Hh &b 32 35 5 31 F W08 30 S 1 P Y 4% # BR 1 3E 45 A
——REFEREMHMLHE"

BBk EHR

[ ZE1 AR THABREESRER KR T PHREFIZEIFHF
MR B SR AL EF AR . P ES T F AR F AR
B.HERR EAXRV AL, B RA XA S KR R, L ERB AL
GFoiE . mLEA RS ERAEEAEGE AR BHIR, M T.5ME
FIEBEMMBRAFARAN ARG SRR, 2FTiEFIH0
EEFRIFR INMNEREFXARFEEHFH EMEL A2 E i —
TmARE, FRERNEABDEESHREA LT,

[RBIAT EA R PINEEFEF T FH R G M RG] E LR

1.515

BOWIPEAE ) NSRS AR B IEZ — A HRr R I Be . 2 B R 0E 5 oA ml el sk
MIFFETE . (TR, 1999 FE Zadeh(1965) MM AE 2 FIASE R #3819 6K 1, 2 HIB &
K Lakof[(1973:471) fie e $& i AOM BRI 5 (0 A A8 - A R 4T S 19 TR 15 S0 BSEH) s
SEASKERA 1) 05 7 2 T 2R R P I B R A AT BB AR R R IE
ORI RE L . — 7 1D ASCH) PR A 8 o0y o D 0 S B g A B A S R . O —
T A5 B FROE 5% W EE B . (Salager-Meyer, 1994) 1F B {f F K1 15 & B 52 81
A KR R T T AP L PRI AT LRI SR R T 1 ok v A M R 3R O R L R GA A
U R BRI PR I AT S AN AL A ME . (Rounds, 1982)

TE R AR B b AR AR o K 9008 5 0 m R 110 o A v X A e
) EA HARERNL A SN A W ER M AR A HEEEM. (Swain,
1985) 31 424 - 18 55 A Hp AR R a6 o 14 BIF 7 X R N BB 32 L v RO [ SC Ak A )

O AXRLTHDGLHEA TR H =B 0 H 5 H 45 - XLYC2211008) 1Y B B R
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EE KM iR R T RER CE RS 5, 2019; X85 4,
2023) FHE RS (& T4 45,2001 Yang.2013) | B 55 18 55 GBB. 2020 5 51 %48 4,
2022) %, BFFE 3 AN s A ) B S A b i BOR B 1 5 A I A A
S R SO R — A R RO R E SR B G . AR, Y
WG VE Ry v [ 2 20 3 L0 5 PR 28 R 22— DA Ry 3 R 0 4 S BF 5 M X 2
(RHEE,2015) % T A TFFR T WECCL2. 0 F1 NESSIE 35 8} g , 45 4 50k KR 1
5 DY 4EHE SR (Prince et al. , 1982 4] [ 48 ,1985) , il 4 55 94 1 A W 15 5 O X Lb , B 45
o [ 9 1 A 2 5 E S WO 3OS AR SR [ Y S O e o 25 SRR
DA R 3 [ 35 1 5 1 0 5 AR L R R

2. 3Lk ER

2.1 HHIFRHIER A E . R B

T TR 5 A OO RO R 5 i D o AR P e TR U2 B 20 28 80 4R AR
{E . TF 46 32 7 4 J& 5118 1 2% (Prince et al. ,1982; Brown et al. ,1987) 4L &5 5 2%
(ZEARED . 1995) L0 FEIE & 2% (Dixon et al. , 1997) 28453, X 4608 BR 41 18 119 St 2 1
FEL 032 T TR Rk 2 i K IR

Zadeh(1965) JEBIMI IS BT ) 200K . AE LB B ml b B EIE F %K
Lakoff (1973 :471) ¥ Y $& Hy 1 A58 B ) 15 1) 62 o B A o 18 2 19 5 A o A 0 i
AR Y 3RE” L A0 very .much  almost 25 % UL 325 1T L W0 A 4580 B 138, 3
WL T Gk ARZ WS AR . ML) . # B AT AAS TR A B 5 T BRI PR 5 1 L
# 1.

®1 BEHRFBEHRE

RE2E R
A W X DA A B )5 0O 3 . 10 Kind of L sort of
fiT F1 44 (1985) 253 (must, can %) 14 B — 86 7 47 HEW A 52 7 19 35

H 445 T guess, 1 think %

PR PR ) 8 4 X AN B T B & R E R TR — S S R kAT
Brown et al. (1987:145) | PR AZ (1) 18) 8l 46 35 , 16 F R 45 140 T AT DA 43 b ole 45 7% 80 (R JE 1Y
53 1A) IR B IR 47

Yule(1996:38) RN R ] 3 A 6 T I O T B A 1 A U e R

BRI B 1 1 2 B X A B R A B 2 58 4 Y R, SO AR B
Ty b 2% 35 3K TR i I AT T B

SR B T T T 2R R A TE N VR % BT A Bk S R (A R
TP E B R A T U7

Hyland(1998:1)

Channell(2000:214)
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1

EEYH

3

1]

F O T AL S BB SRS B T A B AR S — L (ELER B S E — A D A B
REL 58 A A D T 9] s i A0 O e 0 LR A B

2 BT ) s 24 (Zadeh, 1965) (i X 2% (Hyland, 1998) | i ] 2% (Prince et al.
19823 4] [ 4K, 1985) ZE AN [R] £ B X6 Ho 4026 . Zadeh (1965) 5 450 K IR il 1 4% H& i) 31 )
TRTUBE 5 O 4 Fh ISR O — 28 — BB TE 25 i) R 3], B 40 very | nearly ., usually
maybe 55 ; 5 TR B 4 Bl n-ish -y like s 55 =R — SO ROR BN 35 1
TEEUAR ) BIAN as ifso... that... 55 5 55 DU 22 38 15 W 5 1 215 B 43 B 4n T think,
in my opinion %,

Prince et al. (1982) i FI T RE A1 B2 H & KEASTRA B 4 175 53 Shy 725 2l U ASOR9A B Al
i (approximators) Fl 28 I R A B i 75 (shields) . 7 WLIE 1,
S

FEREARZH A
TERARR 5
A5 F 78 (adaptors )

s = 24
FEORA R HiliE —
(‘approximators ) N
L AR A
A R il

SR PR i) (rounders)
(hedges ) —

)
B MR
TR 5

B ( plausibility )
- ;h-i
TR 5 —
(shields ) 0
)2 AR
ORI PR il i
(attribution )

—
1 Prince et al. Xf & #] IR #1115 49 5 KAEZR

fif B4R (1985) 1E Prince 5 AWy 43 B Aitlh bR A48 2lc, OF FIDUE #E47 TS 19 i
BV, H 4325 Y5 Prince & AR EEA M [F], Hyland (1998) 3% F Prince et al.
(1982) A5+ IS s D) RE Ay B2 XS AEH) PR Ml 15 £ 47 17 8 TR 200 1) 0T 5 o o A2 9 PR 7
43 Ry VAN BIR o T 0 SR M AR IR ) T S . e BRI AR PR 1 £ 45 A
AU S B 3l i) O RLIE 25 36 IR Sl n] DR Y IR DL RN N B 4 ] 5 R AR
B ] T8 2 A — L8 A RORY PR ] 1 A8 ) 54

i b AR i oy KR A B e 6. HoH . Prince et al. (1982) (93 2677
Bt B2y 6452 0 PR AR SRR T X — 2 2R T R T A0 AT

HRORY] FR i 1 79 D REAI 5T F2 2 LLTE I P BE 9 A% 0> . Channel (2000) B 45 1 HEH]
TS IR D RE . AR S ARG B A A O 45 R R SRTT IR AR R A AT S B A
TR DL SR IRALASE . Hyland (1998) M 22 18 F Y £ B AF 53 & B « 1 5 5 1) ) A8
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A0 BRE A T8 A B T R T 3K Y oA P O A S R AL O AR B R 1 Y
RN BIR i 78 AT S5 il 1 AR S S e R B S 3 AR H A . R AR R i T
WEBE 1 128 “ /13 X BT 48 45 S L SR B 5 B 2 R AT 5 38 TR 9 56 &7 (Hyland
et al. ,1997:185) . AN A WFFT4AE & 18 A 2 BEIE CUn & 1 JsU) AL S50 st U 3 7
HIE A RO B ) 75 9 I RE OV [ B 2%, 2009 5 3K R DI, 2023) L AR E B AR
Z A E] T RE

2.2 ZEEED MR EERR

FE E A R AU B 58 DR B 28 N R R R R S S Th gL 2 E )
TR (LAY ,2022) o R & B, R IR SCAR T S RiE 5 K1 i &,
L5 A b RORA B 1 55 1 0 T 5 AR W B B AE AR o 22 . B, Clyne (1991) R 31,
58 1o 7K ST 1 28 ] T 2 = A S R e S A P A R o 3 LA A TG TR AR A
TE S 214 06 PR ASORN R T 1 1 1] AL 5 A 2% 2% S TE A T 3 0T LA 224 f R ASOR B 3
{FUMT L L 135 ) 15 A5 T ASOR B Ml 38 A 2J 75 Xk B 4 K (Luukka et al. ,1997), i H [
Yot 2] 35 S AE AR AR BRI TG (o T S 0 B — P 3 42 ot g T D = O 2 14 )
B IBRBARES B ER, GB#,2020) 265 (2015) 41 % 3. [ K 2F g T L 2%
A ST 2T L FL OB TE R R ASOR B B A R I D AR R ELR A
FIRTIEH.

AR ZIB S AE T B BRE o o8 A b T 248 Al RAAE S B T
3 . e 765 2N A N (201) R T A B RS A B, 1
AR SR R 1 3 0 R SRR R AR R R B A e R B stk . ok,
FE A A 7 100, b 22 (2019) 2 B, v [ B TR AR FE BB R B R R
I B 6f PR RSORN B 1 5 5 AN A R A T B e Y ORI R DR A SR R Bk 3
5 B4 T S AT 16] 5 X0 R 27 55 (2023) 48 H v [ 0 1 ol AR B A 8 24 AR 5 AR i A fek
B ARSI B 1 L AR R R R By . A A A A R A (2023) [ B
FEFEM P E 2 2] A B S R R B s R B O Lk 5 R T R s
FERVIMISE . X Se o8 1 AN [l £ 4 Hh 7 o [ 2% 2 28 76 A5 80 BR o 37 16 o i S
SRR . FR )G AR T WO B B R R T ORI ik X O B 5
EAYFE R . Sun & Hu(2023) 3 i 5256 50 3F T 508 9K 215 2% 5 X B0 BR il 1 4% 42 2L
A ERR R B T I AR AT SR D B ST e RO BRI 1 P R
[eil Bisf 855 SC A0 AR AR 1) AT 5, R 002 S BR AR ML T 2 3%, 1 I Yoon (2021) %42 T
5 2 A A B 5 A P ORI B ) 15 6 T 4 22 5 48R T BEIE SRS U6 TR R
FEAE S FH A 25 52 )

i ERLR, BB R R AR BB R R 45 E A T RIS
SCEAEE RGBT D . BOR B R T E R I HIET BN E LS

-174-



3

EETE

1]

PERAY, L5 A R AN nl b 0 2 90 RO PR 38 A B P o 38T 1 AR BE Tl o 3
JEXS HO AT s T o [ S 27 o) 3 RIS TR A IR 3 1 DLV SR 5 SR R A 3 Y i
FHBRER A A RS AL e 25 5 IR O B [ 908 5 A e SRR i 2 55

3. F5Eisit

3.1 BEREE

AR SCR I E 5 R B T AR5 5 (0 07 05 < Sl 5 7 2 T8 R 2R 6 X E BN R AT
RE O B o A 25 SR D0 AT RE VR, DUIRLE DUR 3 S BIF 5 1) .

CI)AEAS) BR ] T8 7 [ 08 2 > 2 15 TR AR Wi 25 TR R P vp R R A n e 2

(2 AEA8) BRE ] 78 A v [ 275 2 ) 2 5 TR A Wi 3 TR R P PP A AR MR 2 S 0

(3O AEEA8N BRE i 35 A v [ S 7 2 > 3 5 TR AR G 3 T R A8 o 22 S S IR g e 2

3.2 BHRRRE

ABFFEHE T BFSU CQPweb V& (5 4 45.2014) . FTE R 1« 6 3615
2 FHEIEIE R E” (Written English Corpus of Chinese Learners, Version 2, f&j #§
WECCL2. 0, MIEAF 1426562, M 244 20034) Fll “ 3 35 4 1 15 & 518 1 SCiE B
(Native English Speakers’ Similarly or Identically-prompted Essays, Version 2, &
Fr NESSIE, S JE4F 321768, MKE4F 16438), WECCL2. 0 b [ 2 > H3iE 0%
HIFEHE (SWECCL) B9 J, Wit 2 i 29 100 T3 3] Wkl 1 BN 9 BirAS i) J2 W
KHIEL A 1—4 A2 A BB AE . NESSIE 2.0 & — AN 5 05 35 48 15 K 2
AR BETEAE ST TERLPE L WSt 1 9 56 R 2 AR AR I o [ R 2% 00 DU S Lk i g N
PAE SO H RS 1S TR A SO, A — AR 43 A % 56 O AR TR R Hh i I AL Y
VECSCA TR, 5 WECCL 2. 0 3R LE 7 > 3 B Be .5 A 35 8 L 18 07 T 4 A R
e AT Pk

3.3 BMRISR

ABFGEIE T Prince et al. (1982) % BORIH A9 40 S AL 25 i A0 BF 5 45
HLCT F R 21985 54648 2015 6 2020 , IfARLAR 92 W ¥R KG M B0A4E 4 738 24
5 IF L SLECHE T RO A9 400 L3 20 BRICHE I T 24 A~ BLA 1R 26 b 9 Bt
0L 7 25 5 2 o TR0 A 5 A1 28 RO 603 43 90y 13 40 10
Ao N BR AR e T 5 0 S0 BR 3 8 A T 25 50 T R
5 5 A SRR O WL 3 o 4 RSN BRI 8 A I R
I 3 A, SR 2 AR P RO T ELAT BT ECRE H AT 6 100 7 1) th BB 851
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HEAT B A AL BE Chy o 45T 38 = J5 3] B9 ) BARURL/18 B) J2 25 < 10000000 o (i ik »
2012) 75 A 53 b BN BORY BEL ] 15 1 L FH B o A B 92 R FHAE 2 A4S R b 4% Bl LAl
B 200 MEARR T4

®2 EHMREIEHSE

75y FREARF1E | kind of ,even.some,really,almost,entirely.few. highly

TR0 PR 6l 15 5 A B i

about,several ,various,around.generally

HAEG MG
[fa] 45 2 A

22 F 1 think.I believe,can/could.may/might, will/would

R R il 75

agree with,is known.It is said

4. DFEs R S

4.1 R PR IE B B 1 0 AR AE

%3 MR T E T o) 3 5 OB AR T RO BR 3 ) A O . A
OB 3 L 2 Sl A X 4 SRR B T T 9 B A R AE 22 5 . MRS IR
A T 2 ) S AN IR A T P A R (8 PR s o AR A v T AR (p<20. 001D,
FEMEHIZER b, P R ) B DR B S AR Rk B fE R 257 |
e G RN BRSO BR 1 1 W] REAF LRI T IR (B HESI Ry 21062, 51) , Tl ¥ i 22 3l B4 #Y
o FHAR RS 2 T A R 1 45 (PR UESI 3 2553, 69) ¢

R3 EHREEEPRSEESEHERERBORERE

I HEER

Total (%)

FERIBEZIE(K) KikiEHE (X)
i B AR gy 6819. 26 4705. 24 11524.5
4 B 2 3 [ A% 2 7Y 2553. 69 2635. 45 5189. 14
WA PR 21062. 51 14756, 22 35818. 73
[71] 2 2% A1 Y 446.53 80. 81 527. 34
Total 30881. 99 22177.72 53059. 71

SRR b B ST 2 2] 5 e R A TG T8 2 00 B0 e 2 R R AR PR
o SASHIE B AN L, o A AR B0 SO TR R HOBURORT BIR i 3 79 B B8 T A 5 AE A
PSR A A AN B i A R AR Y 1) i e ol ] I 4 2 R R A8 R ) 35 . i
12 1 728 30 7R 0 ] 42 22 R R A P DU A 2 o 3B (2020) 3 T R 55 18 R I BT 5
PR —F M RIES (2015 MWFIE B » [ 2 ) AR R SR S AT O P 4%
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3

BEZH

1]

I TR AR PR ] T P (P 2 5 I T A T L 3 T B R el 9F S0 G R R 22 SR
B BUR AR 7 2] X G B G R B s . DI RORWF ST T 4R S 5
R LB T S5 R A IR T .

4.2 HEHMBRHEENERER

W 2 A BRI LA ROR B 55 0 (8 P A0 AT G T I 45 R R X A o A
FOLFR ORI E 2 A BGE SO R B R FE AR R A Bl i i A W
BT ARG AR M R BB BB B . 40, some (b o 47 3%
k4353, 82) L can(FRUEST 24 10054. 24)  will bR U 2y 5103. 18) 5 Bk i {fi i 1)
i) (L35 5)

F4 FIFEHEDEHMRIIENIAFAREEY

REAL ST EL
HHA BR ik ZE it 15 e E
RS S PR ) 1% Ria RV Total LL value value
$£3%(%)| EOR) P
kind of 65. 26 108. 77 174.03 112.90 | <C0.001
even 1350. 10 1087. 74 | 2437.84 14.53 | <<0.001

some 4353. 82 2256. 28 6610. 1 330.70 0. 001

e A really 526. 44 267.27 793.71 42.40 0. 001

i almost 247.45 217.55 465 1. 00 <C0. 001

entirely 6.31 65. 26 71.57 38. 10 <C0. 001

E%iﬁji few 206.79 456. 85 663. 64 55. 41 <0. 001
highly 63.09 245.52 308.61 65.53 0. 001

about 1727.23 1395. 42 3122.65 18. 15 <C0. 001

several 219. 41 379. 16 598. 57 24.07 <C0. 001

fi@j@ﬁ;ﬁ various 219.41 267.27 486. 68 2.53 0.112
around 259. 36 407.13 666. 49 18. 22 <C0. 001

generally 128. 28 186. 47 314.75 5.92 0.015
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g %
1 4 BR 1 Bk Gt et
LR2ES e PR 1 "_:Pﬁ?g Zkﬁ'f:i% Total LL value | p value
FEIEHER)| HEOR)
I think | 1808.54 202.01 | 2010.55 | 659.37 | <<0.001
I believe | 202.58 512.79 715. 37 81.04 | <<0.001
may 1934. 02 485. 08 2419. 1 6.10 0.013
g might 137. 39 122. 66 560. 05 90.77 | <0.001
R will 5103.18 | 4263.94 | 9367.12 | 200.37 | <0.001
jﬁ?&iﬁi would 933. 01 2430.32 | 3363.33 | 403.69 | <<0.001
can 10054. 24 | 5457.35 | 15511.59 | 684.21 | <C0.001
could 889. 55 982.07 | 1871.62 2.43 0.119
322.45 43.51 365. 96 108.31 | <<0.001
ri;%;jj} is known | 75.71 31.08 106. 79 9. 30 0.002
It is said | 48.37 6. 22 54.59 16.62 | <<0.001
jsSan 30881.99 | 22177.72 | 53059.71

(] B e ] 3 1 2 ] 35U A7 A6 358 40 BB B o o o P 5k /0 L AS 1 0 (L
F5) . B0, F A FEEE S B3 (U0 kind of | highly . entirely) K &8 43 B £ 28 FliE (40
might,would,T believe) () fff F AT SR AK T A M5 15 35 A7 26 R R o 8, — 38 22
SR E(p<T0.001), X FHT, v [E e 2% 2 R S5 1R SO R i 15 1 8 Gk
T HE M EZREE S AR can, will 5 ShiE A T think %5436 43 1115 & 50
) 5 TR T 15 1 ) R X B A% — 2B Y 4% 28 R L A0 might, would 4§ L A
W FARFABEH (p<<0.001), BeAb, B v 5 5515 2% > 3 8] 32 28 R A AR KR
T8 S Al AR R AR W A (BR b T b 2 R LAl AR A A . L
Fk T 2 R E A BT Gk

F5 MEXBEFIEWL TS E MR GIE T EEAER

TEER T ER JLFEARHA
TR AR gy Y some kind of . highly.almost,few entirely
3 [ A% g 7 about generally ,around
HEZ MM can,will, I think I believe ,might —
[F] 3¢ % A Y — is known, It is said —

TE A SAF) BR ] 18 v b [E] 358 35 4 2] 2 TR B8 Hh some, about, can,agree with
AR bR M A 3R 5 ey T[] 2K 531 A9 At ) 30T L 55 A 3 3 TR v G S B R A B
BFEZEFLE O WL N TIRA T2 5345 5 A BT EFF some about, can,
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o
oit
4k
2
gt

agree with iy HAARHEFER G 9 94 H i J& 28 31l i 48— LA

SER W (DLER 6)  FL 78 S RO BR ) 15 some 78 2 /N ERHA Hh 9 1 T A A
Py e o AR T [ A o) 5 T 200 AR O R B (B 90 200 o R i T ) 3R A
WA (U1 “Some people think that...”) , 8i/E B4 A& 81 (41 “to some degree” B,
“to some extent”) , MFLZ T o AR T & 00 1] 75 A rp {5 T B0 A6 00 5 TE (A some
efforts” 8 “some sort of”), BLAN, ATEIEH some PRI FH 7L (41 “some of...”) fif FI 4
ot E I ] E R 2 A%, B Ar O RE T e ) 2 R R T 2
4 Can*some believe that...”) /) & LB W JUF A LB D BE (i L 0%0) .

F 6 some7E 2 MERERHIAESH

some 7£ 2 N iE B E ISR
M aX REFEIFOR) | &Lk RIREE (R) aEE | A
PR 17 SR 180 90 % 159 79.5% | 339
37 “HHue A/ 20 10% 39 19.5% 59
Al il CRATR 0 0% 2 1% 2
Bt 200 100% 200 100 % 400

0 B S Bl BUASOR R 7 about £ 2 SRR 38 VS s 22 A about ik
W — e SR B Rk — s 1Y A5 HE WL A RS R 40 ¢ think about”“ worry about”
“be concerned about”. {H &6 I Lo 9] 76 A B 15 & (5 e 1500) o i 3 T o
[l 2 2 35 (A HE 6000 (<20, 001) o Bl B A 1 255 5 ) 1) 282 70 3 L 1 S0 44 £
HEAT ST 4%, il 4N “about 320 million people”“about twenty percent of...”, [fij 1
[E] 2% 2] & 2 M ] B — 18] FH 5, 40 “ think about” 5§ “be concerned about”, 3 28
S A B T 5 N TE — 5 Y0 N B R R . O A, 2009) 11 R
o A T 1P S RORY PR ) 1 A S A I T AR R TR A (LR 7D L 3t DA T 5
B v ] 2 A 7R 5 AR Hh A B AP J R R0RT IR T 5 oA 1 iR A7 SCUE IR T 2 B 2T A5
PL—Ffif ) A 1 23 ik it

K7 about 2 NMEMEFHIAESF

FERIBZIEIFERE D about iR E S %
ik i X PEEIE(R) | Al AHRIEE (R) &tk 2it
RG] %F‘Xﬂf 186 93% 169 84.5% | 355
H 2

st | UL TF“be about to” ] '
JE 25 sy 2 1% 1 0.5% 3

s “KYERT

5] 37 12 6% 30 15% 42

B-:‘Jlj “){%‘ﬁ”“%?‘” 0 0

jsSan 200 100% 200 100% 400
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T8 B 4% 2 A1 RUROR B ] 7 v s can 78 wp [ 2 o 385 00 5 8 P28 o 0 B o 00 50
AWEIEE W 2 A5 ILER ) o A B2 2 F ) T can 27 I BEVE I BB ), )
i iR G SR X R S AR R E IR . = Z R, B
418 % 3l iR (U could, might, would) B9 i FH M5 R B B AL F A K IEH (p <
0.001) A A& H1 T~ would \might X 2% 2 5l 1] (4 {5 F 25 K e #0080 %l P 1 B
AR EOR B R - T can 1L DR N 1) 5 n] L5 3 1) J5UE » 4 AR 2 20 3 1
TR PRI ] can, T QLR B M 27 T 30 TR SCHT 2 D BN AFAE AN ST 0 A2
e )R, (50655, 2015) X W EHIE 1 i A RIBIFSE 45 2R . B2 0% (2008) K B can,
will\mus.should 4 A~ 25 3 3al 78 o F AE S8 Lol R A B S AR AF el i . i
could,would 2 A& &S A 1L 27 ) F T8 RHE thad A AT, BB (2020) W4 Y L 7E B
S th B AR, [ e A 2] 2 B can . will 21 25 8] . H AL A could,
might 1 would,

Y B R BR  agree with 6o 512 33 6 H 4o 0 08 1 6035 2
H T AR A (p<<0.001) w7 A B 1) T4l L & e B o0 Ok 3Rk A 2 5
1 HE— RO B Sus Lk S B SRR . BT don’t agree with this
opinion” . T A% J& 18 & & 5 WL sl i iy J7 200 &80 R 36, 40 “advocate for” “in
excellent agreement with...”“It is evident that...” %%, [A] 32 2% F1 B ORI BR 5115 1Y
it I FAR 51 55— J7 80565 =07 B9 A6 125 5 DA T J) 4 2 8 U0 % 19 285 88 22 TR
A BT HLEEE SR R .

4.3 BMIFRHIEZE R IE S B AT

4.3.1 BEEIE=

i Ah g o] F BRI 22 Sl R 5B B W oR B UM G, I BEiE A ) ¥
(15 5 2 3BT £ D K20 0E U % G BE A SO T 1. (g H
H L 201 E MG A 5EF 24 A4 g 1 S 3 9 3R T A S ) O e A O | [
PEBCRBIAR AL 25k . SR, X W25 5 UL S ME B S B0+ & AR 5 B & 6t
REFRIE . GEZEBL 55,2020 % 5226 15 745 Ty Rl 17 5 (4 AS0R0 B il 8 1) 2o B 0K 361 5 B
il T INC R 2R W 55 TS 1R RS 0 2 AR L 5 SOOI PR 2 A
— B ARG . GBAE 20200 M HL 22T AS RIS & 10 S8 K08 5 S E B3 |
1713 X A A8 R 1) T P P 2 B O 3 R R R AR

4.3.2 XUMBHGTR

SCAA BV AR JEL 2 5 =X RT B S e ASORY B o o 0 0 R b SCAb R R B SR
IR ) AR BRI R I A B B AR FE AR R A A C AR
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EETE

3

1]

o BE SR XA BN A SRR AN RE PRI, T TR > 3 ] RE Sl A AT fiE (may)”
“BUF (perhaps) " A&l . (AR AL S8 RG] F . rp B 2 o) 38 BOAS T 18 5 5 A I
AR XA BE RS > X TR S 1) BR AR A A2 JEHORAE DR S A b i = ORI
P8 T PURI ST B X LA 39 1487 5% SR AR BIR o 7 190 35 P A 5 - = Bl A0

4.3.3 HHEE®H

o) YRR R AE R A H 2 0k 05 3 T RE XA PR T T A R . 2
B e Z 5 H AR 0 R SO BR 15 B 2% ] 5 R] R S A0S R rhoe DL R 3L
FHE « AT 3 B w8 1l Tk 28 08 T7 5. PRI 7 DT PP i =2 5 1 v i 2 5]
IR ol 7 L 42 X I PRy 2 3k T BE S B0 o) LR S T AR v A RORT FR A 5 1 R A
Jr G ARG A TF . B, Sl d SO BR 35 4 could”“ might” % ] T R K &
B B W T T DU R I SR 9 2 3 1) X — MRS I TE A R B ik S T R B
Ko B, 2% 2] 3 A8 9035 5 R v i im) 28 56 30 SO g W B L 78 34 20 BE 5 O ) 3 19
“can” B “may” ., X WL 1E B T X LRR B G R B

54514

SRR R L o [ T A 2 2 DR WO 3OS AR P A RO B O A A
0 i e o A TR 0 BB BIR A T P L DR P L D P R s T A 4 ] A A 28 R Ty
T 2 = 6 R o P ARORSE T 4 2 R TR ASORN IR A T 19 2 gl i) i Y ] 2R A R
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Hedges in Argumentative Writings by Chinese EFL Learners and

Abstract ;

Keywords:

Native English Speakers: A Corpus-Based Comparative Study
CHAI Zhaoxin WANG Boran

Based on the classification framework of hedges, this study investigates the
overall usage, differences, and motivations of hedges in English
argumentative writings by Chinese EFL learners and native English
speakers. Chinese EFL learners tend to use hedges more frequently in
their writings than Native English Speakers. In addition, some hedges
are abused, misused or underused. In terms of the use types, the
hedges used by Chinese learners exhibit an obvious imbalance, with
excessive reliance on certain plausibility shields, as well as limited use
of rounders and attributions. In contrast, native English speakers use
hedges in a more balanced, flexible and varied way. The differences
may be related to such factors as learners’ language learning backgrounds,
cultural and cognitive orientations, and L1 transfer, but further evidence
is needed for verification. The results of this study have certain
insights for English writing instruction in China.

corpus; Chinese EFL learner; argumentative writing; hedge;

comparative study
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