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Abstract: This study takes research articles published in the journal Discourse Studies between January 2010 and July
2025 as its research object. Using the scientometric analysis software CiteSpace, it systematically analyzes the overall
development trajectory of Discourse Studies over the past 15 years from the perspectives of publication volume, highly
cited documents, highly cited authors, research hotspots, and frontiers. The findings reveal that: (1) The United States has
consistently held a dominant position in the journal Discourse Studies. Although China's influence in this field has grown
significantly, it has not yet become a "central intermediary” in the global collaboration network, and its cooperative
exchanges with other countries need further deepening. (2) The research hotspots in Discourse Studies over the past 15
years include: cognitive construction and action formation in social interaction; analysis of discourse production on digital
platforms and social media; analysis of discourse application contexts; and the interdisciplinary integration of discourse
analysis methods. This paper argues that the development of Discourse Studies in the past 15 years exhibits a deepening
shift from "theoretical exploration" towards "theory-practice integration," emphasizing the combination of theoretical
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construction and empirical research, particularly the integration of discourse application context analysis with

interdisciplinary methods.
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Countries Year Strength Begin End 2010 - 2025

LUXEMBOURG 2011 0.64 2011 2011 o

SINGAPORE 2011 0.64 2011 2011

CZECH REPUBLIC 2013 0.64 2013 2013 -

ARGENTINA 2013 0.64 2013 2013 -

AUSTRIA 2015 1.9 2015 2013 -

ESTONIA 2016 0.64 2016 2016 -

SWITZERLAND 2010 1.43 2018 2018 -

CYPRUS 2018 0.64 2018 2018 -

FINLAND 2012 447 2019 2022 —

ENGLAND 2010 1.05 2019 2019 -

JAPAN 2010 0.87 2019 2019 -

CHILE 2010 0.95 2020 2022 —

ITALY 2014 2.72 2021 2023 —

RUSSIA 2021 1.7 2021 2022 —

SOUTH AFRICA 2011 1.16 2021 2021 -

NORWAY 2012 0.93 2021 2022 —

POLAND 2015 1.15 2022 2023 —

NIGERTA 2015 2.2 2023 2023 —

TURKIYE 2023 1.02 2023 2025 —

GERMANY 2013 0.68 2023 2025 —

PECPLES R CHINA 2010 4.22 2024 2025 —

SAUDI ARABTA 2024 1.15 2024 2023 —

PORTUGAL 2015 0.91 2024 2025 —

AUSTRALIA 2010 0.82 2024 2025 —

JORDAN 2014 0.7 2024 2025 o
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1 Moving forward with membership categorization analysis: Methods for systematic analysis [22] 351
2 Directives: Entitlement and contingency in action [7] 211
3 Action formation and its epistemic (and other) backgrounds [15] 194
4 Reworking research: Interactions in academic articles and blogs [28] 130
5 The online support group as a community: A micro-analysis of the interaction with a new member [23] 107
6 Instructions in the operating room: How the surgeon directs their assistant's hands [19] 97
7 The utility of topic modelling for Discourse Studies: A critical evaluation [5] 86
8  Epistemics in social interaction [9] 85
9 'Articulating the unsaid' via and-prefaced formulations of others' talk [4] 85
10  Compliance, resistance and incipient compliance when responding to directives [17] 81
11 The fact that': Stance nouns in disciplinary writing [16] 79
12 Making sense ofdanmu: Coherence in massive anonymous chats on Bilibili.com [27] 77
13 Some uses of subject-side assessments [10] 76
14 Problem presentation and responses on an online forum for young people who self-harm [21] 71
15 'Put your fingers right in here'": Learnability and instructed experience [26] 69
16 D.is.playing, contesting and negotiating epistemic authority in social interaction: Descriptions and questions in guided 69
visits [ 18]
17  Negotiation of entitlement in proposal sequences [2] 69
18  Affiliative and disaffiliative candidate understandings [1] 66
19  The multimodal interactional organization of tasting: Practices of tasting cheese in gourmet shops [20] 65
20  Establishing joint decisions in a dyad [24] 65
21  Language problem or language conflict? Narratives of immigrant women's experiences in the US [§8] 62
22 Marking understanding versus receipting information in talk: Achso. and ach in German interaction [14] 62
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