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MEANS OF NEGATIVE EVALUATION
IN CRITICAL REMARKS IN ENGLISH-LANGUAGE
RESEARCH ARTICLES IN SOCIAL STUDIES

Summary. The article studies mean of negative evalu-
ation in critical remarks in English-language research arti-
cles in social studies, which are considered to represent one
of the types of the leading genre of English-language scientif-
ic discourse, i.e. the article. Materials of our research consist
of 112 critical remarks obtained from 50 English-language
research articles in social studies which were published in
scientific journals of the UK and the USA in 2009-2011.
It has been found out that negative evaluation in criticism
in English-language research articles in social studies can
be expressed explicitly and implicitly. The explicit way
of expressing negative evaluation is carried out with markers,
i.e. lexical and lexico-grammatical means of negative evalua-
tion. Lexical means of expressing negative evaluation are lin-
guistic units used for negative evaluation, among which were
recorded nouns, adjectives, verbs, and adverbs. Our research
has demonstrated that nouns and adjectives have higher per-
centage of using in criticism, while verbs and adverbs have
considerably lower percentage of using. Explicit lexico-gram-
matical means of negative evaluation have been divided
into several types, among which negation of the predicate
of the sentence, negation of the object and negation of the sub-
ject are usually used. That is performed by means of using
negators. In particular, predicate negation is a type of explic-
it lexico-grammatical means of expressing negative evalua-
tion which is used the most often. Whereas object negation
and subject negation are less numerous in critical remarks.
They use the implicit way of negative evaluation by verbaliz-
ing indicators of implicit meaning, i.e. linguistic units which
have positive or neutral semantics and give negative seman-
tics to an utterance together in the context. As a rule, implicit
means of expressing negative evaluation have future meaning
or denote the need for performing further research. The results
of this study have shown that explicit means of expressing
negative evaluation are more numerous in critical remarks
in English-language research articles in social studies than
implicit means of negative evaluation. It should also be men-
tioned that as far as the types of explicit means of expressing
negative evaluation in critical remarks in English-language
research articles in social studies are concerned, explicit lex-
ical means of expressing negative evaluation are used more
often than lexico-grammatical means.

Key words: English-language scientific discourse, gen-
re, research article in social studies, criticism, critical remark,
means of negative evaluation.

Introducing the problem. Nowadays, the attention of linguists
is focused on the study of various aspects of English-language
scientific discourse [1-3]. This can be explained by the fact that
the English language has acquired the status of the international
language of communication (/ingua franca) [4-6], in particular that
of science, and science itself has become extremely important for
the development of modern society. Taking into consideration men-
tioned above, scholars analyze genres of English-language scien-
tific discourse [7; 8], the leading genre among which we consider to
be a research article [7; 8]. As a rule, an English-language research
article contains such an important component for the development
of science as criticism which is verbalized in the text of the corre-
sponding research article in critical remark(s).

Analysis of the previous literature. Criticism in scientific
discourse has already been studied by modern linguistic scholars
[9-19]. However, despite its importance for the development of sci-
ence and availability of scientific works that analyze the means
of expressing negative evaluation in criticism in general [20-23],
the means of expressing negative evaluation in criticism in Eng-
lish-language research articles in different academic disciplined
need further research.

The purpose of the research. Taking into account the grow-
ing need for Ukrainian sociologists to publish their research articles
in English-language foreign journals, the purpose of this research
was to explore the means of expressing negative evaluation in Eng-
lish-language research articles in social studies.

Materials and methods. The problem has been studied using
a corpus of 112 critical remarks containing 292 critical utterances
obtained from 50 research articles in social studies. The research
articles were published in electronic journals of the United King-
dom and the USA during 2009-2011.

The research methodology includes definitive analysis, com-
ponent analysis, interpretive-textual analysis, quantitative analysis
and the method of cognitive-discursive interpretation.

The main body. The analysis of the material has demonstrated
that the axiological content of criticism/critical remarks (CRs),
namely negative evaluation, in modern English-language research
articles in social studies can be expressed explicitly or implicitly.

In case of using the explicit method of negative evaluation
(67.87% of all means of expressing negative evaluation in CRs in
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English-language research articles in social studies), negative eval-
uation is expressed by means of using lexical or lexico-grammatical
means, which allows us to distinguish two types of CRs in which
negative evaluation is expressed explicitly.

Thus, the first type of CRs with explicit expression of nega-
tive evaluation includes CRs in which the negative evaluation is
verbalized through the use of explicit lexical means of negative
evaluation (54.88% of all CRs in English-language research arti-
cles in social studies).

As a result of the word class analysis of explicit lexical means
of negative evaluation in CRs in English-language research articles
in social studies, it was revealed that they include the following:

— nouns (38.5% of all explicit lexical means) (drawback, lack,
limitation, disregard, flaw, gap, neglect, problem, paucity, short-
coming, weakness, etc.), €.g.:

(1) However, there is a gap in the current research regarding
what motivates users to join in the online melee and how the real
world and the online world interact with each other.

— adjectives (32.5% of all explicit lexical means of negative
evaluation) (/imited, difficult, inadequate, scarce, insufficient, neg-
ative, unclear, scant, unreliable, etc.), e.g.:

(2) Research on the practice of law is scarce because most aca-
demic lawyers are not trained in empirical research methods.

— verbs (22.3% of all explicit lexical means of negative evalu-
ation) (ignore, lack, neglect, exaggerate, limit, overlook, etc.), e.g.:

(3) <...> these forms of social capital have often been over-
looked by mainstream society because they do not fit into the domi-
nant, capitalistic cultural value system.

— adverbs (6.7% of all explicit lexical means of negative
evaluation) (incorrectly, hardly any, inappropriately, only, rather
(than)), e.g..

(4) Further, it is possible that research to date has inappro-
priately specified the relationship between OTC, and other drug
misuse.

In addition, negative evaluation in CRs in English-language
research articles in social studies can be expressed through the use
of explicit lexico-grammatical means, that makes the second type
of expressing negative evaluation in CRs in English-language
research articles in social studies, where we observe the use of neg-
ative operators-negators together with lexical units with negative
or neutral semantics [1] (13.09% of all means of expressing nega-
tive evaluation in CRs in the English-language research articles in
social studies).

The results of our analysis demonstrated that in CRs in the Eng-
lish-language research articles in social studies, negation of the pre-
diate is used the most often (76.95% of all lexico-grammatical
means of expressing negative evaluation in CRs in the English-lan-
guage research articles in social studies), which is carried out
through the use of a negator, that is the negative particle not (n ?).

In CRs in English-language research articles in social stud-
ies, negation of the predicate can be performed according to two
models.

The first model is presented by the negation of the com-
pound verbal predicate (67.9% of all CRs in the English-language
research articles in social studies, which use the predicate negation
for negative evaluation) is usually implemented in the following
modifications:

— Auxiliary verb have for Present Perfect + not + notional
verb, e.g.:

(5) The number of field hours required within a practicum
placement has not been explored on a national level, perhaps in
part because CSWE sets a minimum standard of 900 hours.

— Auxiliary verb do for Present Simple or Past Simple + not +
notional verb, e.g.:

(6) Although this study does not contain a comparison with
young adults in intact families, the findings add complexity to past
research investigating the relationship between divorce and gender
attitudes.

—Modal verb + not + notional verb, e.g.:

(6) The specific characteristics of those willing to share their
experiences certainly may not be representative of those typically
on OPC orders.

The second model is represented by CRs with negation
of a compound nominal predicate (32.1% of all CRs with negation
of the predicate), that is the verb be in the form of Present Simple
or Past Simple + not + the nominal part represented by an adjective
or a participle II, e.g.:

(8) However, even the statistical significance of this particular
finding was not strong.

The CRs in English-language research articles in social studies
can also use object negation for negative evaluation (16.79% of all
lexico-grammatical means of negative evaluation in CRs) by means
of using the negative pronoun o, which is carried out according to
the model: (formal) subject + be, etc. + no + object, e.g.:

(9) There were no national studies found that looked at how
students proceed through the field placement process, although rec-
ommendations are made for the use of student and agency question-
naires to streamline and systematize the process.

In CRs in the English-language research articles in social
studies we have also recorded negation of the subject (8.8% of all
CRs with lexico-grammatical means of negative evaluation),
which is implemented according to the model: negator (no, not)
+ subject, e.g.:

(10) In addition, no survey data is available for students who
were absent the day the survey was administered.

As it was mentioned above, negative evaluation in CRs in
English-language research articles in social studies can also be
expressed implicitly (32.13% of all means of expressing negative
evaluation in criticism in the English-language research articles in
social studies). In order to do that authors of the English-language
research articles in social studies use:

— linguistic units with future meaning in combination with
verbs/modal verbs that indicate the need for further research, e.g.:

(11) Therefore, further research is needed to explore similar
methods of data collection.

—nouns and verbs that indicate the need for further research,
e.g.

(12) Although a qualitative comparison between our sam-
ple and the remaining RFS participants was beyond the scope
of this exploratory study, these issues need to be examined more
closely.

— linguistic units with future meaning in combination with
adjectives that indicate the need for further research:

(13) Eurther research in this area is necessary to determine
how to implement these programs in schools and develop successful
applications for age-specific, population-specific, and skill-specific
interventions.

— interrogative sentences:
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(14) Further research is needed to explore if and how differ-
ences in the structure of the field practicum impacts learning out-
comes. Do programs with field seminars better prepare students
than those that do not? Is it an advantage when field liaisons also
lead field seminars? Do hour requirements impact the development
of basic competencies?

—other linguistic units with positive or neutral semantics, which
together in the context give negative semantics to the utterance, e.g.:

(15) While observers will sometimes recognize that New
Orleans was declining in population and facing many problems
before the storm (see, for example, Fussell 2007), most commen-
tators have tended to concentrate on the changes brought about by
the hurricane and on reconstructing from the hurricane.

Conclusions. Thus, the performed analysis makes it possible to
conclude that the means of expressing negative evaluation in criti-
cism in English-language research articles in social studies are quite
diverse. The explicit way of expressing negative evaluation is used
more often than the implicit way of negative evaluation. In addition,
explicit lexical means of expressing negative evaluation are signifi-
cantly more numerous than explicit lexico-grammatical means.

Further research can be carried out to analyze the means of neg-
ative evaluation in criticism in English-language research articles
from other academic disciplines.
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Banganbka O. 3acodu akryasizanii HeraTUBHOI OLIHKHU
Y KPUTHYHHMX 3ayBa:KeHHSIX B AHIVIOMOBHHUX HAyKOBHX
CTATTAX i3 COMIOIOTIYHUX TUCHUILTIH

AHoTamisi. Y HaBeICHIH CTaTTi iHBEHTapU3YIOTHCS
3acO0M BHPaXXCHHS HETaTHBHOI OIIHKH Yy KPUTHYHUX
3ayBa)KEHHSX B AHIIOMOBHMX HAyKOBHX CTaTTAX i3
COLIOJOTiUYHUX JAMCUMILIIH, TOOTO B OJHOMY 3 BHIIB
MPOBIAHOTO JKAaHPY CYYaCHOTO AaHIJIOMOBHOTO HayKOBOTO
TUCKYpCYy — crarTi. MarepiajoM IIbOrO JOCIIKCHHS
Oynu 112 KpUTHYHUX 3ayBaXKEHb, sKi 3arajlioM MiCTATb
292 KpUTHYHHUX BUCJIOBIIOBaHHS, BiiOpanux i3 50 crareid i3
COLIIOJIOTIYHUX JUCLUILIIH, OMyONiKOBaHUX B €JIEKTPOHHHUX
HayKoBHX >XypHanax Benukoi bpuranii Ta CIIIA nporsrom
2009-2011 pp. Y poboTi mokazaHo, 110 HETaTHBHA OILliHKA
Yy KpHUTULI MOXe OyTH akKTyaji3oBaHa SK EKCIUIIIHTHO,
Tak 1 IMIINUTHO. Y pa3l 3aCTOCYBaHHA 3 L€ METOINO
EKCIUTIIIUTHOTO Ccrocol0y BepOamizalii HEraTMBHOI OIIHKH
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTbCS MapKepH — JIEKCHYHI H JIEKCHKO-
rpaMaTuuHi 3aco0u akTyami3auii HEraTUBHOTO 3MICTY.
JlexcuuHi 3aco0M — MOBHI OIWHHUII, SIKI 3aCTOCOBYHOTHCS
JUisi  BepOamizaiii HEraTMBHOI OIIIHKH, Cepel  KOTpHUX
3apeecTpoOBaHO OyJ0 IMEHHHKH, NPUKMETHHKH, JI€CIIOBA,
a TaKOX PUCITIBHUKHU. AHaJi3 MaTepiany Mmokas3as, o cepes
SKCIUTIIUTHUX JIEKCHYHUX 3aco0iB BepOasizaiii HeraTuBHOT
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OIIIHKY IMCHHHMKH Ta MPUKMCTHHUKH MAlOTh OLJIbIIY MHTOMY
Bary, HiXK JI€CIIOBa Ta MPUCTIBHUKU. EKCIUTIIIMTHI JIEKCUKO-
rpaMaTHyHi 3ac00M aKTyali3aiii HeTaTUBHOI OILIHKH, cepes
SIKHX MOXKHa BHOKPEMHTH [CKiJIbKa THIIIB, 3aCTOCOBYOTHCS
y MEHIIIH KiJIBKOCTI BHUNAJAKIB 1 MEPEBAKHO TMPEICTaBICHI
3allepeueHHsIM MOpHUCYAKa, [oJaTka Ta [iaMera, o
3MIHCHIOETBCS 3a JIOTIOMOTOI0 BHKOPHUCTAHHS BiMOBIIHUX
HeratopiB. 30Kpema, 3alepedcHHs MPUCYIKa i3 3a3HaUYCHOIO
METOK0 BHKOPHCTOBYETHCS YACTillle, HDK 3alepedeHHs
migMera 4 Jojarka. IMIUTIOUTHUA croci® BUpaKeHHS
HETaTHBHOI OL[IHKH y CTATTAX 3a3HAYCHOTO TUILY Pealli3yeThCs
y KPUTHYHHX 3ayBa)KCHHSX 3aBISIKH 3aCTOCYBAHHIO MOBHHX
OJIMHHIIB, SIKI MAIOTh [TO3UTHBHY a00 HEUTPAIbHY CEMaHTHKY

Ta SIKi B KOHTEKCT1 Y CBOil CYKYITHOCTI HaIat0Th BiATIOBITHOMY
BUCIIOBIICHHIO HETaTWBHE OLIHHE 3HAYCHHS. 3a3BHYail st
[bOT0 Y KPUTHYHHUX 3ayBaKCHHSX B aH[MIOMOBHHX HayKOBHX
CTATTAX 13 COLIONIOTTYHUX JUCIMILIIH BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH MOBHI
OJIMHMUII, AKI MalTh (QyTypaabHy CEMaHTHKY, y MO€IHAHHI
3 MOBHHMH OIMHHUIISIMH, IO BKa3ylOThb Ha HEOOXiJHICTH
NPOBE/ICHHS MOJATBIIOrT0 aociimkenns. Kpim toro, Gymo
BUSIBIICHO, 1[0 CKCIUTIUTHAMN CIIOCIO BUPaKCHHSI HETaTUBHOT
OI[IHKU Ma€ OUIBIIY MUTOMY Bary, Hi’k IMIUTIIUTHUE crIOCi0.

KiurouoBi cioBa: aHIIOMOBHHI HAyKOBHU JHCKYPC,
JKaHp, HAYKOBA CTATTS i3 COLIOIOTIUHUX AUCIUILIIH, KPUTHKA,
KPUTAYHE 3ayBaKCHHS, 3aCO0M BHPaKCHHS HETaTHBHOL
OLIIHKH.




