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FERGIHREE 5 HHELE T, I R LREREIE U2 ABRE RTE, RiERE
IR ER Sy 2 — . Martin fl White (2005) $2H FIPENEEIS 2 — D RGME BT
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CAVTAA BV S 23 M HE ZE56E SCAS H AT AN 2 B (pattern) AT 55 1 TEE 0 HT AR
NV AE TE 4T

HF 58 ACAVEAN TEE 20 AT I R R T A B A0V E AP 42 N 5% (Fuoli, 2018;
Hood, 2010). FE AV B SR SR EE T R WA —— X R R, BA T
Wil T 3 0T 7% BEAEAR R % FE RSO RS AT H A . Bk, Rt RE A
SRR SCAR B R VT B SR, BB MR TEVE 2 AT B T 1] SR B R
BV A B 3015 8 BT (Hunston, 2011 ; Taboada et al., 2011; Wiebe, Wilson & Cardie,
2005; XItHEE, 2009). BI7ER] DAALBE R SCAS, {H 75 221056 A E A 1A Bl J
FREERIVEN R S, AR TR B SO R i AR PR B, ToVE2 48 BT A VP 5%
AR a0 SR 708 1B SR RS 2 VAN B SRR AR, R BRIE BN 1R
RIEMCAR, MBERE EHAT N TARE, FXRE TR @Rt ie
(Martin, 2008; White, 2012). Wb iER L AEMBNGI N Ttk b, o LA
PRBCAR P AN R, B R BEE /NSO AR, BT 0P OB )
RZABT I E B, sh= Ratt, o EERAAT B8 th T A it 70 &
EEINTiTpu:¢/=

BT IRAT VAN VB VS 53 AT TR I B K 2 PR AN SCAS FUBEHE A 4 () IR 858, AR SC AR
FERER B E R, DRSS BT v 90 15 o 2 E 3 PR U U BRI A
PRI MR R A A AT PR 15 15 20 b B AR AN S, DA B 3 S S B KA S
AV = BRSO, REZIRVPAN OB, InsRiEiE A KR, JFR
THOFFEI AT S 1
. HEAERFEMEESHNER

B R T A SRR, AR T 3REBUR, JEZ AT TS TIOA)
B ZRBUE R B RE, BIER . Bk iRE (Ozdemir, 2016). $idfE
BE2ERR T AT DAL IR EE b, 0 DL R =AM O S A TN TR B AT A T LUR R .
1 HfERE

MR I ERE, SCRBAE v LA N as M B s AR 5 i e i, &
KGR RS EI AR . ARFEIE. BERMIUE RS 5
TR FIHE BT P S A 30 G 0. EVPIEE b rh . BRI E SR SiEE
e FCAR SGAR B L R Tl 1R A A VP B SObRiE e 48R3 43 (1) S5 15 15 SCA T 2 A
SERALEHE,  EAR W] DR R R TR AT AT, B R BT TR B R AR
3, MAGRE R W BRI AS USRI RV EAS & B, BT 908 AT LUE R B X
JEXF SCARBAT N ThRVESG bR o s s, AR T AR B 28 AUs AR 1Y
Wi B 1A% 1 A8 R K HAE PPN & 0 B b (1 49
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sefnominal | WIRERK. HIE. M= HAE
G e <i: UHEEE TS, 4 MR
fEffordinal [ REHETF, JEst. MEAIR RS

5B M A2

B discrete [—— [ S SRRy

Kol A Bt <i: o e
%47 continuous —{%ﬂ%@g% %ﬁ%ﬁ% S E

B 1 TERERELETNIEIE ST o S
2 REt

TR R AU, B R o rim iR s s . Bm i Hok i, Bl
TR DL S B R R AC IS P IR . AR A I IR A BLAR SRt A, RIEARE A )
RILAT CAIR SN F 3 SR s s, B IR AT ), B ORI AT I e . AR R
Bl PTG . B @ A AT 75 B AT

FEVEA 1 1 43 A A0 B SR A 308 23 8 38 42 HH 40 AT BB AIE — x2 W2 (Fuoli, 2018
Taboada & Carretero, 2012), (HURAET WA B UFREITT, HKRIE RT3 5
B . ZTEERARE AR IEIEE 7 AT 10480, PR SRR RN . AR U &5
WA R R, I HROZIEIEAT « SR s o A i F sk = 2008 20 A i B4 L 4
HHE A FR S AR RR B, AR TR . thdn, SCARIFREMH UAM F1 Nvivo
AT EL Excel M, MRiERAlMGE T ] Excel 2450 SPSS, ARyt &l R BN m]
MALAEA SPSS. HH TR i AR 2, W73 75 ZEA W EAS [F 3K A 2 8] 1)
e, HABEPNREERE . Fik, 02 EEs G E— D, H R
TREEHEAT 204, o
3 WEEHE

AR B T B B AR . EARIE TR 20 B A ) 4 SR DL AR B AR
AU RS AT B A, (R I B e A AR AR, AT AT DA MR — 28 )
Prid#s, HAdRE FEE wT LA F R RE A 0 DRI R a3 e 2 — B & R . BiE
TR 23 (open datamovement) MiFFEHLEFE, HIAE} & 2 N SCRIH 2R}
5, FEm T R ] B Y O TS AT T TR B kAR . LA ST A b
T EENE, IR SRS S — B E A H& E.
=, HEAENA TN IEE S L

BT VP 1 T 20 A N B AR R 2 1 R AR S U A ST ARt B s B A R VY
B TR . ZA A (K 2) SRAMIERE UEARET I, B s E 2845
RN, ol iB e . SRR B e, SR, Bk
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BR, HAR SO Bl BB AR AR R TR R A R i EAR
VONERE AT RE AR ILTORE Z AME S DL, WXEh W ST E B LT Uil B 55 B o)
PIHESE, X SCAHEAT EORTARTE . DRI, B 0 A A B (1 =N 3R 52— il AL 50
ML RE, FOEAREAT . A BB 2R W] DU Bodie A BEE 5 i B sl 'S
MR P AIEAAT S R IR U2 AT, M e HADRT AU o AR e A i RS T
PN BRI IS 5 220 i, i Bl R TR B S R TR E T I RS A R
k.

BRI

HiEmE
o BIRERIRNEN
i4:¢
» BIERZRERS
o ANINFRIER

BREE
 ERIEE
« BRIES
o XA

10iR3
* FHDH

o BRI

o REXTTER

XANRE
* DTHEZRIRIL
 ALEXRE

AR
o EEIXAE CIRAR
o IWERM

B2 HEMFAATHIENEES RS

I OORE DL R A T A KU R 59 D SR A5 FR S A0 AR B FAZ AR . A SR FE H e
SIIHTRH R ESIEALRITE. RIESHARZERESERKRE 0, £ RIE
ARG 7 A HAR DL (il Matlab, SPSS) JovkHbl i ss. RABSERT
SCAHAR ) TR VS F S A — € B (Desagulier, 2017; Gries, 2017;
Jockers, 2014; 757 #HE, 2012). HAEITMEA R 15 5 5 BIEEAT A SOy U
AT, R PN TR AT BB T S 5 L . A R AE F A B AT R T
BRI B B EE S A0 T B R S FIEAE A AT SRR R — A R B S
M. RIESHBMIIFEPSIEE TN RZIR S

A G LA SRR b 21 BT BRI OO SN G, BLPR BRIR 9T 5 20
PrHEZE, BRI & PR BRI B0, FFihie 2 5 T DLR AR U 3 25 1l
H PN XA
1 ERREE

HRHE RS I T AR TE R . 1R S . SCARYI TR, ARBHERIRE A
ARG TR TERLE,  HIAE 300 7080 8 T R ARFE B ORI, A IS IR Y i)
RIS UG, 3T 1200 NEFE, AL 6 RIRFEM 37 LMY, DLRFESIEE NI
R, LLES (move) NIy 8AL. if& fER 2 Al RERCIALE S A& LA H
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FIEAHARIE, EERE . LFfttaT R WEIIROL. s A 2Rk B R AU
P, Ha M FERES T, FESeH ERA k. SE RAERAA
B EAfEER: Rt ft. Ean s itEscatt, tamtan vt
M. THRZBOE (AR 1D RAEE AR — X RFEZ (6.

®1 ERBHERTE

E® fEE EE

167 EARR: RESACEXTEAMSELR

68 3K BREZ. LR AN — DL RFAA

169 ET: FEBRMNRLILB=AAE. TREIRS. FEI A MG FH. EHBH
R K

170 BEMR: HIEATAL

171 &7 BRE AR F R IE R AR X B S REITIT R T

173 XX HEEAR. R EAHR. AFRT . EERE— IV IAEE. B RFTEE—
T A ARTR. RRES.- R R A RARERIFLE T . 2. SHE

174 ERR: BT RERS

175 3k i HE TR

176 E£F: PREITBOR R AHzh T

SR T 150 2R E L, L R Z T 150 Z2FR{F (Du Bois, 2006).

X B B B ZE RS R I PPN TS KA 1 22 570 T, SUORAR S Ad
BV FIEVEAN B S XS T CFee e BRI el AT bR
BT MR, FEFRADHBEE A CHESE, mEEFHRidERE T4,
SR, ZEF BT ROR B SE ) AT R IO T ARt SER I St AN ZE 1 R, BN S
SR LA AR A SR T SAT T K ER . I, A SIEE T EOUGE R L
HABRAF o A SO IR EAH 8] 1888 B AN 2R R 2 16
TR IR AT AR 2R RN T 5, IR e e o F b A B I A
SR 2o 5 A A PP B R A AR, 1 AR = 1 5 M Bt 2 A AR O
2 SURHREREE R

TERHAE % 58 G 77 AT 2T IR BRI SO PRV E R 23 . Halliday (1994)
WHATE I, THAETEVZ R FIE SUMIE . GBI VR A bR SR R R e I
FAVTEEE A RAE SOMARTEEA S GYPH B, 2008: 316). HI TP & XAEA
RS EM VIR DS, XTI AR FE A RO A TE A BR TR SR M A =
WCBUEVEZE 1, T 55 E 0 T RN B e A, iRk VP B IR AT 4248
FfREL . BRI, AR S0 R F TR O 1 SO H R N AR SR, DAVEA B A LA,
FALEE U HTHESE . Wi 3 B, ZAESRAEAERE B ROTAN E . ZaE N PR
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R SEIGN B B ESEOURE S ARIRSEHE TS, RN
VB SCRFIE RS 2 B E At mT B 2 B A BIT IR B .

o
H.7H monogloss # & disclaim
N ENGAGEMENT [hez} contract
‘HH proclaim
3}“ heterogloss
%5 entertain
7 J& expand
IHJ& attribute
B R34 by antagonist
> — Bl triggered
s (~ 14/ AFFECT ‘{ BILE by others
4 F5 type #-£2 ¥ social esteem
oy < i JUDGEMENT
g ¥ #2413 social sanction
2 f
3 % < \_ %% APPRECIATION
w
g DA——
SR AN ATTITUDE < 344 valence IETH positive
g% 7
= L fiifi negative
s | i 5 4
= R explicitness {4k inscribe
S ———
cz L FB&t invoke
3 r s
=2 Bk self
= *F 4 target
MRS TT antagonist
N L 3L others
42t up-scale
2% GRADUATION —o{
FAIX down-scale

N
B3 ARGIMITEMEESHTHESR

A AR ST L7 R BARIE IR, K A 4 WA SR (4 S AR B A 9 T WL Y
iR EHE, RIVPOE SR, W3 2 PR, AR LATE P AT, DAt id il
FFVEN ORI NG, BFEGMED IR 21 E 218 NS5 0T FEE LA
FATF T G BB B B AN FEZTPN R OCR . Ss 5 a5 IR
PR VRN BEIRGI R 8 54T, IS HARAE OGS BEUR &S], &HARIEIRAE,
WMEiEH Pt mafE B,

F2 IRERFRERA

1o
| 2iEE i ZEA | XR | Kb | % | 25 fmﬁ ZE| AN
RIE R M A ] i | L [
168 | Sk [ VAR | B | T | 0| SN
AR5 LB =4 A -
169 | BT WAUAEES. ML MR | S | i gk
A A AR I T
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3 R

A8 F Bt A0 BEAE 5 AT VPO BE RS A AR R AR T T VR R DA EL BT
PR B A FHGE T 0T Bdi nT AL AN SC B e B 45 F B2 5 R PR =
oA AR B SCER BTN 15 5 23 A R SR A A Ak B A B AT AR 2R
AN SE UL, BRiE SO R SOOI RO R, HL AT DR R I RE 1 &R
Gui A ] HE A
3.1 Gt

PR TEE S T B R A A 5T H K2 — 52 R R o B PP SR U5 A 00 R AT
ARPEGTIE,  RISERIPAN BRIt BRI AT %6 DL R A 4178 2 RN S FR 1 20 A A
W 3 Fis, FET PR ITER AR Z KGR FL RE, M HAEE O
[E L RZAYY, XEWEITN GEMEASE A RERDIRZ DN RG, WAl AN
[ FRORG % PR o A P B A 21 5 AT BRI B AL W AR i 28 B 22 T 3R
MNRGE A KA B R RN RGP R T & B AL, 55 R AT,
RO IREAE P s O, B, FTLURESERARNN R T RG, HARE
Fde S Em 3 AR TR AR, MEART B OB =7, arbiog
EZNTREMEZNRERE, WSEHEFMHANMAREEINTHS YR/ @k %
FED BEE GSEE /R MR, REMmEFHRE (NN / TR 48 (r
N/ HREE D IERY R (AN / AR . WAL T DLF R ih 8 o 5 M
PR BEIRAE 2 (B A O, a0 S (HERD 0T e M) fEXHRMR (2
WA FRA T CZUEND) BEIERXRA F (R50D BVFN 2 5 i 5 2.1k
CRED MmUY Al CEAD, FHmirEHIRA (%) B, LA O
AN B VPN BHIRAREA B R AR B, AT L@ R 1S RPN BT IR AN T R4
HHAT HE L, SSIESG, PR R R N BEN AR E. BARIEE
Bttt i gt 7 ) S S TR (INJAD AR e it-46 S L3R 3.

KN4 2104 RN s B B0 22 B, INJA B0 AR RE B A4 [, 1
R B IR R A S N B s B BRI LI T RE A 3 . £ 3 BoRnein
G2 A INJA ELBIAAAEAR R ZET . BN 20% AL FIPPAN 17 #1 2 E F H 5
(anEE7_HOD), A ANRA 5%AEARKFEN IR Cdnstk_wol). RealEfRE
B, XA NRIEN IR SECERA R, 20l 117 BIA 107 B, [FEASCAR S
RILINJA LU b 022 AT B s SR AN [RI A Bt iR, s BB AT B Lk 2 1% 3 Wy ok
MHHIE N, KB AT B AT AR LU R i . X AN R IR I INJA LU AT 4Ry
FI I 2215 2 VPN KA R FR AR o
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#& 3 INJA ISR L Bl g it =

£i5E  WHETEE INASITEE INA SIENPIREBBM S (%)

FEF_Ho1 117 24 20.51
stk _Ho2 98 17 17.35
=7 _wo3 126 21 16.67
stk _Ho3 120 19 15.83
FZF_Ho2 68 8 11.76
stk _wo1 87 10 11.49
EF_wo1 127 14 11.02
FF_Ho3 141 15 10.64
EF_Wo2 116 10 8.62
stk _wo3 109 7 6.42
Mk _Hol 87 5 5.75
stk _woz 107 6 5.61

JE I A FAMVEN TR PR N PERIFERR 2 SR, WRLER AR A BRI 2 xS
BERGTHIENF RS, 75RFTE ARG IRATRILLL T FAE 52 JRTE 7R S 5K
Ll (Xu, 2019): EFRFH SO 77 (5 I W (NJAD L X 56 77 1 1k T
FIWT (PIA). HIXT AT MR G B (NATAD P H S 7 Al (NJS)
BT H SR IETFIWT (PIS). FATTHE AR FURAE R 44 218 & PR Bl 5
b e, A AR E DT 2 UG B AR S TR R EE TP ) B RO, JFiEd Shapiro-
Wilk UHAFE X LA B R ELBIE TR A il F o R & IR . BERK
PLALARPEN IR LA LI 4D £ gt 7 1) £ T W (NJA: SD=4.89, W=0.94,
p=0.45) FIHX} 5 AT MR AT % B¢ (NATA: SD=4.64, W=0.95, p=0.69) 4> *ii
FEXT B AR AEROR AR IR A0 . 1 53 40 = Fh B UR LL A5 i S 7
() 1E T T (PJA: SD=1.47, W=0.45, p<0.001) %1% [ T 17 [ 0 7 (NJS: SD=1.47,
W=0.68, p<0.001) F&%fH CHIEH#W (PIS: SD=2.87, W=0.80, p=0.01) 47
FEXT R RS, H p EBH/NT 0.05, FTUARFEIESS . X UHEEURFE T 5 =
PPN G LU A AT EEANI 5T, FB o 203 LU I B FE 4 %M oA BE R . 1X A
RN B A Z2 A5 BRI T 1) R 3t 1 S, AN R I v 1 2 3 2 AR A X = A
TR AR R K ZE R, BAER b P EE IR, X =Fporh 2 e] L
YRR 22 18 PPN KRS I B LR b
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HAERE: ANATHMENAEEBNATA, HIPRWSHAEIENA. HESHREMANS, HIPRM S5 IIERHIPIATIH Y B CeEE KPS

B4 HFITENFREGIESH

3.2 HBEEWHLL

AT ART DAESCHE S B A 1 R 2 90 8 8 S O T AL, SOAR B 2 it
Wickham HI Grolemund (2017) W\ N, AIRAEAMAT DA T4 R E R, B
A E1TPON s SO NIRIE%: 7 B2 N WIS T R e 2 7 85 R o R 2 i b el o R €
IR SRERAE S . TEVE I TE AT R FRAT IR OGVE & AR VT A B IR 2 [A] fr 3E
LG R LR BHRAE 5 2 i o B 2 R ER R . RABS MGk B AR nT AL
£l ggplot2) AV IETE S HTHRAL TR RMHE AR TR,

BATEL R ESHOSEMEMES ggcorr S5 WAL R BT SR ITAN BHIR AR
LBl aT AL, RIS VR SRR A LR SRR LIS R B S AR T H—
X RIS RV BEUR: DT AT AROR I SRS & (NATAD 7E 2165 SFAT
Bl R b Ol RIS A5 N SRR 5 LT i 90t 7 1 R T BT (NJAD
(21 BT B S0t 7 1 67 T S B B R D PAN 91 7 R B g (D < % P R
PPN BEUR A LB R, BIWUR 2 1& & i — PR oPn 555, CEAR MRS b 2 1
UF 53— PRV BEUR o AR 2 135 2 0T 3K A P 5 05 ) v 2 2 000 e o ) i 2 mT KR
SRN=H: (D AEE L R EIRS s L BE D (20 — MR (P BT 55
EEBIEF D (3) Tl CAERIXBA D . X WA IR AR AR W AT i 2 1 &
A8 L2 RIS U b S T VT, I B e BT T, AN GRIA XS AT
LB O AR A G R XA 2 v I B PR AR A, B A T
PEUT NS o AHEGZ R, X P9 P B 5 TG {2 P 2 1 285 0 o RO 7 6 AT B T 4 ML,
AIFATIEMRE AR B, FE P IS E h BAARRI B, A e v )tk . —
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P 0 2 T DU P S R IR R A BB 2, B BOR AR B VR A KUAS
LA 23 A RS 150 20 P B E te PE  T E h EER R B A AR S, AT A
VAT RS BIE TE IR T o

ife_HOR|

304

Hu*and_HOZ
) WifeaHO1 cluster
204 Husband_am WeiHO ® —HiET
Hygpand_wo2 @ EiRtF
R

Ht‘)and_wo3
V\“E‘W(B uife,woz

BENMAZRZRHINAEZRIEENARFIRPHILLH]

»| Hugbgnd HO1
usband_H03

0

NATiEi%%iE%‘ﬁEi‘FmWJi'?B*J (1]
E5 —3EFHIXRNITNAR
3.3 REATHE

FEASE TR o ] LUK PPN SR IR AR B0 598 R 0 e B AT ORI, PR 2R
HAbA B IR FEAR R ORGP B IR AR S 216 & 1A 2 A SR mT UK I
FEEE PR TR SL BN 5 EE A A BB — e . B 6 JBAR TR TR IE L
P 5 2 TE AL 2 A L IR B R, R B4 R U7 VT BEUR L I R A v
T BT A AR 5 o (R0 A ST S5 BATT R IR H 0 7 T8 e i 90t 77 AT 47 THD 4 W
ISP 1) A P A N R IR R, AR ST A TR B . ABAT I TR B 7 AT
ORI IR, G O FEHWIESR, DIUEEORA A FETE . TS0 L
LA FH 25 S BT o e R T ST R, 2D I e E R D AT RO AR T
&, X FERLAATR R TR R E R, A B R XN R IR SRIT A B
85 2 ih 3 A 2 M B A SRS AL TR .
4 EERFR

PPN IS 1E AT AT G510 D AR TS0, BLURR L B AN RE SR 4l {5 B 7E TH AL
FEAERER e BT TR B 5 R BASCA, R TR SO I X
PASAE SCAR BT AR EBS (5 3o it B SCRE 0o M s A3 = Fh R JRAE 23 16 & R AP AE
BARZERM. ARG BATRILIXFNZ F8 SR T A E VR KAE, K AT
DUEE KM VL o B —2H 2l 2 VA B i R0 D7 () T T A B A %o 1
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{70 T ST A e B, (L i B P LAt BRI ey SRS D75 B A7 W et s
AT PO B ST 1 R BT I LR IR TA D o XA AL 21— AT A
BIHLAINS T, i E O, W RN A S SO AR R . 2R A S
A PR 1 L TR ST A T B AR B AT B PR ER B AN, AT BLfR
B BATMERB R VEAN RS o 28 = AL 213 EL 8 AT B S sl i, i A
MRS N, SHEFIB ) AT A8 B AR KUAg . e — A2 1mE %
A O AT ORI S i R BT, R VPO B SR ARSI, wT AR
HATEAUR 20 AR o Wt 15 SOy R AT (R ) 2 U 2 vl 2 bk, B oy
WHPHPT . ERRSIE 2RI, BEOymBr. AR5 YR A2 5
PR AT AR A

\§e-Ho2

30

Hushand_H02

20 Husband g1 lvife HO3 W‘“’.Hm Hame
Hu%wd W02 ©® BT
o TS

BENARBESMBPINAEZEFENABHIRPHILLH)

Husband_H01 Wife
Husband_H03
0

W

5 10
NATAZEZR1EEE SN HIRPRILLE)

E6 AMIIMRASREEHSABZENXR

AT DOE I A SO0 2 0 KU EAT R, AP BRSO IR AR, ekt
TIAT R I G T 7 TSRS P 00 7 2 T A At X 4o R0t D (1 S T U W o SCAS S 6 X
PIAT A BE U AE i 1 1) 2 1 2 AN AR X g RO D7 16 S T B b, T HLAE T 3
JEE AR A R 7 S DL, PR A AT A L A5 5 P el x5 AT O B T 15 S
AN BRI U5 4T AT S A, AATEAE LI BRI IR RER
BAE G AL RUGTE T ARG, AT DRSNS AN RS o 100X P AR P4 52
IR GF e thE ML TS RERIA EE B E, AHADNANEE, AE s
6], AT AR R R R VP Af KUK o RN 2 i 3 Al b, HOWphiBos s
W R il A El G e, HONH AT

CA_b 5 Bt B EAH [ A5 58 o B BN 2R 2 1 2 AR e il o
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HE HIAPEN SR AR, AT AR SCNAATTI A XUk« X Hasan (1989,
2009) (i AR TR B 7R SR IR IR 15 SCRARA R TR EAR K,
AT RS S e RARAR 7, T AR A S e AE 4R (Matthiessen, 2019).
Hasan $2 Hif AR 5B AIER TR, 15 Bernstein (1971) HIEIEAxX, IS
R E A AT D% SR, ARG PR ILE RS 20538 It 2 &5
AR PNT A R RA O, SNBSS A OeE SRR BT AR
AR, RO BT U4 A AT B PP XA 5 48 ) 2 (TR 6 A 8 L EAH O 15 oF
— W7

AT R I EE WA B 24t TR R I A E e, 21538 nT A
M AN FE PR KU . TRl PR AR R, TR XU # S Ve Bk S R B —
SE MM G o XA RIMTESEAFE FE 1505 T OLA ) White (1998) i 37 [l 15 4
Coffin (2006) T J iR AIE S A Hood (2010) X T2 ARIERS th &R pEAh 18 XX
RGN . DA =ME R R I AR A 8 T AR 8 € R IR R, B TR iR
PEWEIE, A VAN WU B [ e 0, XUt () SRR B . ASHIE FE 48 Hh oA X
W2 Uit 55458 X (Deleuze & Guattari, 1987; Derrida, 1976) K. £
PR T S AN BT o % S O A O LTI A4 21 5 S U S
H430F 5% (Benwell & Stokoe, 2006; Schilling, 2013), fEIFMEE /> HT 1 R G ThfE
BT I NEEAT I B o AR S0 9 B 3 R 1) 22 4 TP B RS0 FH A SR T 10
R 73 0 1 e 1 SRR -
5 AR

WA R AT LAC T REAS M AR, R a] DOGHAT R — AP 3R . PPANIEE 20 Hr vl
DU e e A RAB 26 04 B8, 40 Pounds (2011), Ngo A1 Unsworth (2015) Al
Shibata (2018) IR FLRR IEEE T SORPRIEM T, KIS HEZR AT R G
AN GEAE AT TERE, T 5 T AT RE SR o AR Z2 48] ] DAAR AR SCARARIEFA 1 1) K
BB B PR BEVE 23 BTHE SR H SC B SCAR BE F It o T LLEAMA IS 5 R IE S
JUHEREE, 40 Zappavigna F1 Martin (2018) 207 1 & /D4 &) i A iR+ & /D SE 0
FEVER B 7 TH A AR, R b X et s & D EANEFI S R R . AR
R 70 2 SR A TP B RS AR U 2o o B AR DG L s
Bk, 2ih NEIRE S SIE . 38 0] DA A IR IR B 2 R A S T R
PR, W1 White (2020) PAPPAN BRI AR R 5, 455 07K IR AER AR ] 45
PRVE e A e e AN B R TR S ) ;. Chang (2018) Al de Souza (2013) PAVFA &
BEAMHEAR TR —, &SRR HEE —MER i, A%
A LS A W AT T R B S F R VP A IS IR T KB T BRI AR =
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H, IR H A SR
H. H&iE

HMEY) S T 5 I ML 2R E B FUAS R G B A 22 P A T
W R B A4 (Lupton, 2019). Barad (2014) I\ A, J& & PEREFT IS S 2 — R A75
(diffraction), R Z IS T8 M BEAR SR FE 10 /. [RII, i) 3= ST (B
R TEW AR TTERA A, W IE LA 4, B 503 A A mT DL an e i ok
FEATHFL L (Fox & Alldred, 2017). ASCHE H PIEAE B A A T BIPE 1E1E 2 B
BRI — M TR AR, 486 TIB S FHEW . 1B HTHESL RIS B 2210 )5 7,
AR, WA R IE G AT NS, SEmit e T A, 25 e PR
FOAETE 1 0 T AT — S

MSRATAT W E A SR, RIAETE £ A B 4 Bh N EE A i R T LA
ToPRY R, HHE BT Id 2 b AU S AERE % N TARESEAL 2 b, BT R IR 7
BT E HATIR AN, A6 SEBRAF M E 2 L Rk, it —3
PRV G IE AT R G MER AT M, A0k 2 iR b S T3 T A B R 1)
TG TR TL, R AE AR Gk SRR 16 R

e
© BAMEA bR, RMERSCF (BUEARD FEVEN R J5 T B AR PR 5100, 40 Don
(2016,
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Appraisal Strategies of Defendants’ Identity Construction in the Defense: A Case
Study of the Defense of the First Trial of Zhang Koukou

ZHANG Lei & LIU Fang

Abstract: Defenses are the discursive activities of lawyers to construct multiple identities
for defendants with the purpose for the reduction of penalties. This paper takes the defense
of the first trial of Zhang Koukou’s case as an example to reveal the evaluative strategies
in the building of the defendant’s triple identity of psychological victim, just avenger and
righteous character. The study finds that attitude resources, such as negative affect, social
sanction, appreciation, and positive social esteem, are coupled with contract and expand
engagement resources as well as graduation resources that represent quantification and
intensification. Such coupling result in saturation, intensification and domination of
prosody prompts the recipient to understand the defendant’s revenge and criminal motive,
and demonstrates the discursive strategy to merge sense and legal principle.

Key words: legal defense; identity of the defendant; evaluative meaning; identity
construction

On the Function of Degree Adverbs as Graduation Resources from Perspective of
Appraisal Theory: A Case Study of Geng in Three Chinese Translations of the iMac
Advertisement

MENG Yuan

Abstract: Regarding the application of degree adverbs in English-Chinese translation, this
paper attempts to analyse geng expressions in three Chinese translations of the iMac
advertisement from the mainland China, Taiwan and Hong Kong from the perspective of
graduation sub-system within the appraisal framework. The paper focuses on exploring if
the translation results in an increase of speakers/writers’ subjective assessment of the
intensity of evaluative meanings, additionally, how to distinguish evaluative, comparative
and cohesive functions of the translation. It finds that the Hong Kong version presents a
higher proportion of geng as a cohesive device, but the least proportion as increasing the
intensity of evaluative meaning. The findings of this research can be related to the long-
lasting discussion of translation equivalence in translation studies, and help translators
make strategies.

Key words: appraisal theory; graduation; degree adverb; English-Chinese translation

Appraisal-based Discourse Analysis through the Lens of Data Science: Identifying
Evaluative Styles in Adversarial Interactions

XU Qing-xin & CHEN Ju-qgiang

Abstract: Evaluative meaning is an interpersonal meaning potential on the discourse
semantics stratum. Appraisal-based discourse analysis is to identify patterns in evaluative
meaning-making based on the appraisal framework. However, since there is not always a
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definite set of lexicogrammatical realisations for a certain evaluative meaning, researchers
need to manually annotate the data to ensure the accuracy, which renders processing large
scale datasets difficult. A data analysis workflow normally used by data scientist is
modified to suit the needs of appraisal-based discourse analysis. This workflow relies on
fine-grained manual annotations as inputs and uses data science techniques for data
analysis and identifying evaluative meaning-making patterns to improve research accuracy
and reproducibility. A case study on the identification of evaluative meaning-making
patterns in adversarial interactions is conducted to illustrate the workflow implemented
with R, a programming language. The workflow is not limited to data analysis in appraisal-
based discourse analysis, but can be used in discourse analysis in general to add to post-
qualitative research methodologies.

Key words: appraisal theory; data science; discourse analysis; evaluative meaning; post-
qualitative research

On the Language-Speech Representations of Presupposition

PENG Yu-hai & WANG Shuo

Abstract: Presupposition is closely related to the semantic structure of propositions,
communicative context and modality pragmatic factors. This paper analyses the problem
of language-speech representations of presupposition mainly with formal realization of
(verb) potential presupposition as the object, and discusses related presupposition
expressions in utterances. It focuses on investigating two kinds of presupposition language
representations (hole and plug) in different verb semantic structures of propositions, and
analyses function and performance of special presupposition trigger of language’s mood
word, i.e. presupposition speech representations in utterance semantic structure. The
related research will enhance and deepen the understanding of the relevant
presupposition problems, and it is beneficial to promote the theoretical study of sentence
semantics construal from the perspective of presupposition.

Key words: presuppositions; language representations; speech representations; semantic
analysis

Phase Labeling Derivational and Feature Checking Approaches to Minimalist TCG
and Interface Distinctness Condition

ZHANG Lian-wen

Abstract: Feature checking and agreement have been the focus of minimalist program
(MP). Based on the phase theory (PT), particularly probe-goal agreement/Agree,g)
operation, probing algorithm and multiple spell-out (MSO) mechanism, this paper
systematically illustrates a minimalist Tree Contraction Grammar (TCG) to MP, cyclic
structure and workspace arising from it. And in accordance with the guiding principle that
case is the reflex of agreement and PIC constraint, it tentatively puts forth the multiple
Agree (MA) operation and & & ¢ feature dependency for feature assignment as solutions
to interpret the incomplete local assignment and discontinuous (long distance) dependency.
It further testifies the distinctness interface condition and vcP strong phase in terms of spell-
out linearization. And the paper aims to uniformly establish the crucial role that phase
labeling-based categorial features Agree (checking/valuation) and core functional
categories (CFCs) sequence of C-T-vc-v and labeling derivational procedure with
universality play in syntactic operations.

Key words: phase derivation; feature checking; dependency valuation; TCG analysis; core
functional categories
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