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| ABSTRACT

This paper conducts a comprehensive review and comparative analysis of the research on register published in Chinese and
international authoritative journals from 2010 to 2021 by employing CiteSpace 5.8.R3, a visual bibliometric software. It describes
the number of publications, the keywords with the strongest citation bursts, research institutions, journals and influential
authors, and pinpoints the principal frontiers of register. The results indicate that the number of publications of Chinese register
research has shown a significant downward trend on the whole, while international register research has shown a significant
upward trend on the whole. The journal of high-cited papers on register studies in China has a low impact factor, while
international hot papers on register studies have a high impact factor. Chinese scholars focus on the different research
perspectives of the register (systemic functional linguistics, multidimensional analysis and corpus), while international research
pays attention to register variation, especially English variation and Spanish variation, and register in academic writing. Influential
scholars leading the trend of register research include Biber and Rooy. The findings of this study would provide some academic
and pedagogical implications on the register for Chinese scholars.
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1. Introduction

The notion of register, in the study of an institutional linguistic framework, was firstly proposed by Halliday et al. They held that
changes in language vary lie in their function and defined register as a variety of a language distinguished according to use
(Halliday et al., 1964: 87). For instance, a teacher lecturing to a group of students distinguishes himself from an orator delivering a
speech to the audience since they are available to different registers. Research on the register has great enlightenment for language
teaching(Nunan,1991; Wray & Lewis, 1997), stylistic analysis and translation(Baker, 1992; House, 1977; Si Xianzhu, 2016).

Recently, the study of the register has been continuously deepened in the dynamic development, and many research hotspots and
trends have emerged. Existing studies have made quite full and useful discussions on the register from different study fields, while
relatively few studies have systematically combed and reviewed the research progress of register-based on CiteSpace and
discussed its future research trends. Therefore, this paper uses the visual analysis software CiteSpace to review and summarize the
latest progress in register research from 2010 to 2021. It mainly discusses the following four aspects: a general review of Chinese
register research trend and hotspot; a general review of the international register research trend and hotspot; a comparative
analysis of China and foreign register studies; the implications for Chinese future register research.

2. Methodology
2.1 Data source
The data of this research come from two sources: the domestic papers are selected from the CNKI (China National Knowledge
Infrastructure) database, and the international papers are obtained from the Web of Science database. The trend chart of papers
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published in CNKI and Web of Science databases shows that 2010 was a watershed in the number of papers published. The number
of related papers published by Chinese scholars was relatively large before 2011 and began to decline gradually in 2011. The
number of papers published by foreign scholars was relatively small before 2009, but there has been an increasing trend since
2009 and 2010. Therefore, this study sets the starting time of the time span as 2010 and compares and analyzes the development
trends of Chinese and international register studies. Register originated from register theory studies, so “Register” or “Register
Theory” was selected as the keyword for advanced retrieval of core journals in CNKI. The publication time span of the paper is set
from 2010 to 2021, and the papers that are not related to linguistics are excluded. In this way, 251 papers published between 2010
and 2021 were selected. In the Web of Science database, “Register” or “Register Theory” was chosen as the keyword to search in
the core collection, and 111,343 papers were selected. Then those papers were refined in the research direction of linguistics.
Finally, 536 papers related to the register in the field of linguistics were obtained.

2.2 Data analysis

CiteSpace 5.8.R3 is used for bibliometric analysis of the research on the register, which is designated by Dr. Chen Chaomei. This
software is widely used to analyze the co-citation relationship between journals and authors, bibliographical identification and
presentation of research frontiers (Chen, 2004; Chen, 2016). In this paper, firstly, the valid sample data of Chinese and international
research on the register will be input into CiteSpace. Secondly, the appropriate parameters of CiteSpace would be set: the time
span is from 2010 to 2021, the time slice year is 1 year, and the type of nodes include authors, research institutions, co-occurrence
of keywords, co-citations of papers, co-citations of authors, etc., other parameters are default parameters of the software. Finally,
the collected data would be drawn into a knowledge map, which is combed, summarized and analyzed so as to find out the current
situation and development trend of register research.

3. Research Results

3.7 Analysis of Chinese Literatures Volume and Published Journals

The research data show that register related research began to appear in China in the 1980s, and the research has shown a dynamic
upward trend for a long time, while it showed a downward trend after 2011, which is statistically significant. Specifically, the number
of register studies decreased from 2011 to 2013, and the number of papers published from 2013 to 2014 decreased sharply. After
a one-year flat period, the number of papers published from 2016 to 2021 continued to decline, and the research heat disappeared
(see Figure 1). On the whole, the average number of papers published on register-related topics shows a steady downward trend,
which shows that there is still a large development space for register research in China, and researchers need to pay more attention
to and explore new research perspectives and growth points.
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Figure 1 Annual distribution graph of Chinese register research

By organizing the graph information of CiteSpace and CNKI data, this study lists the top six journals with the greatest influence
in the field of register research according to the number of publications, as shown in Table 1.
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Table 1 Distribution of core journals in Chinese register research

Rank Journal Volume Proportion Impact Factor
1 HME# % (Foreign Language Education) 20 7.9% 2.586
2 SREE RN E A RO 15 5.9% 1.634
(Journal of Foreign Languages)
AR SN E(Modern Foreign Languages) 15 5.9% 2.767
4 SNBSS SMEHF 12 47% 1.839
(Foreign Languages and Their Teaching)
5 2552 (Contemporary Rhetoric) 11 43% 1814
6 AMETFFT (Foreign Languages Research) 11 4.3% 1.294

The top six Chinese journals in terms of the number of published papers on register research are Foreign Language Education,
Journal of Foreign Languages, Modern Foreign Languages, Foreign Languages and Their Teaching, Contemporary Rhetoric and
Foreign Languages Research. The study found that the top three are all core journals in foreign languages study. According to the
overall data of CNKI, the journals with the highest number of publications are mainly composed of the following two types of
journals: teaching journals and foreign-language journals. As a journal focusing on the study of teaching in foreign languages,
Foreign Language Education ranks first in the number of related publications. In recent years, the journal has been paying attention
to the study of register, especially the study of register combined with multi-dimensional analysis, which not only provides Chinese
scholars with a platform for register research but also promotes the dissemination of register research, attracting more research
scholars to pay attention to related research. However, the number of core journals on register research in a foreign language and
teaching field is generally small.

3.2 Analysis of Chinese Co-Citation and Citation Bursts

Keywords are the embodiment of the main content of the paper and a summary of the key points of the paper. Usually, research
hotspots in a certain field are presented by keywords with high frequency, so the analysis of keyword co-occurrence can directly
reflect research hotspots of register. Based on CiteSpace, this research analyzes the keywords of Chinese register research in the
past ten years and draws a keyword co-occurrence knowledge map (see Figure 2). In the visualization map, the importance of
keywords is presented by frequency and betweenness centrality. The size of the nodes in the graph can reflect the frequency of
keywords. That is, the larger the node, the more frequently it appears, indicating that the stronger its betweenness centrality is and
the more likely it to appear in the center of the knowledge map. On the basis of further sorting out the keyword data, this paper
also summarizes the keywords whose frequency is not less than 5 times in the Chinese register research in the past ten years (see
Table 2).
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Figure 2 Keyword Co-Occurrence analysis from 2010-2021
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Table 2 High-frequency keywords from 2010-2021

High-frequency Keywords (2010-2021)

Keyword Count>5 Year Proportion
i (register) 34 2010 13.5%
RETIREES ¥ 19 2011 7.5%

(systemic functional linguistics)
ZH T 8 2015 3.1%
(multi-dimensional analysis)

15Kl 2 (corpus) 8 2012 3.1%
3 (translation) 6 2010 2.3%
1535 (context) 6 2011 2.3%
1E IR A4S 5 (register variation) 6 2015 2.3%
LI HIBYEE(ESP) 5 2011 1.9%

From the information in Figure 2 and Table 2, it can be concluded that the high-frequency keywords of Chinese register-related
research in the past decade include register, systemic functional linguistics, multidimensional analysis, corpus, translation, context,
register variation and English for specific purposes(ESP). In addition, in order to further explore the latest trends and research
frontiers of Chinese register research in recent years, this paper continues to run the CiteSpace burst detection and then obtain its
burst word based on the title, abstract, keywords and other information and further sorted out the mutation keyword vocabulary
(see 3). In addition, in order to further explore the latest trend and research frontier of domestic register research in recent years,
this paper continues to run CiteSpace burst detection and then obtains its mutant words based on the title, summary, keywords
and other information of the selected data, and further sorts out the list of burst words (see Figure 3).

Figure 3 Keywords with the strongest citation bursts in Chinese register research

Top 1 Keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Keywords Year Strength Begin End 2010 - 2021
E4517 2010 2.58 2018 2021 E—

Based on Figure 3, we can see that there is only a multi-dimensional analysis of burst words from 2010 to 2021. If the frequency
of or use of burst words increases suddenly over a period of time, it can reflect the latest research trends in a certain research field
to a certain extent. In recent years, multi-dimensional analysis has begun to be applied to register research, which has increased
sharply since 2018. The method of multi-dimensional analysis was proposed by Douglas Biber in his doctoral thesis in 1984.
However, this method requires corpus labeling, retrieval, frequency sorting and factor analysis, so it brings great technical obstacles
to researchers. In 2013, Dr. Andrea Nini of Manchester University developed MAT (Multidimensional Analysis Tagger), which broke
through the technical bottleneck and realized the automatic analysis of data, which has greatly promoted the research of register
on multi-dimensional analysis. In recent years, multi-dimensional analysis has been mainly used in different fields such as
comparative analysis, ESP, corpus research and register analysis, mainly involving the comparative analysis of different registers
such as business English, EGP (English for General Purposes) and customs English news, corpus-based analysis of discourse
function, language features, the accuracy of the translation, register variation and metaphor-based multi-dimensional approach
of register analysis.

3.3 Analysis of Chinese Authors and Institutions

The degree of cooperation between authors in the knowledge map can reflect the cooperation of authors in a certain research
field and the research scale, depth and breadth of the theme. Tracking the author groups and cooperative institutions with certain
academic influence through CiteSpace will help us better grasp the research trends in a certain discipline field. Therefore, this study
selects the author and the institution as the node so as to draw the network knowledge map of authors and cooperative institutions
(see Figure 3) and make an overall analysis of it.
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Figure 3 Knowledge map of authors and institutions in Chinese register research

Based on Figure 3, it can be seen that there are a few research scholar groups with certain academic influence in register research,
but the authors and publishing institutions are generally small. Zhongshan University and the School of Foreign Languages of
Beihang University are the most prominent institutions. Gao Shengwen and He Wei from the University of Science and Technology
Beijing and Xia Xiaoyan and Yue Ying from Beijing Normal University have made some contributions to the register-related
research.

Table 4 Distribution of core authors and institutions in Chinese register research

Rank Institutions/Authors publications
1 LR 11
(Zhongshan University)
Institutions 2 OB AR K 6
(Beihang University )
3 A R 5
(Shanghai International Studies University)
4 AR Sl 5
(Shanghai Jiao Tong University)
5 AEEUMmE R 4
(Beijing Normal University)

1 T 7R (Wang Donghai) 5

Authors 2 w142 3 (Gao Shengwen) 5
3 = (Yuan Ye) 4

4 B 5H7K (Zhao Chaoyong ) 3

5 FMIE(Sun Ya) 3

3.4 Analysis of International Literatures Volume and Published Journals
It shows that the relevant research on the register has begun to appear internationally in the 1980s, which has increased sharply
since 2009, and has been showing a dynamic upward trend on the whole, which is statistically significant. Specifically, the number
of studies was basically stable from 2009 to 2013; the number of published papers increased sharply from 2014 to 2015 and
continued to increase after a slight decrease in 2016 (see Figure 4). On the whole, the average number of papers published on
international register-related topics has shown a steady upward trend. As a research hotspot on the rise, it shows that international
register-related research is in the ascendant, and scholars need to pay more attention and explore its new research points.
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Figure 4 Annual distribution graph of International register research

By processing the graph information of CiteSpace and Web of Science data, this study lists the top six journals with the greatest
influence in the field of register research according to the number of publications, as shown in Table 5.

Table 5 Distribution of core journals in international register research

Rank Journal Volume Proportion Impact Factor

1 JOURNAL OF PRAGMATICS 31 5.7% 1.476

2 JOURNAL OF ENGLISH FOR ACADEMIC 25 4.6% 2.171
PURPOSES

3 INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF CORPUS 22 4.1% 1.059
LINGUISTICS

4 JOURNAL OF LINGUISTIC 16 2.9% 1.872

ANTHROPOLOGY
5 LINGUISTICS AND EDUCATION 16 2.9% 1.592
6 JOURNAL OF ENGLISH LINGUISTICS 13 2.4% 0.846

Statistics suggest that the top six journals in terms of the number of published papers on international register research are Journal
of Pragmatics, Journal of English for Academic Purposes, International Journal of Corpus Linguistics, and Journal of Linguistic
Anthropology, Linguistics and Education, and Journal of English Linguistics. Among them, linguistic journals account for the highest
proportion of 12.3%, and the total number of relevant papers is 66, such as; the Journal of Pragmatics, International Journal of
Corpus Linguistics, and Journal of English Linguistics. Others include teaching journals: Journal of English for Academic Purposes and
Linguistics and Education. A total of 125 register research papers were included in the above journals, accounting for 23.3% of the
total.

3.5 Analysis of International Keyword Co-Occurrence

The keyword co-occurrence map of international register research (see Figure 5) was drawn by selecting keywords as nodes. As
mentioned above, the size of a node reflects the frequency of keywords, and the stronger the betweenness centrality, the more
likely it is to appear in the center of the map. At the same time, according to betweenness centrality and keyword frequency, this
study also summarizes a list of high-frequency keywords that appeared at least 10 times in foreign language studies in the past
decade (see Table 6).
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Figure 5 Keyword Co-Occurrence analysis from 2010-2021

Table 6 High-frequency keywords from 2010-2021

High-frequency Keywords (2010-2021)

Keywords Count>10 Year Proportion
language 71 2010 13.2%
register 66 2010 12.3%
English 59 2011 11.0%
discourse 23 2010 42%
register variation 20 2012 3.7%
Spanish 17 2011 3.1%
corpus 15 2013 2.7%
academic writing 14 2010 2.6%
perception 12 2012 2.2%
speech 11 2011 2.0%
acquisition 11 2012 2.0%
corpus linguistics 11 2011 2.0%
identity 10 2015 1.8%
Multidimensional analysis 10 2016 1.8%
pragmatics 10 2015 1.8%

As can be seen from Figure 5 and Table 6, the main topics of international register research are; language, register, English,
discourse, register variation, Spanish, corpus, academic writing, perception, speech, acquisition, corpus linguistics, identity,
multidimensional analysis and pragmatics.

It is found that the hotspots of international register research in recent ten years can be summarized as follows: 1) analysis of the
characteristics of the language itself in the field of second language acquisition (Kruger & Rooy, 2016; Kruger et al., 2019); 2) the
stylistic study of academic English writing in ESP (Monaco & LM, 2016; Kruger & Rooy, 2018); 3) the study of combining corpus
and multi-dimensional analysis (Aguado-Jiménez et al, 2012; Kruger & Smith, 2018; Muhammad & Dagmar, 2019); 4) multi-
dimensional analysis of special registers (Berber & Pinto, 2019; Zhang, 2019).

We continued to run the burst detection of CiteSpace, but no burst words were detected, which indicates that the international
register research in recent years lacks new hotspots on the basis of the traditional research perspective, remaining the previous
hot research area, and the number of papers has shown a steady upward trend.
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3.6 Analysis of International Authors and Institutions

In CiteSpace, two nodes (author and institution) were selected from the imported data for analysis. However, the knowledge map
of the author and institution in Web of Science can only be presented separately (see Figure 6 and Figure 7) because the data of
WOS cannot form the networks of knowledge maps like CNKI. Therefore, this paper analyzes the core authors and important
institutions, respectively. Finally, based on the knowledge map information of authors and institutions, this research lists the top-
cited five authors and institutions in the field of international register research according to the number of published papers, as

shown in Table 7.

Figure 6 Knowledge map of authors in international register research
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Figure 7 Knowledge map of institutions in international register research
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Table 7 Distribution of core authors and institutions in international register research

Rank Institutions/Authors Volume

1 Macquarie University 18

Institutions 2 Northern Arizona University 12
3 Hong Kong Polytechnic University 9

4 North West University 9

5 Catholic University of Louvain 6

1 Douglas Biber 11

Authors 2 Bertus van Rooy 8
3 Haidee Kruger 7

4 Jesse Egbert 5

5 Bethany Gray 4

According to Figure 6, there are few connections between authors. Generally speaking, there is not much cooperation between
authors. Douglas Biber of Northern Arizona University and Jesse Egbert of Brigham Young University are core and influential
authors among them. Haidee Kruger of Macquarie University and Bertus van Rooy of North West University also show a close
cooperation relationship. Those institutions provide a platform, resources and intellectual support for scholars for in-depth
research in the field of register.

According to Figure 7, the research institutions in the chart showing relatively close cooperation are Macquarie University and
North West University, Northern Arizona University and Catholic University of Louvain, as well as Hong Kong Polytechnic University
and University of Melbourne. Other institutions are relatively independent, and they seldom collaborate with each other, which is
not conducive to the in-depth interaction of research scholars and the sharing of research results, and it will also hinder the
formation of new research hotspots, core researchers and institutions. From Table 7, it can be seen that among the international
register research institutions, Macquarie University has the highest number of publications, and its research focus is clear and fixed,
which indicates that it has research capabilities and strengths in the field of register research.

4. Discussion

From the perspective of research trends, Chinese register-related research generally shows a downward trend, especially since it
reached its peak in 2011 and has declined year by year. Before 2011, Chinese research scholars mainly focused on the situational
context in the register and the discourse analysis of translation from the perspective of Halliday's systemic functional linguistics,
the reflexive pronouns in English and Chinese from Chomsky’s binding theory, and corpus-based comparative analysis. There are
also a few scholars who have explored multi-dimensional analysis methods, but they introduce and estimate the multi-dimensional
analysis method in the absence of empirical research. Since 2011, its research enthusiasm has gradually weakened. However, the
trend of register research is on the rise internationally. Many research hotspots and topics have been formed over recent years.
Different from Chinese research, relevant research papers have been continuously published since the sharp increase of research
results in 2008, especially the second peak of research results in 2013-2015. The reason for this phenomenon is that Dr. Nini
developed the MAT (Multidimensional Analysis Tagger) in 2013, which greatly promoted the research of multi-dimensional analysis
in the register.

From the perspective of journal distribution, the overall number of journals with the highest number of Chinese register research
is not high with low impact factors, which dramatically hinders the dissemination and acceptance of register-related research. The
categories of journals are only limited to teaching and foreign language research. Compared with Chinese research, international
register-related research accounts for a relatively high proportion in linguistics core journals. 111,343 papers related to register
are obtained in all categories of Web of Science. It can be found that journals with a high volume of register publications cover a
wide range of fields. Register research is also studied by scholars of medical science, economics, psychology and so on.

From the perspective of keyword co-occurrence and burst words, the Chinese research focus in the past ten years has been on
systemic functional linguistics, multi-dimensional analysis, corpus, translation, context, register variation and ESP, etc. Since 2018,
the research on multi-dimensional analysis has increased sharply to form burst words. Although those studies were relatively more
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extensive than before 2011, there is a lack of concentrated research and in-depth exploration of a certain research point, which
also led to a decline in the research trend since 2011. The international research on the register in the past decade has shown
diversification, mainly focusing on language, discourse, register variation, corpus, academic writing, perception, acquisition, identity
and multi-dimensional analysis, which is broader and deeper than Chinese research.

From the perspective of core authors and publishing institutions, there is generally less cooperation and communication between
authors and institutions of Chinese and international register-related research, especially the overall number of Chinese core
authors is not high and in the absence of research continuity. There are several core authors and research institutions with close
cooperation internationally, forming a relatively fixed research direction and topic and yielding abundant findings related to the
register.

5. Prospects

By comparing the development status and research hotspots of register research in China and abroad in the past decade, this
paper puts forward the following prospects and suggestions for the future direction of Chinese register research. The research
believes that Chinese register research should be further explored and developed in the following three key directions.

First of all, scholars should pay more attention to the study of language itself. Chinese scholars can divert attention to the register
analysis of other languages, such as French, German, Japanese, Korean, Russian, etc., and the comparative analysis of language
characteristics between Chinese and other languages, as well as the register research of teaching, translation and cultural
differences.

In addition, corpus-oriented research combined with multi-dimensional analysis will become the focus of register research. With
the application of corpus technology and MAT in the field of linguistics becoming increasingly sophisticated, register research can
make full use of various corpora to explore the online corpus platform. It can also collect research data and establish corpus
independently, and analyze texts of different registers with MAT.

Furthermore, it is necessary to take objective analysis and teaching research on language features in ESP. It consists of EOP (English
for Occupational Purposes) and EAP (English for Academic Purposes). International research on ESP from the perspective of the
register has formed a complete system, mainly including the characteristics of grammar and vocabulary usage. Chinese research
on ESP is limited to a few aspects, such as customs English, news and business English. There are few studies related to the academic
English register. Chinese scholars can focus on medical English, engineering English, economic English and other highly
professional registers to analyze and summarize linguistic features so as to better promote the development of teaching and
related fields.

Finally, Chinese authors and institutions need to further strengthen cooperation, provide strong intellectual support and research
platforms for the promotion of register-related research, and promote the sustainable and stable development of register research.

6. Conclusion

This paper comprehensively combs and summarizes the research progress of register in China and abroad in the past ten years
based on CiteSpace visual bibliometric analysis. By collecting and sorting out 251 research papers published in core journals of
CNKI from 2010 to 2021 and 536 papers in the linguistics category on the Web of Science, this study analyzes the number of
publications, the keywords with the strongest citation bursts, research institutions, journals and influential authors, and pinpoints
the principal frontiers of Chinese and international register research. The study found that Chinese register research mainly focuses
on systemic functional linguistics, multi-dimensional analysis and corpus, while international register research pays more attention
to language itself, especially English and Spanish, which is more diversified and comparatively well.

Although the present study is carefully designed and implemented, there are still some limitations. Firstly, with the help of
CiteSpace software, this research summarized the Chinese and international register research from the perspectives of the number
of publications, the keywords with the strongest citation bursts etc., but the software also has other functions, such as the Timeline
and Time Zone, which will need to be further explored in follow-up research. Secondly, the selected papers are limited to core
collections of Web of Science and CNKI so that it can ensure the accuracy and representativeness of these papers. However, this
extraction method is so constrained that it will exclude some studies that should belong to the register-related research. Therefore,
future studies can improve the method of data collection and involve more related studies.

On this basis, this paper puts forward suggestions and prospects for future key directions and themes of register research. The
research believes that the following key directions or topics can be clarified in the future of Chinese register research: language-
oriented inquiry, corpus-oriented register research combined with multi-dimensional analysis, objective analysis of language
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features in ESP and teaching research, etc. In recent years, international register research has been in the ascendant, forming a
relatively fixed research hotspot and direction. In the future, Chinese register research needs to be further integrated with
international research on the basis of Chinese research practice, which will not only provide a strong academic basis for register-
related research but also contributes to the Chinese program for international register research.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflict of interest

References

(1

[2
3]

[4]
[5]
(6]

[7]

(8]

9

[10]
(1]
[12]
[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]
(171
(18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]

[28]

Aguado-Jimenez, P., Pérez-Paredes, P., & Sanchez, P. (2012). Exploring the Use of Multidimensional Analysis of Learner Language to
Promote Register Awareness. System, 40, 90-103.https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2012.01.008

Baker, M. (1992). In Other Words: A Coursebook on Translation. Routledge.

Berber-Sardinha, T., & Veirano-Pinto, M. (2019). Dimensions of variation across American television registers. International Journal of Corpus
Linguistics, 24(01), 3-32. https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.15014.ber

Biber, D. (2012). Register as a predictor of linguistic variation. Corpus Linguistics and Linguistic Theory, 8(01), 9-37.
https://doi.org/10.1515/cllt-2012-0002

Biber, D., & Gray, B. (2013). Being Specific about Historical Change. Journal of English Linguistics, 41, 104-134.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0075424212472509

Biber, D., & Egbert, J. (2016). Register Variation on the Searchable Web. Journal of English Linguistics, 44, 137-95.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0075424216628955

Chan, S.K. (2015). Linguistic challenges in the mathematical register for EFL learners: linguistic and multimodal strategies to help learners
tackle mathematics word problems. International Journal of Bilingual Education and Bilingualism, 18, 306-318.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13670050.2014.988114

Chen, C. (2004). Searching for intellectual turning points: Progressive knowledge domain visualization. Proceedings of the National Academy
of Sciences of the United States of America, 101, 5303-5310. https://doi.org/ 10. 1073/pnas.0307513100

Chen, C. (2016). CiteSpace: A practical guide for scientific mapping literature. Hauppauge, NY: Nova Publishers.

Cunningham, DJ., & Vyatkina, N. (2012). Telecollaboration for Professional Purposes: Towards Developing a Formal Register in the Foreign
Language Classroom. The Canadian Modern Language Review / La revue canadienne des langues vivantes, 68, 422-450.
http://dx.doi.org/10.3138/cmlr.1279

Cock, B.D. (2016). Register, genre and referential ambiguity of personal pronouns: A cross-linguistic analysis. Pragmatics. Quarterly
Publication of the International Pragmatics Association, 26, 361-378. https://doi.org/10.1075/prag.26.3.02dec

Dorst, A.G. (2015). More or different metaphors in fiction? A quantitative cross-register comparison. Language and Literature, 24, 3-22.
https://doi.org/10.1177/0963947014560486

Egbert, J., & Biber, D. (2018). Do all roads lead to Rome?: Modeling register variation with factor analysis and discriminant analysis. Corpus
Linguistics and Linguistic Theory, 14, 233-273. https://doi.org/10.1515/cllt-2016-0016

Emmorey, K., Gertsberg, N., Korpics, F., & Wright, C.E. (2009). The influence of visual feedback and register changes on sign language
production: A kinematic study with deaf signers. Applied psycholinguistics, 30(7), 187-203. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0142716408090085
Feng, M., Quan, L., & Biyu, W. Exploration of the Compilation of English Learning Materials for Chinese College Students Based on Big Data
under the Guidance of Complex Dynamic Theory. International Journal of Linguistics, Literature and Translation, 4(3), 22-32.
https://doi.org/10.32996/ij11t.2021.4.3.3

Galloway, E.P., Stude, J., & Uccelli, P. (2015). Adolescents’ metalinguistic reflections on the academic register in speech and writing.
Linguistics and Education, 31, 221-237. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.linged.2014.10.006

Gardner, S. (2012). Genres and Registers of Student Report Writing: An SFL Perspective on Texts and Practices. Journal of English for
Academic Purposes, 11, 52-63. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2011.11.002

Halliday, M.A., Mcintosh, A., & Strevens, P. (1964). The Linguistic Sciences And Language Teaching. Longman.

House, J. (1977). A Model For Translation Quality Assessment. Gunter Narr Verlag Tubingen.

Jaworski, A. (2015). Globalese: a new visual-linguistic register. Social Semiotics, 25, 217-235. https://doi.org/10.1080/10350330.2015.1010317
Krein-Kuhle, M. (2011). Register Shifts in Scientific and Technical Translation. The Translator, 17, 391-413.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13556509.2011.10799495

Kruger, H., & Rooy, B.V. (2012). Register the features of the translated language. Across Languages and Cultures, 13, 33-65.
https://doi.org/10.1556/Acr.13.2012.1.3

Kruger, H., & Rooy, B.V. (2016). Constrained language: A multidimensional analysis of translated English and a non-native indigenized
variety of English. English World-wide, 37, 26-57. https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.37.1.02kru

Kruger, H., & Smith, A. (2018). Colloquialization versus Densification in Australian English: A Multidimensional Analysis of the Australian
Diachronic Hansard Corpus (ADHC). Australian Journal of Linguistics, 38, 293-328. https://doi.org/10.1080/07268602.2018.1470452

Kruger, H., & Rooy, B.V. (2018). Register variation in written contact varieties of English. English World-Wide, 39(2), 214-242.
https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.00011.kru

Kruger, H., van Rooy, B., & Smith, A. (2019). Register Change in the British and Australian Hansard (1901-2015). Journal of English Linguistics,
47, 183-220. https://doi.org/10.1177/0075424219857114

Monaco, L.M. (2016). Was late Modern English scientific writing impersonal?: Comparing Philosophy and Life Sciences texts from the Coruia
Corpus. International Journal of Corpus Linguistics, 21, 499-526. https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.21.4.03mon

Nunan, D. (1991). Language Teaching Methodology: A Textbook for Teachers. Prentice-Hall.

Page | 223


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.system.2012.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1080/13670050.2014.988114
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0142716408090085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeap.2011.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1556/Acr.13.2012.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.37.1.02kru
https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.21.4.03mon

A Comparative Study on Register Based on Chinese and International Studies: A Scientometric Analysis in CiteSpace (2010-2021)

[29]
[30]
31]
[32]

[33]

[34]
[35]
[36]
[37]

[38]
[39]

Quan, L. (2021). A Bibliometric Review of World Englishes (2010-2020). International Journal of Linguistics, Literature and Translation, 4(12),
47-54. https://doi.org/10.32996/ijl1t.2021.4.12.6

Quinto-Pozos, D., & Mehta, S. (2010). Register variation in mimetic gestural complements to signed language. Journal of Pragmatics, 42,
557-584. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2009.08.004

Ravid, D., & Berman, R.A. (2009). Developing linguistic register across text types: The case of modern Hebrew. Pragmatics & Cognition, 17,
108-145. https://doi.org/10.1075/pc.17.1.04rav

Shakir, M., & Deuber, D. (2019). A Multidimensional Analysis of Pakistani and U.S. English blogs and columns. English World-Wide, 40(7), 1-
24. https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.00020.sha

Staples, S., Biber, D., & Reppen, R. (2018). Using Corpus-Based Register Analysis to Explore the Authenticity of High-Stakes Language Exams:
A Register Comparison of TOEFL iBT and Disciplinary Writing Tasks. The Modern Language Journal, 102, 310-332.
https://doi.org/10.1111/modl.12465

Rooy, B.V., Terblanche, L., Haase, C., & Schmied, J. (2009). Register differentiation in East African English: A multidimensional study. English
World-wide, 31, 311-349. https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.31.3.04van

Song, R. (2022). A Scientometric Review of Syntactic Complexity in L2 writing based on Web of Science (2010-2022). International Journal of
Linguistics, Literature and Translation, 5(1), 18-27. https://doi.org/10.32996/ijl1t.2022.5.1.3

Teich, E., & Holtz, M. (2009). Scientific registers in contact: An exploration of the lexico-grammatical properties of interdisciplinary
discourses. International Journal of Corpus Linguistics, 14, 524-548. https://doi.org/10.1075/ijcl.14.4.04tei

Volden, J.,, & Sorenson, A. (2009). Bossy and nice requests: varying language register in speakers with autism spectrum disorder (ASD).
Journal of communication disorders, 42(1), 58-73. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcomdis.2008.08.003

Wray, D., & Lewis, M. (1997). Extending Literacy: Children Reading and Writing Non-Fiction. Routledge.

Zhang, M. (2019). Exploring Personal Metadiscourse Markers across Speech and Writing Using Cluster Analysis. Journal of Quantitative
Linguistics, 26, 267-286. https://doi.org/10.1080/09296174.2018.1480856

Page | 224


https://doi.org/10.1075/pc.17.1.04rav
https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.00020.sha
https://doi.org/10.1075/eww.31.3.04van
https://doi.org/10.32996/ijllt.2022.5.1.3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcomdis.2008.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/09296174.2018.1480856

