BEXUMBETPRENHSTERS
LRI R LR

WAAE, ARV AL 2 T AR VA (7] T 46 51 42 A =) B AN (Arvidsson, 2010). #tt:
STATIEE P AN S, HWF AR E R T 0% . ARV RS # £
T, TET CSR & SHRHT CSR M A RS RS 80, 5 R IZ TR
FETIREAR S, BHNESITE. #OITFIEE S TESEX CSR 1) 32 IS T X+
RT3 I, AOCHE LSS F A0, B P SRt FE i
HENE S A,

FITIEEVI AN S, B AT T E N ANE T2 0E, SR E A A
AT FETE S . TCIEE IS BONE R, AN F 22 Sl AT 20 SR, B
TECABW R IETEE, 70 RIER KA N SCA Teihit . S Cilhth . B A oI
BRI X M TT IR AT FE AR DL B3R =280 32, o SeA uifit 2 2
RZ R, W TCIEE . AR TTEET R T ROV B RS, 5 REm
R B AR R R R O, R BT TS 5N AT AR RRAE . BT
R, ENAMCIRIEN U RO BUA Bk, xSk is 2
BT RIS B M AEIREE), SR CSR M ATk R
e

BeAh, HAERFREN, TR ER. AREE. SCESI SN CSR A K
TCTE TR FRHE ™ AR 52, (L E AT, B SO B S ma 3 i A 2, Bk
ZXPHE G, JCHE AR CSR & kT . RUBURIR ST _E 3R AH AT 740
SR A R T BRI KA, SR Ji P 1) R HE B B (0 H A S 4

AR SCHRGER 1 e B T DA SO TCIETE . Ak 2 50T Ak & 5eEiE
BT T E, B, A RIS TR BT L. At S ST IR B ST 4k Sl A 2
EGH, B a0 A B A R BT AR, WIEES SO R SR Ak At 2 AT
A TC U T B AL I R ORI .

1.1 RiBARE



1.1.1 TTiEIE

JGUE T (metadiscourse) 'S HH 28 B 5 32 XOE 5 % % Harris (1959) B X2 H
FE NFE T PR — PR AR, EOGEIE S R SR, BIE S AT RIS
B UV NIEHN S B PERFEAEE 5 5 X0 TR T N R 55 1) HoAth 252875 30 © 20
2 80 AEANHD, JTIHTE W BN N HE & 2 I A AR, HAETE R 8 F ) 3
e P AN B O A5 B E T2 N A . “metadiscourse” — 1] HH 12 & 5 K
Williams(198 1) Z 5, I AFHIR S A AW Lo B E BN A RE R . HE
BRI EE Style: Ten Lessons in Clarity and Grace W5, H 2 uifiiES s 7T
ZOE, BITTIE T —1EE 22 S i 42 %2 (Vande Kopple, 1985; Crismore, 1989;
BB, 1999).

A NTARBIINR, JCihiEgy ) OB U REE, ¥ 5TE S Thaett
A E A (T BRNN S R, 2012): Bk X JeiEiE 52 2] Jakobson 7N FiE 5 1)
R sZm, MG S AR A, 2<X T i 01615 (discourse about
discourse)(Williams, 1981), il # 53 1 3A e 115 1 e B 14 1n) RURN s 5 2H 21 1) e 2%
WOWZ I ZC; T~ SR JCTEE %2 3 Halliday — 08 5 ShEe s m, 5 BA Btk
ANBRME, AR R T HZA DI REE R H SRS XN WA RIS R, 0A T % M
JZ T 7T (Hyland, 2017).

TCIETEME S MBI T /55 B2 DS S % A28 5 R 5 .
BT H S TIE R (an umbrella term), AN [FJAIEG 2235 0 ToiE 15 B B AR A RR B AR
FHIE . FF 5 2 SN 5 500 U TR S B AE /2 W5 s (sign) ARG BT e 32 48 1) — 351
a1 IR BN I 15 5 (Crismore, 1984); Keller(1979) M0 HEIE 5 241
R, B TIEIERR NI H (gambits); Schiffrin(1980) WAt £3iE 54 M B, ¥
HFRNTCIE 5 (metatalk) . 7 5 7 50 T 7015 G )R B A “meta-talk, signaling”4%,
IS e T TE BRSO e 1) E SCH AL Z AL, [RIFEA N el iE A B
SE by & J (non-topical material), 5 2& A5 15 (primary discourse)/F7EAF . 40
90 FAVEIH, ZIIRETE T FIEIRMEW, JOIEE R ST 46 TE S ThRe
WHERE ) =ANERE (MRS 1ERR . ABR)RAR N TeiliE A, A KT IoiHiEn
FiE L2 NDIREE & F et k. BT, Ak o Tid o EE T4

"UTEIERIE” FRHE “matadiscourse” —IATERETR, AN “WFIE(REE, 1999). “ITCIHIE(EE
3, 2001). JCIBRIREEH, 20045, HET “IcifiE” R HECN 2.



ZUER . RUEE N A3 M 5138 724 B A 1E S 5 (Hyland & Tse, 2004),
AR R IR — W R TC B R AT A€ .

1.12 DI #HEHE

A b2 FTE M DA A 2T AR K, i — B R A, S53E
8 AFAEBRA R (BB 55, 2014). ) kAt 2 TTEMA ISR 28 1 o
PR AR 2 HRBE A B 473, A OIE SR i b A 22 e 3 B AE. BE%E 20 T 30
FRATFIGHFI DL, NTEAREB| b A 2 2 8] NA% 2 — Rk PR &

AMb A2 SR AL B - i 32 [E 2% 2 Sheldon (1924)52H, I\ Al B AE

T RV O T SR A A IR 25 T X A2 o T IAR AL AL 2 SRR SN 4G T 20 H
2 50 4E4X Howard Bowen [ Social Responsibilities of the Businessman — 15 H
i, Bowen 342 g <Al it & 5742 R (Carroll, 1991) [ FRZH 275 TH
M2 TR 558 > Al T RF2E R R ¥ S R DR (the United Nations, 2007)
FE oy mAE B R O AT 2 ) R IR BT LR 47 99N 2% 00k 2% 7% 31 H > (Buropean
Commission, 2011),

it LA, FEFATN 2 SUE R E AT T 4518 % 2 (AminChaudhry,
2016; Dahlsrud, 2008; ZF[E-. HhevE, 2014), KIS TUEBSHIE G
RAE TR, HEEIMERTZR. HEAARRERE X Davis (1960) AN
CSR & fi HE A Al RASIZE G A 2 K147 045 Elkington(1997)4i Hi il b i A £
AT 855 542 5 = FE K £ (triple bottom line)JHE2: Carroll(1999:
292) N ARV AL 2 ST AP A e AH S (AR vt . AL B BRI B
JF AL A AT VR TERE DL A R DU T TH I TTAE, RERS AR Al B
SRR YHE R AR YRR . 1K — € X s ROy e, 28] 7 RS EEE RN
FIGEREA . #&H, 2011; RIS, 2014), ASCHOE LT RO S Ak At 4
At

At 2 TR — W E - — AW NN E, K5 ET
2001 AT H HHAL(WTO), FE ML ITEAT IR HE Z 2 T
[ AMEPE, A B Al 2 ST A 32 B EAL(Gao, 2009). FR1M, At & SR
BHATAERMK, T P2 DT AR YR T % S A B 5 A5 G5tk
52 BIH X 58 ARSI, ARIN “WSEsF (5 L P g T IR IRE T4,
SE AR AL 2 AT A T AN, A5 1E T PR 7~ Y0 25 (B B 5, 2014) 6



5 RIE Ah CSR AERSRAL, AEINAHE S22 /i, o olb A A S TUAE PR 2 B
Rk N 2B, T E AT, BEAE TR A T A R R R ERRR EAN T InR, A
WA DTN R E D TE A T 5 E B

A b 2 T AR B e SCR IR BN £ FE, W “corporate sustainability and
responsibility”, “corporate social responsibility”, “corporate citizenship”, “sustainable
development”, “corporate sustainability”%F, AN[F]ZF %A M FHH T LAZEAT A% B
#2(Montiel, 2008), AT 57 K HLF) & “corporate social responsibility”iX — ik .

1.1.3 Wl HtE=EEE

AV A 22 TR 1 2 MV Pk E 23 TR AR OC N AT RO I 1E Rk . %8
TSI SRR EAE, S AT S F Rk Ak TiE, S A
(1) S JB T3 AT N [F) 45 H1 2 (Tang, 2015) . Al @it FU1 R 2 AH ¢ R HAEE, i B
A AL TR BCR R E  #TVE R ARSI, BN SZ ARG L SEAN
FHRER, SRS IS HAL 2 T T

I CSR UFE AT B 9115 B EE, M rTsell 5 R a0 08 RIFAIE, 2
FEAT N )R A R R R Ai(Nielsen & Thomsen, 2007). ¥4, b2t
AT E VB AL R 2 28 Bl A HR MY V4] 38 (professional communication) A 7% /& 8 1 — 6
4y (Yu & Bondi, 2017).

1.1.4 SR ERES

AV A 22 TR S 2 A A FH TR AR AL 2 AR SR I B R IE . —,
%BZ%/\ﬁ“ﬂi‘%ﬁQ?;‘fﬁi?ﬁﬂ:”(sustainability report)s “ABML A Rk ”(corporate citizen
report). “{MV 57T 75 (corporate responsibility report)Z5. CSR & /& — i g
RAI) 2w s S, PLAR i OB AT, F 2RI T 554 2 A a4t
KT AFRE 2T L2 MBS0 (Hetze & Winistorfer, 2016), LAIE]
AV AE S B A S R & AH O B B3 rh OGy A B A 2 S PR 1n) R AR A BRI
1B Z Global Reporting Initiative (GRI)2019 4 & Aii ) A\ At 2 AT 3R 25 45 7l
S AR TATAR S N AE B A DU AT Ao M4 BF R AR B AR i,
DR 8 AH O B AL AT BRI AT B A4 B (p.3)

A M A 2 T AT 308 W A A B R AT T A X sl T (B R 2 AH OGN T A
ALE) CSR BTGB A B bR, A Al BE A8 A B AR S I 5 ) 2 AH 5C 3 (1) S I ) 38
(Tate et al., 2010). 414, 7EE WA HEFH CSR 5 O A KB Ml 4t 22 57
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AEVE B bR AE ST B . 58 45 A RURPESCA . 2= E0HE 1 2 1538 B 2 (Fuoli,
2018), A AR —MRA A, HAETCIRA R SLbrk St Brig 55 R e B4 A
W] (1R a0 ) A B A, B AE 5] S AR H 4752 £k (Bhatia, 2012, 2013; Bondi,
2016). Ak, CSR 5 — B 7 R UF A b 75 25 38 5 1 55 ML S T AL (Pérez,
2015), AR ANAT N EEA(Fuoli, 2012).

B AL 8 (legitimacy theory) KL T4 RAME S, BB ATIEAN, 7
TE— /N 2 B R SRR MV & B A4 25 2 8] 1) 9% & (Shocker & Sethi, 1973). N T
PAFE AT G S AFAE RN R, S EHIAT N RLIZAE T 2 52 R0 a] B Ak 2 1) P
TGP, BRI ANE A R 5 HL BT A4 S N (E A R — B0 A B Ak o fr
(Shocker & Sethi, 1973). 1116 s ft 22 22 A] GEXT b = A= 35 T S 52, B 45
PR SRR SR IRD BRAF 5780 BN R G R BT AR AL 2 2 BIRR A, PR
JF SEAT B S ) il 4% il (Brown & Deegan, 1998; Deegan etal., 2002), A HE%
JE S BN A2 o TESRBLEEA I R, Ak v il RS Sk e e s St v
Y F (Fuoli, 2012).

WAER, BEAE A AL S A ST iR A T BT, R Al A2 DA
FEEURAT CSR #5 MNA F 5 R a0 O Z (B HE) —# 5, A BT AT
NEFALFIR E A A2 5% (Fuoli, 2018; Michelon, 2011), X Hrr, KA
AP 2 H AR R 2 A S AR, WA AL BRI AT 22 5, IR 40 4
M CSR1EE 138 & KA AR L £ = AL 2 . B, Fuoli(2012) % 7 [ 4 JH 2
a) FIEL XA \) CSR TG T 5T I, PIE IVE & 18 FH R I 28 B O A AE UK 2 57
FHR FA PR AT ML AN B ) B AR R A <2 = AR 1) 22 et A A ok o HAAOR I,
Je[E A A w) & T AT EIATIY, OB BEATE NI 52 B BUR I FF 22 B
PRI 22 W ) CSR VA3 5 L 4% B AU B WU I R SR BT, fEifiERIAZ i
AT TR ZEIE WL A, K H S AU E B R, DSRIUR] 2 AH K7 (B AR A3k A5
T2 B I 1 E KA R ) EER AN E N, SR ERE T 2 RIS
I 1 B SR R 2 AH 5G9 k), AR R IO ANIER A ] o BRAT LR R
Ab, SCHHRBE I 22 530 1T B8 BUA VAL S AR I LR AFAE AR, 2% CSR
TEBAE e AR R, Uk, AVECERIS IS S A SIS SR AT, TR
A A FAT A CSR # & e iE & IR E B E . SR g it
I E B A5 AR T 6



1.2 JTIEEHR

WHFEoR, B 2006 140, EAMCilEmT ARG, 2013 4E2 5 FE 25|
AN T2 R0, DE S R B SRR AR BT RISSHGR T TR,
2020). 5 il iR, IBWF A6 H L AR 5255 22 A 8 3 BT 7T (Hyland, 2017).
IE AN 2 S WU AT 7038 Prom i i, 28T AR A M &R 77 S0 Asg e, A
AR ME R8I 1E 5 F B fE 4L 18 7 L (Kress & Van Leeuven, 2006), A2 Fr4iisk
IR A 1] A5 AT IR B T T 1A W 78 NS 1 SE N I Vs, ANP] 2 RIS 5
BUAEBEIE & 1 2 S TCIE R (R4, 2016). HAT, ZREARFS HEHTE CSR
TR RE RO AR 2 20500, Al it TR TR R AT 7T S 30 2 A8 257 1) (K36
FEIE, 2021). GRS 2 RVE I A T 18 32 2 SR TT i 1 (textual
metadiscourse). % JC i 15 (visual metadiscourse) Al 8 S 7 JC 1 i& (hypertextual
metadiscourse) =,

AT B TTIEARHE T 0 RHESR AR SR L P I 50 =05 T i2E AT [0
LT S ARBANAETT IR AT T 0, AT AR IRA IR, 9t e s is w7t
HIUIRBEAT 4 )R B AN B AR, AR 70 SR IRV LR K D9 AN JT il 15 T 7T 4,
AR RT3 7 S5 R e i iR 0 A

12,1 JUIEIEMR S LIESR

1. XATEiEE

WIHTSCATIR, JCiETE AR & (umbrella term), KT &R0 RERE
MR PRILER 2.2.1) 2R CATCIEE K70 Kb FRTE T 1975 4, Meyer (1975)
WATCITE T2 5 F AR L RIIRE, F 5 9P KK (the structure of relations;
abstracted from content while occurs later; summarizes statements; pointer words). -
WX e iR ) B H LU, AREMEES, BEEARFHIE. 2dins
FRATARIRR AT, R E T — SRR AR, Bl Crismore
(1983) 2 Ji5 AT 472 i U HE 22452 32 FE 5 T2 - 41 Hyland & Tse(2004), Hyland(2005),
Adel(2006), Vande Kopple (1985), Crismore etal(1993), Dafouz-Milne(2008)F#&
H I TCIEE DS, N ORI TR 4K AT 1) 3

A — SR TR A R R CIEE S, ST OB B AR FN R 7L e iEE 1 g B T AN
FEAR AT Ifantidou 2005; Abdi,et al. 2010), X BEAFEIFER.
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Vande Kopple (1985)ifiid f%% Lautamatti (1978)F1 Williams (1981)f153 244
JC E W 4> N RS 3 JC 1 1 (textual metadiscourse) f1 A Br JC i ¥ (interpersonal
metadiscourse) KK; Crismore et al (1993)% 2| Halliday — KJcHhgefl b &, A
FERS TCIETE 70 AR B iEE M A PR CiEE AN . iTLUE 2], BRI K
#7752 2| Halliday THEETE 5 £, K H “textual”Fl“interpersonal "5 R 1A X}
TCIHIE AT R4, A& HIER A ARITII6E. SA1M, Hyland & Tse (2004),
Hyland(20035)H: AR RHIX — M s, HAA NPT JoiliE & ABrYER . Hyland BT
TR RHE SRR TG PR 70, BRI SCARSE B RS ST 1 1 (interactive resources) A1 Fbr B3l
R J6 15 15 (interactional resources). i & 5| S H HFIER, FE I FEENAL
21, o B AT SO Z B TeiFiE e e SE, & NBRDIae MIE R DhRe A Al
SaUTHiE. BERRAE, 2020). ATLLER], MR TIGE SRS NPRATER T
e RO 46 3 B ATk NPRAiE i 7o D Re A T iE T I AR, JoiliE
B NIDIEETE S A MR GESHE . sk, 2020).
HEHZ G, BAHEMW KL Adel(2006) 1 Dafouz-Milne (2008) )73 2%
Adel(2006) 12 4 Jackobson HI/NFiE 5 T et — 4 H I & 70 15 1 (reflexivity
metadiscourse) IS, AN 24 M s 2 (text-oriented) . 1E 3 (writer-oriented) Fl1i
# (reader-oriented) 55 J7 H 5 & K 5 22 501515 ;. Dafouz-Milne(2008) M1 £ X5} 35 [
IR T OB T HELE, [ B4 = 7015 15 (textual metadiscourse) F1 A B
JG1E1E (interpersonal metadiscourse) 3 7)o

121 JUiHiHHRILE

JCIEIEHR R HLARTI
the structure of relations; abstracted from content
Meyer (1975) Four types of non-content signaling | while occurs later; summarizes statements;
pointer words
. ) ) discourse markers, illocution markers, modality
Lautamatti (1978) five types of non-topical material )
markers, attitude markers, commentary markers
o ) hedges and emphatics; sequencers and
Williams (1981) three broad categories o )
topicalizers; attributors and narrators
. ) advance organizers, connectives; interpersonal
Williams (1983) three broad categories )
discourse
) informational matadiscourse goals, perviews, reviews, topicalizers
Crismore (1983) o ] -
attitudinal matadiscourse saliency, emphatics, hedges, evaluatives
. text connectives, code glosses, illocution markers,
Vande Kopple textual metadiscourse
narrators
(1985) ) ' —
interpersonal metadiscourse validity markers, attitude markers, commentary
textual metadiscourse Textual markers, interpretative markers




JCEIEHR R HLARTI
Crismore, . . .
) ) hedges, certainty, attributors, attitude markers,
Markkanen interpersonal metadiscourse
commentary
&Steffensen (1993)
text connectives, code glosses, illocution markers,
Vande Kopple ) ) ) .
six broad categories epistemology markers, attitudemarkers,
(2002)
commentary
) logical connectives, frame markers, endophoric
textual metadiscourse ) )
Hyland (1998, 1999, markers, evidentials, code glosses
2000) ) ) hedges, emphatics, attitude markers, relation
interpersonal metadiscourse
markers, person markers
) ) transitions, frame markers, endophoric
Interactive resources . .
Hyland&Tse (2004) markers,evidentials, code glosses
Hyland (2005) ) ) hedges, boosters, attitude markers, engagement
interactional resourcees )
markers, self-mention
Text-oriented metadiscourse, Writer-oriented
Adel (2006) reflexivity metadiscourse metadiscourse, Reader-oriented
metadiscourse,Participant-oriented metadiscourse
Logical markers , Sequencers, Reminders,
textual metadiscourse Topicalisers, Code glosses, Illocutionary
Dafouz-Milne (2008) markers Announcements
interpersonalmetadiscourse Hedges, Certainty markers, Attributors,
Attitude markers , Commentaries

U FUAE SR B B S FEX B 5, 8T Hyland & Tse(2004), Hyland(2005)
Sr FAEZRFAT I L E R BN 2K, FEFUN QO a FRIE R BTENE  HEE
Bl B4ER . BURER: Mi{EH Vande Kopple(1985)7r Z5HELE (IFH I 7L 2 4T
XPFERIERS . SO E R FEEREE: [ Adel(2006) 73 FHEZE A AT 9T LLAE
ARIER - BTEER . SC¥ER AT 1 H Dafouz(2008) 7 SHESE 1 AH S 7T )
DAWT B RN, B — e e

FEE N AME S SR TCTEEF o, BRRG . 0 B 1E %A R R
AT TCITEAEHE T 02235 o V0 T B [ 235 4 HY ) e Tl 1 B AR 43 28I, 437E1E1(2006)
MZEF5W1(2007) B i th 1 e iE 6 7 RN H )2 . AREEL(2006) 4 T8 515 73 9 1]
ICTCIE R GAEFIRAE) . AR RUCIE R R 5. FRIZRSE) . P o1l i (e
B, Kb E) =385 275 (200744 T 15 15 4 N TE R GRS 1EAE T BT bR i
UEHE RVEARICTE  VER UL IR ICTR o 1T 23 AR SE 1) 32 BT U0 G [ FH DL 2
B JEE o HESE ) B SN SO BT EIE RS o« SR, P AT TS 4 2R
Eprszma AR, HZH TSR, MARRfEAEAS. $£7T Hyland &



Tse (2004), Hyland(2005) ) A B 7o il B A = 555 B WA e il R ALk PHE L 3k
WO, 2020), HARPE 5 WH TR SIER MM, AR SCORKR X —HEQE &
Ak CSR 45 B SCA To & 13 RRAEHE 47 X6 LU A 9T

2. M TCIEE

[ 4} 272 Kumpf (2000: 402)F2 7 A58 o iE 8 A, F g SCON RT3
MR TEN TR, PO MR WK 7iER?, AR 10 Ml oisth
99 : 55— EN R (first impression) 15 {7l (convention). 7 & (left) . #1 5t £ (chunking) .
A4 22 (external skeleton). — F%: (consistency) A AL 3% (expense) Wk 3| 77
(attraction). fi# ¥ (interpretation). XU (style). M SR G & ME, I 01HE S
A AN AR SO 3 M R Bk ok, TN FH T 2 MBS AR, D R R B AT
KT R, g TS D’ Angelo, 2016; £l 45, 2021; 4R:7
2L, 2016). 2800, MerRIFATR, SWEAAMSHES, E7FEHE DAL
(Gonzélez, 2005).

4k, De Groot et al(2016)3E T Hyland(2005) )43 248 HY 1 #03E TC 1618 7925
HEZE, G IEFRIC1E (Transitions)s 5| UEAR 05 (Evidentials). iR FR1C1E (Code
glosses) 55 LA AL B AW JC 16 15 5 58 5 15 (Boosters) « 4 JE 5 i 15 (Attitude
markers). /" AFriciE(Engagement markers). H #5158 (Self-mention)&% A br H 2/ 7Y
PUSETCTEE o HAEZE 3R B TR AR HROX — R SR 04, 7 RBON R G
H5 Hyland(2005) ) SCA TR EHEZR LA B OCIRE , DRIE, ASCREE T 72K
HEZERT CSR R BEAT AR TG T AE 70 Hr 6

3. XA ITTIETE

FER ST AR TC A 15 A2 P BT A4 (1) e R B Mot id 5 JE 0. Gonzélez(2005)
FEXF P M R ks rp S 0SB AT I 2 S TR BT FUR I, B RN 5] S R
EHEEEH, JF#ER 8 A I 5 B (hypertxtual metadiscourse) iX — K i& .
Gonzalez(2005) K HE 4y =M, 43 SIS FI B TCiHiE IR . 2 — PN St
% (navigation links), 5701 TH B TR PR ICIEARXS N, 80352 3 7 Ao 31 SO ) FiAth
W2 2B O BB % (expansion links), 5 JC1HE I ERBEARICTEFIXT R, X3
RN EEL DR EAE B, 28 =R N B IREEFE (resource links), 5J01E
B SIEFRICTE AR L, 3 1) SCACE 23w W 3 A1 AR FAth B Yo MR SCA R AIEAE
ok PR i 71 4 e Ath 22 AR S AR A R B . 40 Catenaccio(2011)%F Rk &4k CSR #ik
BT RN, HAE D S 2 TR R SRR BN 7 oL, R AT CSR e
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F A A 22 1 S8 SO AR AE (hypertextual); Catellani (2015)FIHF 78 &L, EH 2009
L SR 2T U BRI E X CSR it e ST AR SCAE SRR A 1) Tl e
HERE B T R B SCACRHAE, DAL AR A 4R LA B X H 36 Ak CSR i 5 H 1
AR TR E AT 24T

122 JTUREBARAER

R CIEE M I E B N R 2 — KT SRR, 2020), FEHN

EAFHEPI R FEAE T TR T EUD, ARG R AE TR TR EE (R 4
M. 7z, 2012). BUTRE STIHTE(ETAA . B 5, 2020)% . FHEHT T )7 1H,
HEIE S S NICIEENT R B (Hyland, 2017), £ 57E GG TE7E 24 R 15 RS (Hyland
& Tse, 2014) 5 2 E S5HE(IRIEH, 2004)F N H], SHFFC# @ Citespace 41
W T EHXT B B4 SSCI T T iE B FL AT 1 70 b 285 3R — 3

communication

knowledge

hedge
’ student

context

interactional.métadiscourse
/dlSC@UI’SG

d/saplmary written

___metadi @ofirse ;

model
riat ctiog ‘construction organi.

corpo

5;3’77"32 resee'l’rch artlclepef SGasion ..
language engllshmafkef

abstractinterpersonal metadis

— Tdcadem/c writin GeNTe aticle o v
task oase €1gagement evaluation

corpus anal

modifier
cder pragmatics’
tegy

pronoun
enre analysis
exploration & v

classroom

ssssss

vvvvv rhetorical structure

1.2.1  SSCI HATHI ST 1E VB BT 7T < B 1] S 1 Pl i
TCIE B R LR E RO 3T H R BBy 5 — 1 10 8 2 R 2 53R IR
(Hyland, 2017; ®HH, 2014), EFRZFHATHAWEEAT 2R 2R H AL T
F AR, WsH 15 R (IR, 2013) BUAE R (BB AE, 2010). iEH1E R (Davies,
2018)5F . Hyland(2017)% f it uid i 7E (0 I Bt R B, B 7 ARIER 25, T
TE VBRI FULE BT [ AR R 5 251 15 A 0t 70 R A T . W S AT
bR A O HT TR ST AT v, BRI & L PR R FREE RS S (L

#222).
#1122 HEPRESAEITTIEER IR

WX R (=
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I Fuertes-Olivera (2001)

Al ok Gonzalez(2005),Pérez(2014)
R Vergaro(2004), Jensen(2009), Carrio-Pastor & Calderon(2015), Ho(2018)

HL G22I Pang and Chen(2018)

Hyland(1998), De Groot et al(2016), Liu(2017), Aerts & Yan(2017), Huang &
Rose(2018), Lee(2020)

AR

781k e Skulstad (2005)

USRI BT 2k B bR AL R T TR R RIE, RSO
JCIE AN R 70 75 5 # AT B T 5 A 3 A2 SUA AR ik BT 3 Ik 70 945 B (Fuertes-
Olivera, 2001); LNV MIEETI 5, Gonzalez(2005) 73 Hr T i b i vk 5 i Az B A
JCTRTERFIE s BB A 5, WFFCIRTT 7124415 B (Vergaro, 2004). R AR
(Jensen, 2009). V4 i# H4(Carrio-Pastor & Calderon, 2015; Ho, 2018) ) G i 15 i
s b G SRR &, W80 4 17 o [ Aol A [ s A b AE S L E 2 il 7T
THEfH FH 5 N 1 R (Pang & Chen, 2018).

SRR &, AT 7 A B BRAETo0 Horh OB ZRAE BRI AT - 40 Hyland(1998)
LA 137 43 B B A 2 w] AR R BUB RS I F00 R, 29 i 8 33 il i 7o
TR AT e, A AR P B AR BN ARV E R, FFiaH T U7k
TS5 FRAT R BB AIE s Pérez(2014)4R 5T 1 PEHESF F1 3% [E L Al W3l 76 1
5 SRS A 22 5 K it A2 K 25 ; De Groot et al(2016)Eb#¢ T faf 22 AT E 24
) JESCAEAR ) T 1R 18 FAFAE s Liu(2017)XF EE 1 Fh 35 Rl Ak % 4545 h A B E.5)
BTG UEE [ H BUIR K HABEF TR s Aerts & Yan (2017) WAEEE A BEFR T T 92 RN
o 1] A M ) B8 AR AR T Ae] 458 FH e 1 T SRR SEIR AR ML ED R P Huang & Rose
(2018) R DT 1 H [ A1 5 [ AR AT A b A 4k h I SCRRBEZRAS N o 1 15 1) 32 2440 R
fES 5 [A); Lee(2020)70 4 1 w32 b AF i Hh 2 i 545 9 58 3508 (boosters) AR A
B 1) 15 (hedges ) A A FH

W T T T, 5510 R s iEiEm 7+ A IR, DO i RE(2012)4R 5T 1
JOUEBTE B AR S R AR R TP R I AN AL 52 (2012)%F Fhp gk 12 SRERAT 3%
SR S T B TCAEE AT 40T, IV 7 2 A Rl R 2 A N B BBl A
HCTETE, o B P B2 O LR e ih T WA A2 JHH(2018)
B FmER R, S IT AT AR FE SR o iE s AT B i, &
B HURS TN S PR oK A, I SE A o i 18 I S A R AR . 25 v T A
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T LLVE B, JTIRELE R 55 N © 2 g1 E N Ah A5 AL, Il
SER B SZ I, AT REAZE Hyland(2005)7E Metadiscourse: Exploring interaction in
writing 50 TTUE U AE AL A AR A4 & FI Ak 1 8 S B ot Fe e B2 . i H T,
VBN MR B SZ H BFS 55 1 0 Ak 2 SRR S A RS2 3102 560 . AU N
Skulstad(2005) X} 2135 4% & (environmental report)iX — CSR i 2 (I HT & FIHI R A
BEAT B0 M o B TR T oo il i AR AV IR 51 5 # s, RS
WA S BASREAT TR ZRERN, JoiliR A A B 5 I M R T Rk
HHREEMEM, AT T 92, RIS o ilif £ M F R — gl R T
K FHAFAEANA] o Skulstad(2005) HIBF FL AN CSR et ARG ik i i FH 308 1
Sendi, SR, ZBEFEAYRR TR 16 ik ISk B, RAE TR REEE TR EAT
RHRELRTT,  H R BT S B WEGIABTTT, RIS 5EERR CSR Rk 5 7T
TR L RFAEREAT AR 52 DI, AR SCRFEER 40 ZX b S 4blk 196 3C CSR i
IO B A TE R 3 At R H e i VAR PRI B S (R AT AR X L
W7,

1.2.3 FTIEER R

TUIE TH AL AN [F] N AR 51 /S 1 2738 050, DI B 038 M ke (e
OH. 288, 2012). WIfE2EARER S, Hyland & Jiang (2018)i%£HL 1965 4. 1985
AN 2015 A =ANEHHPUAS BB SR SC, 6 FHd e i A A E A L
AT HT; Gillaerts & Velde (2010) U PA-4F 5 —[alB%, #R%T 7 30 A A\ s H.3)
R TCTEE AR R SO B A P AR . 72 35 21184038, Crosthwaite & Jiang
(2017)E T B SAE R0 5 A R 35 ARSI RHIE 784 Kibler et
al (2014) 73 M1 1 =44 P LS 1E il o >0 3 DUAE N I 28 18 & DB B P i v
AF s whEr e SEUATE RS S, Chaemsaithong (2013)R 7T 1 H- W HE s - = 400
[ H B4 ; Zhang(2010)ia A H SR 15 15 52 (NHD) LA o 8 016 V8 0 S A4 A0 7 S 1R
o, FEEE TR [ Ao o R AR ) E 20 N TETE A

*1.23  JuIEIEER P 5T SO

WRFRAL SCHRRIE Fr PSEE(E) R B AR (A
Chaemsaithong 2013 1566-1621 55 i 55 4R/ JE A
TG R
" Hyland & Jiang, 2018 1965-2015 50 = 20-30 47/ & 1
I A 5T

Gillaerts&Velde, 2010 1977-2007 30 & 10 4/ #
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Zhang, 2010 1978-2008 30 & 10 %F/ 1

Gillaerts& Velde, 2011 1996-2008 12 = 1 /A

W R B S E R, Jensen(2009)% F122 Ak 5 & ¥ Al A A = AN H 76 45 1S
PR P S SRS 1 T EAT TR T, R B R BB A 15 AT RO SRR ) 5% R I 2
X, RUJT TGRS SRS A8 B R AR T A8 MK Gillaerts & Velde (2011) 4347 T ELRS
BIBAATER R EE D oTIE B R RS, RIS EERICIE R A 13 4
[ AR R, B SRR AN R 2 5F A B A AR SR F 22 Ak I i
TE VA T SN

IR TCUEE Y P I ST B AR A R BA R 2 e, FE B A
PS5 IR 30 O TE A FH IR, AR SR T B AR . (L H AT, XRS5 1E
o TGRS FH HEAT D3 I 40 B B0 T AR B AR B ERAEAE R R, > AT CSR
BRI . Bk, ASOE LA CSR RS AW A S, S eifis g
JE i R A R AT PO 234, ARE S S rh Je 1l VR4S IR R R AR AHRFAE

1.2.4 W3NG

(1) JCIEEHT FEHELE

TCIEWT FEAEZE 70 NSO TG AL TCiEiE . AR uiE TR =K. STAR T
BT, IA AT Sz B FUREBE 2 MRV AT I S PR T R, 9 BA
Hyland & Tse(2004), Hyland(2005)FHE 22 i B 520 J1 AR P s 008 7016 15 77 T
L Kumpf(2000: 402)F1 De Groot et al(2016)42 H I/ M HEZE A, HJG & FIHESE
DRFRNRGEF, F5 Hyland(2005) K JGIETE 73 KRR BN E R HSCAIGIE
BT, AHRBTFTEL, Hord Gonzalez(2005)%: T AV M sk (I 70K BB BE 42 70
= S SEIANF R IR E RS, MR SCHBORIE KR L R FGELR S
SHERRRAE LA )Rl |, A 1ERM A, 7 0l2E T Hyland & Tse(2004),
Hyland(2005) 1 SC A T6 1615 /0 M HEZE . De Groot et al(2016) AL IE 016 15 0 AT HEZE
Gonzalez(2005) HJ 8 SCAS T 1 15 70 B ME QR PR T A 364l CSR i i Y 2 BAS JT il
TERHIE

(2) JCIGHIERT TR,

M2 O TR E 8 1) B M PR R 2 — o [ BUSC R e iR TE R AR S R
DA TCIE T P AR LB ARE R N 35, BRI AR IR A
RGN RS S5 E W &, (AR CSR R AR EAR 2 . UHE
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FL— BB 70 FRE R 75 (environmental report)iX — CSR 175 Fif & 1 70 1% B R 10 3E
4773 M (Skulstad, 2005), {HZWT 74 R BR T X4k & /T = # BBk A, RAEH
TR AT KSR T, B IEAR I CSR R 75  Teim 8 BB AR v 1 AR AE . A
W Tz R R T A PS8 ik CSR 3R 55 I TR B4R A HEAT AR . A
G

(3) JLiIHE I B AT

Pt 5T C N T TR TE T FUR A 2 — o B3O JuIE S B A [ &
I, AFEE R CE AR ZE R, H R AL SR R 300 e s B A = A
DR, ONASHE TR AL T HES AR . AR, B ARSI R AN 2 WL, HLAE A
THERWL . FHREEEEHEE S FOI, WESERITINTRAR, R
S CSR etk R, AW F AR o ihvE P o 78 B 2R b, kA 34
Ak CSR 5 H I TR R AR AT IS 43 AT, oA S R R 3R S e i
i FH 22 A1 P EL ) R OB

1.3 AL TREEEBMR

1 1980 SEZ AT, Tt 2 BT I 7Lk 2 &) IR TR Ak 2435 6 CSR 5 X
MES BIRTS, JE SEUERF AU A %S, 24870 CSR T BRI 22 . 5% i b ) 52
(Aguinis & Glaas, 2012), BIRIAFNE & KA #1222 THEZ (8] F J& 5% 37.(Laine,
2010; Nielsen & Thomsen, 2007)%% . B HHIHTTE I AMTER N, BORBEZ 22T
URIIE CSR ARIEAIAANZ, MR 7 ikiEE . 5248, CSR iGiEHF
Fo A B PR A I T 1E F A R RS, A SRR A TR AR 2 FE . AR
WAL S WFIT R AT LGS B A 58 DY N 7 T CSR GBI 78 AT [,
FHRT AT SCHR I TR 5 A R AT VR

1.3.1 S REERERRNA

AT CSR BRI L2 WAL R, s HEEEE . S Hig
B8 O A M G o] 3 i ELAA U VA RO AR S fE AL, B RLA AR AR (Herzig &
Moon, 2013; Joutsenvirta, 2009). %FiFi& & CSR RIAFEELE S, LK,
MITIFEAR M AETE JZ T 20 BT CSR #7445 (Sun et al., 2018), LUME XS H TR NGB M
RS o FHIRHITTE 51K T iR AR AU 2 k00 . Wik 0 1 Al

14



IR B W ARl E S I ANRODE T V5 2 A, DA A b P9 (53 AR 2R ) A b
RN 7 E AL & ST S (Mason & Mason, 2012); X Je H A3 A i &5 4k
FE2 AR AT HEPE R TS 4007, $R0 3 rh 13 TR A58 T A B T 3 4 T A
)4l % (Nwagbara & Belal, 2019).

ba)e, Xt g VG S F e Ao, FEANDHRE G S FE Ay
5538 CSR SCART I BARTEEEA, AR AL 7185 AR, 155
S I AU ) R AR IIAE K SCEE I 22, BARILAE TS & RO H 452
fEo WZATE S 5530 CSR UG AT 7 i I L 2 & 3R T Journal of Business
and Technical Communication, International Journal of Business Communication,
IEEE Transactions on Professional Communication %5 & B AL 7 22 HAF1] (e.g. Mason
& Mason, 2012; Rajandran, 2018; Sun et al., 2018), IEMRH AW ZE] T Journal
of Pragmatics, (HMEREY « (HAAMED o (CRFEIME) FENAINERE S %
WIFIHAART I $9F5E BSPHTF, 20205 Lin, 2021; S22%FA. 2F—H8k, 2022; B

BRI, 2020), ASSCHOREIE F AL RS CSR R I TC U TE R BEAT R
FC o

N

132 il SR EEERRER

Xof A4 25 FTATAERE I 7T 23 9 R SIS ANE 5 2 U K2R o R 2
¥ 5 36 8 3 B I CSROUFIEXT Al 3028 « VT R 5200 5 CSR TE 1S I i 75 %
H1, HERFT CSR TE IR IE N MV G880 K11 F (Arendt & Brettel, 2010). CSR 1§15
an ey FH - RS fE LB R & 4 (Lauwo et al., 2020; Yin et al., 2015). ¥4 373 %}
CSR 515 N 25 BB EN A 1 (Stanaland et al., 2011)%% . M S, 155 F4UE A
A2 18 HVEETE 70 A i o Aridk, LSO (Bhatia, 2012, 20135 XEHEAS
Ji#), 2020; Rajandran, 2018). B2l &I(Sun etal., 2018; Yu, 2020). AE&HKIET
*¥(Fernandez-Vazquez & Sancho-Rodriguez, 2020; X2 %% &I, 2020). #EFE2~(HH
HE BPHE, 2020) A5 (Lin, 2019)25 40 A 401 CSR 1518, NIBEF =MW T
i) CSR THEWT IR ML 1A mH 7N,

SR, IARTFE 2 BT CSR 1H1E B SRR i 15 1E SR CIREE,
RIS T W BRI S 5 2 AR B8R R A IFAZ I B A S A RS
VB L (stance)iX — FL A ZAH AN MR FRETIN, B0 Fuoli 2347 T iP5
PRIEEE A A F . BRKE R R R s A IS 00(2012); hAME T
EE 1 DY 2R R 3 A b A i R A 2 T3 AT A i 3237 B U 1] 10450 FH A HG oo 5 [ Aol B 4y
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FEFIIIFL(2018); Hart (2014)#R 1Al AT AR i SO A1 S w4k & SRR &
LI BRI GRS Alezza QOISYHRFE T L3 BIRHITE 67 NG J Ak TE
B KAl A b AL 2 TR A i BARGE A . SR, B3R ASZIZ A A 247 1) CSR
B FEATI R 2 1 B0 12 SUAS T 3 PN 0 445 74 1) SC R 22 B8 (interactive resources)
KR, REEEISCAREAR LSRR T I0 115 HA A1 E WO &
5% BN K AT DIRE, A SO TCIETE F - &, B8RS4 4T
34l CSR ik i B TE TE RAL .«

1.3.3 it eHEIFIETI AT

ANE MY AT M & MR AE A AR ] 5 72 5 A b 22 5 AFA5 B 5 iR 1) 32 2 A
2 (Kolk et al., 2001), {2 5EUEA VI REK, & & NP HURAL ™ 14K
REBATHERM CSR {5 B % #% (Fernandez-Feijoo et al., 2014), CF 2FEH FFH T
CSR 1H 15 AT Wb 2 3 H A ATHRIT

Gao(2009)Xf AN FAT LAY CSR # & LG KB, ATk 2 o Xt 22 Te ARl 1E
WA AEFEI o ANE Y A 7] 2 TR BT 2 VR ANEIE DA, REVRL A w] B A K
RIEEFIZEE DT, AEZ I B T A B ARAT b 8 B AR F 26 AH S H AR EA A
YT, Gao(2009)iAA, AT b At 2 T AT AT BRI B2 47 b i BARR s A
[X43; Fuoli(2012)% 7% [ Ay A W A H K A W AN @A FATIL AR CSR %1
FORIE T AN, PR 2 R 2 A S ANIR], PR (A 5 A0 AN BT 28 5 4y T RAFAE R
KREF, WFHRBIBAURE ZIER, 152 05 2 eI H ARG O PR ) — T

1M H AT, CSR IGIEF I FA R AT H—FFE 1Tl (e.g. Aiezza, 2015; Bhatia,
2013; BIFS. BT 2020, E#. B3, 2020)EB0ARFHATIT VX 2 (Tang et al.,
2015; Pangetal., 2018), X CSR 1fH1EEATAT AT LU A3 #r OB S A 2 L. 2 pE 2]
BT ARRVEERR, AHIT TR 0k B 38 B U5 AT i3 M ARV AT X B 23
B, AR T RN T CSR 4R & I SCIRHIE, #87R ARAT I CSR TETE IR
SR .

1.3.4 A SHEEIERAFAR

A b A2 TAT AR G T 7T B AR A RE CSR 5 TE () 32 18 N 25 1 LA
FR an ey it =5 s TR PRS0 R AR AR AL, LR 9T S BB AR B A )2 A
[](Rajandran, 2018; Yu & Bondi, 2017). H#IZ%T CSR 4 177 i i 7o e 20,
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Szanto(2019)[ S 11 &I, # A 2019 4F RF 2 7 B X CSR UG #EAT I Pl i 5 .
AR CSR 5 P L AT A B fa 24T a0 YR (LER 2.3.1).
# 1.3.1  CSR IHE I BT SCHR

WK SCHRIR G PSRECEE) 2B BRI TE
Tengblad& Ohlsson, 2010 1981-2001 20 & 10 47/

Laine, 2010 1987-2005 18 = 5 4E/

Hetze& Winistérfer, 2016 2000-2012 12 & 1 5/

Jaworska& Nanda, 2016 2001-2013 12 = 1 E/

Catenaccio, 2011 2000-2007 7 = 1 E/

CS;EE Del Bosco, 2017 2003-2011 8 3 8 4F/JE I

Szant6, 2018 2009-2017 8 3 8 4F/JH I

Smith, 2017 2011-2015 4 4 4 4F/

Tang et al, 2014 2008-2012 4 w 4 4/

Basil & Erlandson, 2008 2003-2006 3 3 3 4E/

Mann et al, 2014 2011-2012 1 5 1 4/ A

DA 11 R IR 3 ZE L) CSR R BB L i BR 3 B 5K AL A 50 5
1 Basil & Erlandson (2008)73#T 1 50 ZXINEE KA A FIFEARTE 2003 4E 4 2006 4
[ ] CSR E G %, KIAAE W o 7~ CSR & s A2 SUe| _EF; Tengblad
& Ohlsson(2010)id It X Hig fit 15 FRK Y 28 W] 7R 46 B AR N AR I CEO /5 pRidk
AT TR, A AL 2 THAT O 2 A B 1) 1) B AR D [ Bt 16 s Laine
(2010)%F 55 22 3 KRB AFILENT 20 R H A A0 (4L 25 B EE 3T 204, RIA]
Frah e CN R 5 51 R AL Ak 2 ) U AR N RTAT I R S Ak HH AT
1%8)); Catenaccio(2011)%} 150 3Rk 3E Al CSR ik 55 1 15 7E - 4E 7] ) AR 1k & BH,
CSR WA M LG A WY A, B CSR SOk E ML, H2
HARAEILEE S Mann et al (2014) 0] /< 30 36 [F il 25485 7 CSR VA Y 3 i OB
FAE—EAERAE T HCE, FA NI CSR TEEZH S EBUR M, XA
PEBRRA VAR 78 Ry E B AL S BUR R R X CSR 1E1ERIAHIfAERE 115 Del Bosco(2017)
X AR IR 8 41 CSR WEE IR FE A B, oAk 2 T3 T v i 32 R B n 2 4
b, AE4E JIRGEI JJ B EE N Szanto (2018)ZEAM IR 7 IR E I, &1 F K
BUAFIE | CSR VARG ER,  Fris v B RN 32 fA  \AE AT SE )2,
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A R 22 (1) 28 WG BEAE A sl 5 5 AV B B2AT o IR FUSBE S T [ B A
F0 ) AL IR B R % CSR 1 1 [ R o

EINiEE T, Hetze & Winistorfer (2016) Hb#t T ASF KM 2 [A] CSR ) i
PERAE L o WA E 5 RPNRAT 2 7] B W iAol pk 2 T ARk & K3, ZEWTAR R
B, WRORFE. WK A0S B 4RAT A 2 5 1) CSR §E 31 2 T W FIFEPARAT A,
BAE 2011 24 WIMERAT B A AL 22 TR G SN IA 3] 1 A BR-F 24K XA
CSR # & N B MTEAL 35 A rh EREST 0 78 b A AH AR K3, 0 Tang et al
(2015) B 7L 22 1, Hh [ 4l CSR P 25 32 RIAE 2008—2012 4] &1 5 3 & fge—,
55 FE [ Az B — 3

I IR SRR EERT DA 2, ST Al At 2 ST B AR D M (H A DG TE TE Y
RBEBRE, H5REEFMNZEIRE /N k215 B EAh E
C& i 15 FRR R, HAE S0 AR LR B A3 iU & . Rk, A
SR 2005—2019 48] H ] Al 955 CSR R A AT 204, HLA5 38 [ A llox
b, DAERE CSR IETEAEFH K e tk, JFAFRE AR CSR #hF B SRR RS
£

1.3.5 fzsheg

(1) AbAt2 SRR T A

AER T CSR IGTEMIT S 2 NRTRHLA R, miBEE ATTRT CSR AR
IR, FFATCIFE3E CSR KN AAS, I T CSR BIFFL & 5 #% 7 ATl R
FHR A 20E 5 2 A8 . IR AR, M OCHE A i i A3 2R 5 5 S D ATA
A, N TCTEE X 18 5 AT CSR G TE AT A4t T ZE b AR .

(2) Ab A2 DAL G T 5T

EARIE AN R CSR iRIERF 7T L5 2= A EM, (HNOTTEEIA R
BT HTAECD , RHEE N EOCEE K 5 Z A KRR REN L. BINEY
B NOLE—H B A AT /0, HHEZ Rat:, REEIERCARE
PSS H I TR R IE o R AR 04 I SCAR 52 B AN N o B2y 1 19 7 T
FeAill CSR 5 I T IE B RIB AT 47 -

(3) kAt 2 BT IEEAT ML XS LA 5T

A AT ML M s A b A 22 TR S B R I R B 2, A E#T CSR
B AR AT SR AR T R — 4 e AT W BCREATAT AL IX 4, X CSR iHiEH#EATAT L
XF BT AT AN 22 W, o DRI AHIE T 0t 5 B IR AN 1] 3 A b g AT X EL AT, % 18
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B RIEERIE AT 22 i, BN & S0 T CSR GG AL IR EEAN) B,
Ay H E ik CSR 445 55 42 HE G AT AT W PR 2L

(4) AP A2 DT AT AE 1 7 I B AT

S TSR] B S IX P ) CSR IR E AT, KRB CSR N A
S BN 8] PR 508 R AR AR A, IR SR T A 2 FAEE R R 2% CSR i 1 R IA = A F2
HHERT, MR ARNEEAZ, HEZRETIES CSR KRBV EE
(PG 7 B 5K, RPN 5 & i RS T B B A 2 Lo (B A/ B AH SCHH Fi ]
A, WHEZKR CSR AW 75885, i bRFKF. Bk,
[E ki 15 4F CSR R & AT Frif i 08 A 0 T AR R g, Jfmlid 5 564
(R0 BRER 72 B P £k CSR E B AR L ALRRAE, AN B2 T A 58 38 3 ] £l 55
CSR & G IERIE .

L4 BXWIBE THEWH S RETIFEERAR

AR SCAESE T Al 22 SRR I TR R0 2 LRI E 5 22k
o AR TOHE A M A 2 ATV RTS8 St LRI, S TR A 32 (1
Al CSR 455 TE i R B ST SO (LR G SR S

1.4.1 I HEFEFIRIBEESLLHR

AL 2 ST A A B SO AR (Hartman et al., 2007). 75 BHIL A
T, CSR BT Z IR A FSCALTE SN iize . 51 T4 CSR TAEREA. 1M
BEXF Ak CSR 15 1 1185 SCAHIE 70 0 32 SEER 78 S0 A 22 5k CSR A 28 AT 15 45 R 11
SO, BAE T AR AL TR AU E AN [ B SO TS 5T SEREATVAE, PR Al
A 5of AN [ [ 58 R 2 AH 50 7 1R S SR 3R AT [

Hl, MHXHRLZ)E T LB T CSR B LEHFFL, W Livesey &
Kearins(2002:246) %} % [E 4k, f& i 24 @] (Body Shop) 1 fif =% B2 5% 5¢ L £E [4] (Royal
Dutch/Shell Group) & i {14t 24k &5 #E4T LA Hr i 8 HY . BARXUT B 5 18 A7
FEZER], AR RE R S, A REFIRITG M 1] 15 AT Ee g A H
Branco et al(2014)% 5 LA FEPEF ik () CSR SCARFEAT T L, R % B A
WERH CSR 5 BRI EE 77 A A BAFEZ S Tang et al(2015)ilid E &N
I BT IR T v S X7 R RIS A b e] 28 B SR R SR st b BN [ R Al 4 2
TEF WAL . Hetze & Winistorfer (2016)%F42Ek 27 NEZK 106 S K AARIT A
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TSR M) CSR AT TXELE,  ERE BT T 4% KK Bt AN [ [ R AE 74
W7 B R E: Sulemena (2017)%F J\SKAEMR AL HL{E A R CSR 3@ N i
T T EEE ST, FFERBLAY CSR iH1ER R/ EEZE 7,

W R B SCA TSR, Hartman et al(2007)38 33 %) 16 5826 EAIRGM 2 & 14
W2 THATRIE BN REAT B SCAG AT, RIARUITAE CSR 11 P 25 2f FITAH G AR VS 1) 4
AR RCR ZE S . WLV R, FR SCERIF TE0 G 2 075 5 B K Ak, AR
M E ZK Ak CSRAEE FEE ST AR A B . AR YIS Aol 23 TAT AL HR
BT A R S HEY, {HH A7 J7 et 54 T2 22 B Be(Chapple et al.,
2014, SEPHIESEH AR DCES SCAGHIE LU0 Gatti & Seele(2015)E+#: TR H W BX
NN SE [ REAS, SR DB AT B AR A R AL 2 SRR i Ak A 22 SR A
[ ZhHL; Vollero et al (2020)70 4T 7 CSR 3% 1575 V.9 [ 52 451 5% A\ 04 32 A5 46 2%
B, R Hofstede I SCAL4E L QT )R BLAE CSR A, FRILE 7ML 5
PRl CSR AR B T [H . ¥ A E AkEr, XA 40 Yu & Bondi(2017)>KH
M A BT LU T KRS R SCRNTETE CSR 2 1S 25 45 74 A i S =X (forward -
looking)ifi 11k s HhAMEIEIL 60 4 B s AF . H EAISE B ARAT FREIR L A &) R
K CSR #hkty, AP EESERAEHTEN, JHABLEE A A7
P52 5(2019) . R FIRWH A R EESI S T 7 %0, {2k 7250 E 4
A CSR 1 T g SA %, (HERT, A E AL A5 SCR CSR R HTIRE T 78 %
B T, ASOREIRARTESCE J7 k) CSR iy, 5 3RARRTES X
A5t LB

1.4.2 JTIRIBEN LR

TCIETE I 32 22 A S TR BRI 2, < PRITE L ZZ Ry 1515
SR AETE STRANR ) % R 45 R Z A BT AN Rl (Holmes, 1988) o H T, #5iG 5 M
B SO G TEE I 7L O H 28 IR AN RTINS AR, 2012), B85S0 At 2 JeiE
VBT 5T b A P 7 200 B S 5T £ B (Carrio-Pastor, 2016). 1E40 Hyland(1998)#5
H, 2R B P TS ESHE R e E AR R GRS A E
=988

LA [ P9 A1 6 TEE T LU 9T AES 15 5 (cross-linguistic) i 58 8 3, 2414 2
ARG ER, WAHRRFEAETEVOR SO L(E KR, FHE4, 2009). PHIE
FiE 5B IT 8 SO EE (Mur-Duenas, 2011). B H A0 58 [ 22 A4 FE0/E o6t b
(Candarli et al., 2015). HPHERFE RIS SO HL(E=, 2018)%.
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HILTC IS T 5 SCALHIE T & 5 Abdollahzadeh (201 1) E /3By 1 S 64 3 A
B AE SR A 1R BB 0 To il il A SO0, KL £ B3 o1 E A FH BAF
FEW] RIS SO ZE S o V0 S B0 R 45 AR IR 85 SCAUIE ), Pérez(2014)4R 58 1 78
PSS [ B0 AR 9 3t 7015 15 SR AN [R] S S SO i 22 S i SCA R 3R . 4,
AT 43 2 0 AN SRR TR TE I FEHEAT T X AT, SRR TR R AR
13 BB FT - W Liu (2017) LA 41 X3 1B A 7R 37 S+ (B A 7] SR AR 45 s OE L
F 5L REAARNME AP AN R ) 7T 1 T SN A FIEEE H 1 Huang & Rose(2018)iz H
BT TRRLEE BIRE LG A AT 53, W PR 7 RAT AR AR AT e AR I I R B
AEREAT T 08T, RINSCAAE HALFI N B B30 284 T 18 15 75 VG 75 I AR5 A A A e
Bk Lee(2020)I85d 40T 100 28 1 E Ak AT 100 28356 E LR 35U AR &
W2, RV T oS Al an )i i 5 350 (boosters) ANAEUR B i1l 1 (hed ges) At 45 FH 52
IENRAE T, AR AR, EE A CSR HE 9 345 AR PR HE 4 2 T
] A, R 5 SR 22 R P VAR U AN R SCA A 2

FHECT EBRI T, B A BTSSR B L, U W3 % (2012) %)
Hh G AP AR T BUREAS I T 1R TE 70 AR AN RSB HEAT R G, AR T S B 1 45
TR RAT T Rk SRR B QO 1) METF =LA R, XT3 1T AT
b Ay T SCEEAREUR: A5 TG R E AT 6 E A AT, R I [ Al X e iE S SR
SR RD, P EAA AR R BRI AR, Rl B
SCEE T TN XU 7 (6 EAT T )RS

M E SR S 28 AR B T E S S SCAR A 7T T LA HY T P A ) 22 e B Al
AR BB AE iR, BE RO B — HOE R s 5. £ T, A
SCKG AR FpOBRT H B SE B8R CSR R 45 R TE R HEAT iR SE IS SO X L 4T

1.43 fzheE

(D Ab At 2 BTG 15 B SO 7L

[l B SCHRR R I, A SCHIE 7t 2 A [F] SCA TR BE T Al CSR G TE I LU AL
W R AT TS, AH AR FE R0 G475 22 9 e 75 B Al A SOG4 b At 2 5%
75 TH I SCHRIR AR BR « A 45 LA Yu & Bondi(2017) AR 3 [ 234 %) v [ 4k
TUAKRVE, 9N 7 AHOCHE ST AT, AR A [E Ak )5Sk CSR A5 204758
WHoE B, B, ARSCKEE AR E 77 s CSR M Mt AirEAs, 5
FeAl CSR i i HEAT 15 SCA XS L4 #T

(2) TG 1E S AL 5T
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TCIE T B 32 302 AL 2 SUE S HI2) - A B A SME O FE AR TR &
(cross-linguistic)WF 78 N 3, X TCiEiE BB AL A — Lo th o 3 & 210
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