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A Cross-Disciplinary Contrastive Study on Evaluator Identity
Construction in Journal Article Citations
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Abstract: Based on the framework of academic writers’ evaluator identity construction via citation, this
paper selects 40 international research articles of both natural and social sciences, and compares the
evaluator identity via citation from two perspectives: the dimension of evaluation and selection of lexical
devices. Overall, the results show that evaluative citations occur frequently in texts of both natural and
social sciences, most of which use the non-intergral structure to convey a positive attitude towards the
results of previous studies in an impersonal and objective manner. The results also demonstrate that
research articles of social sciences generally use more evaluative citations than those in natural sciences.
The reason maybe that natural sciences are featured by objectivity and impartiality and focus more on
originality of methods and results whereas social sciences are featured by interdisciplinarity and
complexity of readers’ background and highlight importance of previous studies (especially those

conducted by authority figures) to demonstrate the research value. Meanwhile, social science writers tend
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to establish a more negotiable interpersonal relationship to gain peer identification.

Keywords: research articles; citation behavior; evaluator identity; cross-disciplinary comparison
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FABRERED . B F SRR B #R
2250 BT R R B Al Y A

o 1B AL T RE T SO IFs 02 “iE
BALR) . IS HEA B EEEEN B IR Ty
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Fig.1 Analytical framework of the construction of academic writers’ evaluator identity via citation
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SEE L BT R IR L bRC 20T, 4y
NFET IR ERE TR IR | T TR R E TR AY
S5 AFIR VL K TAE MBI IR A P R R SRk . R T
SR FABIR S T RO BR S T Y T AR, AT
FK 2% T HRm S A 4E & SRR 102 5 2 1]
(ML 1) o A LET IR AT A A i 3R T
BMIFRE T, AR BN 1A haFsR Rk

®1 1EEIHIRCHE"
Tab.1 Category of authorial stance

Ak Tk 24451
15D must, will
N BhiA] demonstrate, show, find

=)

Ll
Nl e
FRIEiH Uﬁugﬁ%ﬂ‘ actually, always, clearly, obviously

HAbzE# it is well known that, the fact that
TH& A might, could, would
" INFNZin) seem, assume, suggest
FRETE AEIE 2 . .
ali] perhaps, likely, mainly
HAh s+ in general, assumption that

e, fEREERERES, AXGI RN
PG VR Ik 2 A I A S A v, 3208 R IA R
NG ETT R, AEmASG R 295 [1EE
WSS . W8y, SR IES R, X
B B RE ARG 5 HaRgb RIS b
FR R FEE R, IR R S S A,
S BRI EE XHE BT A B R AN
WG EY, S i S R AR, b,
— i KPR BT, — MO Rk
AT AR, BUAE 52 R 45 Fir A SCik sl 4
WA ZT 40U P ) R A BE R BB =, Aot
VEF# R Rk 5 | SCRR I N S BB RE, SO0 kA T
PER AOTEE IR, M AL G5 | 2w B
“eg” (ZH) miH “cf” (XEL). HM, H
— SCHR AN 22 SCHR 5 B S i 25 DA 15 A ™ FIE S
Tk s R EY . &5, Hi%EG R KR
JE MR IER, MEH B 15 LARRGEL, F W
JIE B E R, TR RAER M7 ™

. MR

ABEFER BT A “IeDUEAARIE AT T

TERHEE” P RS R, TERREIAREI R o S,
FAMNIEF 7 ey, Aafe ST EE TR
AR BEALMIRC T 10 FiTSEIe S0, et
XU TR R N F A 22w T R
2Pk, AmPhr ST E R TR TR AR
Bz, BN AR A A RR S AR R
ZUN TR B R SR
oL, AP SO ST, A BT
A SR RETE T, HARRMIESORZ N IR
WHIE, WA RIS R 5
=, WIXHE R T kIR T SCIEX, SSCI 5
ASHCIBUREIE, KT 2016 4FE 2018 4FZ A, 1
BHEBGR IS SRR EERIE S, 2B T %3k, T
BAEHAM N2, Be& MRS 282 926 TR, 11
146 427 W HIHE S BHASCR R 136 199 17
FARBISOR . SETIZIfRE, WP BRREIN T .
(1) NTHGERERR SR Bk, #
HIGIRFIF 0 T H (1 SPSS) MRS it
WHEZ AN SRR B G AE W TR
R—DGI AT A — A, o “1 451887
Canf 1) s QRSB LL RS 5 AT
XFRE A — A, Wit “1A5hRa 7 R
AR & 2 2 I AT, B4, iy
bt s AR, e, fef 2, R
SURAT AR 16, 58 =0 AT it 1 i,

# 1  Felfernig et al. (2006) report applications
of these technologies in the domain of financial ser-
vices and electronic equipment. ( H#RE}2% )

#] 2 Research on functional range of epistemic
expressions showed that while L2 speakers used EMs
for both subjective and intersubjective purposes
(Baumgarten and House 2010; Mortensen2012), in
some cases they used EMs in a way that differed from
native speakers (Zhang and Sabet 2016). ( #t2F}2% )

(2) ZHGI S 5RO E S0 70 HriE A
FIGFIAT A BT R AR, N0 126 A0 5 %
B PEHIFIE RSO S A A) o MRIARRE IR f A5 5
EEASNA (U1 confirm, overlook, ULIGHR [21][25]).
# i (N achievement, deficiency ) . 2/ ( U
vital, insufficient ) . &8 ( 4N admittedly, persuas-
ively ) ( DL3CHR [3]) FISEEE_EF SCH 6% 1Y but,
however ZE{A)1E .

(3) XA 2 AP PE 5 IR Ay 7E VA 2 3
AT BHR AN 2 A TR
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IR N TR 44 AR S 44 VR 57 55
o WIAEAREILE] 80% Y —FE I, ARz Aabgs
HPHE RN — 2 ARFFERBGERHE Ik,
X HEAN TR 2 Bk FIVE SCY R e i i 5 R S B
W E S, BEETERR A TERE: 1) A
Fl=Rb, FEE A5 HIRS S E S O i
FAYE A WL S BRAE R[] 7 2) RFZERH,
VR QA R HTARLL AN ] B 7 18 SRR St 5 | AT
N ZEHNE S EN? 3) ERHE R 4R
AT BT I 57 ) A TR Ji ] 7

= WA

28001, 40 FEHIERIIT IS SCHY IE SCREHEE AL
2331 51kA) . Hrb, dha BRI 1208 4
glaka) (& 10 7730 825 4~ ), AR 1123
Aglaa] (4 10 J71 766.9 4~ ) . HEaRlgd, 4t
11 495 A 51R A Z 5P (5 10 J11d 338.1 14> ),
25 r A SRR 40%; FRBRE SR, 3Rt
3B1 GRS 5 (510 71 226.1 4> ), 4
R T 5 IR 30%. AT, JGigfest &Rk eFs A
SRBLE, SIHMTENTRE R R 2. SR AEH
G RSN IR ECE 2, T S R
LBt s s R EAR AT R

(— ) TS| B4 E RN & S0 HE

WRIEGETT, PEUPED | HAE P RIS 2B A4
JEH AT L AN 2 s o

VRO =R IAEE RIS VB . B S
RAEE, S SCERG AT, il 35 S
BRI 5 % B AHIE , SEX SCRR Y B RN
il 4" BdE R, BSERHAE & ) LA
VEZ I EACRSEIHNAT h, X —Ha3TE AR
ROt (5 91.8%, XFHAtERlE) 78.8% ) .
FIRBE S VB SCBPEN D AR I 5 iR ) fEAt Bl h
2T HREE,

B 3

buted to improving the extrinsic text plagiarism detec-

Distinguished researchers have contri-

tion techniques and sys-tems..., are used to detect pla-

*k2 SIASS5EMIENESHNEEST
Tab.2 Demension of the construction of evaluator identity

via citation

‘ AR R S EpSaES
Y T —
WREFRAEAL LA /% SEUFRAEAL LA /9%
X (=3 390/266.3 78.8  304/2232 91.8
ik
WEIEH 105/71.7 212 27/19.8 8.2
N 2 A 369/252 745 207/152.0 625
Bk .
MHTHFER 126/86 255  124/91.0 375
TR 3602459 727 181/132.9 547
W&/ SRR 8/5.5 1.6 2/1.5 0.6
Hix BSO8R 25/17.1 5.0 59/433  17.8
IR RR 50341 10.1 37272 112
RS 52/355 106 52/382 157
L 422/288.2 853  282/207 852
i ia 2 2hva 55/37.6 111 20147 6.0
R 18/12.3 3.6 29/21.3 8.8
AR R I 133/90.8  26.9 39/286 119
R BRI 32/21.9 6.4 16/11.7 47

TRREHEMITE 3302254 667 276/202.6 83.4

giarism at both the document and exhaustive levels
(Barron Cedeno, Basile, Esposti, & Rosso, 2010;
Shrestha & Solorio, 2014; Torrejon & Ramos, 2014;
Stamatatos, 2011; Gupta, Vani, & Leema, 2016) ( H
SRR

#1 4 AlSayyad and Roy ( 2004: 1) diverge
from De Soto’s view of the state, and demonstrated that
governments actively facilitated activities and landuse
hitherto considered informal. ( #2827 )

PRI A C ARG . AR,
PSR ERL R IR AW (Canfil 5 Ff 6 ),
ol 74.5% (#heRhaE) 5 62.5% (AR ).
PO AT A SRR TP B IR 2, e pIApR
MR & TRy, HRZRAET “HHETr
27O “Dhe” Wy, AARBLEAERALE “HIRNE”
TR e BT T AR RIS S, IS 2
WHE ARG BME (il 5), 5 “The” #Ba
HENE IR AR SR OCHK, SR Y TS 5 R e mT
w (il 6), JEE AR AL SR M AT
AT B EEIE A
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] 5 Our scheme for WQI modeling also con-
siders two phases to construct the hierarchical model of
a WQI: tree construction and node labeling, as in Wu
et al. (2009). ( HSRFIF)

] 6 These results are in agreement with earlier
research that has shown that MTI has a positive im-
pact on students’
(Skolverket 2008; Bylund and Diaz 2012) ( #t 2 #}
)

SO BART &, AHaRlp U B X “ o
FERE " BOIFHT,  BITESCHREZE A Th I 9 B 45 i AT
¢ (i 2) . HARBERIPHN HARER T “WF5EER
B AN, T CER/AY TR 5 YR
R, HORAUECRI LI TR e #has
PR A RFL Xy ML & A PR AT
.

Toie ARl H AR, PR SRR
LRENE, XS IR AR REA 3,
T TR AT AR R (sl 7)),
AL SRR R (11.1% ) B & T A SRR

(6.0% ). fHIE, BRBHAM R3S AL
LR ARl BAOkBE, AR EETE
“OFFE DT RO B S HIESE T R A B AR
bk, BOCEAE CERT BB sRIE S BT AR A —E
Mahe, MR EEBFIE Z MIAOCHE, i 1 |1
WEERIHTE (il 8 ).

& 7 Although there have been a number of
studies investigating the processing of MWEs, particu-

minority language proficiency

larly of idioms, in reading contexts (Conklin and
Schmitt 2008, 2012; Siyanova-Chanturia et al. 2011a,
2011b; Tremblay et al. 2011), these studies have
primarily aimed at... There is still a gap in research on
how MWEs affect reading comprehension. ( #t 2}
)

# 8 As our strategy is based on the visual and
spatial properties of WQI components, the WQI struc-
ture as a rendered engine interprets it as crucial. That is
why our strategy could perform much better for cer-
tain domains. For example, compared to Furche et al.
(2012) ... CHSFE)

WRAEPEAN SR AL, 513 A AT ) ISR SRR e 1
BRI BR ) 7 s JCRR BTG . SRR 1B FRIAME
FR TR BRGNS, BERBIEE R A S 55
W R 32 5 DT A R, SR IA) o T B

demonstrate, show, argue %5 %A 3l in] F1 3% ik 5 F1
JEAE AR (4 clearly ) oADK PR il i FH T R 2L 15
SRR, HFRRE AL . T, &F&, iy
SRS T 42 DY, MRS T B A suggest,
hypothesize %554 R gl iR Fl likely 2572 5 @A), 4ot
T, A T U VEE Y S LES B X 98 B ULk ) 5
Wi, PR R T O B A M TR S 1T
WAT R MRS, SR PR T BRI R H 1B e AL
SRR ST (26.9% F1 6.4% ) BT AR
B (11.9% M 4.7% ) o X453 TCFE BB e
H AR i Lu R &, (R HAR AR BT R
Tt okl

gi b, SIS 5T E S0 AR
I, ARl TR SUA L AR TR T
Bk 3l P RS T YRR e, Rl
B HRBRE PR EE AT O A
WFFE, T H SRBEE HoAt SRl R b P4 S R
5%, T ERBS B ERET “DIIRE”, [HAKR
Blf et Rl i E RSB | T B LA 45 R
FER BN . PR T SR AN
W, ERETHSREEZMAER TP MSIHE, A
SRFLA T 2l R BT I . PR &b A
H AR F GRS R SN T R, X —
SUTE AR R I

(Z) #WiEMESHHSI REIERER

3 IR T AR A B O B i) R G 1
BRI N A oA

AREGA ] 53 A AR RS TR
HRMAERAXS I H . GitRM, R
YEHF L BT HAERALSG I, XaTaeeh T%
WAEF RIS R, 591058 S0 1Y By

(tnf4),

R, TR L RS iR A 2 Y R
et RE R A B RIS PEMFR R . 5B —, Joielkk
R, W FELAA IS4 (40 the study, the re-
sult) FoYEARSEH F0E, X AT RE R AR 1
BHEDTIRE R EAGE , Ry fEH 2
FFHNCT: . PR A TRAES 2/ R A 2Rl
R LB T ARER B A SRR AR
s HA 2L (40 according to, the researcher ) [ 1
(= S Ry R SO Y o ey & K= SR A S P2 R K=o
IARAR A PR R SR E i Rk TB . 7EA SR
Bld, show, find 4% “WISR2E” ek shia H B
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Tab.3 Selection of lexical devices of the constructionof evaluator identity via citation

o o ) tepl ERAEES
WA B STV S T — —
BEUFRIEAL HorH /% BB AR AL HorH /%
} - AL 163/111.3 33.0 109/80 329
AIEGER o
— JEmA K 332/226.7 67.0 222/163 67.1
5T 44 10) 267/182.3 53.9 160/117.5 48.3
- PEHE IR 145/99 29.3 89/65.3 26.9
FiE i
A 43/29.4 8.7 33/24.2 10.0
L HoAth 40/27.3 8.1 49/36.0 14.8
R EEN o
ik hin) — 198/135.2 40.0 107/78.6 32.3
— AR 233/159.1 47.1 128/94 38.7
i — Bt 25 172/117.5 34.7 158/116 47.7
A TE T 90/61.5 182 45/33.0 13.6
s eaniiy — — 83/56.7 16.8 16/11.7 4.8
Z3CHkE 1 — — 181/123.6 36.6 114/83.7 34.4
HEEFIH — - 17/11.6 3.0 0/0 0
RELE, Mtk &R 244 F suggest, believe 55 #] 11 Contemporary discussion of this subject

CNFZE” Fekain o H=, BAERRIE U E
HaPlap i 8L, 30 T4 B 50 aih
WAL AL () 9), J5 IR AR AT,
e m (il 7)o T ERTE A RFEA Y
el , Tt e s R (il 10),
EMFREAIECRE ., —FHILTP A ET .

] 9 Establishing the scope of grammatical dif-
ferences between varieties of English around the world
in a comparative perspective is a quite popular re-
search topic in the recent literature (e.g., Gries &
Deshors 2015; Kortmann & Wolk 2012; Szmrecsanyi
& Kortmann 2009). (#1282 )

] 10 More recently, researchers have been able
to focus on complete publication content. Piwowar
(2010) examined the relationship between the citation
rate of a publication and whether its data were made
publicly available for biomedical literature by using
NLP techniques on full-text documents. ( H#kF}2% )

FIFEPETETE ] TR SR N 2, SR S0 Ay 451
6. W19, F 11K “eg.” Ml “cf”. 5
PR TR TEAL SR g B T A kR, &
iEa eyt e (A S I S e e il] 5 (EBS TS
AR SCHIK

often focuses on whether workingclass support for
populism is based primarily on economic or cultural
developments (cf. Oesch 2008; Blyth 2016; Baker
2017; Inglehart and Norris 2017; Guiso, Herrera, Mo-
relli and Sonno 2017). ( ¥ 2%l )

230k | HAEPIZE 7 R 2 o B A 5 T =4
Z—, IR AVEE R SCHRBEA AR IR . HES AL
SERYEIRMBES) o SCIRAYAE T 2 30A A T
HFIWTSE 52 EA PR, LItk
THESE R AR . BHES I I BL T 2R,
H I 3%, 3 B8 A2 S0 1] e o 6 4
ACER, HACKIEN AT AR, A SRS
BERRY RAG PR SRIA S N A h iR E 2 BOn)
oy, [RINHEBR B S AR TR A, fliSCE
Fhngg', thaReE B 17 WEEESIH, XUl
FrLoe b L AR B T AU RO 5 Y e R R A
PR TSR VLR T 15K

gi b, NENESCEHR Rl MRLAE
e T AERE ARSI, IR R g H rh fd
FAWFIR 2410 i ko B3R sl il i A
AR, JUHE AR ghial, AR —ik
PUAE I AL S U 1 LU Bl 7 F AR, T —
R BIMR T A AR 230G eI 2R
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FHR L BRI, #FEPETR A B4 | IR E T
(ARE L

LN

WEMRFEN, LALEE RIS R &P
FH G0y, PR b e A TR T RN
LW, BR A SRS PRS0 E . AR
HERATLUAEN, Tt E (%) k. BN, &
FE . OSREESFEEE R, B2 (3F) RS .
AFASIERE . 230G T SRS IE IR R, /EEHE
SURAT AU M & S T B, B2
AN A0 ) AU E SR, B st
R SERMTE S ERE. JEH, AR
PRt s | AT A, PR B A g ) AR A
SR T TE IR S I AE

AR, TSR 4R RS TE TR R R H
P ERAAE R Z AR Z AL o T R KRBT IH 448 0 i
D B, FRBCEERES SE e
[ N DD ORI (e e e e 27 B O/l < A DU
A A A BRSNS S MR B XHZ A 5T 45
o AR AGER S T ™, DR 88 n] {5 5
SHGHN, B, EERRE R —MEEA,
XoF [FIAT A TA RT R B A A RS SRR R E 42 .
BRI, PR AR #F LA O A 5T o 20
Hin, SERBITMAT R BMdds HET AR A 2 ,
WAEE el E g RV A C s TE A &
MR XA SR & R A TR 5=, M4aT,
SEARMEFER Rl GHEH R, A
SEWFITAS S I AR Ve B 55 e, 7EiX
MERT, AEMALGIH&ZES:. fFEHACH
TS IH AR LSRN [R5 R, B S /s % i i
M) T, AT OGRS T AT s
fo e e LY X Hyland™ AURFST 458 R A—3L,
[FIREAL RS T 2R 2R E R A TRk T 5 44
] (4N the method, the result) 55 iRZEHIAY 15 .
B, RE MG ARG H 25 E S, ATIRE Sk
OB, RN SCER B AR AL T R SR,
Rt 22 SCHk 5 | HAZE PSR AR i . S5 L, 7
ASCREFLZEERY 40 i, A 25 FRJE T35k
gE, HortaRee 1R, AR 1405 S0k
TSR TR S A e 2 PR
SETARRAG AT A i A

SRy, PIASERVE R B AEEES | R R
TR IR & B IR 2 R, AR
PR IIEAR . A& T A, 7EM
SESRIE R, BT TS R AR LR .
WA LRI . TE N2 3 B (A I 5 O B BB 45
B, BgnlGHibE, nrxd R b TR DK
H T8 AEE I Z A, A EE A T AR 0
BRI, A SRR AR B RSP ET, A EHHE
N R PR 2 X R 45 SR AR A 5, Rk,
HRBL RS it SRR R R EE A O
KAV, st [EE R B EE . B T ]
show, report, describe ZE5iRaliR], & ERIFF
g WAEMR R, et S Rb e A b f
it R EERAR RO SE () LT R, Al s AR
FE TR BB FR T3, B 200 P 2 WA T i g e A
PEBMIE . —J i, BEERAHORIEE, AR
BHERGHRMESE T H | BRI siman, s
R Z Sl RN R G R E AEE I CR,
W BT BN VE R B SERT, NAmeht
BER . HUE, REANSHIRR T HAL SRR, M
1 A 25 S5 R I Y R S8 1 7 VA B o A AT 4

Fh 2B A B3R R KNV INAS R 4 2
U A, N ZEAY 32 00 T8 25 X ) il B A EE AR
S - SRE RS T XA AR
TR REE, DUERER B ARRRT 5 R B & Jert
SUE G A, MAREM RS RS, Eid <R
BES500r7 A NESIe K22 A0 . AFIR,
HAZIBREmaK, HeM vt FRE5e RS
A{E B TS TR B A e, prid, R
ERIMET LA FFR S mMER “Bhr”,
BB 5 AT A EA B B0 &P RE
i, BARI AT, H—, #ofles ik b
LU SRR A B o SR ] B, AR S
X RS TSR PR R R A B AR TR A
TRITRR(, R i TA SO s 5 2 it &2
B ENEFRHHE, BEYARET REREH, KW
WAE ) T 5 | e B S AT e U2 B e Sk .
i AN SRR TR R — S LR S5, A
2 b N R PR 2R X AR 4 R R R R s
OB ARG | FAE PN AR . DADMEBFRAE R
VEMEAR, T 2 425 [T R S AR 5 R ST
Yo =, thasPhea Ve o S ik I i Ak
Fokasr A O as ). (8 R B 58 TR PEA
AR, SIS 1, HH MRS YR
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AR, SR IR R AT REPE AR ) o 723X A
WA, R E AR TR SR E Tk — 2D 5
WA PR ER . S, o Rla s o
EHEEREHEIEERRR, TA IR
AL A BTN AL [RIA, B 22 i i TR R
HIFRZEAE R, S TEE IR TR
HHTHIE, Wi THEAR A E TREERAMRE,
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