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THE CURRENT SITUATION AND TREND OF CRITICAL
DISCOURSE RESEARCH IN CHINA

HU Xiaojing' >
(1. School of English Education Xian International Studies University Xi’ an 710128
China; 2. Graduate School Xian International Studies University Xi’ an 710128 China)

Abstract: Based on the bibliometric method data is selected from CSSCI and other core journals of CNKI
with the key word of critical discourse analysis ( CDA) to analyze the current situation and the future trend of
research in this field. The conclusions are drawn as follows: Systemic — functional linguistics is the main theo—
retical basis of critical discourse analysis in China; themes like ideology and power are the core concepts of re—
search in China; and topics like identity construction and discourse strategies are research hotspots. New top—
ics such as eco — discourse analysis conversation analysis and national image are popular among researchers in
recent years making a multidisciplinary perspective of diversified research topics quantitative research meth—
ods and cognitive turn.
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