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ChatGPT £ S ARBHEFARIEMEITEEX LR

RETR
FZE
RAEIE *
HEIBEAE, PE

HE

FER, TIEESNB ZH TERFRIAWIET MK L EH S w6k, & DL ChatGPT
HRFWERRALEE (GenAl) WRFEKE, FRAHEAIEANTLE G4 SR+ W LG EE
FER. AW, EFATGEGS, MK LI RIS R, I GenAl A i % AR XiE XA
LT R B E R AR, R T E EBAHERE, AT T ChatGPT-4o0 4 k5 A K45 w3
WIETFMNAETFIHRFARANEREPN LEEEAZR. AREREW &5 XA 0iF
&, ChatGPT AR E G AR ELESKEAFE LEN— T M, BEREEREHASR
TP FAXRSIE., EHEZRTEES T, ChatGPT &KW N FIE S ¥ M EMBERETFYHE
FNE MY, HRAEFEKAERNH LXK, EEREMEEARMNEE. EZXERFRE
B, AR KN ERET ARG QAR T LIERIE, B A AR B SOR A AL,
G B A By T3 78 K 3 2t GenAl A ik XA B R G 68 f7, R#FEAEFRFRFNSILEH. o,
MRESMTHFRIGESEHFRE—F 5%,

K HEiA
ChatGPT, ¥ RiEH, TiEE, EMiEEY, NAEEY

il

1 3]

MEATEGBARNRELE, ERAATEREESTF . HERERFRENEN L
FEZ Z., (EAYHR N AHANATEGBEA 2 —, ChatGPT F& H 18 K SUAR A R fE 77,
EHRIEEEM. SEAEK. EFHE. XAWE. BRAELRREESTEAEIALE, AW
EETHFAHINK T ZxiE. EAFREN T ChatGPT £ —EFEF A, KA
B RATRE. BEEMZESEREEAM&ARE (Guo & Wang, 2024; Lin & Crosthwaite,
2024; B LW, 2025; ELIESE, 2026). #hAN, — B FH X ChatGPT & R XA R E K ES
FRAESEAT T T, AW H 5 BEH fo B X H P W XRBAT X T, R EERE W,
ChatGPT &6 4% 4 pk 3 0 £1E K P8 XK ( Zindela, 2023; Herbold et al., 2023; Z3E, 2024). R
R KA R K ChatGPT £ — B S5 EGR A A —EW AR N, BEEAEFRERFHERIANE
#— P H .

* WIAAEH. KR EE: wujifeng@cnu.edu.cn
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2 MEkiRik
2.1 TTIHIEM REGIA

FAREESI ARG RARNIE, FebREZFREMAIL. MERE UK S EH E
9 # % J7 X (Hyland, 2005 ). R+, JjTiEiE (metadiscourse) 1€ 4 F AR EIEH = E 4 k4, &
EXARFHEGME. ARMERIRETIT, BB BIELSEHFZBANRE, ATRAXEKY
B G

T EM AR B i Harris (1959) $#H, o H#R Y EREFHELR,y, XLERSE
RABKREGER, FAAXNEEERMTIIRNIIE.” AR NARE, TIHFEEEAEER
SHMAR. EHFNASZENRLUREHEZTENTOLEF I, L0 EAE TS &
HHME MHF—nH ZEMEGH KR,

TLIEEH S B A % 2 9E 2 BT AEE , Williams (1981) 8 K 7035 1E A IR 2 8 5|\ 5 1E b v,
HHTIEESERNBLK, &2 “ATEENEE. X TEENEE. X ENNATIEENA
HEFEREHEMERE R HRE T HE LR, 15, Hyland & Tse (2004) 32 THITEH A
RHA, HFTHAEFREIEFE A, Hyland (2005) 3 —F4E M T LI EW L - A,
AAEBI¥RER P LEENERALYGR S ARED M. XEHRENTET TIEER
TERR .

MER, TEEMNERAFARERHRFOEE T E, H) 2N THEAFA KRN IE
ZRHAE K iE - F M T ik (Consonni ef al., 2020; Hyland, 2017; Hyland & Jiang, 2018. 2022). {2
AR EZEETE, REFR < EB TSR ITIEE, 8 EHE (2013) B PHTERF
RIER P LIEIEBENGFREN G, KAFABXF XA EAR TEENER S 54,
AR A RZ ; FAERX PN LIEEFAMERTREIEAX, HXEERFH P XAKRE
B TEETHEH., X TWUXARS>NTEEEH, WHAELFFRFAAR. BREFR X T
WX ERNTEEFER (HE, 2014; ¥ EH, 2020; BAE, 2023; gHhE. T 20,
2024). HHOHRF KB XE 5 MoNTEEER (%, K&, 2017; AHE. HEE,
2021). B4k, THBBOFR TS T IE X WH 0 TEEEAEL (RIEI, 2017; FEH,
2021).

— OB 5T 2 T NS B AN A 2T RGE B P B 036 3B #H4T T #4t. Kuhi & Rahimivand (2011)
H-THENTFRERBALE, BEU2 AR B X FMH FAERRKEFHBEERANX,
FaRM T ALK ERF TR ENFERAENL. BT BEERWHT, Adel (2010) Fxt b oA
TRV S A % R B 016 15 B ARAE .

HHAUHE D B R FEARPEER O TIEERTHR. 24T BET (2010) £ F
Hyland (2005) #3350 HEZE, # R T ¥ R IXEB XE W W0 LIFAFI0IE o R A, LI
FARPEW XNEH EEEF R T REE, B R, FiEE (2023) Wik T ¥ A
ERTWERREIANL., X =. kR (2025) N F BN NAFILELEFFER FHERZE R,
KIREN AT EEAFER P A MEERH, EFRERERSFEAIHFEMEEL. &
HwWE, TEEMERAFRERHARFNEL L. WARRBAIZAMEL T ERER
PG IENE AR, BELRERX. BERHPKIET XNHNERELNEE, HERNEE LS
ELEFAREEFWIEERTEESE. KW, AEFAXEF THEAKESE, MTIFELESF
APGEERFOERAEL, AR AL EFARTIESE P KB EHE— P F .
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2.2 FRBENR

BMEARENEXNBNEEMRE, AHOEFARRFPRXEEZREEZNER, AEH
A — R s LR (AKE, 2014), MENERTALE THEENGEEESE, maBLHA.
FEERE S R XAZE R, ATIHRA TR R s A k%, b, MELRIEHFRE
& A X E ERYE (Hyland, 2000). Fib, 8 E S (ER# R AT KIE 5 Kk 054
M, REFEHF AR TIEELALMEL. kA IPHEinHHITED.

EAFHENRERBEFOLEEHTTHR, WA RETEEPF AN AR FAFEEN T
#%3E (Hyland, 2000. 2005; &% %, 2014 ; Hyland & Jiang, 2018 ). VA K o 4 FI| EH E 5 X
ER RN TIEEEA (X AE. KH, 2016; WEM, 2020; FRKH, 2021).

AR, ChatGPT WM EA KT HH RN B R T F ARG ZxE. B EH 4457
(prompt ), A EAEZ 7 LLA|F ChatGPT [ A A5 &5 R b B9 UK, A# A5 HEXK
F, EMEE KRR F, ChatGPT KB T xR X E g X5 EWRE a5 = (BERE,
2023), HAMXAAEHEFEXRNEERER, MARMNTFAREHFEERE A L&
HALIES, U ESURM T Ff & 4%, Gambhir & Gupta (2017) X Verma & Lee (2017)
et R B A R AT R P RS — A

B b, 45t ChatGPT 4 akH 2+ LI & A T Z# R F. 40 : ChatGPT 5 A K85 H ¥
AW X E R TIEEFEA L (GHRF. FEZM, 2024 ; Zhang & Zhang, 2025a) ; £ [ F
H ChatGPT 5 A £ A1EH % R F v Jui& & H 2Tt (Zhang & Zhang, 2025b), A1, ERFR
H WA FARFEGIR, EFRTGEFR, BUELHEHAR.

EFEaE g, AARAILERESE, SHWIGERIEH 5 ChatGPT-4o0 4 ik iy ¥ R &
ELEEEATENRRE, ERAEEA0 N EEREEFIB SN AES FHEFIAMES (F
HOITIEE SRR Z 7, B ERZ LT HAFEA

1) ChatGPT-4o fr A X A R E R ESFFARTIERMEN THEEEHEMER FAME R

2) ChatGPT-4o fu A £ 4 i B B I iE Z FF AR EWMEN TIE EEREMEA LA ER?

3 FFEIT
3.1 ERBER

FTRFHEFASEF N TEEFEAEXEFERZEZR (Hyland, 2000). #0044 % fa R1K
MEFEFFRAFAERRSIMERAT A TEE; NAEEF AT EHEFHONFAER
01 7 2K L6 B A X8 (Hyland, 2005). B BTV R 2 S T4 8 6 FAE R TG EHE
FIH b, MER —FRWH, 0Es P8, FE 2 X80 TiEEER £ 708 FREANET.

# %1% F ¥ (Theoretical Linguistics ) 15 1% & % ( Applied Linguistics) & & Ti& & ¥ F
MARZ, BEFHRER. ARXTEUNLEE RSB T EFEAREZR. EMEE FEEMNENE
FEMMAENE N, ERMEAEUMSERESERMIEN T MAFIEE FUEmXiE
BEEERAERTWERFEA, HRERAELIRFR A F, RHERTCEATE N, R E
EHRERFERAPHNENEER. Bk, ER —FHER T RFXHN LA A EHF R BE H
TAE, AU TEESNFRERZRENTRT, WEAFEH LI E x 0 iE 15 F X2,
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R B BEREN T iE, N CHRIGEHFY GEFHF SH ) GEF X F AN (X
EFIY WAREZT¥AZOCH T H, 28I 2017-2021 48 8] & & W EIBE 5 F fo bl FHE 5 £ 4
BAF AR XEES S0H, it 100 .

2] Bt AT B 4% 2 )5 697 48 PDF XU+ Et% % ChatGPT-4o, % RAXAI A TR UW &£ K
AR L B 5N B

MR G R E M, ARFFK AT ChatGPT-4o th42 TR 1A AT T 4 — 1548, HIiER A4 ki
M, RATE MR Z 5t JF 46 PDF U8 A\ ChatGPT-4o, JF 18 Fl B 2 48 5 17 B kAR A A gk oot
B AR, R84 A “SEIRIEPDF F W N B A B — B F 8 xx NXFEBEWFARTEE.”
HBY T ERTEREROD T, XATELTIEERIBEFAHEAR —RTE, BRI
o U B B A R F AT IR A, R AT R & AT FAN R BT A A [
FEAL R A AoAE (7] 48 R A0 E N A AR, DB ARAE R A Ak S AR o — Bbk.

WX — AR, AR HEAIKE T 100 & ChatGPT £ EARTE, H5ALBERHEN
BT IERE . ERER R ERIHE RIENE 1.

7 1.ChatGPT 4 jk 5 A K 5 15 5 A48 5 0B A Ak

ERE S K F#H JiZZER REH KEBEME
. ChatGPT 4 ik 11479 5876 1358 23.1%

BiEE ¥ . )

AKE1E 11477 5994 1579 26.3%
N ChatGPT 4 ik 11976 6106 1193 19.5%
BB R F .

AKX Bk 12011 6205 1328 21.4%
Bt 46943 24181 5458 22.6%
3.2 IERAbE

WEENEZ G, HEUTHIBAENATREZAMN : Bh, AERFHTEERITF
IhEER%E, BiREEWERR -y XA B, WETEENEMLI . e, A
AntConc & ¥HE AT A AT TR E AT R Fo g1t RIEF R K 0MA . % & 2| ChatGPT-
bo ERXAGARBEXREREKE ENER, 005K K- T B 4657 30 4% o4 AR L 3L
(ERE T s BBk 3k ). &5, {8 SPSS 27.0 348 % # B #A4T 047, B T ARHF 58 % e 5t
EREA, ERS o TRAEARF. AHIEHTESESLE L IHELR L ESHA,
b #1253 Wilcoxon 4 5 AW UAE ZHEXAE L EEH LR T HEEREZR, T
SR & r{H.

3.3 IEipES2

TEATAEZR A2 b, A5 K Hyland & Tse (2004 ) # ety TiFE S £ X, 0
ER| A5l A 0iEE (interactive metadiscourse ) 1 5 34 5, 5% & (interactional metadiscourse )
Bk%H, £, 5B RTEEEEATARERSNH D SR FERIAAL, MAESAT
TR B TR A SR S H O E 3. P AKBI M — 5 e % T LA,
O g K RO O AR 2.
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& 2. TLIEEIHELE

XA ik REH

FEH| T

K& ¥

H

( Transitions )
HERATITIE

( Frame markers )

518X WEhiEE NERERE
JLiEE P MRER  (Endophoric markers) 13,

F A E XK R

7 18 T
TR R E A 6

in addition, but, thus,
and

finally, to conclude, my
purpose is

noted above, see Fig, in
section 2

B, W, BF

Bh, HK &,
%#’ %:

#Eb, XFub, XTF
R A

= FEARILIE V= e - )
( Evidentials ) FHrRE EMERNEER according to X, Z states  ARAE ... ...
& g ok T ‘ \ .
1B B E B B A A A namely, e.g., such as, in o, 4%,
( Code glosses ) other words
TRV T ) E o e . might, perhaps, possible, ¥ ft, A xt, — &
(Hedges ) T Ao R about Bk
n 5 17 . . infact, definitely, itis .- . o e
( Boosters ) I IR A B X clear that ZET. #E. AE
Bz #L 5 SEFILE o B o A R unfortunately, [ agree -
& N L EY RN .. ’ ’ A > B ’
TiEE HHWAZ (Attitude makers ) REH AN surprisingly B, VB, ER
55 kritiE NP . consider, note, youcan . o
( Engagement makers ) HLATE A IR A see that i
RAE N
fr B # = AR RIE#H B T I, we, my, me, our AT, 1E#H
( Self mentions )
4 WRER
41 BISIEEFFEARERERN TR IEFE LB FSNEIT L
* 3 ERIETFWMELIEEEAME
ChatGPT 4 & AKEE
T ERA " RS TET R ETiEEE
B ) ﬁ K / N (=1 JE& A/ 3 ’ N =
e O N O I s N P °E 2 F SN
T IE 108 18.38 30.68 105 17.52 40.54
HEZR AR E 3 0.51 0.85 20 3.34 7.72
5l 2R TiEE WEERE 0 0 3 0.50 1.16
= EIFILE 0 0 3 0.50 1.16
1B AL iR 20 3.40 5.68 8 1.33 3.09
Bt 131 22.29 37.21 139 23.19 53.67
T IR 615 5 0.85 1.42 12 2.00 4.63
5% 18] 42 7.15 11.93 38 6.34 14.67
BEFHAuiEE SEFILE 6 1.02 1.71 1 0.17 0.39
% 51018 45 7.66 12.78 3 0.50 1.16
1E# B g 123 20.93 34.94 66 11.01 25.48
&t 221 37.61 62.78 120 20.02 46.33

A3, FE ChatGPT A A AR BT HHEMETFF A EERES, 28R AH
352 fu 259 AL TTiEE, WA ARMEF TEENEANENE S TEH. ELEENER A
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77 H, ChatGPT AR FAFEF SR TFEWFEAMEHEMRTE R TIEIE (37.21% :
62.78%), FKILHH B E BRI A ; 2T, AXBENFERFE PR L TIFEN
AW E 8 (53.67% : 46.33% ), KAAREZ AL EREEREHNEN, BEIEESE
HHH.

AT EIRAE 5 I R F AT E F 01515 0 F I % #4817 Wilcoxon 55 FAb i, X
FitERENE 4.

FETLIE BN SRR E £, ChatGPT £ M F A ES AXSENHELT X LIEE
WEHEAENEEZR, R, EESHATHEENFEH L, ChatGPT A RN RHELEFHTA
KEEMHE.

EE SR TLIEIER LD TIEENERME £, ChatGPT 4 ik W4 EAEAEEARICIEWNEA L
DEVTFAXSHERE, (A EDEBENFERALEZ L TALSHERE. EEE. AHE
MIEREBFILENER L, WEAREINDEZER.

EHHRITLIEERLER TIEENFEAFE E, ChatGPT EAEFILIE. 550 EMEH
BRENFER LHEEZ TAXRSEME. MEEMREERMBEEANFER L, HHEAEAE
EER.

K4 EREFFWMELEERIUE

Mean

.
TERRE ChatGPT AR %E AXFEHE g P '

A 2.16 2.10 -170 865 017

HERAFITIE 0.06 0.40 -2.003 045 200

5l A TiEiE AEHAERIE 0.00 0.06 -1.732 083 173

T EFILIE 0.00 0.06 -1.732 083 173

B ERE 0.40 0.16 -2.201 028 220

Bt 2.62 2.78 -.595 552 .060

AR A PR ] 1 0.10 0.24 -1.539 124 154

i 17] 0.84 0.76 -.661 508 066

B A UiEE  AEARLE 0.12 0.02 -2.236 025 224

%5 FriiE 0.90 0.06 -6.186 <.001 619

£ B #IE 2.46 1.32 -4.767 <.001 477

Bt 442 2.40 -4.840 <.001 484

4.2 MAES FEARIGERER TIEIEE A LR R b

M5 T, FEREE FIRAF AR E S, ChatGPT A & XA 2| 427 4 TiEE,
A KB AR AN B 349 4 TTIEIE, ChatGPT ZETTIEENFEF M E LI B E 4 T AKRESE.
E5ERETFRELARNEZ, NAES SR EE R E 0158 N EF 0 BB N
AL, HRIE EfRm FHEA LA TEENHE, XUERAEEREEFENAETFNF
BZERF. HF, & ChatGPT £ RN EF, Hzh X uiEiE & nifiE S M 63%; MAEALXSE
WA, ] R 60.47%. XA R B, ChatGPT 724 kR FliE= ¥ A ER G E— %
BE LG ARTEN TIEES MY, BE R TIEE SRR E D7 7 6 ek £ 7.
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F 5. B FIE ¥ S E T B RE

ChatGPT 4 & AKE1E
— 1 E K A N — g —n — g
e remn EERY GG, mese TRREY UGS
EOR-A L 139 22.76 32.55 106 17.08 30.37
HEAE FRIEIE 1 0.16 0.23 11 1.77 3.15
5l A TEIE WEEAIE 0 0 0 9 1.45 2.58
= WAFILIE 0 0 0 7 1.13 2.01
15 B R 18 2.95 422 5 0.81 1.43
At 158 25.87 37.00 138 2224 39.54
T IR 515 4 0.66 0.94 13 2.10 3.73
S 5 18] 75 12.28 17.56 46 7.41 13.18
BEHALEE SEFILIE 52 8.52 12.18 53 8.54 15.19
% EARiEIE 6 0.98 1.41 10 1.61 2.87
14 B FRiE 132 21.62 30.91 89 1.13 25.50
Bt 269 44.06 63.00 211 20.79 60.47

AT E R R B 5 & 40 T o0 70748 B8 U ¥ AT Wileoxon 255 At 1, 5 et % 6 1 7

FERIRE S 2415, ChatGPT & i M AHEE 5 A% 5 1 W8 B2 3 3 A 7096 18 4 B IK(E
FRE L AEAREER, BHEEEAXTEENEALEEL TEF. KB ES 24
oo 44 A .

781 % kA KR KB TEE NG b, ChatGPT 2 i B4 % 76 18 3% 19 A0 38 A0 v B4 84 A
FRESFAXSHBE, BEERREERASRAENER LSS FAXSHERE. K
EERREENERL, BEARAREER.

7B 2h K T KK TR B R R b, ChatGPT 7EAR MR BB B0 LB 2 0 F A
KEHWE, MEMBASESEAENERL, B2 TARMEY. EARFRERS S
RENER L, —E¥ALNEE LR,

6. MBS FMELEERITE

Mean

.
TEERE ChaGPT A XA AXSHXE ? '

W 2.78 2.12 -2.104 035 210

HEZR A0 15 0.02 0.22 -2.058 .040 206

5lRATiEIE AERRE 0.00 0.18 -3.000 .003 300

= EATILIE 0.00 0.14 -1.890 059 189

B RAE 0.36 0.10 2.504 012 250

Bt 3.16 2.76 -1.367 172 137

TR R H1E 0.08 0.26 -2.324 020 232

5 17] 1.50 0.92 -3.068 002 307

BEHAuiEE  AEFILE 1.04 1.06 -754 451 075

Z 5 it 0.12 0.20 =728 467 073

14 B i 2.64 1.78 4211 <001 421

Bt 5.38 422 -3.426 <.001 343
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5 11ie
5.1 ChatGPT £ B A XL EEHIBICIEES FREN TR EERES SN

5.1.1 51 A Ucilhith

WEEFERER, ATAAriEEFAEs. . WFEEEKZ (Hyland, 2005). A
% 5N, ChatGPT AR FAMEALFIANFERAME LG TARXSERE, EHHF 2
IWERHARE, NRAUEERE, LibE ChatGPT £ KW ELEAKE/EHE, HERY
HREBALE., FATEAMNERAZEH, MHERRHEATFE. FELQW. BHEMEE.
7l RERIAE R AT B R B M B R R R RER, BT UL REBRIAE = k- A &0 4
B EXKRNEEFER (HIRHE, 1986). X —ERIEH, LA AKXTIELZ ChatGPT 4 jit X
K, AEEMBEEEHEEERR T ODEE ST RBRNEE A6,

(1) FRND B EEG T M TARE LA e, KA LR SHL, B2 8
AR EAE R R . (ARAEH)

(2) FFiGd, “M” EHLBETATHNR, M “ST7 E5ERAK) WER, HE
ARAE BN Fo ) 5 FH K53 T, (ChatGPT)

ERFFLIER THARENL R R RAREEXNEWH KD, Bl wkfF 7 eEe, UK
AR EHABEAN B KA (Hyland, 2005 ). X EFRICHHEETHABEE W, FRH4EA
¥, BWOTERH, AXBIEXKRPHAERFILESFHE L EE T ChatGPT A ik X AR, iX
WATIE G T m XA E RS, B EEFNEEm. M, AREHFREEREFRA 4
S , HH o BJE e ” BB, DRI E EAESR. B4 -

(3) H4k, AT 500 K+ ABAGFE RS, RIFNAEECEHEHNEXLZGTERSHZ
HEPCIE (36% ) £ (41% )« A TR (23% ) =AEARA ; Rg, AT U44E,
B EBER, BXAERT, REMARKEAAFBY T A TEEE B4, ANS TEaH E
TETFTTMTAEEA, £33 “PNMHERCEELH QRN IR AN E ; FHk, &R
1000 K& FHFF B LSR5, iR A BAY A E, BE R FAAHR 20% £4F, =T
U FEARIIA D] 85% AL BB, MARAEERE R KEER ST HTON, REBIFPLIF
W3t F A BUE FF B AR5 T ARGIFEN o

A Z T, ChatGPT 4 i X AWIERAFDIEF A 7 AN ERL “BRRb” 4L, EEHIAAER
TR, WA TEREMNAL., §6lh:

(4) AT K I eeeees o MHE=ZFKMN : —RBXFAXRXFEADAAMALLFEN; =D 24
BRI LRV, LARTEMFHE ; =R S FEFHREVRELZ @y R ARXAEE - o

R—ZFAHETHEARNIRERIE . AREHFEERENEHZER, e EaMN
R EA, UHFEHEPIEST FAEANE L™ NN TR, W ChatGPT | E M1 T % ik F 3%
T, BEATEEARIEXNEES RS (Crossley et al., 2016), {f 564 FAH4 A T HE
WIER, WAEBREMARIT. Fib, EHENEREEREF, ChatGPT F ERK i E i 4
FEREFETME, TARMEH N HEAERRICIEWES XN EBAER, W F St i% 17 oy 6 F A
SR

WEHRERER TERIAEZ NI A E I > Z A AR K &, By i it 9 A b fo 28
AR EE M MR B (EH 8 & (Hyland, 2005). EABEF, AXFENF AR E F A HHERIE
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WERANEZRARE, FHREXEAFAHBEREANRESAERM X—AEL TR E5HE
MEERG AL, HTHERRRE, EREEKRSE, WHBAIEXMEH LT XA N TE
EABAELELY, XOUXAHEEEBXRFHERAEAENRE. REwl, ChatGPT &
kXA QIR FRIE R IR N 0, XAV HEANARENSRZ T A GEERAETFE.

(5) BATELEH, BARAMA —ANELEM, HAEXH “GEIA /BRI, + B, "5
(ANEEH)

= EAFICE FER T4 EAN1E B (Hyland, 2005), &% F TIiE 5 7 &E, XMW
XERRANBZELERETF A TUR, BRARFABXAEEARFHENEZES FR. &
T, WEAXARBRDFEF F /ATICE, KRR IEFARS X ENERENTF,
WEARESHE XM, X—AEOE—FRE LR T ERE N TIERA.

(6) #3Z Labov & Fanshel (1977 : 100) &5 A. B-events &, Miui=] & B L3569 F 4442
EIpAZR, BhETHCE L, (AXRMES)

TEAL T BE R 2 W AR 7 A &R R#ATEH KR (Hyland, 2005), HF ZAEF
B A ME A, MR ANERE, AWRABRGTIR Y. KK LI, ChatGPT £
R FARTEE S, EHERENFEAMEEEETARBTH IR, X—8RKW, BERX
KEt, BHEYERE L ARIES AR, ChatGPT AEME T8 2R s E B, e
AR RS CR R AT X VR B T AT R R AR B 4B E TS B — Rt AR SR
52 axt, NEMEHEE AR E LT R A, HFTRBRELERECENZIARN
A,

(7) KL BEBERFZ X TR - X384 £ MM A K © R F LI SGE B 5 209195
BERFE, PREINERGRAE R, 22498 ERELNIEE, (AEEE)

(8) ZIBLFAARIFIENRNEL LiHP LR, INE, B EARK, 4o “BHIE
48”7, (ChatGPT)

5.1.2 B Joih1E

A PR 6] 15 T 3k A SR AEAR W FT B A B, S8 E R TER Xt B & LA O 3 A&k,
DRHEN AR AR EEASE. FMER, miaisf TRA e A E S migfE, HEE A
T 5% AF & xd B 4% th UL o B 9 45 A2 R, O 3L S R 36 1 o Y AU P (Hyland, 2005). ZEARBF S0
ChatGPT 4 M F AT E P EM REENFE A MEMTARSENREE, E_FZHNER
KA EEFEKTF. K—ERKYW, ChatGPT fe % — E R E BRI XMNERSENENELIES
HREEM, EAMERASENARIEERF A SR EEN RS T T, HAFHE—FMAL.

(9) YL “tREL” ARENFHEKIFLRRT ZEANLEETH, BmAEATEIN. F
BAZHRA, BERASH®LNEFTHARMNGIIE, £—RE LT T HEAER
R E AT . (ANREH)

(10) SRE)HEATAFEFESN, “i0F” AFBEIANEAEL ; FAFEFLSN, AREHR
T EOIFEMF, THRAGREENEGE/E, (ChatGPT)

KR K, ChatGPT £ W F R EF mRIEANFEAMETS FARBTH IR, ERHH
ZEWERKLFBEKT, X—FEXW, ChatGPT &N % & LU & F M A5 A EH
WRILRS. ZERE W R R P EY RAEFEF ARt b %A R, RBE ChatGPT #£1%
= A TR G 5RE SRR AR M B SR, T AR AR A B By T B3z U AR
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R X —FE T AR B A AL E R IR E R M, MR KGR kA
7T, Al — k.

(11) FRER, REHBEGENTEL “H” PBERIZEBRG. (NEHEE)

(12) Ak, WBHARETIEZERALFNEALER TGO E R, LT FHREK
LT EENL AR Y S YedF i, (ChatGPT)

AJEATINIE F T ARAAEH o AE B0, (3 & AGE B R R E M 415 & (Hyland,
2005). M ERE T, ChatGPT £ EEAEFILENFRA LEZEZ TARRE.

iR IE 5 A EARILIE S F O TiREH OB H 2 5N . 556 W 2K UK H ik 1E fo gt
PR B 5 B B R At E R K&, ChatGPT 7R 5 AN ARIEN LR S 7 | BB &, {E1E
EERAWERNE L THESR., BHhE. T2 (2024) &I ChatGPT A ik AR F1E 5 2+ A
IR S AEAILIENFEANEEEMTAL, MEHMRSENFAREEEZETARX, X5K
RO EREKAMR. ERX—IEZNERFEETFARESFARAIGESRNELLAL L, K
EFAGELAR L EMm FRALEE iR G 2 RARERASRNHRS, WAL ALE W
A XARNABE M. Deng et al. (2025) HHATF KA, ELGIFCHER L, JEFEHM
1] T A AR IA Fo A AR IIE, T 3IE TR N EAR AT T A MR BE. X3 ChatGPT #
BT AR 7 IXIE B 1 AL AR iE R R

(13) R4z “PP +—A+ VP &7 ¥ ,“VP 89”7 H BB HiL B840, 0E &, “—
AN BiE X AT “VP B BATA MR . (ARAER)

(14) ARBTTHRRIFRAEETHEHEFTOLEFTERLRALETRMER, HHFHBERAE A
VEA A 46 F24E T 136 £ 45, (ChatGPT)

S E5WRER TR EHFEES, HARARE AR A, F4RENEEFBRRIE
H5EHMWEFH X% (Hyland, 2005). AR F, R%E ChatGPT 4 &t F A+ 5 5 171
ENERANERZEES TAXSEXE, BEEENEZIEEEA L.

NN SERLEEREFHNBIATRERTT RN, ERET, EALXETHS0H
FARBMES, RAIKERA TS 5701E ; W& ChatGPT £ KW EF, 8 BAFEHAEMS
Errieig, o, RAOTAKH, EAIERERHES, (WHIAT “®/HEt” X—F 570, Hthx
T, REAXREHFERASSHILIEBNRBEERYD, RAZR, EFANTIEHRELZH, Hf
BT Y7 RS H5ERGENHA. EAFR KN, ChatGPT AT Er, Him Tit/%5%
BXENEERENR. FFRNE AR LR & R R B 2D (Yao & Liu, 2025). F M
ChatGPT ffira Tt EF A “R/AE” —1a R MW XK B L. XA SEuE B I 2 A R B i
E R XA R KRB R ER X EWE D), WHEESLINE 2D a0 A KA KAIERH P & A B4k
5] 7% K.

(15) EEXMIRB RARE FXGEBEILA %M, ABRGM BN, E2KIFE T,
AL ARNGERILA GO EHRER T 2 (NEEH)

(16) #ARAE, “HhFE” BAHBME, 2ELSMkZRE T 280, A XEELA TR
#F A . (ChatGPT)

EHERIBRIEZFEXRPEHE - AREKLE AN A, RAHLEFABRFH LG Fo5k
F &R (Hyland, 2005), A#H 5% K I, ChatGPT & R F AR HELEEZEEMENFEF LEE S
TFAXREH.
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H—FHREN, B TFAREESENREA, WEAXKFHREFEH ERIE K. Wi,
ZERFLENT, AREXAEBRTEREEFIRNFARER, EZFERATSE5EREN
BAE “RAT. BB, TiFiE (2023) 18, ¥ARIERFHARNKIE B BRI
e, Lt 5 F M CEESE, BEEFFRFHFEANERE; T KX K “FFR” F
WE LA EENFSEEN RIS, EREMN, A AT E LR HENFE LR ERT .
K—HEMEKY, ChatGPT WA R EEFHTIERA, A THBENE, FHTEZHKS
E5EH B MIE. ChatGPT R HE /A “A X/ AR FLEwEiE, LTS NEER+F X
BEREFRAIRNAKL. BEFATEKYURBERZN 3 ASKRL, F W EWET#A
FEARRRAL FEN, X TIEE S b A A& Rk B SOE U 45 BT AR,

pah, RATEMEZ|, 7£ ChatGPT AR B S0 BREH, HF—BREH L “XKX” fEXF X,
KURALH Al EBREHERN, ¥EARAHRTRNAEEA ; EEAMRERN, L ¥
R CHER K X —EERA, KRIE ChatGPT F1EH “ARXAL” 4HE.

HEEENZ, ChatGPT £ KWW EF X HILT “BHR” X—1EHS5ERMA KR,
SO AR AR A E T B ChatGPT EF AN FAEF XEH M ehE RS ALXAMAm 3 h # 5,
HEXABZ BEFARERE (BHRFE. TEE, 2024). HELZT, AREHESFHIERARFE
N7 B B e BRI “fEH B R,

A7) ATz ik beymiiin, KRAVAA “BRM” BRI ELL T AER$
8 (F) AIME, FAEX—3AEPL2ETHE -REKE, BALAESF, REER—FINi
o (NEAEH)

(18) ZEAFRA 8 AR5 Z RIEF N0 AR Z A IR T 2t L Hf R Ry A5 F,
RAT RGN M EFE A, (ChatGPT)

5.2 ChatGPT £ FIA X EEME HE S FHENTIAEBERAER SN

5.2.1 5l A JciEE

Witk 6 KAV UFE, NMAETFIEBALMEE B REA 5| T X 0iE & 09 HHE
ZRHHEEEMET FOHEAY NIHIAKR—BK. B ChatGPT £ f 7 B £ &y 3 % 17 fniE 45
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ERIE, MARNAERFILIE. AHERERE EALENEARELE SRS, AT, &
rERUE, MRTEBEEIHE, NAEEFHENTRG FATEERAEALTES
ChatGPT 4 ik UKz FtN £ R E X B %,

AER K, FERLHES FH08, ChatGPT A RIWNF AWM ES, AEENFEANRLES
TAREE, FHHAEEREETFHEPRHERIE RGO RFEAME, K% ChatGPT &
XAEHESEREE TR CETRY, EX IR T2 g A X ARE TN E*
HLE T ek, KiEEHEABAMAZ MEEXZNARGES, XA T HAREHMEE LT
AR T B % K Jiang & Hyland, 2025 ). AT, HAERARICIE B 5 B KT A XS 1E,
KWFREN, AREEEEEAREEAE, T ChatGPT 4 B # XA B AR i\ Tk 5 315
BBy iE KBk, TR AERARILIEHRIT R AA.

NHEREMEDEREEN B ERAGN T HAREFTELER. ARERET,
ChatGPT 4 W8y XA, NEHBHIEBNERAMENE, BERTALSE, X—ER#—F K
iE Y ChatGPT B E H & R W AFA. B — 7, ChatGPT 4 U H & 2L B 15 i 4
FREBTAREGE XBREAT AIBAELEEFEEEFHE “TEMRBE K. b,
HERFEEFHES, ChatGPT & KX A5 AXXARF F/IFILENFERARENHERL, &6
EREEFREFTNERT UG, IMALNTEERMERAT NEREFAARAKX R,

5.2.2 Hah X ooihisE

¥ ChatGPT £ kMM FEE ¥ EF, MG EfmEENEN RS L EEREST Y
WMEFHRALER -, BATE, BEHREENFEAMEEZRTAXSIE, WorsEEHE
FAMENEZEGTAXGE, X —IL#*— P KW, ChatGPT il FRANABIE, EEIESF
FRAHEENE LA R, SEMEFFHEML, NAESFHE T NS EARILIEE IR
ZRERE, HREAXAZALEEZZR. XNEZRTRETFHAHE, NAEEFHARAY
WA LT 58 E N, e REmr A E N BERS, R EEEAFER “BF
FINCRM A B F SR, Hyland (2005) 48, B E FIRGFARERME TEHSE
FRIBTE, DA TRIEIE B UL R A A AL R A

(19) A KM : (1) Haxtrgmsath, SLHENGESARKERESR S, b EifBHEK
FRGPR, ETHAKFLRETH, Q) FRAEL T HYEARN BN, EE, LFH
LA R FES TARA, EELPAERNGBAREICA LD BE S TAHRBE, 128 REEN
A AR E £ 5. (ARMEH)

(20) BEFRIE G 74%, Shir#HaRE, BEFIRKRFRIARETL, KWiEFA
RF ) iF0F%4E R . (ChatGPT)

EHSGFGENER L, FHEAXARNEZRALINEZAKT. EHEENE, HRTHAERE
WIEEFWMEF LI, ChatGPT EA KN AEE FHERFRAEEAER, S E5HI01E
HERMERMTARSIE., RIVASEREREHETFRSANER. IX®RE, NAES
FHER % B R B B LIEH 5, ChatGPT A#HATN FIEE ¥ WM ES(ER, mTFHMH, E
ZRBHTHRARER, MROVBRAREXSEN, ATFR “RE” X —FAHFEHIM
A AR

HEAEH EMIES E, ChatGPT AN A EEFMEF Z AT EENEAMEEZETA
RKEEXK, REMXATEREEFHENEREL 3.
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X—ZEREHEELEY, ARXRFEXREMHE TRALAREEZRSEENERE, UBRIFE
FH AR A A A, R RIEEN AR AT X E ;T ChatGPT A BF 2N B4 @
ERMEESSEHNERE, XE—FBE LR B T EHFXGAA B ZEHN T, B rHE
EEHBER., EREMURFARFTAERLT THA L.

Q1) M HFE—EBRJAT TR AP, ERIET, N ESGRERRBTHRMNEZR
RAIRFN B BRIk, LA BT BN RIRGRE . (AEEH)

(22) #EHEDPAE LA B FHRAAAER R, BARKITART T B EFOER, 7
FRELE KA 5 FIREGERE . (ChatGPT)

6 Z5it

KRR R ERE N, st T ChatGPT £ R 5 A KIS W NIE S S f0p FiE s %
HBURFEAREEF LI BN LA EE R,

HART 5, ChatGPT AR F A ES AL ERHEAL S nEENFERME LEZIH
—E M, ChatGPT & E A B it BB A LRI T RIFt e 1, Ao THEXK
B B SUME B4 T B 2R B LR XU R AL B LR T B & MR s,
WA, ChatGPT 7 4 A4 B i 3 AR M 3 o 0R AR AR 5 30 % 0, ] i R AAE 4R AR 10 3 o Ay 26
WBRIBENER, FREERXIARERKREHE T TS WA LT, s WEAFILIE N E RN
— AR LR B T R E R

¥EH X I E WA 7 @, ChatGPT M RFIENFER E A K, R HLAEE
TRAWEEME LA RA S E. F B, ChatGPT & R E PR T 8 £ W o ig 18 fo S B Ax
0, VA BT A VGE BAEH L AL E R S, AN, ESEARTENMEA L,
ChatGPT EEREEF¥FARBEFRIE"ENAXMNEIE, MAENAEEFFARMEFEL
W BAT 3, B R BT B AR, X FIE T ChatGPT ZE R I 58 K XA A R bW —Efh#. &5,
BEAEH B EWGEF 7, ChatGPT B E & BMEH S5 FHRAH B AIE, IR HZ I HER
B Ry BT, Fe— E2RE ERBAS R E TH ChatGPT EF R £4ME 5 A%
YE# M il B4 R

RARANERETERSAEFERBETLIEETNSERE. B4, ARERTH
ChatGPT % 4 R XA TE A N3t — SR SE, FHB T IRA HAEFAR XA AR FHH
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KB, 3REARE R EHERS WERS &R RRMAE T, KRS8 K54
EHAWEE. K, AXAGIN T ARAATE BESR KR HEERA, BT
RIETR, BRI LT GenAl A K AR BEE AR, HARHAATE BRALY
RFG 5 R 5 1 o o B A 5 AR A

AFEAERRESEHEFE AR FEN. ELHESELITHT, 2AFEERT
2 0 R A P R T8 B B8O 0, 5 T R — AR BB Bk R, B AR AR
Bk, #FHLE S| S F AT TR TSk, THEMNES LT LR 4
M R CEE i, FIRHEE T H A RE] A R A T8 M A 5 bt o TR
B BT AL % T4 BEBER (E25%, 2026), TEAMMEA LI EHERST
fett .

RFRAGEE— R, B, AR TUEE = 2405 Hb X EE R A £,
R R R R B R, B MRS b R S — R, R R IT L
R KNSR E R ROR, Al S SR E S A XA SR T
PTG, REKREANME S E LW E R A b, AT — % R FE S5 R
R TAT b A R SCRBE . UK, AT AR R TR XHER A, MEARX
HpEn (W3l Bh%) AREHEEFAME, MAREE ST AT —FERSER,

BoAh, AR AR B ARG A R A B — R R, KU ChatGPT-4o 5 —
MAERAATEREE, KBSt RAETHENERER; Ar, ETABSHELTH
BEFARZ S, TAMAZANES RATRAEELR, TRTARBFAMERERS &
BEDW. Fl, KXESE RS ChatGPT-do 74 & Sl A 5 R E THE S 29, o
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Abstract

In recent years, metadiscourse analysis has been widely employed to examine the linguistic
features of academic texts and their reader-oriented functions. With the rapid development
of generative artificial intelligence (GenAl), represented by ChatGPT, increasing scholarly
attention has been directed toward the use of metadiscourse in Al-generated texts. However,
empirical research in the field of academic Chinese remains relatively limited. To investigate the
characteristics of metadiscourse use in Al-generated academic Chinese texts, this study draws on
a self-compiled corpus to conduct a comparative analysis of metadiscourse in academic Chinese
abstracts generated by ChatGPT-40 and those written by humans in the fields of theoretical
linguistics and applied linguistics. The results show that, with regard to interactive metadiscourse,
ChatGPT-generated abstracts and human-written abstracts exhibit certain similarities in overall
frequency of use. Nevertheless, Al-generated texts remain weaker than human writing in terms
of global discourse organization. Concerning interactional metadiscourse, the applied linguistics
abstracts generated by ChatGPT demonstrate relatively stronger performance than those in
theoretical linguistics, suggesting that the model is more adept at producing application-oriented
texts. However, issues such as formulaic writing patterns and insufficient authorial presence still
persist. This study provides empirical evidence for research on natural language generation and
processing, contributing to the optimization of text generation mechanisms in related models.
It also helps enhance researchers’ ability to identify Al-generated texts and supports their
appropriate use in academic research. In addition, the findings offer potential implications for the
teaching of academic Chinese writing.
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