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Introduction

Appraisal Theroy: 

• “ [...] semantic resources used to negotiate emotions, 
judgments and valuations, alongside resources for amplifying 
and engaging with these evaluations.” (Martin 2000: 145)

• offers the theorization of interpersonal meaning choices in 
discourse (see Martin & Rose, 2003; Hood, 2004; Martin & 
White, 2005)

• deals with the subjective presence of writers/ speakers in texts 
as they adopt stances towards both the material they present 
and those with whom they communicate (Martin, White 2005)
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(Hyland, Tse 2004: 169)
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Engagement Markers: 
• are linguistic items that help writer or speaker to engage in a 

dialogue with the reader (address and/or involve reader 
explicitly)

• deal with sourcing attitudes and the play around opinions in 
discourse
examples: you can see that, note that, consider, must, obviously

(Hyland 2005: 180)

(Wang, An 2013: 1249, Martin & White 2005: 35)

Attitude Markers: 
• indicate writer’s affective, rather than epistemic, attitude to 

propositional information
• convey surprise, agreement, importance, frustration-rather than 

commitment
examples: I agree, surprisingly, striking, disagree, preferred 
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Figure 2: Heteroglossia in discourse within the system of Engagemet (White 2002: 10)

- investigates rhetorical effects 

associated with various 

positionings

- explores what is at stake 

when one stance is chosen 

over another

(Martin & White 2005: 92)
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Aim of Research
Research Questions:

(1) What are the specific engagement and attitude markers
employed by university EFL students in their theses to
balance the reader-writer relationship?

(2) What are the significant difference between German and
Chinese university EFL students in the usage of engagement
and attitude markers in their theses?

(3) Do Chinese students use more positive attitude markers
compared to German students (due to its influence of the
philosophy of Confucius)?
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Methodology

China-Corpus ChemCorpus-Theses

306 Papers (2010-2014):

- 306 MA Theses
- 116 different Universities
- Sections: Language and Linguistics, 

Cultural Studies, Literature

- Total No. of Words: 5.500.000

60 Papers (2009-2015):

- 43 BA Theses, 17 MA Theses

- Sections: Language and
Linguistics, Cultural Studies

- Total No. of Words: 1.156.502

Sample and Analysis
• comparative corpus analysis with AntConc
• two Corpora containing student writings
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Table 2: Distribution of heteroglossic instances in the China-Corpus and ChemCorpusTheses per one million words
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Table 3: Instances of attitude markers in
the China-Corpus and ChemCorpusTheses
per one million words
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First Results – Engagment Markers
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First Results – Engagment Markers
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Figure 3: Frequency of selected engagement markers  in the China-Corpus and ChemCorpusTheses per 1 million words
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First Results – Engagment Markers

6105,00

9096

1519

3650

8220

1462

0,00

1000,00

2000,00

3000,00

4000,00

5000,00

6000,00

7000,00

8000,00

9000,00

10000,00

Personal Pronouns Verbs (directives, modals) Nouns

China-Corpus ChemCorpusTheses

Figure 4: Frequency of engagement markers (according to Hyland) in the China-Corpus and ChemCorpusTheses per 1 million words
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First Results – Attitude Markers
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Figure 5: Frequency of attitude markers (according to Hyland)  in the China-Corpus and ChemCorpusTheses per 1 million words
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Discussion - Examples from my corpora

of course = ‘appeal to shared knowledge’ or ‘heteroglossic
proclaim/affirm’? One category or two?

1) Of course, the abandonment of Irish as compulsory 
subject can be attributed to defunct societal interest in 
learning Irish. (BA11Mt_PB)

2) His description explains that the first immigrants found 
themselves cut off from the native-born Americans, who, 
of course, did not live in the slums of the cities. 
(BA09Ff_CW)

3) The second issue, of course, is whether or not they will 
help the Lebanese democracy succeed. (CCMAP30)

4) Of course, the degree of semantic weakness is different for 
different individual quasi-affixes. (CCMAS2)
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