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Résumé

This article focuses on developing the main principles of metapragmatic analysis and
singling out its three stages on the example of academic written discourse. The first
step 1s connected with the elaboration of a unified classification of various meta-
means in general, which the author differentiates into an autonomous group of meta-
means, including contact means, interaction-regulating means, reflexive means and
discourse-organizers; and a contextually-dependent one. Then, the metapragmatic
functions they perform in academic written discourse are studied, with an emphasis
on the specifics of their use in this discourse type. Thereafter, the metapragmatic
calibration i1s examined from the point of view of the degree of metapragmatic
intensity of a particular discourse type. The author falls back upon the quantitative
method used in contrastive linguistics and adjusts it to metapragmatic analysis.

Therefore, the meta-index of academic written discourse is estimated, as well as the
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percentage of meta-means, which are used in the research articles under analysis. In
relation to specifics of academic written metadiscourse, the research results show
that most typical for this discourse type are commentating markers, performing the
functions of specification, explanation, generalization, and accentuation; discourse
organizers, 1.e., frequency, coherent, cohesive, and conclusive markers; and
reference markers, including citations and examples. Reference markers are,
actually, a distinctive characteristic of academic discourse. On the contrary, due to
peculiarities in structural organization of academic discourse, the whole group of
contact markers is missing as well as some sub-types of markers-regulators in the
function of stimulation and encouragement; reflexive markers are mostly introduced
with neutral structures as to their author- / reader-orientation or with author-oriented
meta-means, but not with reader-oriented meta-means; the use of contextually-

dependent meta-means is also scarce in academic written discourse.
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