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IR PRI E R R RAEHIE RS

AR

(ERKZE EFRFR,EK 400044)

B OE. BN RREENI 2R B NINE T F RN EN e A R EENE

0 R

B RIEEMIBE AR S BT G, IR kPR R R AL £ 2R

EFAEF ALFEEERNFAA, AT RIELE L ALE (@A) ( BRI ELE) F &
L B b RETEEAE A AT R RIET MR 8Tk BRI E S A A s A

R EE PP R R Ak AT B

FHARYE AT & F M AAZE 6 3% BB A At A W

K& G AR I b Rk GRAL R e Rk AR EXORE Rkt AT A 6 kA
W F M, ARG T i X ok SR ek A ) £ S 6935 R ) L9 AL

KR P R BT It RAT R B DAL o R E

FESES . HO30 XEERERL:A XEHS:1672-0598(2014)03-0142-09

—.5l5

WM WA T AT H F A E 2,
AR E P H 51 ELE” ( Kakava, 2001) 1
“fITE” ( Briggs, 1996 ; Goffman , 1959) £ Jy [E 4
PN N S O i i S (S RU L Y Ty e
AR A & PE (5 5T B TE 3, 2007; Barki &
Hartwick , 2004 ; £ 7K *F-, 2010) , 52 | [E N Sh 15
e GRS IRNCIR(ENOEERTy =38y W SN
1N R 0 R L T N 21 Vs s = W SR ES P R 2 2
Miller ( 1995, 2000 ), Kakava ( 2002 ) #1 Hong
(2007 ) SEARAE XA A % 18T 1) SR W A 3, DT
B AT RO SR MG HEAT TN R G EL R RTE
gy AE I A HLff ] 22 S5 AN FH B HE A T % = 4y
Mr, LIRS 23 FARDUETE R, A A %k Ay

« [ B #9]2013-11-29

FRFME, S, B9 (2008) HAR 2 TIUE TR
355, RSUCSCAG R B SO SR AT T R B (R
SRR T Xk Bkt S m B R I 9l OF R 2
W RO R T T BRAE I 20 3R TR,
WFFEFA BEALE N )z, R SRS S B U A0 A
EEE MRS S R, e AR F AT, X8R
KA BT LRI RO A B W s Sk B
AN s M A X RS Y A A i B
FIATH

ST I, ABIT A 18 M2 AR e SRR AR
WFFENS G, 36 5 N TH 75 A B I 40 B 25 B IR U5 1
2 Hp ISR T 94 5 Xk SR, I LA B8 HC T B
REIE A B T8 5 R W 0 o DU R - S SR s
S A U T U SR i S Y e 2 )

[EEMA]2RB(1985—) , B, T EaMTARE, ERAXKFEFRFERT, TEANFERF FITAEER

E RS RBRFER,
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BRI B R EE P @ 8 R 091 A AT

BEWS XU IR B4 JSO0s SR s i 258 | A 40 22 5t a0t
Frif PR | DT g 75 ] 2 SRS e % A TE FH IR

—_HFRER

B i ra YN N il w1 B e L N T e A W)
(FTA) . X7 BEA] RE UM 21355 2 53 R
W18 - ( positive face) , tH ] BEXTHIH 7T ( neg-
ative face) J7 AL E . A& EE N AMWIEHE A
IR A BZ BN FIEVE . Jm 2 W45 1> A3
F1780 A AZ T IIACR] ( Brown & Levinson,
1987) . HAR H 22 Bs o XF T - 19 BB A B AN ]
b (HAS PR A 75010 1 M B A A
MY F BTN, Brown & Levinson (1987) AR
0 X8 T 7 N TE i ) R B R I K A8 B U T
RER I T ¥ S T AR 53 A OAE AR RO
W IS RRBR IS T A 7 18— UM T o s fel A
SR Y20 T T BB T A v (0 BB AL SR 1T
WAL SR WS ; QAR AT M A T 1 AT R 5 DA
Tt AT TSR T

Brown & Levinson(1987) A, #2414 I 5 X
RS IEPEAY F A = AR S IE B R &R A
ZHEES D (social distance ) ; A X AL P ( relative
power); 5 fill #£ FE R ( absolute ranking of
imposition ) , 1 A UL, ULIE N AT IE A Z (6] 1
PSR R, BETE A AR T 0T iE A AT AL
PR, HFIEAT A G T AR RO TR
KL E AT NI BB, BRI LA
O AEBR XUy R AT A 2 6T 5 Wi Al 2 DG BHEAE 11T
{HH) 4 AN AL AL S ME — B9 i 29 R ( Lawson,
2009) ., TEE SRS T AN RAFAE & 1 2 HA A
Z UL G 1E B (affect) | MRS (personal
traits ) 55, X 5O 0] SR % 1 6 B 2 T I 1) 1 249 4
o ARBFTORAE BT IR TR 25 WL 22 53, % 1t
AP FEAT TR AR A

= MRFE

AR5 35 PR 08 222 L i 2 1R 3 2% Fl R J) (ORR
PRIEAE) 1B ) A Ry o3 B xof 42, S 32 3 %%
g B 31 A, — 3 238 MGG, Hi,
IR AT 163 4>, VEE B X B IR AUy fr sk
JEERD S X8 SR s HEA T A 0D 8 B %, A4 9 o

THT 14 J ot R H kg e RS A7 v S i
R R e ML o SR DU KRS A B S A 1, 3 ok o
FITIR GRS I GE T b, B A U BAEAN R RS AN
(5] €2 22 [V 9 e P 2 1), A HG 7™ A 22 57 A4 il 240
PRI EEAT I R R

BT WIS A S S 2R Z AR
VR BAR AL A T I8 5 A BE XS BOR SR £ A7 U 4 A
SN ATHTCVE MR B B — o o X HL AT 4 T 3
WO VPR AR T Y L IR SE 5 D ey | 73531
M F A B FE D5 i A HIDRE =05 | B
TEVEORE R 3 S (4 SO SR 2E AT AN B 52 8 3k I 4
o XIEl— R Hems 5 1 Je % 8 A 2 A
BRI R AT AN, 2 T Y
TCHHBRRAIE I ARSI, V35 A 2 2% 18 AT T 20
REAY A BE X H AT AP 2L

M RIS

BRI A W oG 1 v e A Bxk SR g AR
XEERH A6 X 43k 32 58 (0] $E P FR ( Brown & Levin-
son, 1987 ; Goodwin, 1990) , H i 1 #H & 0 58 £ %
A Sy vh 92 F0 3 A0 e %) 3% 2244 (Kakava, 20025
Song,1995) . A, ANBH 57 B AELEIX — X045, HF
ZEAR VTG TR 1 SR SR kg G2 AN SR g A R
SR 5 RS SRS S AR o SRS DU DR D e R i A
BRI A R AL AR 1 R

F 1 BRI MR R RS ERER

2k Ko
LEFN G 31(12.0%)
PrehoRmg 45(17.4%)
B S 147(57.0% )
ek R mg 35(13.6%)

Bt 258(100% )

DU SR W AR A 3 BT 1Y 22 /0 AR I Sy i A
W (57.0%) A7 R W& (17.4%) | Bt R g
(13.6% ) FIZZFHEME(12.0% ) , 5555 5 W 114 { FH
A TR ARG (P =0.000<0.005, BA
EPEZER) , AT UL LE Xy E g€ rh B )
HERE R, HFMHEIFAZRH 207 %8
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%31 %

faf e SR SR LR R, — B gk, XU
B2 RMREER N B Bt R 4 A 3, A 2 i
ZH PRI [N, 522 ARG A L, o A
TG B REED VA A HAL IR U LA X
HAT A A e e — AN S AL

(—) KM

TE SR T IR GG B By, BEAEXU A I Ry T
REEAVR S5 % SR s X6 RSy T~ 1) J 2 B, 02 X
INUS S E JIUEN A NI o R 51 E 2N
ERFE T B (T H4K,1995) , i LLIk 31 92 F1
gE [A) I S REZ i 2 3k S I T AR . 3RA1T
PTG SS 18 5 T By SR SR W A 449 2 22 Tl 5
W, 2 B AL FEAOR B 1 543 [R) R A B () 46

1SR PR A

B BRI 5 (hedges ) S5 B LA 554 5F
A5 5 A5 A8 o B AN BB Y 1A 3 (G Lakoff,
1973) o AHIFEH TS B (0 AR BIR il o 5 ) o T
HE, TR SE 0 3k SRl LT H R 1R ) A%
A, DM g b 3R 3k S 8, Sk o 7 ORI A 8
FH AT DIA R0 22 At % Wi 37 5 T A0 T 1) I e
(Brown & Levinson, 1987) , JE 1 2% Fll v & A B ]
REXT AR OG220 e i S TET 5200, DL P ASERH FIR A1)
AT AR “ Wi “ AT RE” 45

OuNE 15, PRI SR A R 2

WA WET 7 T

N8 < T HHE )

WAV A AT AT

ANAE : P REJE , Pl BEJ2 FATT X 1 A9 1 IR L 45
o ROBAS FERUL T, W W2 SR AN KA 19, % B A
AN M HAE KM, BT AFRATTER Dz — 3k b
BUF

IO LS TN 4 FAR A5 2 2 BT i R 2 ik
T R, B 7% S B B A 3E 5 T I 1 [m] i X
HE TR T R 1 — R 40 B AR R 1 G < wT
HE” AR “ DIz« — g S A RN Y TR RS
TRAKE E TS AT AR N 2 U [ W
LT, Z Wi IR T O AR ]

2. 7853 7] 7=

BERRRTT 8 4 W I A I 23 SR B 358 2 ] 2
(R SR | S ] X T o3 LA T JS A L AE il iR AN
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EWINE T uss e €l Bist 7 M - 37y 0)
LWNSUN=R: O S YN I X1 & 52 A D=9 0 s 0
FUA BT B K PR b 485 1] Wi 2 %) BB TRD 7, AT
SRl B0 A D A B n] B W o TR 5 BT 3 A Y
JESH

QR B , 2 245 02 A A IR 2

LU YRR RN RIE AR 0 Hl
1, At O PRV B .

TV FRANHIE , FTA N HITE L AR LEeAe A
HTER RERE, pEAFHE B WA EML ATt g
W EARAT,

B, LIS S e e e L9 1 , 4D
FAECT BB R A ] 2 - 5 R AR, AR AN RIIE
XAE— &R F 3 TILIEM AR+, JLIE R
LA (HIR SR AE AR TN HITE ™ 1Y 5 50 5L Ak
bR R NIE” XA R R
TREREES Y T R T i S G A

3.5k

R T b SO 3 8 < RO BR A A [
B AN BEIERUT T 22 b At FH B R) AT 5K o
S X T P B gL ) [0 22 v ] 4 3R R R 1
PRI . BEIR)AJRR T BEAE FR5 1 0] i B A 1)
REAN, I W] DL IA M BE | 45 T 55 75 ] D E ( Brown
& Levinson, 1987) , i 1 fifi 15 i 58 1% 15 15 D JiE 25
A

®
AT

YEUL RIS A4 3 S 2

F VN R AR A i 2 3K
EEAEFLED, NS EREARR A
WX C A A INEBUE S, AT se g
& B, A A A5 ke — I 7

YL BRI VA G5 US B I R ATy sk
it AT 7

T X ARA R M g

IS IRy [l 58 45 5 B 4n Al 5k LK
HUR RS ETIT T4t TR JLIER WY — 15
I BB A ] BE 7] ) AR 1008 26 48 2 AT 4 E R
MR 27 %of L UEL A ik 42 i 1 I B, AR Sk B 1)
G 78 B IR AR i TR I AN A fR], e T B

P2 I RS PN AT RE Z M AT B

oo
s
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BRI B R R P B R w0 3E A T

Bz RO Al e J LIS vs B 13

AT, T & B LA b = R X6 SR s LA
IR T AN S ATE T RE  7E— e R
i E TR T (H 22 R R A B L TR
TR Bt BT XA T -0 3 B R B
o T WS BLAL AN, R B T8 R 5 11
ROR ., FERTRCAR FTE L v = 358 W 199 2 A7 A3 R
k2 fis .

F2 EMERILEE NP HERERIAZE

BORIRRGIE W BEm 580N

84 2 1 8 11(35.5%)
JLIE 9 1 10 20(64.5%)
M 11(35.5%) 2(6.5%) 18(58.1%) 31(100%)

FTLAE I TE TR 1 31 S22 FH SR g v | A
RIBR T 0[] = B IR) 1) i o LA 23 il ik 3 1
35.5%,6.5% ,58.1% . G [n] @) fift F AR 5 0] Wk v T
FA P Ah AR . o SCLLJLIEE FH 22 SR w1 1
W52 KB T 64.5% W1k i T % %2 35.59% fy{ff
FAA X R 22 S i 3 S P < AR B
“REACE N SR G R Y, R
Wh— 2 Il g ke gy, RIS 3) T A5
AU i B LR TR 2 5 3 R 1Y i
SR ] TSR FH AR G2 R OGS T4 A7 DR B2
H TR L AT 3X — G AE vl 5 (R 1 B B
RGO AW, R SZH RS K
LR A F B ZAE (Bond & Hwang, 1986 ; Chen
& Chung,1997), T X% AR IE, F 1A B2
HE TR e {0 R LR 22 RN

(=) SR mE

PR3 RN L Bl N NS O N T TR N ¢
25 s, 2B U5 488 B0 R ALSRARIC T,
R AR R B 7 2, B R Ok i, R
FR YT BN B HIF RN AAR AL X
FERE BT | HL2 FEBERCA - F 35, B
FEIFARAFBRRFLE i, AT EE S
FEIAG e, EE AL R E (direct
disagreement ) Fllfa P75 2 R ( contradictory state-

ment ) ,

L HAESE

B E S AR A B — 7 A A AT AT 22 11
TR LU X 53 b —TJ5 I i N A Y B AR
(Lawson,2009) . 3% # 1 & {8 Bh & & 18] 18 W0
CRXFTRIET AR SRS —2E PR H Y, XA
TR AR E , S 7E—E R BB XI5 i R
W5, g | & whaE

2. Btk BRik

5 HERET ML, BT E R i
TEAME BB EPRICIE M ETH T, WA A TFE N 2
PEATRRE (Miller, 1995) (e S 0 W 75 12
T HBCEA T R A, 2 DM 5 S
e A 2 B9 & 2 (implicature )

@ZP A IAE R AT, FATRM H T, IR
A W EEFAR AT IR 7

LU AT A, AR 2T LI |

W AR R TSR, AT Z A A g
Yi— R ZEZ A7

LU R R IR HIR

T I AT EERY S R R E I R
RILIETF— BB VRN B FLAS B Y

Bl@rh BR8Ny B Se R AL B A AR ZE
6] F8 27 J& R T 1 4Py, DX LR ) S B, 2 %
R BRI LIS 5 SOxt, 2042 T AR A
SR LR AR B S 3, 4 O LEE -« AN AT 4
e AR 2 3L T, B E 55 i Z 6 A
BETC T AL TG 75 2 1) 1, (B AR IS Grice (1975) #Y
CORRUEN | F BB AR HUA T [ M, 33 bl B
IR ILIER TR« FeA T Z [ LA RE U — M R FEZ
]2

AERCHEEGE” B RS ERR",
PRI 0 A2 B BAR B & 5E , J’ T i
W, il 2 W N B Ut P A2 bR T T
JE YRR BE AT AE AT HE Y N, AR TRRE BT B
IR AN AR 3 7S .

x3 HPRBERERRPFAERBERAZ

HIEAE RS ERRR Mt
/43 5 14 19(42.2%)
JLIE 10 16 26(57.8%)
Mt 15(33.3%)  30(66.7%)  45(100%)
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%31 %

AT LA M BT (0 B A5 5 Rk 1Y
FBIEE] T 66.7% , W T EAR AR 27 33.3%
LB (P=0.025<0.05, BA & ME2ER) , X
FEMDUEE T BEA" BT ABRRKER, PR
T BAGERE SC B ARE s AT R WY R S 3, T
ZI BRI  EbR I, X AE—E FREE btk
G T ROAT ad F R ZZ AT O R Rk
B, M 5EMam S, BRI i Flax fh ok
WA EE 5143 35 B T 42.2% R 57.8% , )L IEAE
BERh SRS Y LR o TR e, X R WY At 2y
JUHEXS R AR OC R A RIEAE A LR AR Ak i 32
BN Tewids ot M AF AR, LIS S T 2T O
URIIE|CEEey o

(=) SREER B

AHEE T rh SR oi A SR s A A A 4 W
& RO WL B BE At | R ] — W B R
T HTFBOR s fOs RS, JF ELARA S s g K
THHEUMAAREE B TE SRR, R S A vh e, %%
Ry 28 Aol T #5540 4 < 3016 37) (inten-
sifier) | JZ [7] 4] ( rhetorical questions) & H: £ 4% [A]
2 HIRNZAK ( Self-deprecation) (XK (pun) | XS

(irony) .$8 5t (accusation ) Fl 4> (imperative sen-
tence) 5% .
1.3k

WA TR B2 AR SE T Thi = o B A A
&lJi7] ( Biber, Johansson, Leech, Conrad & Finegan,
1999) . TEM oA 1 b WAk 3] 04 {7 LB i
AT OGSO, S T A0 DR XS W 2 T 1 1) J o A
B angl @b JL S 3E aok el FH Ak 3R] < AR A B R
MR T R IR R R AR

2. )] S H 2 A Rl %

B[} ) 76 b o BE T [, 52 s ) 364 1 45 5
ZRE(EBGH,2002) B REAH S E SE R
e, RIKB NN G E 55T, H@r, JLIE
% 43 ) R FH R ) A AR AT A 2 PR AT IR B
MEL ™ 0 TR AT =2 8] 0 AN BB Ut — A R ZEZ [ 1Y
J97 W BB R W R AT T Ry e A
7S JLAERT B L ) S AT 2 R R A S B

[ ), 6 s ) ) JCBE T 0] 7 B R 6L, AT AT
XFHZ AR AR AT BA L Bh Tk
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W5 B ST AL ol 5 . AN X e W«
TN iR SR B B “ TR, RS XS At A
J A48 53 A5 AT 1 [mI 0,

ML AR IR ok A 2 BRI 36
HAREHFT?

eV AW R R R R — i,

O b fE | RFZ E AT AL, XA
WhAe Wb 1) URITTIR BEANEE L T 9

F AN T, 22 BRI BR AT 2

TE LT A5 24 v ) A 2 TR 2 B 1 T
(48 5%, JLIR SR W AE B e 8E T « TN 1)
ZaIE IR S5 LR AR ERR T hE, U
MR AR, HlO, B8 ek B 1Y
SO VR R n) SRR T TR R, H T
EARFEAE T, HHH L B R & —— fih &%
PR BR A 2 R A R R R RN R L
I, #E X UiIE I Al T ) 2 ax I 3k
T IS B WX 548 T AN IR RO

3. AR

F R A 3 B8 A8 b U R 2R F 7 T ) 1)
TR A FRIEAT I DT, AUk B % 1A i 191
FHRCR . BARHAEIE RO I F R LM E D
T O M B SR, (R AN I A ) TH
TR R R i, X R PO HOR T A X 2%
AN ARIE, B+ WA %,

DZ W A FAE IR R G2

YEUE TR A R T2

S RARAE T RS AERA H
LT AR, BEAT 0 24 I [B) 0 7R 2% 7 X Fh =5 1%
Wi

VEUE JRM ARATTERAT TAE iR RN,
TATMET M

B BT LR 5 P AR S 55 ISR A
TR R LB R T AR 55 1 e R —— 5
MANIA B O TAE” (R AT R 2 ff B .0 rh
AL, fEM AR, LI MR 55 2 K& L,
T BEBECE A  RINA XA O TR,
PhteAs JLIE NI, At A 20 i AR,

400K

5 A FRMARIARL, R 5 W %o 1T - oy 11
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BRI B R EE P @ 8 R 091 A AT

E FERMEFT R E, eRH—
(v B} O J050 2 9 o AS ) = 4 R A 8 O 1 (R,
1976) . PINERZTC R HY), il i 1
SC L B FH 2 (R AR AR | Sk g 57 48 1k =2 ] 1R Bk
F, BEIERUTT SR FH R SR W A A AR A 18 B 4
S TR ISR

@K R 1, FAVHE T, AN -

UYL RIS R LT, BRI R
WAl

TV S A4 SR 2

WU BIRERENE T, — T NT 2, AN
Bt AFREAHA, BT Z A AN T2

B, BB A48 5 LT HAA R B 3K
i N N = 2 /1 7l e | i =D | I SO e
XA T2 LT AL — R 7 i 3L 1, SRR
N LIE IR A L3 45 ftb B B Y, BT SR A AL
KR i , 2 Xt LT B985, S Xt
LR & AN

5. RH]

BEAN A5 BRI B TE 5, BERE AUt n] LA
FeIk 5 5 SCRUER AH R T AR T
YUK T3 (g AT B, 238 0T A PO 3R B0 18 AN T
FRXF, A @ 52 f < URATTB Be A5 1 05 15
SEIT R B EHEAT T ORI, DAL R IR TN SRR Y
AN MBS

6.95 Tt Flfi %

B T L AR T R I ) 5 R SR A, BRI U
e RHTE T AT A 5 T AT N R HHEER I L
MITTARS I PP SRS AOHE IS I A B B
D5 2 AR X LR A T VA A RARE 6, (SR R B
HB B T | T AR SC 2 TR T BE AR
XTI FHAT HHATUN], BB p s WA
A2 PR A T 5 A T 5 U0 2 ) O S0 EE A R
T, DR FE BT 7 RIB NGO AN . il ngE
@, B Ut ARk iz A R ) 387 k4 B¢
JLER, it R A AR

AR, BERE T FE A0 22 TR g “ b 3K
W MELLZR R0 DL T A s L
AN G E A AN B O SR T A )
AR AME LA 5 T i, T8 B WUARCR , e il &

PO XS 7 ST, ATt e il an i s v i R
(g SR “ ARG BITI]” A AR AR S A T Wr
AT BV

DS UL E LR PN Gl SYERRU I
IR JE TV, v id 25 Fofoi 5 SR w2 T i 1okt

A DL 4 FI7s :
x4 BERMEZRMRPNERABEREE
-3 JLIE FES7)
Wt A 2 8 10 (6.8%)
G 47 46 93(63.3%)
IFABalVEZ N EE- 2 2 4(2.7%)
EE40Z(IS 2 1 3(2.0%)
IES 6 0 6(4.1%)
PR 1 6 7(4.8%)
1857 11 3 14(9.5%)
i 6 4 10(6.8%)
j=San 77(52.4%) 70(47.6%) 147(100%)

Wit 4 WATL B, A IR 147 55
(T R N P DRI R Ui T S = v
63. 3%, X5 RIAVAA B B AR5 i 3 = 1R )
RESE AN A0, MR, < ARWAR” DL K ) [a]
G B N IR i 3 S s e 1 e
2.0% M1 2.7% , WU XI5, 7846« 52 7]
A R IR B 22 A R AE T RN A AT = ORI
BF B0 I TC I 25 5, AH LT R, SR T i ) T
iR [ FRMAR” « WO Fn“ 48 577 = Fhikng, [
B, < St n] ™ A0 RO ) 25 5 Bl JLAS TR
X RGBT AN S hHa A XR, ENK
| UEUETE A MR 2 A A A At 3k
TP A 5 Ml AT AOGS W 3E ) LAE R AT B P4 52,
SR FH BT S, A A5 HE DT At 51 2 A 01 ok
Xt LIS A AN, BB BRI AR, ik
S PR G o 2O B AN, M2 R, L
BB S MR 7R M AP R S LT, UK
sup g E 1) NN i =30 N T R
FH BARIR S i f % R B, RV A B R
W B B SRRSO B T — R 2R
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AU P s A SR 1 R T S, A IR O] e 22
G, 530K 52.4% F1 47.6% . A WL —J5 W SR W
I REAE —E REBE E 2 AN 7 I a6 SR W o Tl - 119
SRR B ARV FE A, TE BT IS i s )i

(Y) R E R g

PSR —E AR BN TR
ALSR I T AN, Z2 0 X6) 5 B T 5 oK, SR H— 4]
ARETBOk4E AT b A B AR 2 AR
Hby 5 A SR R A SR R R IR T AR SR
JE bR S DO A, TR T i 0 R S A Ty T UL A
eI 225, Mt de s SO AE
AN S fRPer JE R A REME AL — e R B
e arErE” . HE S E S & B H0E o BT
BB YE 2, PR = TR AN
Wi AT 58 BRI ST OC R . ST, Bk g
B4 $5 5% ZU R 75 (upgraded agreement ) | 71 TH] B
#t 18 ( negative judgmental vocabulary) . & %5 i
( swear word ) Al i H B & ( pragmatic de-
empathy ) 55

15 ZU )

SRR R 10 1 PR 5 20 ) 5
JITR 5 T A A% i ) R P 4 34 ( Pomerantz,
1984) , TEMEM R R T, ERCREZFHM
T T S, FEAT FH > 2R3k XAt AU s & 125 1 48
JEASAE o W@, JLIEAE FH 22 R v o R e
27 R R N D T RAR S ZORTE T Xk
TR T B B0 T A AR B B IR S ) T
I

2 AP IR

TR i el s A =g PSSP NS R TS
1E WL SF RO AR PN Y TE T, 285 18 T %t
AHIHETT (Miller, 1995) o @40 id 737 “ W 5L\
A ST PPN Y TS DU XA
TR A A BRI 1 X5 5 i A% ™,
SR Gt 5 %o 5 W% 138 2 2 ) ) A — e feff
SRR SR B TE A

3.5 5

TR AR R RE RN U
TEGTT 35 08 5 ZUAN W A B i
vt AP KR 5 BRE 1k 5 AT AT ]
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B (HACE,2010a) , KA 5 51 % vh o fe, AR
P IR B X RN R ], S AT A4 oh B
CRAIETER, BAJEX 1817 8 8 H %
B, BONMPHEEMEE AT, M2 ETES
H AR LA 248 BT 7 & A W 38 T B
PR I TP 3 A8 B ) 8 PR e — B0 R R T
VeI H © (TL4552,2003)

ORF R R TS M AE X LR 2, 0T, R 7E
X , IERILT IR E B AR B4 12

WP AN

AR . BRI S0 T IR, S R b, 3R
WER A vl FREEE TIRFR . |FE T —HHARR,
plans

BI@r, LIS TN 4 7 51 % B fh o L 55 1Y
R Y= R QS U Ju N = 2 S
ZMERE” AT IR I HIW B A ORISR
L7 BXUEE I A (T, X B N B AL T
AT T MR A 15, 20 G A b SR A Y
TP EHE R T I

415 S

BEAh  BEIERUTT I8 0] BE R I — 2 I
T, N RAOT e a0 F 22 5 R
—E B HEME B = XF ST (K F,2007) , LIk E]
BN B AR, WS s B ANJE TR — B R, A
W, BNy 2 fdt e AL AR R an <3, 5
IR ALS PRI T 0 S < AR < AR LT
S NH AR REIRANKRR,

A0V 42, T 4, IR T FR 1, R 5 T 2 At 1
W, TR A I BRAR B, AR T

I AE - TR 2 0 P-4 FRIE VR LA S AN 2 P
FILFWky T, B FRIRT

A0 | Kb T 22 05 4 W v 1 T B 2 SR i 5 0
U R S AL M RS R
7" FAE” I HRREEEE R WA DLtk bs B
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The Pragmatic Analysis of Response Strategies in the Conflict Talk

between Mother-in-law and Daughter-in-law

MAO Jun-han

(International School, Chongqing University, Chongging 400044, China)

Abstract ; At present, conflict talks have attracted a lot of linguists’ attention at home and aboard, however, as an important

part of conflict talks, the pragmatic researches on conflict talk between Mother-in-law ( MIL) and Daughter-in-law ( DIL) have

been a blank, and current researches on it in literatures are carried out mainly based on anthropology and sociology. The present

study makes summarization and generalization on the response strategies used in conflict talks between MIL and DIL from such an-

gles as linguistic forms, rhetoric methods, pragmatic function and so on and by taking the conflict talks in television series Ma La

Po Xi and Shuang Mian Jiao as analyzing materials, categorizes them into four categories such as mitigated strategy, moderated

strategy, aggravated strategy and antagonized strategy according to their degree of face-threatening, and based on this, makes

quantitative analysis of different roles and different types, so as to reveal the pragmatic restriction mechanism causing the using

difference of these strategies.

Key words: conflict talk between mother-in-law and daughter-in-law; face-threatening theory; opposition strategy; restriction

mechanism; conflict-style talks
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