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BBeaeHune. B cTaTbe npejcTaBneH 0606LLeHHbI 0630p 3apybexHOol HayyYHoWn nuTepa-
Typbl, MOCBALLEHHON NCCNeA0BaHUIO HAYYHOro AUCKYpCca. AKTYaslbHOCTb aHaUTUYeCcKoro
0630pa 06BACHAETCA BO3PACTAOLMM BHUMAHMEM K AUCKYPCY He TOJIbKO Kak cucteme ¢
YCTONYMBBLIMY XapaKTepUCTUKaMK, HO 1 KaK K AUHaMn4YeckoMy npoueccy, NoABep>XeHHOMyY
N3MEHEeHVSM MOoJ Bo3jencTBMeM BHeLLHNX GakTopoB. Llenb paboTkl 3aknovaeTcs B npea-
CTaBAEHUN OCHOBHbIX HaMpPaBAEHU 1 KOHLEeNUUi NpUKNagHON NHIBUCTUKN, NCCAeayo-
LLlel Hay4YHbIV ANCKYPC, YCTaHOBIEHWM NakyH B CYLLEeCTBYHOLLMX NCCNefoBaHMaX 1 0603Ha-
YeHUN NepCcnekTUB JaNbHENLLero N3y4eHus.

MeTogonorms n NCToOYHUKU. B paboTe NpoaHanM3mMpoBaHO cojepxaHue 3apybexHbIX
Hay4HbIX Ny6aMKauni, MOCBALLEHHbBIX N3YUYeHUI0 Hay4YHOro AMckypca. VIcCTouHuKammn ciy-
XaT peueHsnpyemMble XXypHasbl 1 akajeMmnyeckre 6asbl JaHHbIX. MeToAonora onmpaeTcs
Ha CUCTeMATU3aLMI0 N CPAaBHUTE/IbHBIN aHANM3 Pa3NNYHBIX IMHIBUCTUYECKNX KOHLENUMiA
1 TeopeTnYecKX NoAX0A0B.

Pe3synbTaTthl N 06¢cy>kaeHune. O630p Nokasas, YTo HECMOTPSA Ha CyLLEeCTBYOLLMI LUNPOKUIA
KOpMyC NccnefoBaHNi HAyYHOro AMUCKypCa, 3BOOLMA HayYHON KOMMYHUKALMN OCTaeTcs
HeZoCTaTOUYHO N3yYeHHON. [lenaeTcsa BblBOJ, YTO CpeAn paboT, NOCBALLEHHbIX UCC1el0Ba-
HUI0 HAay4YHOro AMCKYpCa, NpeobnagatoT Tpyabl, KOTopble 60 GOKYyCUPYHOTCS Ha aHanmse
AVNCKYPCUBHBIX OCOBEHHOCTelr Hay4YHOro ObLLeHNs B CUHXPOHHOM cpese, M60 akueHTU-
PYIOT Y3KO OrpaHnYeHHbIi BpeMeHHON nHTepBan. O4Hako A8 NMOHUMaHWNS TOro, Kak Hayu-
Has KOMMYHMKaLMA ajanTupyeTcs K HOBbIM TpeboBaHUAM 1 06CToATEeNbCTBAM, MpescTas-
NAETCH BaXHbIM YUYMTbIBATb HE TOJIbKO CTaTUYeckme XapakTepucTkn, HO 1 MpoLecchl 3BO-
noumn. B 3Toi CBA3M M3yyeHne HayuyHOoro ANCKypca B ero AMHaM1Yeckom pasBuUTUN Nnpu-
obpeTaeT 0COOYIO 3HAYMMOCTb U HOBU3HY.

3akno4veHne. AHaNUTUYeCKN 0630p OTKPbIBaeT HOBble MepCrnekTUBbl AN U3YyYeHUs
Hay4yHOro AWCKypca yepes npu3aMy AMHAaMU4YecKoro nogxopa. MccnegoBaHme HayyHOro
AVCKYPCa B NCTOPUYECKOM pakypce MpeAcTaBaseTcs LeHHbIM 418 BbIABNEHWSA KAHUeBbIX
COLMOKYNbTYPHbBIX GaKTOPOB, BANSAIOLLMX Ha TPaHCHOPMaLMKM TEKCTOBLIX peannsaumii Anc-
KYPCUBHbBIX KaTeropuii 1 Npr3HakoB B pasnnyHble 3NoxXun. 3TO NO3BOASET ONpeseNnTb cne-
unpuryeckme ANCKYpCMBHbIE OCOBEHHOCTW, MPUCYLLME KaXAOMY KOHKPEeTHOMY mcropuye-
CKOMY Mepunogy CyLLieCTBOBaHNS ANCKYpPCa.

KntoueBble cnoBa: 0630p, 3apybexHble NCCefoBaHSs, HayuHbI AUCKYPC, NCTOpUYeckas ANCKYPCONors
Ana unTupoBaHua: Muporosa M. HO. HayuHblli guckypc: 0630p McCieA0BaHW B 3apybexHO
nuHremctuke // INCKYPC. 2026. T. 12, Ne 1. C. 154-169. DOI: 10.32603/2412-8562-2026-12-1-154-169.

© MupoHoBsa M. 0., 2026

KoHTeHT goctyneH no nuueH3nun Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License. @ @
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License. e~

154 HayuHbIn anckypc: 0630p nccieAoBaHUin B 3apy6exXHON INHIBUCTUKE
Scientific Discourse: An Overview of Research in Foreign Linguistics



A3bIKO3HAHME ANCKYPC. 2026.T. 12, Ne 1. C. 154-169
Linguistics DISCOURSE. 2026, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 154-169

Scientific Discourse: An Overview of Research in Foreign Linguistics

Marina Yu. Mironova

Saint Petersburg State Economic University, St Petersburg, Russia,
mkpr@yandex.ru, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7938-6254

Introduction. The article presents a generalized overview of foreign scientific literature
devoted to the scientific discourse research. The relevance of the analytical overview is
explained by the increasing attention to discourse not only as a system with stable
characteristics, but also as a dynamic process subject to change under the influence of
external factors. The purpose of the paper is to present the main directions and concepts
of applied linguistics, which explores scientific discourse, to identify gaps in existing research
and to identify prospects for further study.

Methodology and sources. The paper analyzes the content of scientific publications of
foreign scientists devoted to the study of scientific discourse. The sources are peer-reviewed
journals and academic databases. The methodology is based on the systematization and
comparative analysis of various linguistic concepts and theoretical approaches.

Results and discussion. The conducted review showed that despite the existing wide body
of research on scientific discourse, the evolution of scientific communication is insufficiently
studied. It is concluded that among the works devoted to the study of scientific discourse,
there are works that either focus on analyzing the discourse features of scientific
communication in a synchronic context, or emphasize a limited time period. However, to
understand how scientific communication adapts to new requirements and circumstances,
it is important to take into account not only static characteristics, but also the processes of
evolution. In this regard, the study of scientific discourse in its dynamic development
acquires special significance and novelty.

Conclusion. The conducted analytical overview opens up new perspectives for studying
scientific discourse through the prism of a dynamic approach. The study of scientific
discourse from a historical perspective is valuable in terms of identifying key socio-cultural
factors influencing the transformation of textual realizations of discourse categories and
features in different eras. This allows us to identify the specific discourse features typical for
each specific historical period of the discourse existence.

Keywords: overview, foreign studies, scientific discourse, historical discoursology

For citation: Mironova, M.Yu. (2026), “Scientific Discourse: An Overview of Research in Foreign
Linguistics”, DISCOURSE, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 154-169. DOI: 10.32603/2412-8562-2026-12-1-154-169 (Russia).

BBenenue. B ycnoBusix mobanu3anuu U ObICTporo oOMeHa nHQopmaimen yBeInInBacTCs
HE0O0XoAMMOCTh d(HPEKTUBHON TIepeIaun 3HAHUM U Y9acTHsl B MEKIyHAPOIHOM HAy4YHOM OOIIIe-
HuH. COBpEMEHHBI MUP TPeOyeT OT CIEIHMAINCTOB HE TOJNBKO IIYOOKMX 3HAaHHH B CBOMX OOa-
CTSIX, HO M YMEHUS B3aNMOJICHCTBOBATH C MPEJCTABUTEISIMU Pa3HbIX CTPAaH U KYIBTYp. DTHM 00b-
SCHSIETCSI HeocllabeBarollas akTyalbHOCTh paboT, MOCBSIIEHHBIX UCCIEAOBAaHUIO OCOOCHHOCTEH
HAyYHOU KOMMYHHKAIIUH, a TIOUCK HOBBIX MOJXOA0B K U3y4EHHIO HAyYHOTO IUCKYpCa BBIXOAUT Ha
nepBbIif ian. Kpome Toro, pa3BuTHe TEXHOIOTHH U UG POBBIX IIaTGOPM OTKPHIBACT HOBBIE BO3-
MOXHOCTH JUIsi 0OMeHa HaydHOW mH(opMalnuei, 4To TpeOyeT ajantaiuil METOI0B KOMMYHHKA-
1uu. Takum 00pa3zoM, U3ydeHHEe HAydHOTO JUCKYpCca CTAHOBUTCS KITFOYEBBIM DJIEMEHTOM YCIIEII-
HOTO Pa3BHUTHUS HAYKH B TII00ATLHOM MacIiTabe.
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HayuHnblif TUCKypC HEM3MEHHO BBI3BIBAET MHTEPEC HE TOJBKO B OTEYECTBEHHOM, HO U 3apy-
O0exHOU TUHTBUCTHKE. CBUIETEIHCTBOM TOMY CITYKaT TPY/IBI 3apyOS)KHBIX HccaemaoBareneit. [1o-
CKOJIBKY JIJIsl TITYOOKOTO OCMBICIIEHUS MPOOIeM HAydHOTO JUCKYpCa HEBO3ZMOXKHO OMHUPATHCS HC-
KIFOYUTEITFHO HAa ONBIT OTEUECTBEHHBIX JIMHTBUCTOB, MPEACTABISETCS HEOOXOIUMBIM OCYIIe-
CTBUTH aHATTUTHYECKUIA pa300p TEOPETUUECKOTO M MTPAKTHUECKOTO HACIIEAHSI 3apYOEKHOTO SI3BIKO-
3Hanus. Llens naHHON cTaThu — AaTh KpaTkuil 00630p paboT, HOCBALICHHBIX U3YYEHUIO HAyYHOTO
JUCKypca B 3apyOeKHOM JIMHIBUCTHKE, YCTAHOBUTD JIAKYHBI B CYIIECTBYIOIUX UCCIEIOBAaHUAX U
OTIpEeIETUTH O0JIACTH JajbHEeHIIero n3y4eHus.

3a roapl uccieaoBaHul c(hOPMUPOBATIOCH HECKOJIBKO HAyYHO-METOJOJIOTHYECKUX HaIlpaBIie-
HUW, KaXJ0€ U3 KOTOPBIX MPEIIOJIaracT ONPEAESICHHYI0 HHTEPIPETAIMI0 HAYYHOTO JUCKypca U
npejiaraeT crnocoObl ero aHaau3a.

MeTo10/10TUsl M HCTOYHUKH. YUCHBIMHU, B (DOKYCE BHIMAHUS KOTOPBHIX Ha MPOTSHKEHUH MHO-
T'HUX JIET HaXOAWINCH MTPOOJIeMBbI HaydHOTO AUCKYpca, BbicTynatoT L. Anthony, M. Atai, D. Atkinson,
R. G. Badger, C. Bazerman, F. Benelhadj, M. Clyne, T. Dahl, J. Flowerdew, D. S. Giannoni, S. Hunston,
K. Hyland, P. A. Martin Martin, G. Myers, L. Sadr, M. D. Salas, J. M. Swales u np. UccnenoBanus
BBINOJIHEHBI Ha TIPUMEpax pPa3HbIX S3bIKOB U Ha 0a3e pa3IMyHbIX AUCHUILTNH. PaccMoTpum Kiroue-
Bbl€ KOHIIEMIIMU U HauOoJjiee aKTyaJIbHbIE PE3YIBTaThl, NOTYyYEHHBIE 3apyOeKHBIMU YUEHBIMU.

C nmo3unnii KOMMYHUKAaTUBHO-IIParMaTnyecKoro Mojxo/1a U3y4aroTcs MPOLEeCChl epeiayd U
MHTEPIIPETALNU CMbICIIa, KOMMYHHKAaTHBHbBIE HAMEPEHUS aJjpecara, CoCOObI TOCTHKEHHSI KOMMY-
HUKaTHBHBIX IEJIeH, peU4eBOE MOBEICHNE YIaCTHUKOB KOMMYHHKAIIUU U aJIEKBaTHOCTh YIOTpebIIe-
HUS SI3BIKOBBIX CPEJICTB B KOHKPETHBIX KOMMYHHUKATUBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX. 3HAUUTEIbHOE KOJTUYECTBO
HCCIIEIOBaHUN COCPEIOTOUECHO HA CTPATareMHO-TaKTUUECKON OpraHu3allid Hay4yHOTO JIUCKYypca.
YacTh U3 HUX MOCBAIICHA POJIM CTPATETHH BEXIIMBOCTH B HAy9HOM 0OIeHnd. B 3Tux paborax BbI-
SBJISIIOTCSL IPUEMBI pean3aliy BeXIJIMBOCTH U S3BIKOBbIE CpEACTBa ee oObekTuBanuu [1] u ap.,
aHAJIM3UPYETCS BAXKHOCTH UCIIOB30BaHMSI CTPATErU BEXIIMBOCTH JUTsl 3(()EKTUBHOTO OOIIEHHUS C
yutarenasimu [2; 3]. UccnenoBareny moauyepKuBaoT BaXKHOCTh aJIEKBaTHOTO MCIIOIb30BAHUS CTpa-
TETUH TMO3UTUBHOW W HETAaTHBHOW BEXJIMBOCTU ISl A((HEKTHBHOTO B3aUMOJCUCTBHS B HAyYHOM
cpene. Kpome Toro, aHamm3upyroTCs MEXIUCIUTUIMHAPHBIE 0COOCHHOCTH MPUMEHEHHS CTPATETUN
BEXJIMBOCTH B HAYYHBIX CTaThsX [4], a TakKe U3y4aeTcs, B KAKUX pa3/ienax HayqHBIX MyOIuKaui
MIPUEMBI Peau3allii CTPATETUN BEKITMBOCTHU MPEICTaBICHBI HAMOOIee MHTEHCUBHO [5]. YueHbie
paccMaTpUBalOT, IPU MOMOIIM KaKUX MTPUEMOB aBTOPBI HAYUHBIX CTaTel BhIPAXKalOT CTENEHb yBe-
PEHHOCTH B CBOMX YTBEPXKIACHUSAX U HAJAXKUBAIOT AUAJIOT C YUTATEIISIMU, BBISIBIISISL pa3/Inyusl B UC-
MOJIb30BaHUM TaKUX MPUEMOB B pazaenax «Baenenue», «O0cyxaenue» u «Pe3ynprarsi», a Takxke
B Pa3JIMYHBIX HAyYHBIX OOJIACTSIX, TAKUX KaK SIKOHOMHUKA, METUIIMHA U TEXHOJIOTUHU. BhIBOABI MOA-
KPEIUISAIOTCS KOJIMYECTBEHHBIMU TAHHBIMU U PE3YJIbTaTaMU CPAaBHUTEJILHOIO AHAIN3A.

Psi paboT mocBsieH ucciae10BaHUIO SIBICHUS arOHAIBHOCTU B HAYYHOM JIUCKYpCe. ABTOPBI,
3aHUMAIOIIMECS U3yYCHHEM COMEPHUYECTBA B HAYYHOW KOMMYHUKAIIUU, PACKPBIBAIOT MPOOIEMyY
JOMUHUPOBAHUS PUTYATU30BAHHOTO KOH(IIMKTA B aKaIEMUYECKON KOMMYHHUKAIIMH U MIPEIJIaraioT
MIEPEOCMBICITUTE CIIOCOOBI BEACHHSI HAYIHOUM JUCKYCCHU [Tl YITYYIICHUS KaueCTBA 3SHAHUA 1 MEXK-
JTUYHOCTHBIX OTHOIIEHUH B Hayke [6; 7]. [logHrMaeTcs BOpoc 0 HEOOXOMUMOCTH PacCMOTPETh
aNbTEepPHATUBHBIE (POPMBI HHTEIICKTYaIbHOTO 00MEHa, KOTOPbIE HE UCKIIIOYAIOT arOHUCTUYECKUN
MOJXO0J, HO JTOJIKHBI COCYIIECTBOBATH C HUM pajau Oojee MpOIYyKTUBHOTO HAYyYHOTO AHaliora u
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noucka UCTUHBL. OTAeNbHbIE paOOThI MOCBSIIEHBl UCCIIEA0BAHNIO OLIEHOYHOCTH B HAYYHON KOM-
MYyHHKaIMH. PaccMaTpuBaloTcs sI3bIKOBbIE CPEICTBA U CIIOCOOBI 00BEKTUBAIIMU CTPATETHUH OLICHH-
BaHUsI, B TOM YHUCIIE C YUETOM KYIBTYPHBIX 0coOeHHOCTEH [8]. ABTOpBI MOAUYEPKHUBAIOT, UTO KYJb-
TYpHBIE OCOOEHHOCTH U JIOKAJIbHbIE TPAIUIIUH aKaJeMHYECKOTO OOIIEHUS CYIIECTBEHHO BIIHSIOT
Ha CIIOCOOBI BEIPAKEHUSI KPUTUKU U OLIEHOYHBIX CY)KJCHUI B HAyYHBIX Mpou3BeneHusX. OTaens-
HBIE UCCIICIOBAaHUS TOCBSIICHBI PUTOPUYECKUM CTPATErUsIM, UCTIOIb3YEMbIM /ISl BRIPQKEHUS aKa-
JEMHYECKON KPUTUKH B HAyYHBIX TEKCTaX, M UX BAPbUPOBAHUIO B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT *aHpa [9].
VYnensiercs BHUMaHUE TOMY, KaK KOHKYPEHLIMS W KPUTHKa Cpeld KOJUIer MOXKeT (OopMHpOBaTh
Hay4HbIE TPAKTUKH M MPOCTPAHCTBO HCCIENIOBAaHUHN B OMpeieseHHOW nuciuiuinae. Takast kpu-
THKa paccMaTpUBaeTCs HE Kak KOH(IMKT, a KaK BaKHBIN cr1oco® caMOOpraHu3aliy U pa3BUTUA
Hayku. MccnenyroTest TMHTBUCTUYECKUE U TUCKYPCUBHBIE CPEICTBa OOBEKTUBALIMU KOH(IUKTA B
HAy4YHBIX paboTax U ONpPeessieTCs POJIb CTPATEruy HECOIIacHs B TOCTPOSHUH HAYYHBIX apryMeH-
ToB [ 10]. I[loguepkuBaeTcst BAYKHOCTH BEXKIMBOCTH U M30ETaHMsI IPSIMBIX HAMMAIOK B HAYYHBIX MYy0-
JMKAIMAX, a HECOITIaCHe PacCMaTpUBAETCsl KaK KOHCTPYKTHBHBIN 3J€MEHT Hay4HOTO OOILEHHUS,
HEOOXOIMMBIN JIJIs1 TIOBBIIICHUS KAYeCTBa U 3HAYCHUS UCCIIEIOBAHUH.

Cnenyer ynomsiHyTh paOOThl, aHATU3UPYIOLUIUE BBHIPAKEHHOCTh PEKIAMHOW CTpaTeruu B
Hay4HbIX MYyONUKAIlUsAX, B TOM YUCJIE OXBATHIBAIOIIUX PA3IMYHBIC SI3bIKU W TUCHUIUIMHBIL. Tak,
HarpumMmep, B ctatbe «Promotional strategies in research article introductions: an interlinguistic and
cross-disciplinary genre analysis» [11] mpoBoguTCsS CpaBHUTEIBHBIN aHAIN3 UCITIONH30BAHUS Pe-
KJIAMHOMW CTpaTeru B BBOAHOW YaCTU MCCIE0BaTeNIbcKor crarbu. [Ipoananusuposas 80 crareit
Ha aHTJIMICKOM M MCTIAHCKOM SI3bIKaX, OTHOCSIIUXCS K ABYM OMU3KHM JUCHIUTUIMHAM — KIIMHAYE-
CKOH U 3/1paBOOXPAaHUTEIHHON MCUXOJIOTHH M JIEPMATOIOTUH, aBTOP OOHAPYXHII, YTO TEKCTHI Ha
AHIIIUIICKOM SI3BIKE B IIEJIOM coAepKar 0ojiee BhIpaKCHHbIE PUTOPHUECKUE MTPOMOYTEPCKUE MPH-
€MBbI; IPU TOM HaONII0aeTCs U MEXIMCIUIUTMHAPHOE pa3HooOpa3ue. YUeHble AeNaloT BHIBO, YTO
Ha (HOPMHUPOBAHHE PUTOPUUECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH JKaHpa OJHOBPEMEHHO BIHSIOT U Tpodeccuo-
HaJbHbIE, U KYIBTYpHbIE (DAaKTOPBI, MPUYEM KYJIbTYpHbIE (PaKTOPhl OKa3bIBAIOT OOJIee 3HAYMMOE
BO3/IeiCTBHE, YeM 0COOEHHOCTH KOHKPETHOM JMCHUTUTHHBI.

C nozunmii GyHKINOHATIBHO-IIPArMaTiYeCcKOro MOAX0/1a aHAIU3UPYETCS METaTucKypce. Me-
TAJAUCKYpPC KaK UHCTPYMEHT ()OPMUPOBAHMS HAYYHOTO TEKCTA 3aHUMAET BA)KHOE MECTO B JIMHTBU-
CTHYECKHUX UCCIeN0BaHUAX. OYHKIMOHUPOBAHHE PA3TUYHBIX TUIIOB JUCKYPCHUBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB B
HAyYHOW pedM HEOAHOKPATHO CTAHOBHIIOCH MPEIMETOM aHAIIN3a 3apyOeKHbBIX yueHbIX. Mccneno-
BaTeJH YACHSAIOT 0c000e BHUMAHHUE OMpEAETICHUIO (PYHKINN METaJUCKYPCUBHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB U
MX 3HAYEHUIO B BOCIIPUSATUH TEKCTA, pACCMATPHUBAIOT, KAK UX UCIOJIb30BaHUE CBA3aHO C KOMMYHH-
KaTUBHBIMU LEJISIMU PA3JIMYHBIX Pa3lesioB HayYHBIX TEKCTOB M KaK 3TH CPEJICTBA MOMOTal0T MO-
TU(UIIPOBATH CTETICHh YBEPEHHOCTH, CYObEKTUBHOCTH U BEXJIMBOCTH BhICKa3bIBaHUM [12] u 1ip.
AHanu3upyercsi pojb SI3bIKOBBIX CPEACTB METAJAMCKypca B MOBBIIIEHHHM KauecTBa MyOIMKalUit
[13] u np. ¥ aganTanyy HayYHBIX TEKCTOB AJIs1 KOHKPETHOM aynuTopuH [ 14], uccnenyercs BnusiHue
POIHOTO s13bIKa HA (POPMUPOBAHUE METAUCKYpPCa HCccenoBarenbckon ctathh [15; 16] u ap. Tax,
B pabore «Metadiscourse markers in biological research articles and journal impact factor: Non-
native writers vs. native writers» [13] BbIABIsIeTCS 4acTOTa UCHOIB30BAHUS METAIUCKYPCHUBHBIX
MapKepoB B CTaThsIX, HAIIMCAHHBIX HOCUTENIIMU aHIJIMICKOTO SI3bIKa (aMEPUKAaHCKUMU aBTOPaMH )
Y HE HOCUTEIISIMU (MPAaHCKUMU aBTOpaMu). TakKe n3ydaeTcs CBS3b MEX/1y YaCTOTON MCIOIb30Ba-
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HUS TaKUX MapKepoB U UMIAKT-(PAKTOPOB KypHaJia, CAyXKallliuX UHIUKaTOPOM KadecTBa MmyOnnKa-
Ui, Pe3ynbTarsl yd4eHbIX MOKa3all BHICOKYIO MOJIOKUTENbHYIO KOPPEISAILUIO YAaCTOThl UCTIOIb30-
BaHUS MapKepOB U MUMIIAKT-(aKTOPa, IPH ITOM HE HOCUTENM aHIIIMKUCKOTO SI3bIKa MCIOIb30BAJIH
3TH MapKepbl HEMHOTO yalie. ABTOPBI 3aKJIIOYAIOT, YTO MOJIy4YEHHBIE JTaHHBIE CBUJIETEIBCTBYIOT O
BO)XHOH pOJM METaJUCKypCHUBHBIX MapKepOB I YIYyYLICHHUsS KOTEPEHTHOCTH W OpTaHU3allH
HAyYHBIX TEKCTOB, YTO CIIOCOOCTBYET MyOJMKAIIMH B JKypHaJIlaX ¢ BBICOKUM HUMIAKT-(haKTOPOM.
YacTp rccne10BaHu HanpaBieHa Ha BBISIBJICHHUE Pa3INUMii B UCIIOJIb30BAaHUU TUCKYPCUBOB B pa3-
HBIX HAyYHBIX KaHpax U aucuuiuinHax [17; 18] u ap., a Takke Ha yCTaHOBJIEHUE 3aBUCUMOCTHU UX
yHnoTpeOIeHHs OT HAIMOHATBHOW MPUHAISKHOCTH aBTopa [19-21] u np. MHoOTOUncneHHbIe pa-
OOTHI TOCBAIIEHBI aHATU3y Xemker (hedges) — MMHTBHCTHYECKUX CPENICTB, C TOMOIILIO KOTOPHIX
aBTOP CMSTYaeT CBOM BBICKA3bIBAHUS, TPEICTABIISI X KaK IPEANOI0KEHU, a He KaKk OeCcCIOpHbIe
(baxThl. BBIABISAIOTCS S3BIKOBBIE CPENICTBA OOBEKTUBAIIMM CMATYEHUS U PACKPBIBAIOTCS (DYHKIIUU
XeKel B mpoliecce nepegayu ¥ BoCupusaTUs nHpopmaruu [22, 23] u ap., aHAIM3UPYETCs 4acTOT-
HOCTb YNOTpPeOJICHHS XeKeH HOCUTEISIMA M HE HOCUTEIISIMHA aHIJIMICKOTO si3bIKa [24-26] u ap.,
UCCIIEIYeTCsl CIIOIb30BAHNE CPEJICTB CMATUCHHS M YCUJICHUS KaTeTOPUYHOCTH B HAYYHOM JIHC-
Kypce C y4eTOM Crelu(UKHU Pa3TUIHBIX TUCIHUIUIAH [27-29] 1 Ap. U KyJbTypHON TPUHAIIICKHO-
ctu aBropa [30]. Kpome Toro, aHanu3upyercst poiab JUCKYPCUBHBIX MAPKEPOB YIAUBJIEHUS B IO-
CTPOEHUH HAydHOTO Auckypca [31].

Posib aBTOpa HEOAHOKPATHO CTAaHOBUJIACH OOBEKTOM BHUMAHHUS HCCIEAOBATENICH. YUeHbIe
paccMaTrpuBalOT JIMHTBUCTHUYECKUI M JUCKYPCHBHBIE aCTIEKThl CAMOMACHTU(HUKAIIMKM aBTOpa B
Hay4YHBIX TeKcTax. ONpenensoTcs sI3bIKOBbIE CPECTBA CAMOYIIOMUHAHKS aBTOPA B HAYYHOM IIPO-
u3BeneHuu [32-35] u ap., aHaMU3UpPyeTCsl 3HAYEHUE OTKPBITOCTH/CKPOMHOCTH B NPE/ICTaBICHUH
COOCTBEHHOTO BKJIa/Ia U 00CYKIAaeTCsl KyJIbTypHO-SI3bIKOBAsI CIICIIU(HKA aBTOPCKOM CaMOHMIEHTH-
duxarum [36; 37], u3yqaroTcs JUaXpOHUYECKHE U3MEHEHHUS B MIPEACTABICHUH aBTOPCKOTO TPH-
cyrctBus [38]. K mHTEpecHBIM pe3yibrataM MPUXOAUT aBTOp cTarbu «Authorial presence in
research article abstracts: A diachronic investigation of the use of first person pronouns» [38],
M3y4YaBIIUH THaXpOHUYECKOE pa3BUTHE CIIOCOO0B 0003HAUEHUSI aBTOPCKOTO MPUCYTCTBUS B HAy4-
HBIX TekcTax. Zh. Li nenaeT BBIBOJ, YTO aBTOPHI BCE Yallle UCIIONIB3YIOT SIBHBIE CPEACTBA CAMOBBI-
paKkeHHsI, TAKMEe KaK MECTOMMEHUS TIEPBOTO JINIA, /Isi 0003HAYEHHUSI CBOETO aBTOPCKOT'O rojioca B
HAy4YHBIX HccienoBaHusIX. Kpome Toro, CymecTByIoT HCCaeJ0BaHus, B KOTOPBIX aHAIM3UPYETCS
BIIMSIHUE TUCHUILTUHAPHBIX [39—41] 1 KylIbTypHO-S3BIKOBBIX (pakTopoB [42; 43] u ip. Ha CTENEHb
BBIPQ)KEHHOCTH aBTOpa B HAy4yHBIX CTarhsAX. Tak, Hampumep, B cBoeil pabore «The ‘I’ in
interaction: Authorial presence in academic writing» M. C. Munoz mog4epKkuBaeT, 4To MpaKTHKa
HCIIOJIb30BaHUSI MAPKEPOB aBTOPCKOTO MPUCYTCTBUS B HAYUHBIX CTaThsIX HE SIBJISIETCS] YHUBEPCAb-
HOM, a TOJIBEPIKeHA BIMSHUIO TUCIMILUIMHAPHBIX 0cOOeHHOCTEH. [Ipoananu3npoBaB HaydHbIE pa-
OOTBI U3 pa3HbIX TUCHUILUIUH (JIUTEpaTypa U KOMIIbIOTEPHbIE HAYKH), YUEHBIA MPUXOIUT K CIEIY-
IOLIIEMY BBIBO/LY: aBTOPBI CTaTeil, Ybu pabOThl OTHOCATCS K T'YMaHUTAPHBIM HayKaM, Yallle UCIOJb-
3yIOT MECTOMMEHHE MEPBOTO JIUIA Ul YCHIICHUS] aBTOPUTETHOCTH U YOSKICHHS YATATENIS, B TO
BpeMs KakK B CTaThAX U3 00JaCTH TEXHUYECKHX HAayK HCIIOIb30BaHNE JAHHOTO MECTOMMEHUS OTpa-
HUYEHO, YTO MPOIUKTOBAHO CTPEMIIEHUEM K OOBEKTUBHOCTH.

B pamkax KOrHUTHBHO-AMCKYPCUBHOIO MOIXO0/Ia U3YUEHBI CIIOCOOBI perpe3eHTauu nHpop-
MaIMi B HAyYHOM TEKCTE, CBS3aHHbIE C KOHIENTyanu3amuei (parMeHToB AeHCTBUTEIBHOCTH; HC-
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CclieZIoBaHa KyJIbTypHas crielu(uka HaydHbIX TEKCTOB, CO3/IaHHBIX HOCUTEISIMU 1 HE HOCUTEISIMU
AHIIIUKCKOTO SI3bIKAa. YUEeHbIE aHAIU3UPYIOT KaK KYJIbTYPHO-S3bIKOBas MPUHAAJIEKHOCTh aBTOpa
BJIMSIET HA CTWJIb U OPTAaHU3AIMIO HAYYHOTO TEKCTA, a TAK)KE HAa BEIOOP PUTOPUUECKUX MTPHUEMOB U
KOMMYHHUKaTUBHBIX cTpareruil [44; 45] u np. CpaBHMBAIOTCS JUCKYPCUBHBIE MOJAEIN HAy4dHOMH
KOMMYHHKAIIMH, XapaKTEPHbIE JUIsl Pa3HBIX JUHIBOKYIBTYp [46], paccMaTpuBarOTCs SI3bIKOBBIE U
CTHJINCTUYECKUE OTKJIOHEHUS B KOHTEKCTE KYIBTYPHBIX U S3BIKOBBIX paznuuuii [47], Mmogenupy-
FOTCSl CUTYAIlMW NPEACTABICHUS U YCBOCHHMS CHEUUAIM3UPOBAaHHBIX 3HaHUU [48]. Kpome Toro,
M3ydaeTcst poib MeTadopsl B akaieMHIecKor aprymenTanu [49; 50].

B nccnenoBanusix, BRIMOJIHEHHBIX B paMKaxX JIMHTBOAKCHOJIOTUYECKOTO MOAX0/4, MOKa3blBa-
€TCsl, KaK aBTOPbI BBIPAXKAIOT OLIEHOUYHOE OTHOIIIEHHE K MMPEAMETY CBOETO HCCIEAOBaHUS U pado-
TaMm JIpyrux y4eHbIX [S1], kKakue HeHHOCTH aKTyaJIM3UpPYIOTCS B HAYYHOM KOMMYHHUKAIUHA U KaK
OHU OOBEKTHUBHUPYIOTCS Ha s3bIKOBOM ypoBHe [52]. Tak, pabora «Negotiating research values
across review genres: A case study in applied linguistics» D. C. Giannoni nocssiieHa uccieno-
BaHUIO B3aMMOCBS3H KAHPOBOH CIIEIIU(UKHU U CTETIEHU BHIPAXCHHOCTH UCCIIEA0BATEIbCKUX IICH-
HocTel. M3yunB Takue »aHphl, KaK HayYHbIC PELIEH3UU, aHHOTALMU U MCCIIE0BATEIIbCKUE CTa-
TBhH, aBTOP BBIJESET HanbOoyiee 3HAYMMBIE HCCIIENOBATEIIbCKHUE IEHHOCTH (SICHOCTH (clarity),
cuna aprymeHtamuu (strength), BkitoueHHOCTH (inclusiveness) W IEHTPAIBHOCTH TEMBI
(centrality)) u oTMeuaeT uX BappUPyEeMOCTh B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT >kaHpa. Hampumep, 3HaYUMMOCTh
SICHOCTH, COTJIaCHO MHEHUIO UCCleIoBaTensi, Hauboiee BbhIpaKeHa B PEIAKIMOHHBIX CTaThsIX, B
TO BpeMs KaK B aHHOTALMAX 3Ta XapaKTepUCTHKA IpeJCTaBleHa B MeHblIel crenenu. Ocoboe
BHUMAaHHE yIEJSETCs UCCIEI0BAHUIO TOTO, KaK CIIOCOOBI OIIEHKH M3MEHSIOTCS B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT
JUCIUTUIMHEI ¥ KYJIBTYPHBIX HOPM Hay4qHOTO oOmIeHus [53] 1 Kak uepes OIeHOYHbIC BRIPAKEHUS
MOJIAETCs UCOJOoTHYeCKas mo3uiius aBropa [54]. O0cyxnaercs poib OICHOYHON JIEKCUKH B TI0-
CTPOEHHUM apTyMeHTaluu [S55].

B pycne cucteMHO-(YHKIIMOHAIBHOTO MOIX0/1a UCCIIEAYETCS CTPYKTYPHO-KOMIIO3UIIMOHHAS
OpraHu3alys HayqHbIX TEKCTOB. BBIJENAIOTCS KIIIOUEBBIE 3TAIbl HAYYHOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS U COOT-
BETCTBYIOILIUE UM Pa3Jieiibl HAYYHO-UCCIEA0BATENBCKOTO TeKCTa [56; 57] u ap., paccMarpuBaeTcs
MPUMEHUMOCTh CTAaHAAPTHOW KOMITO3UIIMOHHON MOJIENIM HAYYHOW CTaThbH K Pa3IMYHBIM JHCIIH-
muHaM [58; 59], uccnenyercst BONpoc CTaHAapTU3AIMU KOMIIO3UIIMOHHOM CTPYKTYphI B 3aBUCH-
MOCTH OT THIIa cTaTbu [60], ananu3upyeTcs cnennrka HalMCaHUs HAyYHBIX CTaTel B pa3IMyHbIX
KYJIBTYpPHBIX KOHTeKcTax [37; 61]. Ocoboe BHUMaHME YeNnseTCs BBISIBICHUIO TUCKYPCUBHBIX 0CO-
OCHHOCTEH OIpeIeICHHBIX Pa3/IelIoB HAYYHBIX cTaTell [62—64] u ap., B TOM YUCIIE C YI4ETOM MEX-
JTUCIUTITUHAPHBIX pa3nuuuid [65—68]. OcoOblii HHTEpEC BBI3BIBACT Y YUEHBIX KaTeropHs WHTEP-
TEKCTyaJbHOCTH. AHAIU3UPYETCS POJb LUTAT B HAYYHBIX IPOU3BEICHUSX M BBISBISIIOTCS HX
(YHKIIUM B 3aBUCHUMOCTH OT THIIA CTAaThH U HAYYHOW JUCIMIUIMHBI [69], TPOBOIUTCS THAXPOHH-
YECKUW aHaJIu3 U3MEHEHUS MPAKTUK [IUTUPOBAHUS B HAYYHBIX MEIUUMHCKHX TekcTax [70]. Ot-
JeTbHOE€ BHUMAHHUE YIENISIETCsl TOMY, KaK aBTOPBI MCTIONB3YIOT LIUTUPOBAHKE ISl IOCTPOSHHUS ap-
TYMEHTAINH, BRICTPAUBAHUS HAYYHOTO JUCKYPCa U YKPETICHUsI CBOMX HAyYHBIX mo3uiuii [71].

B pamkax >kaHpOBOTO MOAX0/a UCCIEAYIOTCS THIIOJIOTHYECKHE aCTIEKThl )KaHPOBOM OpraHu-
3alMy HAyYHOTO JAMCKYpCa U SI3bIKOBbIC KOHBEHIIMU HAYYHBIX JKaHPOB. B WacTHOCTH, M3ydaercs,
KaK aHpbl HAy4YHBIX TEKCTOB, HAIIPUMEpP, TUCCEPTALMU WU Hay4YHbIE CTAThU OMPEIENSIIOT UX
rpaMMaTUYECKOe HAIMOJHEHHE [72], BBISIBISIIOTCS JTUHTBUCTUUYECKHE HOPMBI, CHIEIIU(DUYIHBIC IS
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ONPECIICHHBIX KaHPOB Hay4HbIX crareil [73]. IIpoBoauTCs CpaBHUTENBHBIN aHAIN3 KAHPOBBIX
0COOEHHOCTEH HAyYHBIX CTaTe M WX MOMYJISIPU3UPOBAHHBIX BepcHid [74], uccieayercs UCIob-
30BaHME CBA3YIOIIUX CPEACTB B MUCbMEHHBIX aKaJEMHUYECKUX JKaHPaX C LENbIO MOHATh, KaK 3TU
AIIEMEHTHI BIHSIIOT Ha CTPYKTYPY, OpraHU3aIMI0 U KAY€CTBO TEKCTA B Pa3HBIX JKaHPAX aKaJieMude-
CKoro nuckMa [ 75], ananusupyercs crieniuduka MU poBbIX HAYYHBIX KAHPOB U UX POJIh B HAYYHOH
KOMMYHHUKaIuu [76].

C nmaxpoHUYECKUX MO3MUIMIA B HAyYHOM JUCKYpPCE aHAU3UPYETCs SBOJIOLMS KAHPOBBIX U
SI3BIKOBBIX XapaKTEPUCTHUK B COITMATILHO-UCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTe. Tak, B cBoel padore «Scientific
Discourse in Sociohistorical Context: The Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of Lon-
don, 1675-1975» JI. ATKMHCOH H3y4aeT TpaHCcHOpMAIIHIO HUCCIEA0BaTEILCKONU cTaThu ¢ 1675 mo
1975 rr., noka3bIBasi, Kak Ha MPOTSHKEHUH TPEXCOT JIET MEHSITUCH €€ KaHPOBBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKHU.
ABTOp ONHCHIBAET MUCHMEHHBIN S3bIK U PUTOPHUKY JIOHJOHCKOTO KOPOJIEBCKOTO OOIIECTBA, OCHO-
BBIBAsICh Ha aHanM3e paboT u3 xkypHana «dunocodckue Tpyab», 1 MHTEPIPETUPYET CBOHU BBHIBOIBI
B cBete ucropun KoponeBckoro oduiectBa u OpuTaHCcKoi HayKu [77]. DBOIOIUS KaHpa TOKTOP-
CKOl muccepranun usydaercs B padbore «Change and Stability in Thesis and Dissertation Writing:
The Evolution of an Academic Genre» [78]. ABTOpbI IPOCIEANIN KaK pa3BUTHE TEXHOJIOTHIA T10-
BJIMSUIO HAa U3MEHEHUS B CTPYKTYpE TUCCEPTAlMil U aj MPOrHO3bI OTHOCUTENILHO JalibHEHIIen
TpaHcopmanuu xkaHpa. JlnaxpoHudeckue uccie10BaHus HayYHOTO TUCKYpCa 3aTparuBaroT TakxkKe
TAKHUE ACTEKTHI, KaK NEPEX0 HAyYHOU MEAUIIMHCKON TMCbMEHHOCTH C JIATUHCKOTO HA aHIJINACKUI
a3bIK B niepuof ¢ X1V no nayano XVI B. [79], a Takke GpopMupoBaHue U pa3BUTHE JKaHpPa IKCIIe-
puMenTanbHOM HayuHol ctathu ¢ XVII go XX B. [80]. OTAenbHOE BHUMAaHKE YIETSETCS SBOIIOIUN
SI3BIKOBBIX ¥ KOMITO3UITMOHHBIX 0COOEHHOCTEH MEUIIMHCKIX HAyYHBIX TEKCTOB [81], nuaxponuye-
CKOMY HCCJIEIOBAaHUIO YACTOTHOCTU HCMOIb30BAHUS SI3bIKOBBIX CPEJCTB JIJIsl IPEYBEIUYCHHS 3HA-
YUMOCTH aBTOPCKOTO BKJIaza [82], IBOTIONNN KPUTHUECKUX 3aMEUaHUH B HAYYHBIX MyOJIMKAIIHIX
U aHaJM3y BO3ACUCTBUSA KYIbTYPOJIOTHUECKUX M TUCHHUILTMHAPHBIX (AaKTOPOB Ha BBHIPAKEHHOCTH
MOJIEMUYHOCTH Ha si3bIKOBOM ypoBHe [70; 83; 84]. B paGoTtax, MOCBSIIEHHBIX JUAXPOHHIECCKOMY
M3YYEHUIO aHHOTAIM K Hay4HBIM CTaThiM, aHAJIM3UPOBAIUCH MCTOPUYECKHE TpaHCchopMaluu
METaJANCKypca B )KaHpPE HAay4YHbIX aHHOTAaLMM [85], a Takke ucciieoBatach IMHAMUKA UCIOIb30-
BaHUS JIEKCUKHU C TTOJIOKUTEILHON U OTPULIATEIbHON CEMaHTUKOM [86].

Pe3yabrarbl U 00cyKIeHHe. AHATUTHYECKUH 0030p IMOKa3aj, YTO HECMOTPS Ha IIMPOKHIMA
OXBAT aCIIEKTOB, PACCMATPUBAEMbIX B JMHAMUKE, YICHBIC PEIKO 0OpaIlainch K U3y4SHHUIO 3BOIIO-
LMW JUCKYPCUBHBIX XapAKTEPUCTUK HAYYHOI'O TEKCTa. B OCHOBHOM HCCIIeIOBaHUS COCPEIOTOUCHBI
00 Ha aHAJIM3E JTUCKYPCHBHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH HAy4YHOTO OOIIECHWS B CHHXPOHHOM cpese, JIM0O
aKIEHTHUPYIOT Y3KO BpEMEHHbIE paMKH. Takum oOpa3oM, mpoiiecchl TpaHc(hopMaIiu JUCKYPCHUB-
HBIX MIPAKTUK, OTPAKAIOIINE Pa3BUTHE HAYYHBIX MApaJUIrM, OCTAIOTCA HEAOCTAaTOYHO HCCIIEA0BaH-
HBIMHU. DTO CO3JaeT MpoOel B MOHUMaHHUH TOTO, KaK Hay4HBIH AUCKYPC aJanTHPyeTCs K HOBBIM Tpe-
OoBaHMSIM U 00cTOsATENbCTBAM. KpoMe TOro, irHOpUpOBaHKE HCTOPUYECKON TIEPCIICKTHBEI OTPaHH-
YMBAET BO3MOXXHOCTH BBISIBIICHUS 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH U TEHJICHIIMN B U3MEHEHUU HAYYHOU KOMMY-
HuKkanuu. [1o3ToMy BUIUTCS HEOOXOAWMBIM PACIIUPUTH UCCICIOBAHUS, YUUTHIBAS INTEIHLHBIC
BpPEMEHHbBIE UHTEPBAJIbI U IBOJTIOLMOHHBIC H3MEHEHUS IUCKYPCUBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK.

3akiouenne. O030p HCCIIEIOBAaHUH, MMOCBIIICHHBIX H3yYEHUIO TUHAMUYECKUX W3MCHEHHUI
IUCKYypca, TaeT BO3MOKHOCTb MTOJIBECTU HEKOTOPBIE UTOTU. ICTOPUKO-TUCKYpPCUBHBIN aHAIHU3 00-
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nanaeT OoybIION OOBSICHUTENBHOW CHUIION, MO3BOJSS MOHATh 3aKOHBI MOCTPOEHHSI PEYH B KOH-
KPETHO-UCTOPUUYECKUE MEPUOJIbl CyIeCTBOBaHUS couuyma. [losBieHre TpynoB, MOCBSAILIECHHBIX
HCCIIEIOBAHUIO UCKYPCa B €r0 JUHAMUYECKOM Pa3BUTHHU, CBHIETEIBCTBYET O PACTYyILIEM HHTE-
pece y4eHBIX K JaHHOU mpobiematuke. BMecTe ¢ TeM Ha CErOMHSIIHIN I€Hb OTCYTCTBYIOT TOJ-
HOLIGHHBIE HCCIIEOBaHM, C(POKYCHPOBaHHBIC HA HAyYHOM JIMCKYpCE B IMHAMHUYECKOM paKypce.
OTO OTKpBIBAET MEPCIIEKTUBHI I TATbHEHIIINX HAyYHBIX MU3bICKaHUH. V3ydueHue HaydyHOTO JHc-
Kypca B JIMHAMMUYECKOM IOJXOAE K €ro peajau3alMd MOXKET ObITh IOJIE3HBIM U MHTEPECHBIM B
IUTaHE BBISBICHUS IMAaXPOHUYECKHX U3MEHEHUH B HAyYHOU KOMMYHUKAIMH, OOYyCIOBICHHBIX Me-
HSIOUIMMCS COLMOKYIBTYPHBIM KOHTEKCTOM. Kpome Toro, yunTsiBas MHOrooopasue GpopM u KaH-
POB Hay4yHOTO JUCKYpCa, TAKOM aHAIN3 MO3BOJUT JIy4lle HOHATh CleHU(pHUECKue 0COOEHHOCTH
HAy4yHOTo OOILIEHMs Ha pa3HbIX ATalax pa3BUTHUs oOliecTBa. BaxkHO Takke OTMETUTh, YTO JIMHA-
MHUYECKHUI B3IJISA]] CIIOCOOCTBYET MHTETPALIMY PA3IMYHBIX METOI0JIOTHYECKHUX MOIAX0/I0B, UTO JIe-
JaeT uccieqoBaHue 0osee KOMIUIEKCHBIM U TITyOMHHBIM. TakuM 00pa3oM, pa3BUTHE MCCIIEI0Ba-
HUI B 3TOM HamNpaBJICHUHU IMO3BOJUT HE TOJIBKO PACHIMPHUTH TEOPETUYECKHE MPEICTABICHUS O
(YHKIMOHUPOBAHUM HAYyYHOTO IMCKYpCa, HO M TOJYYUTh MPAKTUYECKUE PEKOMEHAALUU IS
YIy4IIEHHUs] HAyYHOH KOMMYHUKAIUH.
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