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B PR E X IR IE

RHEE
(feHE T RF SEEFIR, 7 M 510641, J )

RE: ALK BEFLLHRTE AR EEL T FRAR. FEIRAGRSE Lo, Fitk T BRI S 2k,
HWRE M, iErFHEREGRS], REFEBFL LRGS0, KL ARG BRI, B®ABIFL
SOME, A BRI AR BRSO F LA, A b, HHE PR T X F 5L FART 0 E R LA,

R4EHE: RIRELM. F2. 5% SURF. AIMBIESA

+E»>EX5: HO3 L RAFIRAD: A

1. 3%

AR, A 2 A RS BRI R, 185 AR I 2557 Z2IE SN, 52
FXS R, BN Zu 2 4. SiaZRRBAKRE. KR REBRICISE “WHESEm”7 M “imiE
e SN SR IR S I S A B R G T R A AR S . R I —ME S IS 2
F s HICHE Cinterdiscursivity), RIUAF & W o 5 — e WU FIRE S 2 SCHIDCIBR AN AR 1 15 BOXUAS (1)
RA5ACH. Fb B SCHEAETE S N R W, SRS RSN EE M, E SR ARSI
HAEEME R ASCHEN I bR I SCHERAT S8 Moy RIS b, XTIUE IS E—I8VE, FR L7
FEIIIR A, 75 SR BB IR X R B B SCPE .

2. RIREXHMAESHHE
2.1 bR E SO E

ot B L SCPEFR IR R T PO TR AR . TR BRUA TR A S Al . IXRE, R B B SR 2 Bk B
SRULES S BN ) B A FBE ) 2 A AN 7T . NI Bk, FRATIZ0UA e 4 e T et TR AN ) A . 1 TR R
RS MBI Bk, FRATIZURI A% LA ] 1R Bl 53 A2t A e] A8 SR EE R 1Y) o 3X — 2 T ) 20 A T
T AR B IRIVE 5 22 0 M R R R B AL S BB T A T IR A L 23 0 M 2 W) o Ry T 7 4 M 30 o 0, R AT D200
FLLF =ANJ5H: R AR R B AL A& .

I TG AR S ARATAE — BRIV B b FLSCHE TR AL e Re e sy (AR THIEEURS ) . FATTAnIE,
VBT IR P I R R R AN R S R R, T DA T A P e EL A SR A A — AR H A R s ST (T
REZEZ. MbAh, PR A D RIETRIX LS S o P SRS AR . — 5T, VR AR — &+ SRR 7 AT
5, EMEA—ERRERRE M S, TR S NAFEE AR Rk, FRATT AT LUR S SLAR X
MR TR R — M, BT DK 2 WA B T AR RS 1 P A . i, PR H X — Al
A TBUAKV . HESRMBIRES) S 1448 (2, Fairclough 2010: 146-159).

M) 25 A SURFRVE RS TP R . R BRI IR P B PR A G B ) B o X S8 iy (A TR 4
SN SEGE b B E IR R B R AEAE, WEh o, B, BeinldEess. mah, thFMosHta sz m
EIFE R AN, SMAha SE B (015 SR AR AN ], IX e oy TR A PR P AN AR ]

WEIE TR, Fbs SO RS 5 A S S . TR br TSR AR 15 8 SO 76 T
AR IR S, B FEKIEERLT (the order of discourse); [Allr), HiBE2A8 R N 4a%

CRSCRIRETEA SR T RIS« DU R bR TLCEROYE TS (08K-05) s E Kk
ARk 55 0 35 F 4 AR KAV 0 T RE BT (2000SMO043) I i B kSR R 1A 4 O 4
interdiscursivity — i B i RTE”, SEERIZRF Y (2008) (EEPIX i 7L MR TR T <R
Pk Cintertextuality) KM, HE44 R “ R BRILICHE ", 4 XRBRILSCREB VEATIO A4, 155 WIRAE I (2010),
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L, HARBALSERT — XN #52, bR B SCHEATE R R N B O RIS AL
SRR ZH . PR, SRR bR B SO #E 25 5 SO B T34 158 e b g AT+ 5 0E
2.2 J br B SCHE S A SARTE IR X )
2.2.1 ks HICME S T

MIXPHAS R 0 7 SR EAER Y, R B SO — FRF R S (Gintertextuality). 20 40
60 FfK, Kristeva ¥4 Bakhtin [ 16 BLR /i GH2E E A8 7 HoctE—n. Jaok, 1EEREE T 506
HLICPESR W S H S (manifest intertextuality ) 5 444 H.SCHE (constitutive intertextuality ) . Fairclough
(1992) k7R e TiX—538, ¥ @M Cm” MIERE I, 1 UCRA “interdiscursivity”
X— KRBT LARIE . IXFE, Fairclough i i T 44k 15 78 AXUMS S5 15 1 AR 7 4y, 55 Pécheux (1982)
P ETE 30 (Ginterdiscourse) BRIV o

BRI —MER A EHERRE T, W UGN 513U R W W B A7 .
17 g s L SCPEFR 12— ANE R ]t SL e AR E 5 (R TSR dIAmetr. PR,
THMPIOEX AR T BSOS MERMN I ETER T AT SRREIEI, TR b BSOS MGE RS
JRERIEAE S RS BSOS RER Z M B EOCER, R b SRR B T 5 2 0] ) R ¢
FRo W2, HICORFREHEN, M IS0 RN A3 3 Z Ao . 15F T4

(L P R 52 R g N il S A7 AME BRI IR R weeeee BT, SR, AR ] — AN B0

B HUAT Lo, WIS 2, BIREHEI] = AN . BEP XA Z e, i THREZE . WMRREKRE , B

AR MIMAEZST , RRFBBRAT T WRBERE , BOTR , WM NERT , BFAR , AAFH.....

WEEFLTRIAR , ... “FTRE, BREZXNES , AABRAZ , IREFENZ , RAUBRERE , 6
X

( CAdREmIRY 2003/11/06 45 6 i)

B (1) HEERS EICRRNATREE SRR, L, TR H8E T s e, BT
SR (0 HSCHRPR G R o SO IR B B SCHR PR UASAR 2 B 55, 2t i LR B Pk TR A SR R MBI, W Rp el
MBS TR IR S . SCF S ARSCFRE I AC R SCHERUEAR PRl XS (1 2447 AEF @I X RE
TEG oy T A T KR R AR (PR o Sl s e U T B 2 e 22, AE#ESR
A CHREES R T “FTRER” AR SRR MRIA . BdX—a0hr, FATITLE
M R B ESCPE LE B SO PE S B A Baf.
2.2.2 @ br SO S A T ot

[ N VR 222 2 1w Al “ A3 H S0 ME” (generic intertextuality) — i) S o 55 s LSO PEITFE 0 9 25
Wik (2000: 191) ¥4 B SCVES 8 HARH SCUE R R B SCrE W 28, R “ Rk B SO AR
interdiscursivity, J&# nfgli T Pécheux 15 iE 13037 —n], Kk n] AERAE ) — MBS HAS RS TE RS
(discursive formations) 7 BUEE SVR A 5ACREE”. SR, PR B SCHEIX — I IR 2 ik N i 44 18 SO
PR, AR EAUIEAN AR G . F5z b, interdiscursivity JEASBURIE A R IR S, AN
WA TETE SRS TR Ao TRAR, AR —TA7ETRERR P R (R 155 XU e = SHbpr,
11 FLIXEE R 43 ] LR ARG AL, AH TR B SO FRAIX — 15 T B T DLk S AN L B2 B X
2.2.3 F s LSO A v e



2011 428 2 1 Ch B EEHE ) No. 2, 2011
MR 32 W English Education in China Serial No. 32

e b B SCMEIX —MES T IE 3 21 Bakhtin (1981) $2 (1) “ Ak =1 ME” (heteroglossia). Bakhtin A%
FEART TR s A 16 P (dialogicality), #RlG T AEF FIAB NI A&, 15 S EATAT I #R A7 AR Skt e
M2 ERAFING, MIXFIGAESE Z M ST EIEAE . BRI e eI — I G2 T A 1 7 i %
o Ja>k, Fairclough (1992) 5#if] 7 EPIEAMISY,  Bakhtin [RAx 7 e ME 2 1k (1) 2 AR 8T (10 1
SR E T LA RS, IERRZ AR BE BT . 76 Fairclough B2k, BB B OO 5 S R IO R ),
PV I X — 7 T G T LIS - ] WA R R SR T A B R B4R . 1fiAE Bakhtin K, A IS
VEAT AT B TR R R S A TR R PR . kT DUR B B SO Ak e i e o L
EHESE X
2.2.4 SR bR S

T bR HCPE S Bakhtin fORHETE S PIASE. £F Bakhtin (1981, 1986) &k, Frfa ik #h B A xT il
P, HROA AR e 1B 5 DA AR AL B AR 6 () 2 RO B . B S B R Bt AR MR B S 3 i, A
WAL S AR BRI 75 DL R T A TR RN, TRy 1 SR R B T SO
PR,

SR, 7E BRI IR, AT R X RS X i A Sl P AR S B2 = R (ks
PE, R bR ISR TR R . NRIE TR s, S5 ENRe ) R AR SRR, LA
SPGTELC TR S ARG TN (8 20—8) BAMRARMEMAL ., #52, Wil 2iE s EiE /2 lm
(10— A5 DAy e AR B, T e s S DU AR R AT A AR TR L

IeAh, XHAMES R TR G . SEEE W30 SRECEEREES o, ATA
AT DU I X — S L AR B R . SARRMEGE R E SR, i AT HEAFRER . fEE . &
AREEAEME Z MG 52K, 5 b B SO T SCE S5 b, W W aEse#iE 51
iR, R IR TSR A S O R RS B OO SN [R5 I 2 TR R0 G R
2.2.5 fRbr B SR ERR Y

L5 R b FL SR B PIAR DG o) — M & T E R Y, BV T Foucault (1982/1984), JEfatL & fhF M
TEEYERE . FESRRT R AR (AL 2 S BT, 17T 55 AL SR P AR IR A5 5 4 B R TERE AR, B A
ARG 1 T B AR A AT e TR A T8 5 AL S A R ) 2 T, 2B A SR 3 R o6
RN AL

T VERRT AT F R S — BHE R B FEAFE OGRS PE R R e S — e e 1
AR TETEEXAS IR G G R BT, TEERRT S BRI FE i 1 S B A HLOG R A I A
BEYVMIDG, TR s EL SO 15 AN ) VB 3 J 0 A8 3 0 S V8 s R I — FLAR A G . R AT LA,
ot s L SCPE TR () PN 2 B0 DA LA, TR R PR S I D) B A A 2 A
2.3 Fa b IS 2

Tt b FLSCPE S AR TERAEAE, A T I RAX —IE SIS, AR AN A R bRl L
BEATT /338 (S0 Fairclough 1992, 2003; Bhatia 2004 %), A S0 B B SO ) 2544 5 T g 2 1)
KRR, I ARG RS bR SOt L B R R o T SO R4 R A s T SO R 4 R 5 o TS
P,

P Rl & R B B SO VE IR R T TR B S o TR A A5 LU R AR AN o 4

(2) A A e RN G 2 B AE RS ETE DO TP AT 2 BB B T iR 3 e e SRR, B
TN AR R TEDURE E
i HRERERFZEMMNENERERENARALERENSENE.

CRHEEERIPE R 54T5) , 8O0 2003 4R

#l (2) R—ABRNER, HEEHRRNHARE, I U2 — AR . 2R,
3
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EIAH AR I H . R PR CCHOTR 7). A TR — W H 1, AR T
ADWHPEA OUAT, BUGT € 1) SN . IX AN AL B H 0 82 AR R 22 A KUk AT X
IR S B B AR, P L2 — AN 2R 1 R 2R B LSRR B B

AL PG R TR R s EL S PR A 0 XU S A S A A AR IR R TR A, LA I — e
LT PR AE TNt 55— B TR AR 2 T e AEIX SRR B B RS o, JRATTH R AL, g X
Wiy BAE . PEIRBURF AR SRR IR S N 21 i 5 b UL 3 P ISR 2 A o 3l s TS
PEAE) ™ 35 06 R T RS RN AR R B S, ] (3D 1 e r) 3 O TR IR AL ) P BEAR P R B PR B ok 2R A o

(3) AL RfaEe
BNt “Sgeeeee [ . (AR,
FUEFIMUL: 2 CEPAZBM—4.”
VN R B
AAE, AR I S AR 0 B % AR Sy B[ g oo
( CFaJ5#ETTiAR), 2004/9/30 B57)

AR RS bR B M B — AR AN R AR R . 0 T8 BRSO R IR AT Bl e o SRR o LS
TS AR S TR R, AER AR B B SR TP AEAEAEAEE L 4 P Al U 0% ARG PR e 3, 03K P ol XU £
DBIAEAE SR T XAEXUT BARA R At Gy ] (4):

B U, AN ERSI L R, RAE RS gD B, AR, AR A SR L. B, AR,
TR Z A7 Bl ZICTFME RN AR REAE NG IR LR s . (R0, IR ZIZAT A7

Ko AL B — IR IR S 525, FEXR A NRERINI R 2, BT I8 ARG, SRk 4 e
ARCEE L, INEFEERDERE, —UIBIE R -

— CRWIE) 58— 14k

CRUTERD I — R4 BO BATTREBL I A 32 N AR AN R B0 Uk = il () WUk R )
A IEMT D, TP RS m e BEE X GRETT, X P RREOR AN ] 1 U AE TR St e e, 1K
FEBUE I T S R e R R B SO o X — H A BT G B — N AR S (0 2255 - Aol Pk
AR SRR Bt i) £ S

IR B LS S AN [ AR 3 T BXURS 22 T g AR T A U A B R AL B A SR B PR By
ZIMAFAER G ARG R . B, B I C B AR SR BURF T 53 105 1R e ol T 4R T8 M T 51
KEFVEL, LRI RIE AR, AL )RR ECELIR R S R AR BEA A T T AR XK, 2R AR
T B RURS RIT 2 BEEE R SR A T ASE A5 — 2R BT N2 AR S B SR A 8N o T T gl e — A S 2R PO 2 20
o Bn LSRR

(5) M9 15, FEIERKZ - ARMMMEE AR SR E R, SR TR %" e
AR IRATHLRE :
MO H 1 STTh, 8INA 19, 19 M (5D BUN M s v A A 2l - B RAT

...... MEERRITAE , REHIVFA TR 20 thEZfl.... BERENEENZEADR?

4



2011 428 2 1 Ch B EEHE ) No. 2, 2011
MR 32 W English Education in China Serial No. 32

e MR R AR SZ RV I Ui 1. RFEVGIRTEHe; 20 WREHATIS (]« -3, ZEDLUF IR
(http://www.cctv.com/life/20030819/101221.shtml)

1l (5) M HFRAME M EAFIOE, & —DRT RGBT I RUE S TR =BLL
BN WA A AP UE RS AR ST S E B AR TR B (R F ). AR
AN G 3R ) ST =480 3T T RIHUIRS B Vo T3 — e B L SCH e AR 3l s
“AirT ML R AN TE M ThREANEHUEERGESK . sbAh, IXAMER WA ST B IR Al
BRI SR M [ R AR S (R AN ) A B FCAT L PR A 0 sl R K

IR A, BL BRI R e, Fisl b, REUANR BRI 2 W) A LRI A — €
X EMBES,

3. RIEREXMMRBHTFRERKEZ

240K, b B O S0 AR S U2 B — 8 (M 007, W BRSO U,
M0 5 5 0 32 AR AP 5 AT R IT o SO AT AR IR T 32 B R I 45 MR AE, R d B L
SCPE A 2B W AL SIS — AN BT B MM 5 2 AT SO AR A SO E B R T
Br HL SR AR SR T 55 o0 T A AL 23 4 A (R v TR A DU 33X — v [ 2 10 P4 53 B B B e Ak 2573
ITFAE 25 1) 8
3.1 CHETTRAR

o B LSOV AE SRR it i SR I AR IR B AR . 3X— 5 TR RIS 2= () 41 i
HATH (n Bakhtin 1981, 1986; Collins 1989; Hutcheon 1989; Knee 1994: Bradford 1997; Allen 2000
25, IXIEHFSR T A SO SRS, JUHE Bakhtin () — RPN B IR Y I BT A
VB i A2 L APT 308 T o L SO T s P ARG T BBl 1) 56 27 i ORI 45 7 e

Bakhtin (1981, 1986) M 3% 52 WS Z M ) 2R M RES KR AR, WHe T IR S 1k
K. 7& Bakhtin B2k, RS HOCHE 5 BRSO ER 2 5 BT — @ MR UESAROERE X, Rafos
5T RO H IR — ot e AR AR B R ARRAT O X AR 2 oniBER, AN BEHIR S T 2R
RHBR AR, TR B AAREIR S (BUR B I 2N BEIE 2R SR EEF B . Bakhtin
WA, XA A I AE— WU, T2 70 T RN 34

BRI, VFZ2REE AT H G SR A SCE T G B B . W Collins (1989)
F1 Hutcheon (1989) i it % 4¢ 52 i AR & 1S R B A B R T /e B SCA H I BHA HUR « Knee
(1994) A A SEARSCAH (AR TR A 2 AH SIS 19 I — DN, AR L Y A I 22 A
M FRARIX RSO I G AT T AR R 08 I e ML TR B 25 5 80X — MR A8 HL )ik

Jak, Allen (20000 \A, FERCFHERES, DNAK Fhasiy, OB ST o & AL E—
&, ALK XAV B T AR S TESE . B, 76 HT Robert Burns (45 (24040 L) 1, Allen
(2000: 27) fRH BB T 7 Sl 5 95 2207 5 Z s, DLREIRIEAS . o SO A 2 0] 1)
5K 7.

{HAEIX T TH B VER 9T 2240 Bradford (1997) 1) “XUEMELL”, b IX A 00T T HFR. /N3t
R AR A 5 RS (S W B 2004) . iAok weak b i b B SO 2R ow
PR B (R 7 0 1 = 2B, 514 Wordsworth (1) CFPIBERIESE ) wloks o HE I R XRS5 2 R i 1 AL
HEFEAHLE 5, William Blake [ (RILZ#) 5 (AR FFRpiis 5 SRR M A AHL 5. 18
Bradford %>k, /INiH R B B SO = AR FE 305 XS 5 LR RS R R 5K ) 0GR, AR 1l
BB AT SR T AN TE 2 /D B AR AR IR, SR SI451 2 Henry Fielding 1 (% « 35 il Samuel
Richardson 1) {MAtEhz ). Ak ky Shakespeare [RIRR A AE R SCHE & S HOCCE SRS, Arg sl
EAt e s, M E e R AN 5 i P Bradford 48 I\ 3R S W) T B T S B S R
SCHHZ TR 5
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MR, SCRSEIIEIT 42 D s 4 2 SCAR IR 22 2% B AE TR 5 S5 R e b b, AR ATT 8 B A M B
fiff SO AL D BB B I DG R o AH X PR 2 B A T AR ME 5 | 3T T A i B B S MRS AR i R,
HIX— AR B AL BRI B TEFN AR = B AR, R REER LA Nl & B R HESE
3.2 HEHIVETEE S BT T A

A ST 2 T R P IR RS B L SO AT 2 O AHE M IS 1 2> BT 16 A JEREAT ) (A Fairclough 1992,
1995, 2003, 2006, 2010; Bhatia 1995, 1997, 2004; Musson & Cohen 1996; Candlin & Maley 1997;
Scollon 1998, 2000, 2002; Chouliaraki & Fairclough 1999; Wodak 2001 45), iX— 4% 8t
T SO R B HLSCOC F R B AL 25 AT s AT AL ST, X R A SCA i AL S FU 45 Al ok
(i) BN 38 o 53 B 6V S e % LR B T AT bR B B A

Fairclough (1992, 2003, 2006, 2010) i\Jh, Fbr HSCHEANE —ANSCERELE, i B2 FAi]
AL 2RI DN R, X ERATTI AL 2 SC B B 221 5 i fE ] . Fairclough X B B ST ) 5 A2 g T
7t Foucault(1984) ({155 7 ¢ Al Pécheux (1982) fifiE I i P 3L AL _L 1, o6 Foucault(1972)
(R TEE AL 1 T S BRI A S L S A s SR R R & Gk ok, fHH] Gramsci (1971) [T #i AL
FE A Habermas (1984) #1423l B AR G s 1) “ e BAL ™ B K ARRE i b B U5 . Fairclough
A, BATTAT AR 055 U ) R A R B A B B SCPE, IR 2 2 A0 AT ) AR BB IR Ay (IR 5k
RIS, SR AFIRESIE “0iE4L” (conversationalization) %, A, TER AR bR H
LRARRM T U5 A AGEPES N = BEH . “RIMH” (democratization ) . “ Mk 1k 7
(commodification). il “FA4k” (technologization) (1992: 200-224), fijiX ¥R {k #4345 I 0 i
AR5 R e ) B 55

VF£2 225 A5 H Fairclough BT HEZEREAT TR ANIIFST. 41 Musson & Cohen (1996) 7EMF5T 5% 5
=7 TUIR IR 5 B BT 7 18 VB AR IR W M TR B AR 28, AEAZR ST RN, R AR AT 5 10T R 1) o 2881
P A, IX A ME G (PR A BT AR R MG B2 (R T T B0 b HSCOC &R, JEim e e 1 42
Fhos IS BEy7 (I ) AL BT AR 6 AL . b4k, Candlin & Maley (1997) 2041 T KA A
PIRRIE RS, R 7 i “BH a7, BT M i SRONERERZ AT L. Ak, X R
AN TR 25 52 B 2 TR] 1) 3 B HL 30 OC 2R 48 7t — i A 20 AN [ A DG TR M Pl S s 1) 73 P81 DA B — s A ] s TR B
AEUR RN, . Candlin 1 Maley #&H1, % TIX B & VERAR ek, AT o8 ok A i
TRt PR A B HL SO R AR X — I B B B A1k o

Bhatia (1995, 1997, 2004) Jp#f 7 ML) BrfRiE . EESCHR . AL B DL BUR SO )
Fabr HOCME . AR B, FAN BRI 2N o] A Br H AR VF 2 Lk Sl R R G e —ike, 3T
I AR RIR A B B B30 (Bhatia 19950 #il4n, 7E2EARSE A, BHIF R A 445 5 15 A BH 2 )4
BIRAY s AERARH,  ROUL IR [E R T 0 e A E VIS . IR SRR G I Dbl A2 I BA
—EE A A RR, W AE RS (infomercial . {7 B4k (infotainment). #Lig30) % (advertorial) %%.
Bhatia (1995: 1) A kI Ffs b B SO G115k 4 i 75 AC U IR 52 28 M eR VP 2 DR 250 B9, W H 25
WATI ZBAAEAR . FEBIE. 2R, 5a4 HHEBEU LML 85 DL AR BRI B AR A 55 . 1
f&JLEEJS, Bhatia (2004) 2% [ RIAR AR SerEMshANE, $EH T “ 155 Hr 22 00 A DU ip X, 7,
¥ HCHEIS KRN 720, iR, MRS R B X —IE SIS — Ul T
SR Z e, S—JrE R T NEENEHr 8 5 505 8 AT 3 N 5T 77 1 G T PR 1R g

Scollon (1998, 2000, 2002) ¥4 4 bx H.ICVE I HT 5 A8 B BRAR AP & Gl ok, JFHETRIEE1E &L
SCERI — A o AR R IE S S 0 S, R A 5 iR B R B B3 7 (Methodological
interdiscursivity) 8T, ANy, B UGS S A S S BT DL AR 2R R 2R R PR B R Wi
B EE R G R UG TR A TR A5 RGRAR 7 | R 23 0h H 25 v2 38 200 I 1 175 R s “ RiE4e” B
Gy LA T I iC 7« 20N 1 530 A THE 2 T] (8422 e 1T 02 1) < 5 P M 5 (00 i B Sk Cournallistic
interdiscursivity). % TiX#85 Zetk 52351 (polyvocality), Scollon (2002) 2 Hi 8 w5 v 5 47 43
PR R A 5 A i B B ST MR T
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7t Chouliaraki & Fairclough (1999) F2k, JaBlAH: 4 AR S AN A 35 48 A ) A I L& AR
FIBORIANTT , B B SOV B AR 1K — AR 2R o A ATTER T AP 5B 23 B 00 28 5 23 B
HESE, FERERR B B S AT B A 2R AR SR — 28, (I — 73 A1l DUA R A A LB A e 2 i i R i

Wodak (2001) M3 SEHIAETHE TRsbr BICRS, 0 AR T B4 32 SCRL A B A5 At 2%
) o G K T s SO S P SRR R R SR, BRI T el T A TR A T AR A B SO A
IF1] e o

WAk, VFE 2N “H 5 57 (colonization and appropriation) F £ 5 T 5T 5 oy B
B, Lemke (1995) 118 T & LI (technocratic ) 1 i 75§ ek HH 1) £ 4iE 1) 35 ; Sarangi & Slembrouck
(1996) ¥RFT T B 1 XAFEXTH AR 1112 28; Kenway & Epstein (1996) Wi5T 7 #H b1k
M%; Bernstein (1996) KA IRHERL 34T T BB BB BN Z ML, 555,

MELESCRR AT U H ARV 16 05 20 A 9 B A s DI UK s B B SOk S5 k2 SCA R s B Rl ok, T
PRAZ bR BN AS TEFE B B PE, B S INR N, (R 78 5 2% S8 A B i A A AE PR 32 o b 4h,
UV T 23 B 8 RA ) G R 1K) 5 1) B AR AE — € (R Tk A Fairclough (1992) $ it “ 73 R
iU” (fragmentation model) Z:yRFMNX Gk, (H BRI A, BHIERREX —FRAGHES] T2
JrfevE, W Widdowson (1998) A A HEHINE G 1540 M IV 1% 7% R B0 15 7 th % 5 R (AR, $R R
UL PEE A Pennycook (1994), Toolan (1997), Stubbs (1998) %%,

4. WAMRRPHFERNEE

FATATELUE B IR0 BAT TR AR B TSR — BB R A TR 2 ), HIA B A2 )
BRI, B, LA EPURERARHOR REMU B IR ST, DR B R EE BIAZ B R AR A
IZ o PRI AR AR L T 9 X — 1 5 LR IR R o0 1T 2 7 LR S RE . XI5 UL BLA IO 9
Bz A4, R MBI RESE . L, DT IR SR AT AR RE R b T SCHE K7 H 5 5 R
Ho ARBENX —E H UG A LRI RN 0 W R R . PR, BLA IO ER BE RS A s B &
R B ISR ESIHL. BEAh, B AT T AR AR e XA B T SO 5 T Dh Be At b e 4
T LA IR

5. %

ASCUHE T R B LSRR s ORISR, (Rl T BT AW A 4%, JE48 A W 50 A A A 1Y) ) A
N T fRPIX S ) 5, FRATT T BRI H R AP R VE R AR X, DAL R A Sk A T b AT ik
FERES . ey SR EIS N & . KT HARMKBI &, RATE 55 itk .
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A Review of the Studies on Interdiscursivity

WU Jianguo
(School of Foreign Languages, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510641, China)

Abstract: This paper defines interdiscursivity as intermingling and interconnectedness between difference genres,
discourses, or styles. It also distinguishes interdiscursivity from other related concepts, intertextuality, generic
intertextuality and dialogicality. Then the paper categorizes interdiscursivity into four major types: conflated
interdiscursivity, embedded interdiscursivity, transformative interdiscursivity and linking interdiscursivity. Based upon
the categorization, the paper gives a review of interdiscursivity studies in literary and non-literary fields.
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