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A Contrastive Study on Stance Markers in English
Academic Journal Articles Written by Chinese

Scholars and Native English Scholars
CHEN Yu,QIN Youyuan
(School of Foreign Languages, Hubei Univ. of Tech., Wuhan 430068, China)

Abstract; The basic purpose of academic writing is to present research findings, while the well-formed
stance, referring to the expressions of author’s view, certainty degree, value judgment and emotional atti-
tude to research outcome, stimulates the communication and acceptation of academic findings. Based on
three self-established corpora, this paper explored the differences of academic stance formation strategies
between Chinese native writers and English native writers by comparing and contrasting their use of stance
markers in the concluding part of papers published in English international academic journals. The results
indicated the use differences of stance markers lie both in categories and in frequency. This paper also ana-
lyzed the use of stance markers in the concluding part of Chinese journal papers to test whether Chinese
scholars’ English academic writing is affected by their Chinese thinking and writing patterns,then the re-
sults were applied to explain the revealed differences in the formation pattern of academic stance between
Chinese native writers and English native writers.

Keywords: academic journal paper; stance; stance marker
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