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Textual contextual and critical perspectives on academic discourse analysis
DONG Yan

( School of Foreign Languages Taiyuan University of Science and Technology Taiyuan 030024 China)
Abstract: Social researchers’ analysis of the academic discourse falls mainly into three categories. The textual
analysis such as genre corpus and multimodal analysis concentrates on the meaning and structure of texts.
Contextual analysis with social and socio — historical perspectives and ethnography as the example starts from
wider situations. Critical discourse analysis and academic literacy bring a critical attitude to academic discourse
analysis. With their own separate focuses the three dimensions overlap each other to a certain extent and provide
different perspectives for interpreting how the academic discourse plays its role in university context.
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