o | ¥

Inf

1.1 5|

ETHFIEREFRWIEF R, S HErkRE, 4 S
FP, I HE R R RN S AR E R I RS R T 7E PR
Pl A S0 RO R R T I, TR R AR S5 iR B W S R 45 5 D7 I, &t
g B 1L 1R 2 2006 — 2016 4F 1 - 47 ) 75 [ B 93 ) % 36 1 i
BHERFFE . b discourse J& 1 7 1E A, FCFT7E A9 1T o (B Pl
T AR T A A S O BEER] 3 S et 3 TR AT S FE T BRI 5 8 5
AL, A IE T 5 B 9 AF 9T I F5 15 7% (grammar) BF5T . 1574 1L
( grammaticalization ) iff 7% fliF 75 ~J 1% (language acquisition) iff 5%, iX
SERFFE YRS AT R IR SE R 2R (frequency ).

RS R I, FRATTAT LR A T 3 8y 3 5 1 iR PRI AT
St BI128 AR el o, B TR L TR A S, T E
BT £ AR, 294 2000 H Al S OF IR, i, conversation
speech. discourse marker. identity, politeness. genre. variation,
conversation analysis fllgender % (£ UL £ 1.1), 1% 22305 i A 1 JGiR b
B BT 5T 48 8] T X% B SE 23 3& (conversation, speech. conversation

analysis) I9HR5Y, BRI ITEIEPMC (discourse marker ) BF5T |

B
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1.1 2006—2016%F A R RAVGER BERXRFGE R AXEE (ER )

ursesation

=S
nology sl (‘" NN 2L/
/ GM ;_5@“‘% :clolin\wlsuc.s N

.}\._ A‘m: i ndndur s identity
v, < 4 i & ('ﬂ'vlrnl.hn analysis
' J

'F
'M‘t'ﬁnsl.mlan f

1.2 2006—2016%F B R RAER B X TOECHALXEE (F0)
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Sy ik a A G (identity) BF57 . L3I 4 (politeness) B 5T LA K4 il
(gender ) AL (genre) 455 T 1YL 5+ (variation) AF5¥,  F iRk 264K
TR TS SCHE R E RS Y AR, LBCR P & TR ( metaphor ). 4]
7 (syntax), P (translation) Flif X ( semantics) %5 J5 1 B A 95 . 28

LAY A

I3, b i EATRAEI B A SO0 Y 2= 1

2006—2016<F 8 & RAIER EEIE X T IL = X iEiE

ESiEd Yt ST ESES AR EE

177 discourse 43 translation

85 grammar 43 politeness

83 grammaticalization 42 semantics

76 frequency 39 genre

72 acquisition 38 variation

65 conversation 38 word

60 metaphor 34 lexicography

51 speech 34 perception

51 collocation 33 conversation analysis
49 discourse marker 33 gender

46 syntax 32 pragmatics

44 identity 31 phonology
FATTXT X LERF TR E AT A XE R I, D SOR R ITHRBHEDTIE A

RAEPIEALGE X ERIETH I, M2 T
Fro b, HET WET X SR IR SMEARS O R 2 R T
SEHEATE AU X ILANT7 AT B 2R MERSR 7 IF . X T

FITE 22 A 5 2 30

B
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T BESRAUE, FeaRihe.

DA b3 gk SR T R B AT R EE I S A, S IRATT H
fih 21 A AH SCSCRR AN P ARGE BN W) G o Fen, TR ST A AR
| International Journal of Corpus Linguistics #l Corpora I i BE UL £ ¢
ZETEAIITS S, R TE T T I Discourse Studies Fl Journal of
Pragmatics |, WA L ERBITOR FH 2R

HRHPE R IT (10 B0 = AE AR, Journal of Corpora and
Discourse Studies ({5 FHE SiGHEM =T ), 20184 H M 715, 9%
[l 5 3 e K2 k). Register Studies ((TE RS ), Kt T 20194F
JiR ) F]5, John Benjamins i fiift). Corpus Pragmatics (A i H
%), 20174401, Springer H Wurt) HS S THENIIE B K, Journal
of Corpora and Discourse Studies % A0FR M2 5¢ F K KRN K Bliii bR S
HEHE A S AN LS & 1L 55, Register Studies W 5 [H 15 KL FERIF I A 56
RS S A b, Corpus Pragmatics T2k ) 303 2224 8 TG TE 5T IE
W, HAth—26T4), U Applied Linguistics (N Fi# 5 2% )). English for
Specific Purposes (& [T & 951 ). Journal of English for Academic
Purposes ({ AR & #IEET] ). Journal of Language and Politics ({if
HHEGA T )) W E RS TR T O S

WAk, PR A S TR DA SCRIR 2, B IR TR A
SECRMAEA WG, T+ 2 AR E PR R R AR 2R, IR
PREEARW ., N, 2004 4F 3¢ & B TR 5 229825 (The American
Association for Applied Corpus Linguistics) 3= 7» T “%f . Jm dt 56 15 Bt
JE i 7 2 WFiF 47 (The Fifth North American Symposium on Corpus
Linguistics ), 237 Hi {44 A Corpus Linguistics Beyond the Word: Corpus
Research from Phrase to Discourse(2007) fi&3CEE, TAEMR & B M 45 1
TR BT IE 5 B4 R A5 52 0. 2008 4F 27 29 Jii ICAME ( The 29th

International Computer Archive of Modern and Medieval English ) 231
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R K4 32 U ) %E O “Corpora: Pragmatics and Discourse”.,  H i
FE bR Esgm i Ry “EPRiFEHER 5% K27 (The International Corpus
Linguistics Conference), #iltJLIR MRS 3 H K 5 WriE L 5L
R, 2011484 Susan Hunston (X061 PEA) F1Paul Baker
(FHOETFE SRR EH) ; 20134 %) Karin Aijmer (GEXEIEFRIC). Michael
Hoey (=X MRl fih 2 H198) il Ute Romer (F2 224 ARAH 15 4347 K i
2%); 20154F iy Douglas Biber (32 X i# 1845 5+). Michaela Mahlberg (3 I
HBHE SCiR2%) Fi Alan Partington (2 BT W 5E) 5 2017 41 Susan
Hunston (FH0ETEPEAT) Fl Dan Mclntyre (FBOERHE Y, fEX—E
#Z2F, Alan Partington T 2016 4E €10 T — T YRR S, £
N “TERLEE 515 E E PR (The Corpora and Discourse International
Conference). F K2 T 2016416 5 R A B HEA 2647, 2 M4E—
Wo WIS KEBA - 75154120 (discourse organisations ) ; B . ALY
FEAKE I (political, institutional and media/social media texts); #14x
Bl Rt S HOR BUBE TS (social science and social policy issues); 3¢
b K #5 SC ARG RS ( cultural and cross-cultural topics ) ; BHFHFZE 03615 &
X (discourse implications in translation studies); 32 SCAS H 1 3E 5 4%
L (discourse effects in literary texts ),

i BATIA, TR R AT RENE S TP AR A . L,
B B SR, S ESE — B R R rh e S R 4 —
(Hoey & Shao 2015: 15; D¢ dE . BiFIIF 2016: 44-50), EkHE 56
W EEEAH HNANA, 5T SR TR

T AR AR, FRE# T SURE AR CR, APPSR
ISR RS . 24k, FRETRRVEAF IR, W27
AR TSRS, S TRV STIRA T i, & BRI 5 A R A
FERIEE (DL 1.3, ZEIXIES 2014: 75),

FEFRE, FETIEREELFIE A . FARIGEIRIEIIR . B 58

B
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oonw G
At . R R
]

e
o~ a5 gﬁiﬁﬂﬁ AR
. i ___l:ig"sﬁ;‘ﬁ\-"- {\ e - r~ wordsmith -
HIE S --Jk? .f§ : quik% muaa‘_.lﬁ'ﬂﬁitmdhj ,;}H-'rn!ie‘,'—fi’ﬁ&§'

i -L‘ ’.] ’ e i FH I At-ilin -
sk \ ' _.: v i Q*hfél}%f;t{, ¢ ‘ﬁﬁﬁg} IS&‘&E %
_}Flll:li*'ﬁﬁ' % vl T EES R

i b} i o A i % 1
AN cHi T > ’- ﬁ% [is RN
: . i_.:?: U

@‘]}t'. #ﬁi‘%’ﬁ; A . ﬁ%ﬁm
i ey o = A
VRIS

- 9 =
|y @%%%% S LU
[ 9 ,i&lﬁ‘ﬂﬁ ﬁ%_ R ‘
LT g
S A 3 :

2
‘*
A
i
=

miemie  DLHTE R

A g BT "
T TR R £ )
A S i i Wi 't
4 %‘Eﬂ:ﬁu sy
L

Bl 1.3 1984—20164E (& CSSCI HATFIIERI EEAE X Ie X m X 5EiF

IS . A IRIRETSE . ZRSIREVITSE, BRI THC/K
FRE, (EFERERRR EIFA i I H

PAR FA P 0 e i R RIS A% D ARFAIE | T TR TE A% DR AE L K
PR Rl IS ) BRLAR SR i DA B3

1.2 ENERRBZOSE

TERLPEDFIE A BEAR P TR ST X AR 1 B SR S A kL, i
Geit oA TBe, TE— BSOSl S 7E 0 2O R S b i SR
PR, R BT B AR E AN C e, o B AR E AL -
(Xu 2015; 54 2017a), ERBEAZ MRS S0, RIRY &I
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WE A, RS WA RADRAEE Sz . R, L
AZJE, WA BRISTRIEDTTE , WG BTN E, X ikt
50T, JHE R B YRR T S

ZRA DIAESCHR, FRATDR B RN BF 58 09 8% O R AE RS Dy <1 1
“ETOCBR” (K4 2014: 35-36, 2017a: 52-53) PUAS 5. T ORD
REH AT SHOCTE I . HORH AR IE LA 5 A 58 0 5 AR
A, Hk, ERERFITAE B A EDRIS R R R 4T T B
FWEF . R FEGIE b, R UORA DAL RN S ks
MR M4 (Halliday 1991; Bod et al. 2003)., Halliday (1992) #
HAARE S5 B S X 1 5 829 (instance) MYAEEE, [A) Iho 2 — A IS A &
(construct), FEARKAREE X Fith) S8 Ry —Fh “RE " sl “dhm” %
F, WATFRZ N R, IIEF ¥ BT b SR E e R
PNt LI S Rl ey S DS T a e e e R (NE P SN DT Y S 31 )
SEENL . ETEWE 3 SCRIE AN RS 5 )2 2 A SR G R i sk
TR TR ECE 5 . EAEIERTSE, BRI S Rt il 5 e i
ZIIEE I R, NIRRT R Z A OCHE, R L St
BZEIMSER, FAARE MRG0T DL B OE R T T H kB R, B
IR TERHEEAIF S B 3K DU IR TR AR R FRATT XA v R R AF 5 R A 1 R
PEWFSCR SRR . Horb, “HI” 2 RA, i OROCHE, “f8 RiEAR,
SRR HFEIIATE . RIS A 2 B PUIURAAE, U AT
PARN g S R g SRR RT 5, W ARl RS RYIRHEE TR 75 %7 (big C
Corpus Linguistics, RIS SGEENEDFFT), WA B2 T iR PUIURHE
IR, IRATAFRZ NG iR EIE T %7 (little ¢ corpus
linguistics, R SCAYTEARHENITY). 1I# 2B A iE e RN, 5 & 2
iz 5B X TR .

WM E 2, CH7 R CERT R RIS AT OB RER A . B
TER AL ST 0BT DL BB R T B is F, BATTAR SA58 7 ik B % 4

B
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Ko AU, TR PEBEAY RVA FOR A ARR T R 10 R T R4 3
(a methodologically-oriented branch of linguistics) ( Leech 2011:
158),

ERHEEDT R DT ORAE, IR F 20l 858 DO V& I s 7E
TR, RS HRE T A 2 B LGS S a2 ] e e L R O
Fo MBI RAREARDE, "R B 5 1L” (contextualization), &
X BRI B R T, IS IR TR SRR A I RIS A S, Aok
Ui, TERHENFRAER 20 00T & th Ak R IR, SEmE R G
( concordancing) HAFF i)/ 9 F T SCHEE (PR “IL3C”, co-text), i
AR R B | R R S i S TRV T AL RS WL F
TS FRER SO M BUE G, RUFTE ESCRE . TR SOR T i+ 2 30k
AR R, ), BRI . R, Al TfE B (metadata)
IR QB ) TR P SO — A7 i . X RIRE RS Al AL
&, TEScott & Tribble (2006: 9) 1, LA 5% Fl ( contextual scope) HY
PEEAFU SRR, AR TR

Contextual Scope (3% L )

SCOPE 1: a few words to left and right GEFEl—: K2 /24745 1))

SCOPE 2: the whole sentence (JiL [ —.: #41))

SCOPE 3: the paragraph (Ju[El = : B%)

SCOPE 4: the story so far GEFIU: M4aikds A B

SCOPE 5: the section or chapter (i #.: #7)

SCOPE 6: the whole text GEFI/N: &4~ CAR)

SCOPE 7: the colony of texts to which this one belongs GEFlt: 4
SO BT I SCARRETS)

SCOPE 8: other related texts G /\ : HAAH S SCAS)

SCOPE 9: the context of culture GEFE L. SCfkifH)
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EXTRA-LINGUISTIC SCOPE: where you are when you meet the
text CIETE S : Heftiz ORI 375

Scott & Tribble (2006) IR H 1R, (ELIH H A2 R STR 7B
AR L XSO R s 1, AYGREERZ T LIG I e e A
W FATE IR TESR AR AT AR A — &k — Ry Rk,
XA AR RS2 A R R SRR, R T IR AT TR TS T R
LS

ESEEEIT AN AT 2 LAY L EAFIE . Malinowski (1923: 310-311)
BN 2O TR BE 0 M B BE (context of situation ) FISCAK
(context of culture), ML F M, X—ifE —IMkib EAEIE S
DEIEIAY B Sl . SR ATE A (B S BR . HiE R R AN IE] SOA
&) Z A B SCHE: (intertextuality ) 45,

HORHEE 5 B B AR N0 2 1l 0 o b, (B s TE R,
FRCAEZR AT RS UIA R, e I [ ) 2P fE i B SR
fha i FEXAadferh, XS THRNE . RE A SRS R R
BERUUBABTHEAR R SCA PR S A i o0, AR R B et . R, il
WHRENI I T A — R LB ) AR FFE i, R, T TR
R AT BN AR BIIE, AT5AR T LEFFE N D i BB DG S S B
TP, UL, SERATE RN S REL: 5 iz HIE i FE PERIF AT
Ttk

1.3 EER R OF

1.3.1 BiERIFIEHAR
1518 (discourse ) 1X —ME&x, fu] Bsh A — >3 F 24 18] K& J B 5 22 R

B
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W, CARMEZUE, MBI L RZ), 5 ZAHAAREER ) — 3 SORIE
JEtext, TEFPSCSCHRT, text i 2 ML AL RS B R T HBAY Sk
i 1] T8 text B 4 B RITEME S, 1 discourse PR N T IEME S B text
PRI NI T G MIRRAE, 10%F discourse BEAR A IH T &5 MO RRAE Y RIS, 3 Bff
WA 2SR, text Fl discourse HH R I B HR SCARTE “TEF /& il
IR, AESCHRT IR AT O LB . S SORTR TS, I EAH,
discourse 2B W i L. text (S HIL AT K textual ) B IR H ULF],
HZ R T FRBH RS S 2RHE, 10 discourse T WA 1A T 5T 91
WO i AR . OB EIE A Ry, — A2 discoursal, 75—~
discursive, HI# % lexical, grammatical flsyntacticH-H, FEHE
RIS HEE 5 T discursive W B Z R R IR IE AU S 4E R, W AR
discursive construction (& i #HA4) IXAERYRTE T . FEH ST, A A
H discourse ¥y “Tif”, A NN R ABGE—RHA] EET X—
wik,

TSR S IR N BEFR A 351 20#7 " (discourse analysis ),
I AR, B LS S R BOBOR B MY, IR TS Lt i
— MRS T R R, AT AR B — A e R TR R 0 SR
TR, WA E, ReOE AR R T, B R IR
(discourse studies) X —# &, AR RTX B A#F2A PR, 98,
TER B IHAT SCHRI, S s 52, 2R AR/ HTiX — Rk . 7EHE
FSCHR A, TR HIE R AR, AME IR T S
ZIrs

TS Z T AN R BOR B w, ANE ORI R, A T H RS
Pz . I, WAETERISERY 0 SCANRIRARE , A ZE ISR IA
PHASAHIA

SC ik o — 8 K Zellig Harris T 19524F 7¥ Language 2% & Ik 1
“Discourse analysis” — SCIE R PR IETE T 5T A9 M. FEILZ BT Ve 5 28
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S R T o A s A T i S B RIR TR WE S . Harris J&: 56
E 250 £ SGE F # IR RIE . (i 7E Bloomfield 5527 35 B9 I 4544 32 X
WEI P b, BRI S A S B2 e . (EARSE R 2,
By 32 OB S B ER T A DU 5L, — 58 B A0 BIIS B 2 RE % X B I
DN RYTE F IR IR, A G “IRTH AT BRI, IERTEX — T 5
TAR . fEHarris (1952) B9SCEE Y, A I G TH 208 A 710 S ay 25
Fy R, ol PUR—A Bk sl —A 45 (Harris 1952: 5). i GES i
PR ) B (Harris 19522 4): — A7 B 534 /m) - R ) 7 (] 9 53 A 2
4 X & (distributional relations among sentences); —Jf& il LU 1B &
FikE 231 55 Z 6] i AH DG ] #E ( correlation between language and social
situation ), £ Harris i) 7387 9 fr, Al IF AR SoAT Cat 25519 707
Harris 5 et — 2405 2615 18 o B A AL R SCHRIRS S5 171k
FeanAE w3 m) - PG the middle of autumn A1 SCH B the end of
October, EATHMHHIESZAHRL, KR T X 55454, Harrisil id —&
AR I, S Hris i I AR X AR, NS ) 7 Bk
AT F AL, RIS T 0 A D R oA Ak 1 IR W A 3= 07 1 25 HE
DA AL, BASREA B 5 32 RS, & Harrds “3 i R
(distributional hypothesis, Harris 1954) 7Ei& 152 HIAAIL. BKIT,
Harris §2 1 (0I5 H ikt RZ BIRZ HA, WBARRg0K, Sk
R R ERNIRTERI AR G C AR AR o Harris X T35 WT58 B9 STBRAE
T AR E I E S SRR Y, BT S T RS A S AR
HEE

20 {H 42 70 4 AR [ b BRI R il A7 223 T iR RGETT TR TS
De Beaugrande #il Dressler T* 1981 4F i Jiit ¥ Introduction to Text Linguistics
(GREE TR )) — BEP RS T RN 218 5 2% W AH S HHE A
o FOP MR TIREIE TROORFE, BN, TE2H% (formal cohesion ),

= 81 3% 5t (thematic coherence). # [ 7% (intentionality). nJ #2521

11
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(acceptability), fi B M (informativity), 178 1 ( situationality) P & H.
SCPE (intertextuality ), 1fii Dressler (1978) (1) Current Trends in Textlinguistics
(R B TE T 2 0 AT 3 ) — TR 5 7 BRI 30 5 28 g 2 S it
T N IR TEOF T4 IR AT S sl ), A 46 A5 5 2 (R3¢ 3% Jy Noth
FPetofi), 2xidi M (X 2% % N Schegloff), AL BRI 5T (R K24
i Van Dijk il Kintsch), AU 3 # (18 35 2% & Jy Grimes), SC& 2= (1R
FEH NEnkvist), RGEURE F ¥ ((LE % ¥ FHasan) 55, 204
60, 70 4% 2 A JE 1 HAth— 2L RHTTROO TR WF ST 1 R L R 4 1 5%
BERMERT, BN, S5E AT N AR S A O RY T A U,
Foucault & TG iH AR H3HE, Powler 25 AME S AUHEPEE 752 (critical
linguistics), #itL83 T ifk (register) i1ie, Labov{B S48 4t 45
15 2 (variational sociolinguistics) P } Goffman &% iy B sh#h 215 7
*# (interactional sociolinguistics ) &5, 3% S8 QU B 22 0C 11 Y 52 1 1 19 4
SmPE, 520 #4870 4 ACH IR TS HLAUE 278 Tl S AR, DI
Dressler (1978) 3%/ ¥ Fowler . Foucault, Labov., Goffman % A [
FEHAF LT .

g5 PR, IR ST NG 3 SR T R W AR E 2F, fE20 14
70EMMERARZ ER Z A, BRI, T WA HAT B B A AT
WFFEAUE . SRTT, AN AR 22 A BE T IR W AR TN TR AT ST A S B R E A ok T
Pl

TEAH Y KIS AL, Stubbs (1983 1) X HHEAIFIE ) FAE AU A
WATHIINR . ABXHETERIF A E LAF

[Discourse analysis]...refer[s] mainly to the linguistic analysis of
naturally occurring connected speech or written discourse. Roughly speaking,
it refers to attempts to study the organisation of language above the sentence

or above the clause, and therefore to study larger linguistic units, such as
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conversational exchanges or written texts. It follows that discourse analysis
is also concerned with language use in social contexts, and in particular with
interaction or dialogue between speakers. (Stubbs 1983 : 1)

F EESN RGN A A RR AN RS 0B S BiENE
FoN. BGARW, EFESNTE LALLM TR 6 2095
L, AR ECHRHELRNEST e, RiInX B AP @iE
Foo AL, EEINREHRARBRLTNESER, HFAZIEA
Z I8 0 L F Fa stk

03

\&b

X AL =R 0 S 1) TEEREIE IR Gt B AE bR i TR
5 2) HAFSE SUR R AT AL ET S OCIERLE 3) i IR A RIS
ZIHCHR

FE 3 2 = AR A AT (IS ) L, Schiffrin er al. (2001: 1) 7 The
Handbook of Discourse Analysis (&1 5351 FM)) — B CFF ) Txf
BRI IMERS PR 225138 . Schiffrin 5 ATERI RS IE S iG BT (0 E
MCEESRIEAF R AN AR TRIERTITR ) A OO A BT 2) A OCTHR
FEHRIPISE; 3) A K G H AR 5 3ZPRAH GBI Iz A 2 ST
THTAE5E o JSCaNTR

[The definitions of discourse and discourse analysis], however, fall into
the three main categories...: 1) anything beyond the sentence, 2 ) language
use, and 3) a broader range of social practice that includes nonlinguistic and

nonspecific instances of language. ( Schiffrin ef al. 2001)
The Handbook of Discourse Analysis (3% — Jix) (' Tannen et al. 2015:

1) JF oA $8 B TR BT T8 S, AT T 88— MOWHE TR 58 19 =%
NG BRI, TERZGRHE L, The Handbook of Discourse Analysis (55 il

13

B
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PO RO AR TR, R 8 0 L T P A AR AT B R B
IR Z A S SRR B UR S A C, W ILIE AR, K
TP TR I T SR T T T AL S 4R . S W TR 5 E X
ANTA] T Stubbs (1983) Y F 251l . A4 I FE & IR T #E 222 PR i
JT A, WAUTETE . BOATEIE . OFY) BHATETE | IREETE . BRYTE
W HETE IR . S TR N R, R E RN
AR AR TR R B R SE R B N

AL, SRR MU, AR Z AN 2 )R S 1R T A OC AL
S, X AE IR SAHSCAURAT T 2R R, s AT
TR Z BUSARAR N TE TG A I DRSS . il 5 ) . Sk
R TR 5 DL R i SO SE s v AR 22 G N4t AR Kt AR B i
WFFE Sk

The Handbook of Discourse Analysis (55 —_Ji0) FTHERE ) = 281515
FefE R, BRI OCTE SRR B SR, ) B b B 21 B
RO RERIES R, RIS TE AR T —a] /), 17 5 5 0 ) 4 ] 174 4 28 PR I
TS8R A BEeah . 2 R I R B 4R AR R A . LA
R A A A, tan, BEERHRI AR, AR ST R
A2 (AR AR, TR S X — i b, IR A
AN, EATERGE M T AR T i F RSk, ARG F
. 60k, HA . PPNAERIFEIEE, LA S iE s A M E
ARMERSR T o 3 = 2P U FE G R oT HPARRT AT, BRI E e o
BRI S e . Si—Or T, — St sk i
RIS IR B R e, R A T U A S B
S3PUIR, RIS “HEANETE ST (critical discourse analysis ).

PLR g 3 — 20 BB 15 T HL A RGO R IE . FRATTHE 3 I 1 1% 1
FEMPIA R, FAT R T E A IS A O N 2853 = 5 T, RS 1 1 45 4
fiE . B TE CRHIE DL S A2 @ P, fE—28 3k (1 Van Dijk
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2017), WHE W B MINFIA BETHE TR B G A R . XA AR &SRR
R BJm TAb oA, RERE TS - I B LR, SE . B
s NRMLERE . BB THER AR IH AR B AL 2w 1

13.2 EERSARHE

W ZE AL SR B SR TR W B, R R N =
DEARAT 5 S R TG T 0, RIS T ERAL AT U 70 e/ N 5 B LA
FAFpEE R AR R RIS TR A RTR SO . ik
FHOCHTE A - e BT WOARRAE . 23TH A5 M . RUESSH . (REAFIE
TCIRH A

1321 #iEER

o4 F BRI A B T8 UL R M iE T T B, SIB R T oY
A i RS2 Halliday & Hasan (1976), A a4y 7 Fifp W2EH . 1R
NG AW RN A% . AT Halliday & Hasan (1976) A ¢
e T BOAMESE o328, ook A s T A e (WAl 19945 K
f&4x 2000, 2001, 2002), {HRE %L, H&if % T BoAfe il ik 2 i
KEE A I Halliday & Hasan (1976) Fior ik AIHESL . 45 Rl 3 T By
i AR IR GRS B SGE T, RIS IR OS2 —, EMIEHHR
N EA X Rk . FRATPREIE T IR B AT AT S bR DL AR R T B
YERLHI

The optimist feels in the control of his own life. If things are going
badly, he, acts quickly, looking for solutions, forming a new plan of
action, and reaching out for advice. The pessimist feels like a toy of fate
and moves slowly. He, doesn’t seck advice, since he; assumes nothing

can be done.

15

B
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B TP LA R 2 — optimist 5 HF A he, A3 s B —14>
F: % 4 il pessimist 55 H 5 (1 He, flhe, th B A [ F5 K R . X FERT S A
TRV ] A4 TR R, — e, AR, KBTS R SGE B
RO

X G i A BO K optimist Al pessimist & — X A S ME&, DX RIT
252k H quickly, J 28850k H slowly, X8 A 47535 7 B 74
o R SCRAETE T FASE] T A ROAHBURCR

B, b3 #looking for, forming. reaching out. seekixk 4
VT SCITE RIS, AHERER, WA B THRiH RIS 1 = SGE 5T,

LA a7 B s AR A BRSO CRRCR . Tl scierh, &5
MR AT B M IE 8RR S T, A ASIBSERE S PR RIVE T

feay

1322 BJFEHHE

FEHSRAZURAY, W, W2, B EeE . K SRR AR ]
DAXTIE TR A2 S AR ik 3 FZE/E ] (Wennerstrom 2001), b nis
P ] DUE B SRS E AT ORI s ) DL RIS TR AR B A 15
RS TR ANRER, 9 TEEm o BR TR EHX R R B AR RS
WEME AN, ZRHERER S AR PR, 7R SRR T, R
fEEF S SN Bk, TiREEs . FREIRES T[T LIS
TEIEDIRE. AT AUER AR AEAE Sk PR ] gl 7 B 1 Skimih
FAIE A 26 SO R TR 5 b, TR TS R IR DF S (e K5+
B, FRREBMEH (1150000000000 ), bR 445 156 (U, o4
AT, RIAT B GRE wAEZMOr A, BB DAY E
B ISR AR .

1323 £iF4E4H
SR BE R oE b B A U — R IR R S5 M), B S Sacks et al.
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(1974) 2T X5 2l T AT 3l 7 sCRER R A B3 A TE 15 g
BRI AL . L Sh ST R AR 1445, b, U A I 2R i
s REFUGH T, BR— ANUIE; [FE 2 A Uiis TR AL 3 & 4,
1B — RS i AR A5 45 XS SN RAS T3, [BEIATT AR S 4T

JE RARZ AU 2 TE F TR 23 G TE TR SRS BT 2 W] e s A4 3t
AR AT SCI ), ARAF IR T RIALAY . 78 Sacks 55 AT #2315 73
rb s s, EH MO TR EMBETRFIEEE T SRty i
(turn-construction unit) 1“3 4% 73 BC #4327 (turn-allocation unit) LI
KA TFJa . R_EL, dERE 8 MA L &%, Hln Sinclair & Coulthard
(1975) TEWFFE IR B B iR iR A SLAE |, HEFS ) 1 IRF (Initiation-Response-
Follow up, %1% — [N —424%) &G ai izt (WL 1.2), WEIEAA
PRI SEAAR R, X —ARRFR R CRIET, BIEEUE ABSA A [
N7, R AS A — RS, XEBAEIR N LAPEA o X R A A IR
HAE A W AR S 0 s R S — R (TR AR R R, A
TERFE I 23RS

# 12 IRFSFEMER

RiE A: Mm. Obviously it’s not easy to eat a little and often when you’re

a busy man driving around the country.

[8] K2 B: Yeah, that’s true.

3o A: Mm. Right.

1324 WELEN
A M EE AR TR, A AR UL, AR WP T B
FAEAF RS SOFAMIE o 15 2 SU T I A AR ol U H R sl-f i
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WA, A, TR, AT AR E Tl A AR R T e A
o BUERIGTHIE SR, Hhaail B, Hrb Labov & Waletzky
(1967) BEAH I N2 Dy BY 1 S B ES R R R ok, W31, 3,

1.3 Labov & Waletzky ( 1967 ) flZE45H

TR A

AXMEER In&E il
R REENFTR T IR P Three weeks ago I had a fight
( Abstract) IR LN E with this other dude outside
KHE LN BflE) . HS [ was sitting on the corner
( Orientation) st and smoking my cigarette,
you know
X )G BRI O I put that cigarette down,
( Complicating and...I beat the shit out of
action) that motherfucker
PEH TN OCHEZ AL, RIS | Butit was quite an experience,
(Evaluation ) (BRI A R I was shaking like a leaf
457 e G After all that I gave the dude
(Result or a cigarette, after all that
resolution )
Jéri (Coda) IRTEMCERSS R, At4it— | And that was that

DI RAER LSV B CBslE = A7) thryaE B, il T
AT, AT LA, X B K EAT A Labov Fll Waletzky 4 H: 119
BB o FATHEX — /N A 4 hy CORDLA AR ),
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R 14 (REAARER) MBLHWER

IR B i — R0, BRI ) BE

ARSI, HEIRF W, () FEAA—DAILWT, Ip AT AdE L

WA, AREFE R

NI, SR

WA HC LA

PE—FIRLAHE R E T

% b

SRR NS

vi, —F, XA, W, #ifEL
VX — KA AR LD
ECEEEEE@®

MR, RIERRATRI
2 ) P T P
SEANIE]
IRIEX A RIS
PrLGBFIES TR
ECIREA AR )

FERL +ER/

T @IUREGH; () 1UR UL PR P RS AN i

1325 {REAIFAE

PRE (genre) — ) AR SCA 2R GURAIHE S, R/, xR
PRSI AERTERT SO0, R — oy, &
HACEE . Mgenre—TaliialioRE , EFR "B, BTl LIEGE
AR AT TAZE A, FARTE RIS T HUE 126, i ] sttt ohhg
IR, HOE AR IR TSRS, N, A AR T DU R B
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AR, SRR NI, FORREER SR, AR RSO R
3, ORMEEARRIEIEIEA, sUETEA ARG AN, e S 2 5
HORPFE . e 5T RSO RO IR, AR Az
e, RICH PR (R B — e AL 2B IO RE R TR IR S B AR . XS
FIAIAR, XN T AR AL, e & 9Tl / 2 R9&iE (ESP/EAP)
WrseAL s LSBT 3 IR 1L SE M R S DI RE T 5 27 14 48 (Hyon 1996).
U BB TR T AL B8 T E O SR R R B R VRS0 S ITAEK
Christine Tardy fll Paul Kei Matsuda 25t 36245 W5 40 T 155 fEUR Y
WEMTE . AR BRSO, TR RV R T | 1L 5
FE I | AR B R 5

JoPoA AR PR RS I AHDCRIFSE , 58 Hh R T IR 25 ha v e
fiF o 13X 7 1 FIAIESE IR [ John Swales 20 T 47 804ECHR HE i “IPRER 4 Hrik”
(genre analysis), J&iok7E Swales(1990) 5 LIER, HIG51% T iz i
FRA RIS ARG R AR I BIE B STIESE . R 1.5 LUE RIS SURE R AR
WA F AL

#15 FRIEHENERSF

FREXHENRREN EIEINEE

PATIRIERIPEEOTSE, ZRIRT AR SO IRIGE N, il | Ot
APERHIE, XSGR ER G ED WFgEas i

RIS WL SCA /0T T H Coh-Metrix, % F 7 PR S5 PRS0

. U (I ReS
AT P A 25 T A T4 AE

WAL, Tt ST 2 IR R MR AR IE S S BB A7
WS, BRI RALRR TRAE R IR 2 A5 26 ey &

il HCAT B IR BN IR AR S A

20
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(2:3%)

FREXHENRREN EIEINEE

GUREPECRYIEEEHE AL, KEOTNDUEERES | A EEAE 2
Beo MRNCGHRAL, PR S DU RAE L i scrh 2 M WFEase
TSGR G, ASCEufETE A B R E AT T e,

Swales S TN/ HTTE B EK IR TEDI R SRRSO R, 6
FATRENS TR E AR TR B S IREMISE— 1K, S TIREIIE RS 7
BHE, AR ETES AU T, W H ik 22k H register (i) Mistyle
GBI, SO i URE . AW TTR UL, WK genre., register I
style 5 [RIIZ . 7E86 S BARWRIERS, AR R 2 5 ER W0, &
PERR P . IR IR BRI

1326 JTiEIB

Harris (1959: 944) fir 42 “JCif1E” (metadiscourse) ixX — &
it ARG R 0 N 28 (U We have found that i — S i 45 4 5 w5 | H
N Z 4k (Harris 1959: 946), A7 —LEX05 G TEA B A TIRIE 10T 7
J§57 ( There are also metadiscourse kernels which talk about the main
material. ), 1X L) We have found thatix —J% 545 1 R J&— A IoiGiEay
¥ . Hyland (2005a: 3) 64 KICiEiB M LR e, JoiG i M a7
TEIEATARS], ZPRASUEE B RE IS EEE 5 ik, @& A
R, SR HBESE 7 N A BRI . X SEFR A 2 T A A
PRI, 5T S E R A A Z M SRy, N AT
TR R T VR I N e Z MR B 5. 7R — U T,
Hyland (2005a: 49) $2H T HiiEFociiim A briit, k1.6,
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#£ 1.6 Hylandi2 BRITTIHBEARER

eS| Ihee Al

51
G T ST E

(interactive)

ERRIC ANGIEP RSN in addition. but. thus. and

. FORIED | IEHEEIR)T ,
HEZEDRIC ) finally. to conclude. my purpose is

12
WFEFRIC 8 S T AR LR 43 noted above . see Fig. in section 2
s TEHIE R according to.... ...states
ERLTERER | WA AR SR namely, e.g.. suchas, in other words
EHRR

FLH M ATTEE Sz

(interactional)

BOMIBRGIE | SERNETE, IEIEIRFAC | might. perhaps. possible. about
TR SALIES, AN in fact. definitely. it is clear that
SHARIC FERVEF X A B unfortunately, [agree. surprisingly
ARAEIIE | TRFRIEE IR I. we, my. me. our

I ABRIC WIRt A, ST I OC R consider. note. you can see that

PLEA 4 T OCis i i N PR Rl . 3552 1, TR 28 SRR
o TEHNE FARMER HEEHRRE AR SCRFIE DT 18 . SR, 7ETRTEFY
MERIBETE S b, FRATIE S 204 T B . BIERARAE . 2 AR SO
fiE . JCIERARIC AR, AT LG F I CA T, R e Hh i
Rk MAERHE T 10— LEihiEp s ey, R 3 TR LR AT %
MEEAETRARIE . AT SOE, A58 5 — N R SEFR A 15 8 1Y 1
SCRFAIE

22
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1.3.3 JHRIEMIEXIFE

XML BT IR 09 35 T R SCRRAE, TR AR UG, 0 IR 3R R 0 1R T
(pragmatics ) F#4iE, TMIE X 5 (semantics) J= 11 Y4, X HLA
SRR I 5T AT E B T # & X (speaker meaning) I 7 b X
(implicated meaning), HULEMHE XAFTET A, BEEMRZHLT, &
TSR AT LIRS Bl B HE DA

TR T SURFIE 25U DTS AT - &5 UM 4R (RS A
WAL Y. SRS DGR E G R DR S RS (s
AL, TRAEE . R TR AR TR,

IRPIRYEFE R THE R W T AR IIRE TR F ik 2 L, X T
AR E U 4ERE , Halliday (1973, 1985a) sb4i i1 g REefde i %,
HRgG IR E = onthet, SHMEIIEE (ideational function) Flif
T IIBE (textual function) 351 A9 AB#2IfE (interpersonal function) 3
X RIEA L EAR RES EMEE SRR 5ok, Martinf§A
X} Halliday i ABRIIBEHEAT T4 R ALAL, Mimi$Ed “IFEM " (The
Appraisal Theory) ( Martin 2000; Martin & White 2005; Martin &
Rose 2003). % BFLig # 3 W0 D fr 4E B2 5 4 A (engagement), &
(attitude) 14 2% (graduation) = K TR %, HF X IETRASL,
W7, W EIS X — R R 2 T TSR M iz

#F 1.7 Martin AR BIITEMNIBICIESR

FNFRR FRES EXRINIFRBRR

AAFMEILIERE, AT HoE R REAY I

ENGAGEMENT | entertain | might, seem, probably, Iguess. you canimagine,
A Eeal) look like/ & 2. W&, nIRe. . BHT. I
[ENV N

(f5k)

23
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(4%
FMNFES FIRERES EXRINBRBRAR
A H C AR IAUEE S, AAHAL =
LI B
proclaim
. make sure, actually, obviously. of course, anyway,
ENGAGEMENT we should say/ 55, FATATLIA N, B, 564,
A AL HE
S T T B R AR S AR BE RIS 3
disclaim
=ik without, anything. no. never. notatall. notany
(=]
more/ BATERE] . IBAKIE . BoA B
IE TR 1R (s A~ NS4
affect
e happy. puzzled. angry. enjoy. reluctant/ 2%
B N A7 I V737 N o224
MPREEAT A, SN, 0P, T, il
T AT 5 AT I OB e B
ATTITUDE judgment
g 7 doubt. wonder. carefully, appreciation.
unfortunately , properly/ WHEINEE . A&, Fizhh
I E D
XA SRBLE BT 5 o SEM BRI O o 5822 1)
appreciation
et tranquil . beautiful, pretty. lovely. bumpy.
C | weighty/ TR IR . AT R
PRI ATRENE . RS AYSREE LL S G . R
RN 6 QN 7 I T S e A SR T
GRADUATION force
g2 JE completely. slightly. just. all. near. nearby.
suddenly. soon/dE# . R, IELF. BAIIRM
TPt REM

24
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(2:%)

FHFRE FMRES EXRINBRBRAR

AR R P SRS A PR H 2 25 I 1 4% L) SR I Al
GRADUATION |  focus RIPESH G

%z Rk really. gradually. a little bit, about/ 2248 % | A5,
msL. BERUL

HAth—2e23 i T4 AR 2R SRR E iUt By, bt
TAHRE BN A EE . 910, Biber & Finegan (1988, 1989) 5] A “ir
%" W&, HAEBiber et al. (1999: 966-986) /£ T H N R4 K ik, i
KA SCZ AN PPN SR S “INR AN 37 (epistemic stance ),
“BEERIN 7 (attitudinal stance) Fll “F iR 7" (style of speaking
stance) ( Biber et al. 1999: 972-975), # 5 Martin %5 AT BB 1A R
TR H, ATLLE H Biber 3 A =055 A7 CBET T BN
fieili . FUE Biber 55 AN MM R NS, TEAK FR 092 2007 T AR FEAE 0
gy o VEMIBRIE ) —AEZH 5, Biber 25 A7 1k R B ARG TE
Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written English—45h, {HiZ#SIk &R
= BHR BE—2D N, # R AR R A TR S o AT S 1
ST ESLT Tannen (1982 ), Halliday (1985b ), Chafe & Tannen (1987)
A N X L 0P T 22 S B F 5845 00 1 ) DX PERRAE . Biber et al.
(1999: 979-986) 1t Longman Grammar of Spoken and Written English
T ARG, BISEEE  /NUE, BRI OR DRSS, X
SEGRNE PRI SE 4 TR T AR . SR, Biber (2006)
TR S h B PR B B SE TR T TIAR RN 3 SR
SESAE R DT BT X A, BEE 2, Biber B9S2 BIE IR A 1
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RESE, REWRS TIHBAE SN, 751, o T Biber 5 7Eiz itk
PEITEIT ST SE , TEABRIAHDGIER Y, g Sl 15735 WA RN
LT BZ B RT R G R

Hyland (1999, 2005b) XJ 7.3 A it & G ie ik FISLUERF 5T, i
W AT T ARIER TP AP B A, 254 Hyland (1998) £ K%
RIS SO R BR )37 . Hyland (2005 ) 47 622 AR A8 A A TG 1 DL
Hyland (2005b) #5723 50 AfE5E, ATLAE 1, Hyland Frishieiy57.3
I AR HICIR A R P B S SR RS BRGS0 sh—Fh ik . flur
TCIEHEULLT- i FE SR PERAAE TS 375 DU S0 1) - AN By ) 2
WF5ETETH 50,

I3 — A KA IS A S PR R K A Hunston, [ 42 4“5 2897
#r” (status) (Hunston 1989: 106). “HH{EPF” (value) (Hunston 1989:
172), “KEIFM” (relevance) (Hunston 1989: 236) =IiiF- thig, &
TE 25 ZEAE 1 TR DG A A PP P R aR . SRS TR AR A
P (certainty), X7E— &R E E5HALTEM AR DA AFHARTE SA
HHIE Z Ak s W EIEI B KB, SEE. SRR, FED
il W HA 2, S {ERA RIS TE (Hunston 1989: 199). #1414k The
hypothesis is supported by the data.iX#Jji& 1, hypothesis ik ZFA,
1M support FA AN EFINT . 2= TIPS Bl 2l 2 hse . 4

~

(1) The electric dichroism of chromatin yields information relating to
two structural features. (2) First, the average orientation...can be estimated
from...(3) Second, the relaxation rate...can be measured...(4) These two
parameters taken together form an exacting criterion for the structural state of

chromatin. ( Hunston 1989: 239)

1E ARG TE B, 2 (4) AE PR AN SIRERDE SR . BORFATSC
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(2) (3) My LA ZEEIE, (EAT)S PP, Hunston BIZES2AS . M fE . &
BIF IR WF 52 5 Hyland BT iR SE A — S BT KO0, A& 2
RAEW RO ICR T RIA AN DIRE, T 3 QTR Y 32 B E T A% O
Ir ZAMEPRENEE R

Hunston PP =70k, HEWM LGS PR im s, I HIR
TEREBS, el e i AR A A T RS & e oy . i,

There is an alternative interpretation.. .the position and momentum of

the electron are defined all along. ( Hunston 2011: 26)

Z i, ML & Binterpretation (ff B%) 5 J5 3Cthe position and
momentum of the electron are defined all along (i ¥y & Fl sl it [ i}
FHLAIAE) 33X — A R 1 2 R RN . R XS Ar i T,
S RZ A I I T B2 SE A . %780 TP Y interpretation FT A& 4% YT S AE D
&, interpretation B FR o F 4544 10] (status noun ), TEREEA |,
Hunston ¥ 3P4 43 B B 1E5 A ) ( grammar pattern) FUEIEEE Rk, I
TR T BB A, i gis44ia . 440 + that/)Va] | it v-link
ADJE S “¥8%F” (probe) (Hunston 2002: 62), #] D) 3k45 K 34 3
W, IR BOA B AT IR R AR A RO A, [R] 4 R R
k. SUAHCRINEFE LA S “HhR 4417 (abstract noun), “HE& 441"
(conceptual noun), “7# 18" (shell noun), 4lproblem. idea. fact%544
il (Schmid 2000); “iZ#5441” (general noun), #litime, people. world.
thing %5 ( Mahlberg 2005); “Fr 144 ii” (signalling noun), Z#Hattitude.
process. reason, resultZ¥ ( Flowerdew 2003; Flowerdew & Forest 2015),

AR EM, W, IR, B TR TN R B
[ Bt 7E Halliday (1985a) B R RETE = 5. 56 E P9 = D RE TR = %
(Givon 1984; Hopper & Thompson 1984; Li & Thompson 1989;
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Givon 1990; Bybee & Hopper 2001) LA & if 75 M AH 3T A9 A 15 75 2
(Langacker 2008) #fF5E . X —WFFE L a) 5AAM ST G R B, TEE
RO A BT AL SR I RE . flnsk seE (2001, 2007, 2011,
2012) X O o) B =0 a2 I pEmis . RO RS TRt
SV 5 T AR o ARTTEAR UL, X — T 58 R AT DBt 58 R
(% . 2kt 20105 K. 22856 2016), HFETDAAIFEHET KA
BOEROIT R SSIE R AL T

M Z, AYAANEG IR AETE, fE—E B AR ]
$:52 3 Halliday DhRETH 75 BE, FR0R APRIIBEAHDGIE R A2, X TE
Biber. Martin, Hunston. Hyland i) SCi#ik i #8547 £ e 53 51, Biber
ST ANE IS S AR R R b2 B4 251 5 22 i 2 . Biber ARG
PRI IS & FESE S Z M BB R . fEFR I b, 251
TEER HA PR G PP s BV E A, DT AT AT -4 £ B iFOR}PE 7
I EIGENE

AN TR A A R 5 0 SCRRIE A REBOR 23T —FF, 1H I Ry SURFIE
R Ak 25 J@ Pl B SRR . AN LA SCHTT I S 358 9], Hyland
(2005b: 173) A i, A ATI7E UK, B —FhAME ™ i
A A R AL 26 R . Hyland & Guinda (2012) 145 T4 %573
M A oA AR 22 BT R

134 FENUSREM

TEIENAL SRR DAt 2N IE IR . TR Em . S0riAmE .
PSR A A SOk B BSCiRa, Harris (1952) $2H1) “iliii oy
B X —MEE I, SRS AL YRR % IETE N, SR, L EI 2012870
HERZE, WHA S A B2 B E, Ak U IR TR RY
o R A R 2R AU M 45 R SRS S5 A 32 S iR S
( Angermuller 2014; Baker 2006: 5-9; #i ¢ 4% 2009; F 7° 2009) (1) &

28



ERESIHEENR

TR — 8 A5 3 SUR XA £ T 55, FE45H £ L,
AR S TEN R IR AL S, 385 HRA BT R RO LA S5 Z AR SE R
GG, —SE UL HAR A —JoX) 37 (binary opposition) [T, 14
m, AEAY. AEAR, B RIIRS% 4, L Derrida il Foucault 1t
) EE NESE YU\ PPN (RN P el 0E v € IbTob o a1 s o YT
Wi Ay ( Angermuller 2014), fELCZ AN, W LIVE R 5 4548 32 S #h 78 0 BE
Ve 2@ £ X (social constructionism ) ( Burr 1995; Teubert 2007 :
57, 67), X—HIEIy, ARSI RAATE, IR ARREE
B, R AR BB SR T B IE L (emerge) AL, X Fhit:
S ARG S DRI DR A Dl PR, FRATT PDRA TR 1AL 23 SR PERIF ST
ik 2x 44 (social construction/representation ) B i #44 ( discursive
construction) BF5¢, X [AHHLHE Gee (2015) B4 5151 01 7 45 W HR1E
(discourse with a small d) #HX} Y “RE 3" (Discourse with a big
D)o AR TE, FRATEETE A2 HEAL 5 DL RS . 1) BARS )
5 2) GRS 5 3) MES A s 4) BHATEZ Y
XFFIEIEN AL @M, %% (W Teubert 2010) tA 7% i (44 119
ATBRRAEIE T8 SURFIE,  FORGEAE SR S, XAASOF AR Z, HEIE
N ZJRRTHEFAM, a8 8 mE S5 IMERIE, H2ZAMTX
FEATE RIS AT . 18 SCRIA: 23 3 ST B R b TG 18 3 SRS i
Uig, —Wi AR S A, AR TR FIAL ST AR A A
—E BT ARAE T —E AL W, R iR TH B i —E At
St B, AT LR BIIE RO SIS, RN SRR R
PITRIZ AL, (At n] BB A M 0TS TR T [ A S R R, TEIR
WF5E BB NS, FRee it I E i F T 350 Tl X s v 4 AT AT
HERE 22 KR (Wodak & Chilton 2005), 7EHRAEZ T, X F i EH
WHPFRN B 22" (aboutness) (Phillips 1985, 1989). i JH#i1H
GYER “5W + 1H” WNEZER, IEHEMET 4N (Who) 7E4H4
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Bt A (When) {14 Hi 77 (Where) 8 T 143 1% (What), H A2 nfaf i
9 (How), 45t BRI 45 2 (Why), AT fRi Ak sl “$iiik” )
B W, A SRS 0 A AR Nt . 383 ) (SRR 1E)
SRR BRI, BT R R TR R SL, RE R A AT
2, FETXHEER S EM (re-construct B re-present) i iHZH L, LT
HPAEIAR DU T A 10 LIPS A

1341 RGEHEN

TR R A IO R OO E Sy . AR R B R L F . B,
Powers & Xiao (2008) X T #t (SARS) 1% i i W 55 . McEnery (2009)
KT Mary Whitehouse 4t L AL 17 H N 45115473 ( Clean Up TV) #Y4>
#r. Potts (2015) & T3¢ [E 45 B XU B /9% %€ . Yang (2014) X T
2008 4F Wiz JOE AL 128 S AR IE BT . % LA 2% bR AN RE 1Y
— Rl (N BT (IREEREIC ) B4R . iz At a2 [k KT
a2t 7 ) B SCER S BIR R R IR WA IR i i A o 2SO LR BRI
FEZ980 75 (256071 i (IR A I 4 ) VERIERL, @i @ aiin] (1
ORGSR AT A Zr AT, WA T ROLAN R 1) SRR
TEMR IR, FfE— R TIAE, SRSEar 7 2) IRiE R B RAEMR AR 2 JR
AR ? 3) REEH M FZASH T HIRT 47 4) IREEE — M it
Wy b e s EIRIEUR MIRIFETTF R fia . A7, WE. 8. & O%
1998) JLANJr i i 1 SCRE A GE TS IR T, EIIRER ML, Jf
PNLGE PPN . AEE BT IR B e B2 IR 5 A 5P
N R PR R — R IREF TR A
FLoEde. KR FEE, HhWEMaA AL, HEERE, a5 6
fmr CEeT CFEm M7 P S BT SEREE. R
R EEATE B RIET . BRIRIESN, SEET WRIREE ISR
Z—, BRI S “AF1E 7 AE CHHLNT 1 SRR R AT L, PEREE



ERESIHEENR

TRAEWT CIREERWFC ) O ICHR AP ML 58 BT — AR 9 — € B3 ],
i AR BRSO AT, IRE R AEIRIES , — e PR A
R e ALE, IS CHIET.

2

* 1.8 (HREBEFHC) PHXBEHITARX

XBEAR Fif o5 kL 45 XEHR B o5 kb 45
17 66.50% biss 0.26%
St 16.28% L 0.17%
1 8.95% Fi 0.17%
P 3.81% RS 0.06%
ik 3.09% g 0.04%
i 0.63% 2 0.04%

MR8z, AT, 70% LA ERATHE, IREEEEEENURGE Rk
B (7. . ERTE BN 73.4%), MFEiRET A “BART . BR T
WO, ATREMLE “BIR " SFUL, 5 RN “GE 7 SRZEMEE 17 il K
ZJE CTORT LT UK AR W T AR SRR e R
WML E K" BT ARALE, XSHIOASHE IS .

X — BB TE T AT LUA A LA AR AT, IR R KA 244,
JETEIE R A 2144 L T A XY R

1342 HEWSEW

FH G UL T T A P A Ry TR e LA T A 2 B P M T v
B, Fhn, fw I (Billig 1988), 24 32 X (Qian 20105 K7 %, 4=H]
2017), F&[&In)fE (Hart 2013), $EARIE 45 (Wang 2013), &5+ G5 PE (O

B
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A 2013), B4 4 (Zhang 2014), Hh [E A Rk, 915 B 2014; %
RF5 . BHEEE 2016), 2ER{L (Dye 2015), S MIFREE 0] #5 ( Dayrell &
Urry 2015; Willis 2017), fikfk 28 3¢ (B i 07 2016). AR 5 @b (Cap
2017), "EEZ BRHHIF & McEnery 2017) %5, i HLIRATRAGEAR b i 248
SRR (B TR . ERERIE 2012) Bl I R T A BT 5 (10 S B o
FHSCHIFTE I e ST AR E A, RIAR SR B AE QL sl 5 24 14 43
FME A RN o WA T SUR S, AR5 P ATE 5 )2 1 - 5RxE 07 1 2
W, ARG R A AR R

BETR . BRI (2012) SCTERY ST E GDP s B 56N ik
MR, XA RS, RIS L — AN Tk
SRR A7, APARIRE S 0 SCIREER , BRI TR | A
RIS AR ORI AL fEIZE ST, MR T
AR KRR, RSB TAEFR R, MR, A
PN R . X FAYEERE S TR DCHE S, [R5 55
TSR R AESCAR ST A (4 TRV EE o VR R T T 24 i) 15 R AR
TR HLRRNT HAE R TR, TR 3R

®19 ETENERENHSFRRITMER (FEHABIR. %M 2012: 24)

HEERRMRER FERFELC B 2T (%)

) R A SR, B KL UEE. §%
FaRES /)b JUR 37
TUNEEL RS EE . P

R, B, T 2B PiEh. A
TAES & R N 13
B, e s A3 Qi

o WAL, HW FE. PUR.
A ‘*Eik:
(NENTEPE g

Y N o %5 | I K

11
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(2:3%)

HEEERMRER FERFEC ENEMIFME (%)

‘ NI G, R . B . B R
AN e 10
M. FEAE . WEEL. WAL . R

o WS, RpE. K%, HEh. k. B
X R _ B 29
T, . W, @s . Hok

2392 I SEAR B BTN 7], SRR DU AL . IR R AL,
TS BIFA 152 O G S B AL AL o IeA, IR TSR JE Rl L A
TARGF AR FIPEAT o AR i ARG RISOAS AT TR 4
ORISR LA Y B, EARR . BRMA, . B
WL, EETT. RRRE, B RS ARG, [, MR iRsE
T ANSERRR BEAT AT, A2 ORI, OISR Y
[F)iF, ERRE Ll R IRk LR, XSS FEREAOCHA L L
B N N SEAREAR

1343 MEHBEN

AR By A X GO AR 2R . 2R B R A R i 44
N, HCHMECEE | A A R L0A . Bl A e I (Knoblock 2017;
Ott 2017). Widdowson ( De Beaugrande 2001). John Swales I Deborah
Cameron ( Hyland 2010). ™ % i #) )£ 4 ( Georgalou 2017) %5 & {73 i)
W T3 BRI R A 50 5 A0 R T P R 3R
H o J5— 2B 50 BRI o B A AR R AT B 4%, (H BRI A
N B A R 9 2 R 80 ¥ (Hatch et al. 1993; Ivanic 1998;
Matsuda & Tardy 2007; Matsuda 2015). BLRAF5E 2 WL 55 VE I
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AREEDFFE SR 35 Y Sy @ MRS =28l : DA
& (personal s individual ) S 3L f, W LABRA# A — N —, AAAHE;
2) #t2 (social 8 social constructionist) B, EIARN—T, +&T
B, BEAZT, AM&A RSSOy, FetdSBE S5
AR T U4 O Al AT 25 2P B 35 3) .3 (interactive, dialogic5¥ social
constructivist) St s, RIS TCAmH S B IPRE ™ E . 1EE STEA
ERSTCE M BOE —E R EEE X G, M IAHN  NIES . s
FI EWIFAETE 20, AT B Oy SR R PR 19— 3843 (2 I Tardy
2012; Hatch et al. 1993). HiMZSUEAL AL S 3%, LAT LA Hatch et al.
(1993) Sy {55t B .20 B (i BfF 52 1) BLELIE i

Hatch %5 A WF 52 19 &l AR 28 €52 25 B 42 b (9 /E 3 > 1) (“Readers’
impressions of writers’ personalities” ) T REWI/RIZAFFE M Jm M . X HLAY 12
HENRAEE M MEFUE A TR By . Hatch & LT IL b A 485
B R AFH i (admissions essay) BT T =IFFRAT 5. 5B—TT5
ST R AR R A ) BUM AN B 2 — e = A Hr 61 g S, = A
50 30T A2 AT FHIE NI PERAE, W 1.10, = AXT 61 #kH1ES &
ot — AT gt B

#£ 1.10 Hatchetal. (1993: 579) HRP “EHENRHHEZMME”

Positive traits ( 4R S 451E ) Negative traits ( SE#RSHHE1E )
likable (7] %) flippant (JG4L)
sensitive to people (AFREH) pretentious (Fr4iE1E)
mature (52 arrogant (f§f8)
down-to-earth (JHI#S 52 1) immature (A5 B Z4)
positive attitude (FUNASEE) unlikeable (R 7] %)
(F¢g)
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(2:5%)
Positive traits ( FAR SR 4FE ) Negative traits ( SE#R S5 4F4E )
creative (5 H1%) weird (P5+)
interesting (47 ##) socially awkward (R341:55)
broad (RBE%) negative attitude (i A5 J)
socially adept GEF41:58) egocentric (AL
self-sufficient GEF H I, ARKA) naive (4/1fff)
determined (5 J&) dull ()
serious (7" J4) narrow (Hiefi)
hardworking ()
modest (i)
assertive CR2J)
ambitious (F#3671)
self-confident (H %)
extrovert (Fh[i])

B I 55 2 i IS T R A B O A Y\ AL 4R 2E 15 A (admissions
counselor) ¥ 5E 613 B4 KLY 2063 o 5 AT TAHR HH 37 43 O TT I 45 2R St I
20 AHPRY 10N, HHIR10 AN, B4R iR, RS —m b L
PR B2 ) HiE A 2 2 BT R, TR

5 =TT 55 23 23 LA 5T 2R R AR PR DL AR, RSO c &
110 PRI B e s U HE 5 AT SR 220 T (i, AT 282 R
S S JEA . FH O s (4 B R T B O AR AE (L il T
AR F), WA E 0N A IR s YT could
now carry on intelligent conversations where most of the students in the

HJUCHT enjoyed

classroom understood what I was talking about.iX—
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conversations with other students who shared knowledge and interests
similar to my own.. S5—AJRYH A LEHE, BUS AT ISR 2 .
MR R, BRI HIRERIERNS, R T 2R S 4
Ry

X—BFFERM, AEE P B 0 SRR 13— St ] DA SE R
1, HFABRIEH, RFIEE S EMF G T, MERTA
B8 M TR S W EE, HRZ2REMR. WEHZEmSEE T L
A RACAR e T A R B O O o T DL 07 AR A A ] B R 1]
S

1344 BHARREN

LAY 2 IS AR E 5OE 4 (Boulding 1956, 1959;
Wodak et al. 2009; i 2016; %<4 2017), BitJE 4 (Fairclough
2000; L’Hote 2014), H4FEAJE4 ( Androutsopoulos & Georgakopoulou
2003). MHERIEZ ( Baker 2005; Pearce 2008; Koller 2008a; Koller 2013;
Baker 2014). i AJE4: (24 2008), HkHifE4 (Koller 2008b). #ER
J£4 ( Gabrielatos & Baker 2008), 1\l /24 (The PAD Research Group
2016) 45, H A EZFIEZ AN 1 — L,

X HLRLRE N (2016) J9 ), 7 (M S W 5 ) JEL B e T 1 iR
H JH LexisNexis B A 22, RE T (A LR ) (HEBREHE R ) (842
BLE 452 ) 1 20084F9 7 18 H 22201047 12 7 31 H YW AR HGE, & nih [H
JELRIE, PEAE2808 TRk, WFSE FI%E China—il,  Bial i c |
ROl HrasIrik, JFEE RENEE 7 5 b iy W ERREA 3 b7 L)
BEPERTFE b 38 SR S RIS LA, 0 38 B R i v B Sk AT T
W N, fEF S EERS BT & B : rising. Communist, assertive,
authoritarian, hungry. prosperousZ:# # kA& i China, Ml 24
PERNE SGRAHSS S 090 AT, DRSS P “ParRs” o 32
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AT CWIETE T M CPLERIE T MIEL . KRR b E E ZIE 40
TSR R LRI AL . %Ak . B K EE TR, BIREE A1
B Y . E R EbRE ) H T XA EIE S, H
WAFTEA B ARPEGE . RFRAR . BB S E R A

AT IE A 5 DLEERT, 43 DUAN 7 TR A OCSCHRAE 1455k . AHE
Al IEIEEMOTTEW o9z, AR AE R R . B e
B AE, BANRYEE, PREE SOR AU S B AR W B, R AT ST A
RIZMATT . 535, WIS BEE A E, IEHEN 2B e
N DB BUAFEZ A ERIOAE . TEIE T AR, BRIGTE
Wz oh, . Ay, BUsghs . B s F s A BEE
LY, IV TARZARTR AT . SR, TCils EIRAIFTEws kA~ 4iidek . Wi
AR, TEIFRIE TR @MU, #RTCIE RRERT 15 15 0 4307, BIXT
AR FEE. W, 05 55 0@ Z M7 —F “45miE”
(indexicality) ( Silverstein 1976: 29), RIiE 7 Ml &y (L2738 ) Z 47
TE—E RN OCR . Bl BYRL 2z A Ui HAEE
AW HAFRIE RSB R, SR r:, wre—
FERVE S, AR AT A2 ImE . R RN R ey = B
TR BB . TR ARSI R S, FERRTT R, SRR TR
T E.

135 455

ARFEMEIR T AR A KAZ U TR Y ST . EE TR
ERFE AR BRI B H WAL T g AT %, RN Z —7E TIRETFRA
Witk R AP ks IR Z ZRIEAR T B3 TEIE” I EEOFTERT
LD BOEL, TR “HERHZE” W E T 8 . AT i R A
B2, BRTIRERE S EX UM SN, AR Z HA IR AT
PR IREDIR I T IEe AR, RO T — S EsUmLAAN 4.
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