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The Discourse of Hope: Review of Positive Discourse Studies in China

YANG Lin - xiu

ZHAO Hao
( Foreign Languages School Shanxi University Taiyuan 030006 China)

Abstract: Positive Discourse Analysis ( PDA) was put forward by Martin J. R. in 1999. Since then many scholars have paid

much attention to it and a great many papers have sprung up. This paper is devoted to its origin research status and the prob—

lems existing in the current studies. It is hoped to shed light on the future PDA studies.
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