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            Abstract
          
        

        
          This study conducts a comparative analysis of the legitimation discursive strategies used by American and Chinese news media, focusing on the issue of the Israel-Hamas war. Based on Van Leeuwen’s (2008) legitimation theory, the article compares the stances of different nations’ news media toward the controversial issue with the help of various Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) theories. Key findings reveal that American and Chinese news media adopt similar macrolevel legitimation discursive strategies but exhibit subtle differences in the use of specific subcategories within these strategies. This different pattern reveals that CNN demonstrates a stronger inclination toward event-driven reporting, while China Daily tends to rely more on value-driven approaches. The results of the study highlight how cultural and political contexts shape media narratives, offering insights into the role of legitimation discursive strategies in framing international conflicts and influencing public perception.
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