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MEANS OF NEGATIVE EVALUATION IN CRITICISM
IN ENGLISH-LANGUAGE RESEARCH ARTICLES IN ECONOMICS

The article examines means of negative evaluation that can be used in critical remarks in English-language research articles in
economics, which are believed to represent one of the types of the prominent genre of English-language scientific discourse, that is
the research article. The study analyzed 124 critical remarks from 50 English-language research articles in economics which were
published in UK and USA scientﬁg electronic journals between 2009 and 2011. The study has revealed that negative evaluation
in critical remarks in English-language research articles in economics can be expressed explicitly and implicitly. The explicit
way of conveying negative evaluation uses markers, which include lexical and lexico-grammatical means ofsegative evaluation.
Lexical means of conveying negative evaluation include linguistic units with a semantics of negative evaluation, such as nouns,
adjectives, and verbs, with nouns and adjectives being more prevalent than verbs in criticism in English-language research articles
in economics. Explicit lexico-grammatical means of conveying negative evaluation in criticism include several types such as
negation of the predicate, object, subject and adverbial modifier carried out by using various negators. Our research cfgmonslmtes
that negation of the predicate and negation of the object have higher percentage of usage, while negation of the object and negation
of the adverbial modifier have consiferably ower percentage Ofusage in critical remarks in the English-language research articles
in economics. The implicit way of negative evaluation is achieved through the use of indicators of implicit meaning, that is linguistic
units with positive or neutral semantics which together in the context impart negative semantics to an utterance. Implicit means
Z/ negative evaluation commonly have future meaning and denote the necessity of carrying out further research. The study has

emonstrated that explicit means of expressing negative evaluation are more prelevant in critical remarks in English-language
research articles in economics than implicit means. Furthermore, we should mention that as far as the types of explicit means
of conveying negative evaluation in criticism in English-language research articles in economics are concerned, explicit lexical
means of expressing negative evaluation are more numerous than lexico-grammatical ones.

Key words: English-language scientific discourse; genre; research article in economics, criticism, critical remark;
means of negative evaluation.
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3ACOBU BUPA’KEHHS HETATUBHOI OIIHKH Y KPUTUYHUX 3AYBAXKEHHSAX
B AHITTOMOBHHUX HAYKOBUX CTATTAX 3 EKOHOMIKH

Y ecmammi oocnioscyromeca 3acobu axmyanizayii ne2camueHoi OYiHKU Y KPUMUYHUX 3AVEAHCEHHAX 8 AHSTOMOBHUX
HAYKOBUX CIAMMSX 3 eKOHOMIKU, KI 88AACAIOMb OOHUM 3 8UOI8 20JIOBHO20 JHCAHPY AHETIOMOBHO20 HAYKOB020 OUCKYDCY —
cmammi. ¥ akocmi mamepiany docniodxcents 6yno sukopucmano 124 kpumuunux 3ayéasicents, ompumanux 3 50 cmameii
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3 eKOHOMIKU, Kompi OVI0 onyOIiKOBAHO 6 eNeKMPOHHUX HAYKOGUX dcypranax Benuxoi Bpumanii ma CLIA npomseom
2009—2011 pp. Buaeneno, ujo HecamusHa OYinKa y KPUMUYHUX 30Y8ANHCEHHAX 8 AH2TOMOBHUX HAVKOBUX CIAMMAX 3 eKO-
HOMIKU MOdice OYmu UPAJICEHA SIK Y eKCIIYUMHULL CROCIO, max | IMnaiyumuuil. Y paszi GUKOPUCMAHHS eKCIIIYUMHO20
cnocody akxmyanizayii He2amuHoOi OYIHKU 3ACTNOCOBYIOMbCA MAPKepU, 5AKi 8KII0YAIOMb JTeKCUYHI ma J1eKCUKO-2pama-
muyHi 3acobu eepbanizayii HecamusHoi oyinKu. JIeKcuuHi 3acoou GUPANCEHHs He2AMUHOT OYIHKU GKIIIOUAIOMb JIeKCUYHI
0OUHUYT 13 HE2AMUBHUM OYIHHUM 3HAYEHHAM, MAKI K IMEeHHUKU, NPUKMEMHUKYU ma 0I€Ci08d, ceped AKUX IMeHHUKU i
NPUKMEMHUKU Y KPUMUYI 8 AHTIOMOBHUX HAYKOBUX CIAMMSAX 3 eKOHOMIKU 3aCMOCcOo8YI0omb yacmiute Hidic diecnosa. Exc-
NATYUMHI TeKCUKO-epaMamuyti 3acodbu eepbanizayii HecamuHoi oyinKu y KpUmuyi Hapaxogyloms O0exKiibKa munis, cepeo
SKUX 3anepedeHHs: npucyoKd, 000amxd, RioMema ma 06Ccmasuru, ujo 30illCHIOEMbCS 30 00NOMO20H GUKOPUCIAHHS He2d-
mopis. Pe3ynomamu npogedeno20 00Cai0#CeH s NOKA3AU, WO 3anepedeHts NPucyoka ma 3anepeyents 000amKa y Kpu-
MUYHUX 30)6AIICEHHAX 68 AH2NOMOBHUX HAYKOGUX CIMAMMAX 3 eKOHOMIKU BUKOPUCMOEYEMbCSL HaACmIle, HIJC 3aNnepeyeHHs]
niomema abo obcmagury. IMnaiyumuull cnocié 8UPaXsCceHHs He2amusHoOi OYIHKU PeanizyemvbCsl 3a80AKU 8UKOPUCTNAHHIO
IHOUKAMOpPI8 IMNIIYUMHO20 CMUCTY, SKI MArOMb NO3UMUGHY a0 HEeUMPAIbHy CeMAHMUKY Md SKi pa3omM ) KOHMeKCmi
Haoaromv 8i0N08iOHOMY BUCTIOBTIEHHIO He2amusHe OyiHHe 3HaueHHs. IMNaiyumHi 3acobu 8UpaXiceHHs He2amugHoi OYiHKU
3a36U4all BKIIOYAIOMb MOGHI OOUHUYL, SIKI MAIOMb QYMYPATLHY CEMAHMUKY Y NOCOHAHHI 3 MOGHUMU OOUHUYSMU, KOMPI
8KA3VIOMb HA NOMpedy y NPosedeHHi N00AIbUl020 00CIONCeHHA. J0CTIONCeH s NOKA3AN0, WO eKCRIIYUMHUL Cnocio
akmyanizayii HecamueHol OYIHKU Y KPUMUYHUX 3AYV6AICEHHAX 6 AH2IOMOSGHUX HAYKOGUX CIMAMMAX 3 eKOHOMIKU 34CMO-
cogyemuvca uacmiwie, Hixc imnaiyumuull cnocio. Kpiv moeo, cnio 36epuymu ysazy na me, wjo y pamkax eKChiiyumHoco
CROCOOY BUPAdICEHHS He2amMUBHOI OYIHKU Y KPUMUYHUX 3AVEANCEHHAX 68 AHIOMOBHUX HAYKOGUX CIAMMIX 3 eKOHOMIKU,

eKCILIYUMML IeKCUYHT 3aCO0U MAiomb OLIbULY NUMOMY 642y, HIdIC 1eKCUKO-2PAMAMUYHL.
Kntwouosi cnosa: anenomosnuil Haykoguil OUCKYPC, JCAnp, HAYKOBA CIAMMSL 3 eKOHOMIKU, KPUMUKA, KPUMUYHE 3a)-

BAINCEHHA, 3acobu BUPAINCEHHA He2amueHoi OuiHKu.

Introducing the problem. Currently, linguists
are primarily focused on examining various aspects
of English-language scientific discourse (lipuenxo,
2002; Hyland 2004; Hyland 2009). This can be
attributed to the global status of the English language
and its importance as the lingua franca, particularly
in science, as science holds paramount importance
for the development of modern society. Therefore,
scholars study various aspects of the English-language
scientific discourse, its genres (SIxontoBa 2009;
Swales 1990), with the English-language research
article being the leading genre of the English-language
scientific discourse (SIxonrosa 2009; Swales 1990). In
general, an English-language research article has such
an important component of scientific advancement
as criticism which is expressed in it through critical
remark(s).

Analysis of the previous literature. Criticism
in scientific discourse has already been investigated
by contemporary linguistic researchers (Crossed
words, 2011; Salager-Meyer, 2000; Fagan, Martin
Martin, 2004; Giannoni, 2005, Moreno, suarez, 2008;
Salager-Meyer, 2001; Salager-Meyer, 1998; Mur-
Dueitias, 2012). However, in spite of its significance
for the development of science and the number of
existing studies that focus on how negative evaluation
is expressed in criticism in general (bamaipka,
2013; banaupka 2012; Bamanpka, 2014a; bananbka
2014b) or in some academic disciplines (Balatska,
Kuznetsova, 2021; AreiiueBa, bamanpka, 2018), the
means of expressing negative evaluation in critical
remarks in English-language research articles across
academic disciplined should be studied further.

The purpose of the research. Given the increasing
necessity for Ukrainian economists to publish their
research articles in English-language scientific
journals, this study aims to investigate the means

that help to convey negative evaluation in English-
language research articles in economics.

Materials and methods. The study examines
a corpus of 124 critical remarks containing 264
critical utterances obtained from 50 research articles
in economics, published in UK and USA electronic
journals between 2009 and 2011.

The methodology employed for the research
includes component analysis, definitive analysis,
interpretive-textual analysis, quantitative analysis,
and the method of cognitive-discursive interpretation.

The main body. The conducted analysis of the
material has shown that negative evaluation, that is
the axiological content of criticisms, can be expressed
explicitly or implicitly in contemporary English-
language research articles in economics.

When negative evaluation is expressed explicitly
(59.03 % of all the means of negative evaluation in
critical remarks in English-language research articles
in economics), it typically involves the use of lexical
or lexico-grammatical means of negative evaluation,
thus constituting two distinct types of critical remarks
with negative evaluation being conveyed explicitly.

The first type of critical remarks using explicit
way of negative evaluation includes critical remarks
with negative evaluation verbalized through the use
of explicit lexical means of negative evaluation,
accounting for 48.55 % of all critical remarks in
English-language research articles in economics.

The word class analysis of explicit lexical means
of negative evaluation in critical remarks in English-
language research articles in economics distinctly
demonstrated that they include:

— nouns (364 % of the wholly body of all
the explicit lexical means of negative evaluation
(gap, lack, limitation, problem, shortcoming,
weakness, etc.), e.g.:
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(1) Due to a lack of scientific basis for marketing
the sector has a serious marketing problem.

(2) Despite the plethora of research on franchising,
some important gaps exist in our understanding of
this important organizational form.

— adjectives (37.2 % of entirety of explicit lexical
means of negative evaluation) (bad, insufficient,
contradictory, negative, poor, limited, difficult,
unclear, unknown, etc.), e.g.:

(3) Self report studies produced results showing
that men and women support the existence of gender
differences in information processing; however some
of the results are actually contradictory.

(4) Giventhe size of the database and the insufficient
computing power to delete/filter records or columns
of the entire database, I sorted all remaining records
according to the outcome of the bank loan operation
(default/no default).

— verbs (26.4 % of the total number of explicit
lexical means of negative evaluation) (fail, limit,
outlook, ignore, skew, lack, neglect, etc.), e.g.:

(5) What this view, however, fails to distinguish
is that a consumer in a developing country’s desires
may be for a new automobile, but the prices and his
income prevent such a purchase.

(6) Cappon’s request to administer his research
instrument was turned down by many intuition-
sensitive companies but companies in the
manufacturing industry were quite receptive to his
request. This might have skewed his findings.

Furthermore, negative evaluation in critical
remarks in English-language research articles in
economics can be conveyed by means of using
explicit lexico-grammatical means. This constitutes
the second type of expressing negative evaluation
in critical remarks in such articles, where negative
operators-negators are used alongside lexical units
bearing negative or neutral semantics (banarpka,
2013; bamamnpeka, 2014a), accounting for 10.48 %
of all the means of expressing negative evaluation
in critical remarks in the English-language research
articles in economics.

Our analysis demonstrated that the predominant
approach to expressing negative evaluation in critical
remarks is through the use of negation of the prediate
(46.15 % of all the lexico-grammatical means
employed for expressing negative evaluation in critical
remarks in the English-language research articles in
economics), which is achieved through the use of a
negator represented by the negative particle not (n’t).

In critical remarks, negation of the predicate can
be accomplished through the use of two models.

The first model is represented by the negation of
the compound verbal predicate (50.5 % of the total
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critical remarks in the English-language research
articles in economics, which utilize negation of
the predicate for conveying negative evaluation).
This model is typically manifested in the following
variation — auxiliary verb do for Present Simple or
Past Simple + not + notional verb, e.g.:

(7) Studies conducted to investigate the validity of
this stereotyping did not produce consistent results.

The second model involves critical remarks
featuring negation of a compound nominal predicate
constituting 49.5 % of all the critical remarks
employing negation of the predicate. This structure
entails the verb be either in the form of Present Simple
or Past Simple + not + the nominal part represented
by an adjective or a past participle, e.g.:

(8) The data was collected and tested for the small
and medium size organization of the industry so, this
model is not applicable for the large organization in
the sector.

Critical remarks in English-language research
articles in economics can also employ negation of the
object for conveying negative evaluation, that account
for 30.77 % of all lexico-grammatical means used
for negative evaluation in critical remarks. That is
achieved through the use of the negative pronoun no,
according to the following model: (formal) subject +
be, etc. + no + object, e.g.:

(9) There is no one
organizational culture.

Critical remarks in the English-language research
articles in economics may also use negation of
the subject (8.8% of the total number of all critical
remarks with lexico-grammatical means of negative
evaluation), which is accomplished through the
following model: negator (no, not) + subject, e.g.:

(10) Several researches were done in regard to
Ethiopian consumers, but to date, no formal and
informal research had been done to assess the level
of the ethnocentric tendencies of the Ethiopian
consumers.

We should also mention that we have observed
instances of critical remarks with negation of the
adverbial modifier constituting 7.7 % of all instances
of critical remarks with negative evaluation conveyed
through the usage of lexico-grammatical means. This
is done with the help of a negative particle not or a
negative adverb (never), e.g.:

(11) Never before have we seen attention to the
actual steps; procedures and control of monetary
transactions.

As previously stated, negative evaluation in
critical remarks in English-language research articles
in economics can also be conveyed implicitly,
constituting 40.97 % of all means used to express

single definition for
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negative evaluation in criticism in such articles.
Authors of the English-language research articles in
economics achieve this by using:

— linguistic units with future meaning coupled
with verbs (see example 12) / modal verbs (example
13) indicating necessity for additional research, e.g.:

(12) Future research needs to investigate this
issue further, perhaps focusing on specific ethical
values and the extent to which students consider them
important, and how they relate to unethical behaviors.

(13) These variables should be explored further in
future research.

— nouns (example 14) and verbs (example 15)
indicating the need for further investigation:

(14) There is a need to look at the utilization of
the work-force in the less developed nations to see
if merely being “employed” is equal to being in a
better economic situation, and an upwardly mobile
opportunity which would include improvements in

[Teaarorika
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living standards, education, adequate housing and a
social life <...>.

(15) Additional research is also required to shed
light on the behavioral effects of the remaining Brand
metrics may also be examined and their impact on
the creation of Brand attachment and Brand attitude
strength also be checked.

Conclusions. Therefore, based on the conducted
analysis, it can be inferred that there is a variety of means
that can be used for expressing negative evaluation in
critical remarks in English-language research articles
in economics. The explicit way of expressing negative
evaluation is more prevalent than the implicit way of
conveying negative evaluation. Besides, explicit lexical
means of expressing negative evaluation significantly
outnumber explicit lexico-grammatical means.

Further research could explore means of negative
evaluation in critical remarks in English-language
research articles across other academic disciplines.
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