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NEREIEE: Bit5H)

Jeth A =

(HFEEKRFE £EH, ZRLAIXFERRLTS PH, FERFERIAZAZR FH)

B OB AL “BEEER AN “BE L5 ER 8L, LEIEZANETHRDGZAGIKEAR
Hab ) NEEMZon, TR TiAFAmZ b, 5ot iad, REETER, LERIIFR.
MBZ A, EELE, NESAERFHR, ARETEAEM: HEX%E. #3 (cohesion) HiE R
(coherence) . #H A 5 £ & . 12 & 4 #2 (information management) . AT /& & % #f (foregrounding and
backgrounding) . F#F#4- (event integration) . 154 #3246 (RST— rhetorical structure theory) %%,

BB HFER, BREEH—RELE Tk, (R SRFZL, do: SHAFRZIEBE T, AL
MERBFAR T e3bls. L KRR BERATRAGEREFS, AHERRAFL “T7 . #A0H
5%, AR R ZAFM, o LRy mE—EEHA. 2T B AGEEFIERGHIL, KIOAA,
EAHRALONGE, $dAFEET R, mEL—EFFMEHILE MAK Halliday) . 370182 “A%4E
EE BRAR—FR, [EE20EBRRKAAZILIERGE, NH@RL, A thsAswds. 98155
At B EAEEZERBFFA, BB EREMAZIEREL.

sHFREBHFEBEARZIEDL, ALOMERNZEE., §TFFS4R, HERTNR, RTEIEF
FH., Blde, “RBEFE” ZLPHRE, OATENERZ—. W, JGEEFELEESFHARTE,
B — T AR R TR,

F43E: BEiEk AN, G REIE; ZEAE; KT, ALK

TEHXS: H146.3 X HRAFRAD: A

— fHaRBEER?

i 44 S, RS R L (discourse grammar) N % JE ¢ R 3 7 (discourse) 5 ¢ i
157 (grammar) 455, AT — B “iERFS” (discourse study) B “1H /5 K7
M7 (discourse analysis). J:EEHIAETHIR “/NMa) (clause) H/hAJZEIEER. 7 LA
e R AT 2o B /N A B PIBE SR, JULADGE R, T “DOBERFEER” 2 mT
NGB R Z E AN, AR 25y, I FERIIFSE, AMEX RS 0 T RE RS 320
PINIR, T HAE LG R b, RpGES “4A)F” (sentence) XS, A DMER A HARK
NIE -

= REBEREN

Fi TR, ANREMURATL (syntax), (EXTRREABIRIIIRAE . S AvE0TIE, AME
AHFRSE, iy HARGHAN B W BRI, HE TR S ThReZ xR, i “Dhfg
A" (functional grammar) A H VIR . HAEBEANTE S AR T IO, AT LU R B3R



P iATERFS
W — { tod }—~ HM —

S AR
=\ BEIBENERER

LR, R EESGEEEE T KRS, IATE SRS REZ KSR, XiER4
SUWE T S RE, FRETEN], IABONE S AR — D T

Jo EVRIR AR DOREMIBE LR, ATLLMER QR (1) ZBIPE (iconicity), (2) Js Pk
(prototype), (3) LS (continuum). “ERIFIE, MR F UM W:  Chafe (1994),
Givon (1995), Halliday (1985/1995), Halliday and Hasan (1976), Langacker (1999, 2002),
Longacre (1996), Mann and Thompson (1988, 1992) %555, iX&e223%, X RAE S, 7E8e
L HE RS R WA AR SR L2 BT IS 9C &, AT (cohesion), BT (coherence).
W R . 5 B A PE (information management) . i & 5 % HE  (foregrounding and

backgrounding). Fi{f4£ 45 (event integration). EFEL ML (RST---rhetorical structure theory)
s At
S STo

M. DOEREEENER

DOR R T TEIR BB IEA, [R5 FATE 5 R S IERA ST H A BRI ESR, Hi,
Ml S ARG AN, RSB bt n] B AT 3 (120 o

BEA L, DOUBAAR RO AME T E R AW — 2 “ILLAL” (isolating, 51477
W5 I inflectional Xf3r) AR “r#rf” (analytic, 5 “Zi&M” synthetic XJ37). J5—A
& “UTBUEE” (topic-prominent, 54 715 5 1315 ik % subject-prominent AHXJ 7). X
ANRBURHE, O AE AT, S AR, e OB B A RES e T R0 I TE
3, N FBEM TR i 5555 . s, HEZEMRVF R T R s B s, flhn:
T b A BT I L . AR, BRUbINAN, AV Z S SR, 252N
R Bl “HRIE” EDUEEE AR R, A DR, AR AR S
SUtE EIHRTRE, DL R R IR AR BT BT Re A IO VE A5 . X DU R
EES T EENAFZ A . 22T NS . NPT 25 3 .

T PUEREELRSFIE

PUR R EERRAOIUE, IO T B B Bl 0 A 0T a6 SIE
PEt s TERHIRAR . BN S (R B R n B . 2 TR, W H T
2 LU ) 2, (] DABE T AR BE )T A B AN, AR AN HERR DB R i
LA AT N, NISRE R H AR, JUHEE G B B AH WL

FEBR RN b, HOREBAS LT =AM B . WU 05 Pl e B ] 1000
AT s RN T REE R, RN A E SO DES BURE . = AR
ARG P, W] LU EIRZ IR B 38 B (B 1, B3 AT R e S0 5 F- DU A B S5 M ) B i
B, T DOE R FIEE T A B ) S — BOEEA R, R RS A AR RS R, x4k
B R RE 2 AT AR 55K o 2228 K i 1

() AR “T” KREIRE
A ECRE SR ¢ T AR g AR bRl AR, X IRAS B . (RS, WIER



DURIEIA (UEEE , JNTE SCRAQTR A BRI T AT IR 2 1) BUETL gt ko 14k (Chu
1998: 70—71)

(la) FELGE, FEFEZEHREE 2T /oTM 7201745
b) WERMATE T T /TR
o) AWML T 20TMATEE, A KM LIEMAINZ IR
d) A: PRELHSH BT A X T2
B: W TAAW EkE T/ B
e) WERME FIRIF * T (—H)/oH ¥, WX,

g “ 77 AIHETFE, AIHMENATE ., XPEMHES, e S ZE A A2 e
AR ZRIE 2T, ARG — ARSI A . SR Pk R . W R AT DR AR Y R v
P20, N “Hifast” (foreground and background). 4444 (event-integration) 5 (1)
MR, WAHERIL, “7T7 BAHRR “Frs” M EZFM” (main event) 1 FAL
g

FE—20 00T, WIS ORI, BR THATE L “5gil” sk, “77 G 2R T
T SURFIE, W R (2):

/ Hax it
/ \ AT &
\ / AT

\ BRI

B “ AR SR SRR AU A “ 77 RS LIFFAFI S — AR B, (Ta) Ik
AAPIPEGEE, DLshaeaity “3 () 7 K “f (529 7 2 RlRoR. WnAEX 2 mrES i FAr,
WA AT AR “ 17 5 (o, SRS RIXP PR SRR PR i “ 7EE” b
B, BrUABUT A 77, i R T EON AR, B AT . B2
(Te) AT IS/ BRI RE RS IR PR, (HOG T 2044 “ B4 R B AT
WZREAR B ARG 32 E A2 “AbAIREIR” , mAE C (D #AT4" 5 DIk, R
PIPERARA A A, ey iy “ 77 BARAE “35” Ja BN 53

by AT, AME T ERPLEAS W W] LR ) s o HxE T AR RE (i
IR LT kAR OB A, BT BLRAS A B AR o

(2) EBAEIARDGE R EALR T L

BRI T, 2 RN X LA R AR AR R 1 E L (Li and
Thompson 1981)
(3a) KPR, mFIRAK. (p.15)
b) A: AT E A, (p.100)
B: MR FraEfe, WA ALk e AR IAA AR ?

AT e, 220 @7 “alfe” “nrCh” SEANEL @ s SOa sk s, fln: ()
HAESE 2001: 9135 RGN ASHAER Frin. )

(4a) IHEUEN AL TA)E, 20, Was aL LA AL, ] BUINE ] “I”



113 ]]E » 113 D% » 113 I']ft" » éﬂ‘é
b) T 2 DA S

o W T, HIEESEFTE SR EL, o RERAER R E. TR, A
P BHARAT SRR K FH )

d) T SCYE T T DA 5 — MR B LA . il

EABREN T, BARE, RAZL,
IXLCH RS, WAL IER . A (3a) ) XA TR, R OREOR AT
¥ ) (the topic of a sentence is what the sentence is about). (3b) 1 “HrE 28”7 )& 1% 8,
EHREIR “Hart]rEt R (to relate the material to some preceding sentence) o FAUXFE ]
28050, SRR BEAS o (4) HORT R R B R, RS AR . ) U IX A AR R POE TR R,
SR BB AR, (HENGE AT, T HAR B 56 4 FRBT 20 D0 75 - R

DOETHEI AR IhRE: PRz LA FHE, RNy SN2
(IR AR o — AN UE ] RE AN AR RAT —Fh DI BE, A I P Fh D B[R] B AT o T ERACDLE %
NI SE AT TR D RE, AT LA i i) 7 2R X o PUB IR T, AT BL2F B A
Fr” (marked) 5 “Johr” (unmarked) WK, L (3a) . (3b) 2 “Hbril” , (4d)
R FT2S a2t “TEhRii " o U I FE AR W WhRs R, Ja A ARSI
PE“ ERNAIEER” o AN, Pl “Ahn” “TobR” JEAZ - JIWB. BRI RE, TR TE R
—ANELGN . VIR

(5) AARIEE L TohR 1l B I L5

BoATR: R AL
r T4 AL+

(R 10]) +44 ] 2+ (B i / 45 50)

| (il
e JohR FIAHA
REZe “---7 Rom AN RSk C e o CEESRT .
EFRENA S, SHPRATIREZ MHIOCR, Wl LU R i i hx JORE R .
(6) WA AIFRICHE ST IAT DI REZ ] AR R AR«

R L S
e “ONRIEIBER”
AhRUE TobRi

S s (RIS s AN s BRI 3 BRI e
s BRSBTS

PURDUE IR IEZ —, RIS TE K KR AEH], JEBL “F AR . Kz &
FEPT e, MR T DB REAI S, R AR R AL R R,

(=) AR BAAEBARDE 580 5 SR B A (relevance) K1 T AE
)RR 0TS, — IR FAETE IR, AEARE— A M 1A BT RER AL I3 0 1101



FID IR AR AT, TR R . EISE SRR SOCE S — R, T
B AR SRR R A A PR b, BURDOE AR R AR 2 R IR, (HER
TR AN, AR R D RE . LW ], IR 2 K STAE R, R e
PITATEITE X IRE, AU~ 2R ik

(7a) $EME. GRIERAF) FoRiETT. AEZIERAF) drid s CAEAUE 1989)
b) BRSREEMIES (FEZETT 1998)
o) il GEmAIH) RomiRgt. AEBER A bl i sds CREMRAR 1999)
d) . HEN. 15 (2R 1999)
e) ARAPRZS. TMbRIC. AE/BEl. MATRA. XTFTSIERER CEER 20000 *
) BEI). Bl SR, BEER. WL EERBERIES GRS 2002)
g) WAL " +IRAL 7 AT -ME by, MW =5Ei . © (45K 2004)
h) WL + XEE IR (5 2004)
1) RaXEE R (Wu 2005)

B4k, Shie (1991) K H“i% 1 T B8 43 #T4(discourse-functional approach) AU T 45 % :
(8a) 25+% (I ‘5 X/nmg 2 T H ) I TATSh & b A7 “inlfi): $RibE” (question:
challenge) M “Injf): HERK AN#” (question: puzzlement) P Fi .
b) 74+% HIL T EESEMh: F “WAsma” o “f). EA&UER” (question:
development). “ HIXLLE&” (self-contrasting idea). “fih AXJ L= " (other-contrasting
idea). “ HIKILEEE” (self-comparing idea) A “fih N LHE 2" (other-comparing idea)¥.

LTSI KU, R T Z2ERKE (2004). X152 (2004) . Wu (2005) « Shie (1991) i 4h,
SRR LTS B MHPTEA 2 “UBERIIRE” . YRSV SR, #BEw
HERf, HTCARSE—HIMRE . 2= KE). 5%, Wu. ShiefifFsT, WALAEE A KRS+
BAE, VR AR E R O T A B, DAL H ARG .

BANPOX PR e, A2 AR A BER R XA ) 8. AR EE M “ iR ” (discourse
marker) "% “SCHEPEIE” (relevance theory) *HIRL At &, WIAHER Y, “BR” ) :HI)RsiE
SEAE T GG UG R ORI o 91

9) A: AFIRTT, RAAZEARIE T . (FiEH 2000: 16)
“He's from such a poor family you better not be friends with him.”
B: XA —=3k4WE. “For your information, they have three heads of cattle.”
(10) A: FRBUEREH LT, HITL. (Chu 1998: 79—80)
“You are just waiting to graduate. How happy you must be!”
B: HLHE e . “Well, you know, I still have a thesis to write.”
(1) A: ZHFELEKERK? “How come Old Li is not here yet?” (% H 2000: 16)
B: flZHok THE. “He came a LONG time ago.”

X=BOR AT “We” , HILDDREALTIFA S 4 —FE. B (LD g “Wg” aTLL g, XA
A, BIRANECT S RN A T, A B T EAR T, S T R RO
EGE . WRCKE (10) FR A NS, WIAVE S AF Bk 14, Mo HIS A Aot iR A R B i A B
e O “We” A AT, T LA, iRZE LR RS EAM AT . Bk, areix
FEVL, XJUAS “We” AR HRIGRIL “ETINE” . BT 4 “We” AR =BRThaf
AFIFEEERVERT, W5 820G A 205, A ek vk,

N T REIZRIG, TR BWF/E— G AL EE, Chu (2005) SRR LEBTSTI TS
s RAF T CWRT IPIANEEATERE:  “ 5 BIOWELY A “ERARGERE ", AT FEHER




A/ e A ELHER M W™ A B T I 2t R
(12)  “We” ARk ik Y 25 -

(5] 1&EkRId—~[6] AW f)
t t
I T y — [3]18E 1 — [7]35%
(4] $eME< | (1145 bsoxttl | (20 2R 4k 0 |
L : | — (iZfypz/iEss) —[8] malte
' '
(%N A/
| |
[9] BERAME. HHiE%E
B R ERRTE R IPATRE, ARRB AN EEAERE; Bk R R G MR KT ), B Sk R R AN
A —FPERE, PSSR R R A PR RE s R IR R AT SR I/ B RS “%
RN/ VEEE” IR IR 1

AWML, AMEB] T W27 (WEEATERE, EREHT AP I I R R R IRE, A
ARG MH, KAADMEEADIREWR N T “W” Al LR L, 55 Al LA R U
W, CmET o e o CUR” AE, BEAAHEZ AL, At PR

(PO /N
AT AHURPGE I3 IS B, R LT AT DU R T TR K A S 9

Wy B T, WRHMEG I AE. SO, AT IR 22 0] UG OR A,
3L T BRI, ARAERT B EE b AR S NARH R ) O, R
Pl N CFHEREE T Wk, WRTBUBO 58 IR, B B SHE )ik,
MUSNEA = AThRE -

2 BUARDOE RS, R AR EEMMS . DOBTRS N, —Ha AR,
—J@A)E, —JERE. B “1EE 2 HT” (discourse analysis) [H88F “4)i% 8 ” (sentential
topic) 5 “FEiFE” (discourse topic) 24, HIIFAEAEM TIARCKGE. KA, i)
PR ) IR mah L i) TR E S, S/ RINEER XN R RGO dE
WA AN IIREZ —, BORIEE N LA — N RIS AL TR, BFTD0E 6,
WARERIE I OMERR” Thie, BEES S —AMikDige, B xR & ORIX gy, X
RS2 #A. [ZF L) PruEmg. 1R, SO EIEEF R o st & — s
TR

= Bl s SR BUARDORE A R R AT RO R D RE, St
“HESRITE ETIE” o RORKEIA, A ARER T, MALSOR AT I — ANy A
HSCRIMT, WHRAESEE “WE 7 o IR LSRR A v g AR e S I B ARIE I, AE vk
PEO. BL, PR CURTERRIG T K CORIRERIE T SREREMIMMERE. T LAXFE
TRt “We” , SRR FEAERE: 5 BIORFEE Y S “ SORARENE T, JFhIX
PHANFEANE BE BLRE SRR S 1 & A AR TR “ 307 5 R o S F L (12)
Rl fig e MEAHERIE, KRNI, o ZXHEEARCARIBARCIIAE, Z4AEh)
B MAEIARDGE S, A AR )R .

N DUEREEENIIOLS RE




FRIE FHAK (2005) (4511, 3T 40K (198341 45200448 H) £ H [ P4 b 1) F R A% 00 4
T EILRR T 6 Us A RER BT RI0 SC Hh AT R 24, 3h445, B4 “E R
B e SRR o HALNDGER NS, PE A NHEE R ERE, el
Hyeifsz 5, HZ 7M. A. K. Halliday  (.Halliday, 1985/95 }zHalliday & Hasan, 1976)
K “RGDRETETL” (systemic functional grammar) , WIHPLEE (1994) , THESC (1988) ,
HKRAKAAE (2001) o Halliday BARKGE N, (HZ M) RGE DI RETEL LTl & — B U9EE N
SERII B . T AR 2 FRIFRDGE, 2 T EA YRR B P I . fln, KDOE I EEN
iy A7 -IRAL” HESE, JUIHE ST MR IS 2 K. X N HBDGE R RO OME, 1S E |
K (2005) .

N, FRAT D R TR BOSCRON RR R, A AN R ER RV
) B

DUEREA RA I, BTk RAEEFes B omak, BNoazal LLgias T1970F485
M. (J.Biq, Tai and Thompson 1996: 111—117) HSOFACKIHATFUR, DUER HMFITE HT M
i, WHLSE A BERHGE—RMTS, RIGHE VR 22 m e ke K e Lo IER
PRI kO, EAMUBE LY, AIEZ ik RI0FART S X 2, Wk sk
[ POE “i5@0” . “[AlR” (anaphora) . “HAIRMEI” « “ifiEbric” (discourse marker) .
“A5 5507 (information patterning) 57 [ A 5T, BB Ak, 2 EAEIA I
WHEZE - M OGE, AUF AR, HIERHIFFAZ W, P, W8 “i%a i
K7 AR RN 2 T AR AR AR R AR AN OO 2 s TSRS idvE
VU7 DA E A s 5 RAR B LS BRI LA . 4R, ==, hikf
PRaEVER A, W T R R R 5T, AR, A — 32, PAadE—J
o ZERLDUE I S AEE T LA B S IO, MR .

(A) EB5EE

W ThRE, LRSS ERZ MR R, — WA MNEAE Z . E0FA 51
LA, HAREADZERICR, WARNARGERIEE. Ry X (1998) W w5 al WG it
RIFBI LR, RISl e SCE (TR X, 2004) AFE—DIRE. fHdr, WA
2 (2005) P EEEEIURDOE T HIME L R A G,

[BIFg 7710, BARIE AR IR A LN, H80 L 0FAR M JUAREAE, 76
PEAEAS—H#E. Li (1985). Chen (1986) HiXu (1995) 433l M\ = ANAN[R] £ F5E Ab BEITE 1)
B, Li Z2MNEEiRHI%, Chen MZHHY (encoding) Hi%% , 1MiXu M A#FS (decoding) Hi%k . 4
RB=FE— WE AR 8A. Y548, Huang (1995) BAREPGERITRIEZE, (HE K
FBRER H™, Z90EA— 3 MF . Tl Sz VIR, B @i piaE
i A — N AR B

(B) AR EIAATERIRIC

DURDGE AR KT (RFE “mg” <77 “If/mg” «ag” <mg” “ug” 25) T,
WAEHAT S, 2 NEE T S, RRBREE RS EA R, HILH ZMIALLIEE, M
HILREE RS, Jorp “ng” &5 <77 WEGfRj . “my” FRFRoR “BEim” , “ 77 FARR
CRPIRECRE” o JAl CUR/mET L IR o WY L W LR R, BERRasiE L, W
KIKTHAE, PTLARZ MR R bR i A B . i AR A W = A A BOR X Oy Tl S s e .
AT AR SOE X DOEE R ARG BT, A AR R RER Y, (A7 L T
CEGET AR AR, AR ElE G A4 a7 . SRR IR AR IC AR B



R LA B A AR TR HIE R D e, TR R BT TE S WU . S, AURIE
eSS, AARRREAREENIEERIIRE. BROGESS, H. hifEIs 2wk,

(O) 15 B4t (information management)

HArhik, 155 %O B AREE, — Bl s IR 15 BoRIEM 4328, Bl vk {5 &
FITIH . Ha2korik, MR 700 SOFEARBF AR . #l4n, Chafe (1976: 30) A
o, B B R RMEm T ZhE: P

(132) [HAGE: R KWEE NN, HI “HiR7 (knowledge)fE Ui i I L& AFAE T %248
FIEZ A, Wz “ami” B IRME R
b) BifE R WRUEE AN, ZAEE BT AR R T e, )
Bz iR Bk EiE S

HAR19T65E RS, ADE BT A, HRIXAUE, Harid 2 — A kA IH
HORFEAEN] . T2 0700, W #B s Prince (1981: 234—235) Wi F 12

(14) Prince HIFrIHAE B2

“HE S (New) ” “HE%n1Y) (Inferable) ” “5H 1 (Evoked) ”

HHH K] (brand new) &R 51 H (situational)
A WAE Y (unused) FHAT G| (textual)

W SERE SOk “OBTTHPI IR NI “IRGERT S Zrpe “HERN” K “sIHim” ws, R
FE PR L “sIHIT RR, R “EORTT o COREAERT T B« hifpIRE]
W7 RIS PN RIS, IRELZ SEHTIN “OBTIHP A S AN,

XY AR R A AE R, A ). (HHSGE R R A LU FBAT IR SR AR T -
Petnisd, DO IR RSEE, AR SR IHA AR “ LB R (correlation) , RJl:
LB S E [ IE e ][ RSN (1 R R B o2 e s P = SN Y T R B R o ol =
B b, AARZ IR PIRE RO “H15h” o filn:

(15) A7 DUARSK A By S AEmT L, KGR I B e /e 8 L3 S A itk R 2 5 . o
(Chu 1998: 200)

ot “Bg” M RO HRATTIHRE) “RFMT M0-H5, RIZE it “HER T
AR TB4, Jofb AR ST S BRAE S 2 6, 0 B 5 % A 5 2

sz, A (BRI BT S ke B ) AE e AR, [R5 a5 B8 1A 5
FRRERE LR SCIEY, (HIXRIOCHE, AR EBMDIRICR, 2B 5 — bR 2 i A 1 i)
RR X—HRER, nJU4 2N “f5EAEE” (information management) » FTiH “f5 5
AEFE” G2 B A b (B ) RS B IE A e HE . — MM 5, W R B Rk 01 Bl
WiEAs ] (WRFER T . 7 R0)55) , WS S HE A e — A ), B B e, RS,
KRR EZE, g Ll Chafe Frift, SMEXTITRFWN “HR” FHm. #(15) h
PRy, M “—ULRFKIE” Fras, SPEr) “HiR” @&m, &2 —AMNEiE, XA “H
PG — A R, RENMEE TSNS, AT B XTIXAS “HITR” A2 5 Y
Moo S—NEERR W7 HA T “uife (Hhath)r) ” A2 G 5 = ANEED
() “JR” S T “OKIRSE (FEathdy) 7 assh; 5=/ <R MER 7“9 ((H4)”
Rerdi. Bk, AR “IR7 R “RE” MREHAE EREM S A “IHEE” , ey, B
SRATIH &gl “5” , WAER “B”7 - en “RE” #2n Bl “HEmm” o (2R
R DA (R, e ATTENER S OB EnRT .



PRLE, AT DO RERE DU AR BT IH SR e Z TR R R, B IR

(16a) #ICHNE W EFPMCE ARG WAT “IHARY RIS BLLERT, A
RN BIERLS R A S .

b) P E R B T AAE OB EiRT i BB AR, CIRAE R R AR
B “IRFIR” , EIHGUA S .

et (16b) P ARMBT FORREEE, FEANTE AR BRI A R R e B,
Pz, A “IHER” R RE D>, “IRE R /B “IHFR” miln ey, K,
SRR el .

WERBATBAERELE R (13) 5 (14) . WAKELRBL, Chafe 5 Prince i, HARARIAFE
HE 8 IHHE” XAAFK, HSEBTUFRIFAS SRR L. JT& e “RnUsnIe
M JE AR IE OFTIH R 102K (HVF 2 AR 2R3k, Dk 2R TR 2 AL 2
?E‘ﬁ?ﬁ‘o Wjﬁﬂ:

(17) Your father did it. (Renkema 2004: 131)
“CORME) RARSSET. 7

FerP ) your father (fRAC5R), MRARIERIERAZ “IHMELE” , (H— Mo AR S HAE )
T ThRE, OB EE “Bifs R (W L Chafe FIBE) o % A RILUE, B4R
REVEIXAZ “IHEGEH” , X BT P BRI UL, LS, R G A HERII
O, NAZFEIXFEN: your father (FRACSR) MR “IHMER” » (HZ, ZHKEIR Bkl
W7 e BTEL, XA EEOE T AR RSN, 5HE 7RSS ERRE .

e, BT b EATIERG CBIFAE R L B IR AR XA . AR BB
FEMRAE HORYE, BIZAS S N2 15 CAAAAE TR UG B H IR UL b o i Fn U R IH 7,
VPR 2 A5 L 2 I L AR R Z TR AR T A s WR e — N2 il AR AR, RAME Bt
e CIHARY s MARARE - ADRIEERA KR, BAXMEEZ “HEin” . prid,
FNARRIH H 53 SR IH T B BRI ORIk D 7o Sk JLin), v “r. IHANRY 1X—
S INARR, NAZFRZA “CRHKRR” 5 ORFKR” , WAEAFHE. EAGE,

(2) RE:
XHDCTE R AT S, WA “ARHITRE XD 7RI A

FRULETi “BLOC” v B A J LR DK, 1 £ R TR SR AR AT S, WG E Ml AR I
W, HrpoRby —, ARG DI RE MR SE A . ARYE (6) I, LT AT,
MR TR /N2 IR R o FESEATAR IR, AR AR “ARHT” (A “ A

RERARMBFREAVIRAZL, W% KA A AR

DORTERPRC T SUE ARG T804FEAR, BT RGN RBIL AL, — AL, [tie
3, IR EARANE, JEH OB . BT AT IR AU, AR AR R, B
AN e AN, SRR EHTTE, TR LB E R T AR DB AR TR
F S VEEARUAR ], (H T R AR 0 SRS RS a2 10, AEm ¥ )2 HE .

ETERE AR AR I, AT CORIE R K CRTIRANRY IR, JLsE “fF
BAEE” AW BAREBRSEA NS RS B ARG 2 2, Sebe LER TIN5
JaLAE, AR Ftb ik, B S IRz —o R, “ B S JFA
IR AP BN, SERs B IRE AR AW E L, AN — BB AT ST



FAL, it hbric “FF 7 SWAENRIRCIIIRE. (B Chu 1998) WFHX 51 WL,
W KA.

e &ty 5 R DI REZ I f oR R B UG, DUE R AR M H AR, B il o i b
Frsg MILL B —AN Gy, W HARZ O “BURBGER FA)7 o A “REA” A2
PRI SR I A S R, ARAE “ FEERT 5 “a)5” “Rg
Z G UE T A (0 — PG, TR — B A B, IR, — U
ff—SeBORIR S, n RR) KR CRBLT “TRBCT SRSE, WVFRLRT U MO8 B4R
(I G ke AR T o

. &7

AT “RIFETETRY N “DOBERFEELE” AR L LAEE SR ife i, 15 17—
AN TRTIE (PRI, I HLH LA SR Ut B i 2 T I B S 70 o Hor R il 32 20 D0TE AR bR
RS I e M AR SRAG S R, 1585 [Pl 2 18] 1 BB B mT DUt o, i 0 oK il 19 3%
Feohfe s e — NI R P4 Lo kb . oAt S ALK W S A= 00 )32, ANBE R BR T i ke
e T IS B, N “NJE” A& A&, BEmPIANILES, AREamEw. (3
FE)Il 2005)

Ah, POERESR WA T2 REILR, WRANDE A B 1A RS, HE
LRI AE 2, an S A e VAR5, W 445 RIS AE R S s 8% T B R i =4
(i %% Chu2005; Xu 2005)

Ja, DOBREMEARWI, WA . BT 5GEBAEEDIMRR U, H
FB TS FARIE S AR S0 B “PPR 04T (critical discourse analysis) tH#BAZ0fK
SER T S HE

VAN =3 !

ASCEFR VUG, TR 130 4F R 10 UASDOE T 5 A IR R ARIR S, B SRR,
JIHBEEGE IR

(—) FRRROFULE Bl JUF A AR, N SRR ARG UL R ), MUR R A
AU — KIUH o aEaete (2005) faih, IR SCHEHM (2002), ZHE, A
(2002) , XIFHH (2002), FLLHE(2004) 5. DA ERE OGRS Z CTRIVERETURIER
% (12)) (2003) .

(=) VR SRERID 2, (PR R T DRI VIR . A B P 2
o, RIS IS 2 9, T LIRSS AR LSS B P 4T (2005)
A S A R SCBRIA T5T, R (2009) A WS {1 i R C IR 5T,
LACPIRE AR, HSOT LA AL E, M IE Rl 15 X ™ 219 B “ R
W L 2SS, (R R

(5) WYL, AU B IOIAREY , (2RO R L
ERE B B DU KR S A AR (SRR XU 2005), WIS
PR AR EDBL, RS RS 4756, WL AT DL A Y S
LSRR, T HLIE T B B b A 5

(M) PUKTERWTIT, 245 2 RN IEest, Frakaiie, (Xaeaft “fidt”  (hypothesis)
RACHE . BEREPUESHX LY “Ri” AT KRR R SR . XTSI 255 AZ W
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Xu (2005) W& &S DE A1 RACERAE .

HHz

1 2K REAEQR004) F—%.

2 LA YR RN MR I, et T X T ETE, AN REL). BROFA A EA
he (AAEEEE 2005), XakiE ) — AR LT 4 F. 2T GRBIDN 48 B I T L L5 & 64 R 19 ]/
L gk, ROE, —RRARA I RCEAARIL. 2RIE R, BT AFTIEMAEAAI, BT L
o) f, HORBAE. X) (1998) #93tik, MRZIFIRINIE ", 2 F A PTRAZ ST b, 5 AF EAKE (2000).

3 A% Li(2005).

4 EHEWH (2000) KA, “KREREZZIEARS G, HAwAFPAR HER 3G RTRET] & B ke,

5 FP (2002) W9AFR, FIRTFALAEE, ABRIT AR L L, Eidizf, EE T, EESRE
E AR, 0 B W 2 SRAT L BA AR A T A

6 LFHE T "REAFHENES, B wpRAEHAEL]+ B RE @A E22-% +0” (B
R AT ), TR AR A B9,

7 %% Schiffrin %% (2001).

8 %A Sperber and Wilson (1986/1996).

9 A% Chu (2005).

10 A% Renkema (2004) # &% ; Brown and Yule (1983) % =%.

11 3R, WA ZEESVARARIETEE. H5FFFH(2002).

12 AR (FEEL) GEZRFEAR) (BRRBREY (RGEFIY (BEXFHE
AY . ZEXFRAZOUHL, THARIINRRZIAS Lokd, 2 — KRR,

13 itk =+ FRMNEFERFMRMNETFH, ABRS, o——F%, HrE—FRT. 805K
HEF KT AR AH, 5 A Biq, Tai and Thompson (1996).

14 %% Chu (2002, 2005) B J&. 2:(2004).

15 ZHIIAZZ L4 TF: "Given (or old) information is the knowledge which the speaker assumes to be
in the consciousness of the addressee at the time of the utterance. So-called new information is what the speaker
assumes he is introducing into the addressee's consciousness by what he says." 4k #9“knowledge” % 15 2 “4n
iR, TAEPLiEE BT AR R —F W P 4.

16 % Fia/5 54812 62 He %%, £ALi and Thompson (1975), Lu (1984), Sun and Givon (1985),
Wang (1988), Hu (1991), Xing (1993).

17 S REW HH RiE L L E R, 2R, Ek LIRS, R ETEAGERD =46, #)
du, EEAEGFTOMEE, TRAGERMENE R, 2iiERmE AR, (Givon 1979: 209—210)

18 A& B ARE(2000)4 K A7 A A FL 4092 B P 7= A 69 “RAT T fe.

19 *FiE DB AR, BT RMLP LA T, 554 Tao(1996) & HvAJE f£Journal of the Chinese
Language Teachers Association 4 #1F| P £ & Z #4k.

20 A E AR EIE G OREIAGE S, 5 A Chu(1998) HAFE,
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Mandarin Chinese Discourse Grammar: Theory and Practice

Chauncey C. Chu

(University of Flrodia Research Center for Chinese, Heilongjiang Univiersity and College of

International Cultural Exchange, Fudan University)

Abstract: This paper defines Discourse Grammar as an interface of syntax and discourse, with its main

14



purpose to study connections between clauses, which in turn affect the internal structure of the clause.
Discourse Grammar finds its basis in human cognition and draws on functional theories in an attempt to
achieve an explanation for communication through pragmatics. It incorporates various schools of
linguistic thoughts in its investigation of the following issues: relations between time and space, cohesion
and coherence, topic and focus, information management, backgrounding and foregrounding, event
integration, rhetorical structure theory (RST), etc.

Mandarin Chinese Discourse Grammar, though following the usual theory and practice, has its
unique aspects, such as the discouse function of aspect markers, the importance of topic structure in
discourse organization and the effect of utterance-final particles on relevance between discourse
segments. Issues of this nature are illustrated in some detail with the behvior of the follwing three
constructions: the perfective-aspect marker le, the markedness of topic, and the UFP ne. For the
present status of Mandarin Chinese Discourse Grammar in China, this paper recognizes the work done
in the framework of H.A.K. Halliday’s systemic functional grammar, mostly by scholars in English. While
Halliday’s is a strong contender for discourse study, it does not always fit the Chinese language perfectly.
This paper points out how the current research deals with the unique nature of Mandarin Chinese by
recounting the work done in topic and anaphora, UFPs and discourse marking, and distinction between
information source and information management.

It is optimistically anticipated that Chinese Discourse Grammar will develop into a full field of study,
as its many areas are being opened up for investigation. In perspective, one hopes to achieve one of
its ultimate goals by structurally defining the discourse unit above the clause in Mandrin Chinese.
Discourse Grammar is also expected as a sub-field of lingusitcs to make further contributions to

interdisciplinary studies.

Keywords:discourse grammar; relevance; UFPs; information management; aspect marker; markedness

of topic
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