscourse types in Chinese and English journal abstracts
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Figure 3. Total metadiscourse frequency across three disciplines
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Figure 4. Diachronic trends of metadiscourse use in Chinese and English journals (2000~2025)
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Figure 5. Valid corpus volume and missing rate of result moves across six journals
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