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VeV IR SO AR R A A R X AN U R & TS B8h, 5 A WU TS TS R AE . HLA AN
BOVEYIAE, HHW TS558 JeAE R M 6. SHEAEELR. b ER G40
SE IR T HUABOR AR, TR S0 38 L 208 P HU LU K& 7 (Benwell &
Stokoe, 2006: 88). XALMIHUI M AR ARIL T 2 538 Z ML KR Lm0
W, LRIBMENAERAE, MR RKIBmFAR . A EFHE T Sl
) T VB T ) S A SR i) 8, G BRI A f7 45 (Oliverira et al., 2007) PL— R0 ERL,
M AJYES TRIESS . BRI AR TE 1NE S AR RS B R 2R R AT A A
CRBUZ S o BB BRBT (2015) DUKZESETRBUNTE “HMEAAR” 4 K2 9 i 2
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RFERIRFE P R I 2 A R T8 A TRk, Gl I TR AT AW SO B B R A
PMBKAE (2013) PA— P s B0 A 10 SCICAR T il v T8l iR, BE I dlaa H “ &A1
X — Sy bric o MR S il . AEE B (2013, 2014) DLPGETES T 183
TS R ERE, 1B E SN ST T @ AEE T KR SCE W S, SCAAFR
A A R R TSR S s h RIT R Sy e il (AEEHT, 2016).

R A AR FH A AR S A, TR T IR B R N, A B
BRI EAETE SR H I CH e, 5K, 2007). MM “2HOEFERBEEAN
MITE BN 3B, B0 AT e AR Soh AR A AT 24 7 CHE e 5k, 2007),
SR B 0 A R AT B T IR BRI 45 R, IR TR BN 1 T SR e e
S0 iR O TG B R IR R R AR, AR T W S s A B A AT R
skidE, 2007) LLAARIERAESIhEE CHEEE, 2012a). BEAk, S 56T S0
PRI 9T B AR BN BT KB I — B, R 22 AR AR DO . STk, AT
W R ARG E T 715, DO — I A (R A - B i SO R T B, WU e 1)
S0 344

G K B AT TR (% 25 (Tracy & Robles, 2013; AFE 7, 2014), “AChrdiT
TS EL AT RAT I 5 O o s WA R 316 77 =X, RIS A B 16 75 S & G A 2
DL W% AR5 437 (Tracy & Robles, 2013: 25-27). {EW L&, ZHES 050 &
PR 2 PRI ARSI, —Moe B ARITETEEM, AR BB R RS R TE
o AHNEA AT WS BT UG B ) B S AL R, BB d iR
MEMRRSTS, MEME L TSI, EUGE Lah B E R BB 4
P, A S ER) T AR, WbE IR EEE 3 WS, Bk, A%
AT PR LWAETE P A, B JeR I B B0 2 B (1) 53 0 A LA B 5 4 sy o R v
TS IEEE, AW RS Sy IR o

2. PgHESR

ASCAEIAT BT WA SEH %% (Oliverira et al., 2007) BFFYHRH I = AMEFZ K
BARHERE (fFEE B, 2014: 77-78), 1HGE T E A (linguistic forms). 515 A% (discourse
contents) 151 /73 (discourse styles). i F A EEIRAL . AEEFBG 5B
WA E R E e A 2 1R T SR B IE A . A RS XA
AN TR R AAR B DI T 15 35 L AEE BT (2014: 83-85) X Tl E X =M
BN R AL BB . AR 1ESE (Verschueren, 1999: 76) iUt A Cutterer).
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PRA#EN Cinterpreter) {EPEHHSL (physical world). #:AZ 15 (social world) DL Ch#E
HF (mental world) —=ANJ7MHIFIEEERZE, A HA 93, A ASFLO B =AM S )
R Z 00 5 A = A A R30S Cactivate) JE A REE B S . “WOE” — e
B b 7B 2R B RO, s R g N BT B R R, X
O Z 5 E5 GRS T ImE/EH, i8R =N E 5 R IR A S IR A R AR
AR . AFJRAEARIRE S b 2 53 e A O W AR & Pk A TR g, ff
13550 RERE M U1 P AR R B AR AT E B R Ay B T — e AR R U .

DA, FETRBEIX — M B AR 2 A5 (van Dijk) XIESE 1) 8 . Jufoe (2012)
IATESEE 2 538 0 AT P A PR 5 05 EL BN R A 2 5 B idb AT 1 W A sl o S,
B RE LRSS B Csetting). 2534 (participants), A AZFRT M /5
{f (communicative and other actions/events). 3 St IGHTE]. =56, Hu S PR AE,
S HFAFELbr M. thamali, Z5FHZRNRR, KZRESMIRNES. &
FEIFIH Y (van Dijk, 2008: 76), yuflrd (2012) MUCNEEA(EC 5 (mental model)
PEH LB BRI (context model), AMUIGHIE TN ANE MR, 1 HesG 44
VB2 S HAZ R A ORI S 2 A S R E MR, BA1E S r) “Hr” Bk, W
BERR AN FESE AT, 2 MR AR B FE AT HE VRS 05 20 B 1 70— Rh i 42 CH e,
2013), AP 7 HEPPUR T T A0S A BHERAAIE (Tian, 20115 HfEE, 2012b, 2015;
SR I, 2009). YEATE (2012) A TESFAR I 11 D 4 48 T5 A 23 175 55 ) wh T St
A BEHE MR IRl 5, RS 5SS 0y, RIES.

AHIE TR T A B 47 1 43 24 2 LA SRyl T R0 2211 T (Tracy & Robles, 2013: 21-24)
XS 2 e AT B B2 =8 AR S (master identity) T35 {7
(interactional identity) FI~ N &4 (personal identity). Ji A2 S F5 11 & — A N & LAY
FeoE R I, LhinbEdl, Mg, BEEESE, RXRGMASZEME RIS A8 miE A
ATTAEAZ B A S5 rhosk Hoh AT 35 B vt iR e ) e, Lrp RE QUL A 8, il —A A
e AR T2 200, (e A A& W, ek imare ~E; Nafh—
NTETEAT A POE AT A, B0 —A NSRRI g — AR n) 2, AR BNt —
ML o B SO 2 BIA R 5 LRSS R R TR . AN N S48 10— BN R]
PEA% . FHAD A SR DL A TN — L8 AR RS R, & ss—A A teifa e
M) EBAFE, sy S, BRM . HRE B AR, (ARt A [F) oAt A 0%
R, WnAGE . MAE,

ROt BLE H G A 1 R SR I TR L)), Ferp BV SO i L
F PR IR A NI RE P 1) BT DA RS AN AR, Rl 2 3L rh R 22 T
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RESI LRI TS B+ TR, IR ISRE ) A B2 o EL A A DLAE A AT T 0 18 30
PErh, BRGSO B . RN AERSCE AR, BRI E B S Z IR, Rl
BOBRA YW . BRI SCE RIS L, AW B2 L8 5 0 h A R R
NGO PN NEET, E R R R B I B AT 08, LU Eh B A
NEF TN St AT 4 o

3. Wk

AT TR RLR B RIEIE 8 A R BT i RS R L R SO B 51 5 i i s 1)
A BB RHART 2018 4F 1 H 14 H B7F, BRI AAE, 58 N B MENS
B 5L 5 PR HENb A o A7 P A S DL 2 D R VR, JF AL /047 — 44
B N A BRI S 55 R WAL i . S SCRIDGE Y B R il L,
SR 2 /NI 290 19 B, Besg N SUAR R 30745 KL 00 8280 7, JL3U 74T RAA
8590 o WRMA SR AT C FIREMZ L4t (committee member), H R FR%E
#it# (respondent), Ff Rn Al Cn H1/ “n” KRIXIGEMPE LR G MEME RS
DA EAE PIR e XCE 2SSz

4B LA

F

B g

pn

MR, ORI A N R R T IR S, R B
MEEE B

4.1 MREZH

B iy A T AT MR B a) B ISR SO K IR . BB il Bt
XV SCHY S PRI DR RN R Y o el A 08, o MR Al 5 2 3 o 1) B R A T [P 5
FEWRSCEREH, S5 XU AZ R FER AR T W18 SO S (AR G S AR, BLAR XU
AWK ARE I IEART A, AHZ XU B AT LAEAT AT 52 4 0T 5 112 A0 )
WU . B b B G R SO IU T AR BRIIN S B (0 B AR 5 1 5
Tras MBI, BEAMEE 2 B PR U “ P “ IS SXRE KR AL 2 i R 9
Sy, AR BB s
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[1]

C2: All right, so identities are constructed in discourse, OK?

R1: Yes.

C2: All right, can you give an example to show this?

R1: Example?

C2: Yes, from your research. Give an example to show your understanding of the
relationship between identity and discourse.

(2]

C2: MRNZEMBNFMERERN —ENER , B4, ks , B
ATH , B AFHHRI , XEMNIEAAEMRBIL , EIRAFRE M- L4
significance, RAARBE B , RITBAILELER , RXEMTRZONE , RS
s, BB (... )

Bl rh, B e C2 Ay A AEE R2 BEMRYE A CRIWFFTE2S B 1E ] identities are
constructed in discourse”. 5] [2] 1 C2 A5 HZAEA HEIk B S AP IR LRI DTk . P51
T, C2 AR RALT T “research” “HFST” “MEE” XL, BLAL, BB LB NS
PR PRI SRR AR SRS e, 25 i, AR PR I R A R R
VERHORAIEFCIRIE T AR, B B e o — AMIFGURE o a6 o8 35 8 ORI SO 2k
B, BRE DS W T AR TS S

WA TEE HLANIHEAT, B REE T S AN R D7 TR A N BTN WS BI85 B 0l 4
FR I A, B TR S O T T T A RS R E I S ANKITERIETUE B 4 LA RIS
WHTH S )

4.1.1 FRAERTFH 5 4

FRAS SR T By B i SCA A @RI, ELUnds 25 0 — LR Bl
OANERE, B B SRR K LA AR AR T RN 78 o B TR . B s

[3]C3: (...) So first of all, you mention the present thesis about those quantitative
and qualitative approaches. So what is the difference between quantitative and
qualitative?

S1: I think the quantitative approaches will use the data analysis software. And there
will be statistics, data statistics.

C3: Yeah, how about qualitative?
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R1: Qualitative approaches almost about manual analysis.

C3: OK, good. NEXHH , XEEMLFERNER. BHRHMRELILEENFE
W—THAREMNEE. BXU—TEMMRINETENR , EFRXER , iR
—TRREMMNEERARZIHIIREZE. BEBSIA—RBXEFTREEN
3R, AREMHAR. TRUESKREER —EUMEE. XNEENBFREXR.
B 1996 FEXD (FELLRE) LAE -BXERUME (HLLRZEWRS
ERNEMHRR) , RE2ANRS—BHRELAGRMFAMEMTRER, (... )

e, FaZ s C3 W& AH Rl KT AR “quantitative” il
“qualitative” AR Z 18] (1) X ), Ml 7248 OE o Sy, SRS C3 51 BB
RS Y] T B N R AARERIX ], TR I I E AR, AW
R T B R SRS RS S

4.1.2 ARSI S

ANFREAIT 7T B 3 B il U A . DA SENE A SO S VRS R LA M LA K S
2 SRS AT RO R K, 3 4 M P 18 S S R B 2 2% SRR AR 5 RS
BT SR T B R ARG B0y a6 4] [5] (6] FioR:

(4]

C3: I think that is good. I have to say something more about weakness. Yeah, you
have done a very pretty good job, a very pretty good job. But I need one appendix,

appendix of data. REHERMERE , HFE,
R1: ¥
(5]

C3: (...) There are lot of mismatch, lot of mismatch, OK? Mismatch between the
works in Chapter two and the references. For example, and please turn to page nine, the
third paragraph, Yeah...

R3: Mm.

C3: So the third paragraph, “ground and view...” OK. So the year is 1984.

R3: Yeah.
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C3: But in references, the year is 1983. 1983, right? Good. next one, OK, #RiX M
KT E,

R3: Sorry, B8 7,

C3: Next one, Wang Yin, S8PUER , £5 , NiZ=2E %=, But you didn’t mention
his name on your references. EE&E , FHEH&E., XEBEHE , OK, Good.

R3: Sorry.

[6]

C2: You think so? FEERHE , IR—NEBZRHE BN BEEHRBERME , b
i , So here, words, P, 1999, 51 TWEE=NSE M , Text World: Representing on
Centre Space in Discourse, X2 NHH , EfME , RENEEARERET , &
MEELRBRE, RRBERIXNRZ , BABTHAL? fREXA Widdowson,
1978, Teaching Language as Communication, XN HEZZEFME , BNMNFH , BEF
BHAET , BLEBMNHAH AT KER? Text World: Representing on Centre Space
in Discourse , B'E , 8—1MNFER , B—MPEBMBEKRE | ERMEK , TFEEMH, X
NEXERXLENRA , MREFENT , XHEBREESERIGHMLHARE |, %
BHNER—NERHOMEELE | XNE2

R3: 18,

=, SRR B A I BRI 1R L R R T A U
8, IR T ERE RIS S . BI4]% C3 Jefathi B ai# Rl ¥y 475,
SRIGHR R SCoh /DIt s, B AR RIS . (5] C3 HSedR b B i R3 SChkZRiE
#8932 2% SCRRANIL G i) 7L, 3 if 2% EAR 7 B WA AN BN ), 51 (6] h C2 4R T
R3 A RBHARIAS ARG @, FFR T ASVE ™ B “ RS, X5
PRIEBEA PN bR o “ARERIX AT 22 A AR R e, XTI, PSR 4
PUES R SR LU R FAE S S A n o e M DDV 27 (7 RN/ 1 S W VS N 1 i S S AR .
1) T 25 FE AN VE T SUE S0

4.1.3 BB H & 4

I 50 B 4 ) 32 Bl i i 5 R a0 GV 20 DL T P9 28 ST,
b an st FH 2o i BERf e PR R A USARFE R (e o g
“must” “have to”), BB HZRBIRL, BUHATEN .
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[7]

C2: ARRM , RUMBY , B—RKRRIFRXANNENEER .

R2 : #F,

(8]

C3: BESMESHFu | 8. KKkE, KEREEMEXLE,
R4 : HIEHE,

[9]

C3 : FTAXBRGIRIREEREM{Y, You must be careful and supplement some

content, very good.

R4: OK.

[10]

C3: But I need one appendix, appendix of data. iR BB BERMEREHFE,
Rl : %o

[11]

C2: All right, you cannot answer that question, OK, remember one question you

cannot tell me. You cannot make me very satisfied with your answer.

DA b T v B s s RGBS LR SGE H S8 IAR OGS SRS T, DR
RIS, G T REE IEE S . AL, RIE h A RE R s R EE LR
WO, BT RIGT8), &4 (command) 174 (Halliday, 1985: 68). fEfi& &
TEAT A, A T BRI AN AR AN A S 2 T FRDER 2598 B W 1 N AT XA i 4 1 55 14
(Halliday, 1985: 86), MMM HEEA . 1. k4> (Halliday & Matthiessen, 2004:
622>, [71[81[91[101 “HRuLZi” “4347” “I need” “you must” “you have to” XKEKE
XS =, JF HAfE AR, P S+ omid, AU 35— 07 KR —J5
(R & o TR SO R AR — /UK A) 1, EEAT “you can” “you are supposed to”, &%,
F A B AIUETE “1 suggest you to” “I think it is better to” “ Ul R AR N L& IfF— 4”7
XRZAALI AL T, FIFE ] USSR AT A . B il e tE. = X
55 R B AR TR T S il e tgi il , M T B i NI Sy o B L1105 C2 X%
FEE BN, X A1 & T 9 A—59 301 . /K557 (Fairclough, 2015:
75) INAALESEEVPNAT I, WA AR PP A AR 2 4 I T B B R st Aad
BT A AL, WRE R TS R B R AR, T & R A
FE KIS0
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42 FXE 5%

G ORI TR A AN R, R R 2 D 2 R R
R R a0 EE AW, 2014: 109) B0 LSS LG e Bz i W BV %0
PR SR B A 22 54, W MBI ETR

[12]

c2: (... ) EHRWRBLERAER , =T , WiRBLRE , SRAALPE?
ERLEE , WHALKRAR, REZE51/A.

R2 : RRW , AERXREEXINXENMRRF ZI , BLELIL , BREEERE
RMRERNEBRI K , SRNBULBNEBMRBEL , AR —EREFE , A
EREXENRER RABRRMMBBREERS D KRR RNETHNER,
BINREHES EE BEXRPERENREIE  REELRNHM2 5 ST,

[13]

C2 :0Ko BREMRXLRIBHN —MNBAHRMHAR? MRBUEKINERE — LA idea
KFHANER , BB, BENEBE B

R3 : /Y,

C2: BB , H—/ cohesive devices , A AE T cohesive devices , FTEASF
B T coherenceo XHMB , XA —MRHY , XIIE?

R3 : &,

C2: BAMRBRT —MLA , RINXAHFREBICHNUA , BE , fREKRT -
BENNR , RUWEET -G, B, REEN NG, BRIB?

R3 : 18,

C2: R ZEMBIIMEFNERERN —LEANER , B4, kiExx , Bt
ATTH , BHAFNERI , XHENETUAERBIL , £RNTZE N — L4
significancec, RAARBEHIE , RATBAILELER , RXEMTRZONE , RS
e B MEREG—T , BEEHRMEREZXNIMEDN , X Halliday and Hasan ,
FWIRENMMNNERBERN —LENER , 8?2 EARRT —IMMEEFEXNFEA ,
BEEMRKE-LEHFNAIN, FIABRMFRXIINEENEBRR2EILRIRXS
H, 5%, B8F %1 |, RE? B&E L, FRE £t FRMAEMNTR
@, EXRBRUMNFTENENEFL? TEAEAMELN —MERTE,
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R3 : X,

C2 : XWB? MEXMAENERHRTR—MEE , RFR2—RFT R , RTR—
M2 BB, EXHEXNEE , MAREEREEFRBEBMETE.

R3 : &,

C2: BRI, OK, XZREM—IMEIL , FIE,

#1221 C2 HHEAE K UIATZ: R2 RIRRIE ), W T ERMEREAE S 0. #i1013]
H C2 8515 R3 KV A ST 700 4 i it 7T 0 4h 78, J8 & R3 3204 A S5 008
R, XM S R ATEEH W TR, AR IR R ETE T S 5 2 A Ak
AU B Z I —22 4, @ik 725 12 A S .

TR SRR, B s PN B BT B L U T & 7 AU ) AP A 1A
B, HPhEMERSMAUNE S, FEAAIAEM T, RIS AR (personal power)
FHHAAI AL S) (positional power) (Chiang, 2009). AN AR )HE H—AN N B 5 ek GE 77
T, BB D125 I L AR R AR A OGS AT 2 T A 50 N T B I USRI L K
MR ) & AL 2 R R T 1K, BB 01 22 i I R 0 5 i IR SCIEAT PR, 1k
SESR A, P LR AR E R ER R, wRn R, TR, RS
M RS s A AL SRS A IE A Skmg, L3 dm T &R A EA L
WU Sy AREIE TR S0y WA TUE S0y LU AE S Oy, Hor A RAS B
SR FIARET T S A THR Sy o Gl R G @, B AR S I T A
WIXAEER Z A R AR XA G058, sk T B OYE A TR H A ARy, T i i
I FEE B 4 LA S 2 2R S, oA S RPN B IR o WP R s N AL
JIHIRAAT AT B A DU IE Ak, AR R R Ly sz i, %A D e
H SRR 3. B oA BOIR T 5 IR F s s RNE e semg, 2
T HCKB) (D ABOTFINAIR D, AL T 28R e i & sy LR A4S I
WIS (Wodak, 2012).

5. Ll dta iy 2h S 4F A
FERSCE R, SO i I B AL, RAARBUIE SRR AHEC R B

TR AT PR PE LD S R e e RS ANE — T A e (1, (H IR IR IE I
NP MCKIFIR R, — M MR B AL AE TR T LAl AT DS S FH NIRRT, BRI TR
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HFREAT, EE RN AT RE S A, AN B sk SR s e i () P AR RN ERAE, DAt
T I SE 2 AP AE— PR AHIE IR OC R, W R BT
[14]
C3 RUMBENMEREM—LERA, FEE - IHRSESHARERF-
R4 : 5, X, Mo
C3 : fb7E 2003 it , ARRMEARN R (HLKEBEBSEPFHNZESFEINM.
XEXE 2003 FHEE—1.
R4 : FBIMX AR B AT AR B — T8 ? FKAE S SCERERR B9 iR 303X L 2R 75 40
EEAET AR XEREEERNSIH L EBMERMERNANAZT  REXL. ...
C3 : IMNKRBUERME , EARGFEHE , LNEKREEqGZ , REEEESF

R4 : X, X, Fto
C3: EESMEZE W | tHE, KRKE, KEFEEMNEX LA,
R4 : HIEHE,

Bl[14], C3 B smBAPEIRTL “ a2 K 125 NI T B 6y, (HAZ 2%
P R4 10154 A OZAN LR A P B O IS5 R, 5 17 A SR8 . C3
A TR B N 3, WO RO T SO, SR S SN R IE Uy 3 X
ANFREBOE LN E7, JECLA S IN TIZE BN A, 58 R4 E TS, C3 4k
A2 T e PR RIE “ Hoerain b7, R T 2RI S B 03 I R . 7ETE TR I
Zhrh, C3 e BN TEXE B Z AR MH 5 R, JF AT RO T iE 5 e H, R 5Ek
TORPE R WA S A, 4ed T A SR AR RERGZAL ) .

SO R (BN SRR DU 5 Gy iR I i 1, 1 [14] Fp 38 i i ey C3 i
(K153 03 52 1) R4 1 JFEEIT, C3 32D A% DR B R W) A QU S R, R 2 I
IR Sy, 55 RA BEAT S 03 B RS 1004 75 5 47 S ) S B Bh AR AL

S0 B P AR IUAE B B (E U B 00 S22 E S b italr] . s o B0
FE I AR AR — Ty T AN N8 I R LR 5 g T otk 25 DR 38 0 W0 Ay C
e, 201300 WA AL EMENKRSE, 7ERBHU T, s e S e
W, BEAT R e AN, AT B A A R BE R R il RS 1) 5t
o B T2 1 LR SO S AU R BE R S R LA S IE 5T 75 1082 I AL 27 > 75K
WEAERE PIe, AT It BRI HCE, DI B AR S St R S e
W, AT B DL o IR I B 2 I E UM 21 TR SRR, S T LR . RS
Brrp, B STR I TIRZ R SCH s AL, MR TEFFBL T8 SO A e
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X, (Al A A A O FIRAS SRS IR T B B 5L 2 (R S5 ABR
T IV SO PR, BRI SCSS AR 32 Y ) il —— B —— PP X = G 7 41 R
A5EI, AEREAFTUR S BB B2 B2 IR BT L A A MR IR BBl ik —
Ao W BRSBTS AR RO 32 2 1 A TE S B e D
SN, Ay BE AR SCP A R R, SR AR S, AR
H DA R SE R RE 10 22 S A AT, R 2 B2 e

MAL IR MRS, AL, R 12 53 2 WA AR ZE B
INHAE, BB GOl A B B M E S, N TR AR R R, R
WA XU Z B FRAIR T (22 B 58 B ok, sl 7 B SRR, n E3esl (131,
C2 JEMURITE LA 2 B BB DE TP IR I, JF HASH T “BE9e” “ g X283,
TR T EREE IOTIUE B0, (HZ TR R A A i s sUE M 7 8 B A 2R 5 0
B BRI A RERS R 2 A0 EIBUB NPT NI B, k22 AR R 5 2 H IR L
N FRIBIE 58 RS 5450 2 A S e ), AR B S BB (R S

6. gkik

AN F A EHNA W 5 T R SO B A A
VR B (0 SO0, R B B AU B AR S 0y, P
H A A NEE FAF NN 2, B EIRA SO E S0y AREEHTTE S0 A
WIRE G0 AR E 56 GRS FIARTEOIE S0 55B0H50H 5 A
FEB O R, IR BRAL T AR e A S AU AL, ARDL T 5 F 2R
S BIRYE S BA I A BRI RS . 50 @0 S ShaS PR e, Fk
RN A SRS BHIEDC R . B0 IR W) i 1k LU S i ) = A5, X =AMy i f
FEEAME, WML, KRR

HEVPR TR DG TR AL S B IS R R, B0 “TREThRE” (IR, 2012a), JCHETE
WS HA S, IR, MR KR. S MKIhRtE, SRS 5EAE
WIRTEFIERE . B GOl A BRI S TR I B 0, LT AR IR
SRR, 25T 4 A ARSIV BB, EES S ROV A
SUIRELL RS 53 TR ST, JERIB0E T S0 @A B A TR A Al o

S
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The Dynamics of Respondents’ Identities as in Thesis Defense

Tan Shuang, Tianjin Foreign Studies University

Abstract: Drawing on related theories of discourse construction in Critical Discourse
Analysis, this paper observes the dynamics of the respondents’ identities in thesis defense in a
university. By analyzing the questions from the committee members, it is found that the
identities of respondents are constructed as both researcher and student. When the respondents
participate in the discourse practice of the thesis defense as a researcher, some personal traits
of the respondents are highlighted as the interaction unfolds. And the researcher identity of the
respondents is observed to converge with the student identity. Discussing these findings, this
paper attempts to reveal some features of identities thus constructed, which are more multiple
and changing than static and set.

Key words: Critical Discourse Analysis, institutional discourse, identity construction,

dynamics
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