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On Discourse Analysis and Semiotic Studies

Zhao Xingzhi

Abstract: Discourse analysis as the interdisciplinary approach has more than 60
years’ history, since it was firstly named by Zellig Harris in “Discourse

)

Analysis 7 on Language in 1952. However, the relation between
discourse analysis and semiotic studies has never been clarified. Some
scholars hold that semiotics focus on text and structure, so it cannot
deal with the discursive practices within the social context like discourse
analysis, although both of them share the theoretical sources and

methodologies. This paper claims that discourse analysis as one of the
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branches of semiotics contributes to today’s semiotic movement, for it
dedicates itself to pondering the relationship among signifying
practices, social actions as well as ideologies.
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“IHIE” (discourse) —id], M L LBRAR, B RKFAFai N A iiE s
FALE, WSS IR . EIE S E M EiET. maE EE T
FEIRRIE S AL SEE TR A, B “HRRAER” 1. g
Brac ik, “EEAREFTAR SR & B, TS EE s E
(1952, p. 351>, FRAIGETE O ST AN PAE « e (Dijk, 1980, pp. 83—
10D FF5, WEiESHE—fat &k, e E My —M B i
T 48 N0 ] BEARAR L 1 TE T

XTFIHESETHX S, 528 HEY /K (Ferdinand de Saussure)
7 GEFHE) B4 BT M “FiE” MM RIEX S IERIEE.
REGIRRIET RGHN R “15F” (langue), 1MiHEH R G WAL — K BB
BEA “FiE” (parole) ., REI/RMYTTEAAE T N ARG L5 2R B H T —
EILRTIEF AR R, Il TS T2 R RE TGS w55
A, HIARR ) OB “ROEIRNT. Kk, a6, 5 %
] B, M SCAREG [ e AT A, X8R BT R U, T B2 B U E 1Y
“IEIEFE M7 (discursive turn),

B YFE XA SUR TR ST — IR BTER B SRR S AR
PSR Re m RBAROC . RRAE, BT (J. L. Austin), ZE/R (.
R. Searle) % ANTE 20 XL HAEMRTHFRE “FiB17 R (Speech Act)
BSOS, ARRIA (G N. Leech) FIRS3ENT (H. P. Grice) % ABT
TR T F RN RRITIIE S 0. RERFS R L, B 20
e i DUS B N SR B AAT 55

“TEIE AT (discourse analysis) H 4544 & X8 5 2= 50 B8 i fdi
Pk, —HREMET ¥, 8555, Aot ARl e & R K,
JET 20 tE22 80 ARARR B WY BN — AR Il 37 i 25 R AR &R . 2
1E 20 e 70 AFRR LSS, 7ERE « il v DL K B /R 7 fii R (Norman Fairclough)
SN s WEESTT 2 WA S 1E T et SRR SR, SURt R LS,

57



[]

FMsSSER 45

DLk AT S g i B R . RS S AR MR TR S M I S S, B X
TR R RS AT R BRI S A AU . iR
HYPUERSERI, . 350 ih ) A SO 2R i A e, 5
SCARWEIE . BT R A s . RS E R ) .

e iR —prBerh, RAW A E L (M. A, K. Halliday) #y#t
S F ISR IR MR 2 T E AR AL R A (FE A
SFFSIES : MESAERBE S 550 hEEY TR, “BEE—
FFESAFS 7 (1978, p. 108), EALLs AL = W RN R o3, J2AE— 7 B4
ST Foh RIA—E B WA S RS (1978, pp.108—110), KL, *fiE
TSI, SRR I HEEAERE/RE X LGS, R A SiEE
HiEr (text) #HE3E1E (discourse) (1978, pp.1—2), L&A N, F14:
450 CRLSTEEL . FIEFHRL A5 =M g TIRENE L. R
BB R S I 0 T TR SRR B E MR A2 R R . XN R R TR T 43
Frishigidiis St 2l . #h g 2 A B C RSt T iR E e HELL, (FR
B, 1995; Kress, 2005, p.69; SHME, 2008)

TEMCEEAE b TR 8 OO T L 4 180 3 B DL SRR . LR
KL AR EERFSE A M5 B SEPIESXRRMITIS. XS
s T AL ST AR SR A T He . (BHE A, 2013, p. 136) HiU,
HEIEETE1E /08 (Critical Discourse Analysis, fijfK CDA), BIZei Ittt S
LB AT R, O ATETE TR . GRIEEE, 2012)

MBSO TR B 2 Dy s B T B A g o] DR R, iR E ST SRS, G
WTERIR I, R b, A 22 k. 38 ek el il
REIRGH T LTS A A XEIIAE 20 4t i35 S 3775 S+t
BB ZANEOCR Wl LA A LR AR AL S 75527 BRI SR S 45 1
TSRS . SRR T SRS B R B, HIg R R4
WA, — DR BRI IR R, THESTFE 20 22 80 4F4C)E & B Hk
RERE, BT L — AR XS ST (0 5 2 RIS S GO AiE, 2003) . SOk
B, AXTHLRPW®, FLEPEWT A :

H—, RINETHR TR TR S5, 2R 2R — P EZ IR, i
FERFT 52 TR, (25 5%) (Social Semiotics) Z4ib FHARE »
BHA] (Paul Cobley) Kk, G SASF 21— D EEI L, %5
T LAEESLAE . 2R TEhiR. EA (Robert Hodge) . FafE#r (Gunther Kress)
G E SRR R, EERRERFERALS, I LA ALIE R+
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S ISAE N EEAR T B, RIS 18 5 22 DS R B AR A A5 40 AL AT
9%, FEACRK. Bl d63E . WRRIEANE P XA T E R, A X —
RN A5 M E2YR” (The British-Australian School of social
semiotics), (2013, p.135)

N5 T AR, WS G TR BT 2T S5 5 ) — A H B2 A
oy MK AMEIE A MEAHE M EZ 0 T H., fbdsg . “i&iEa 0
AR T — B X EE ST, MEHA R TS5 5] 52 R
B NTE A 1 B 53 i TR e B A TR N 25 T A AR B, 1 HL T2
M PP K it 5 US4, BA BRI A SO, A s () 25 RS
ER X HE, DARIES T AT AR TR R RAERERT 55 0 = A4
BEBN NG — AR Bzt ARG SRS 22 R T R ARG R
W fit T sz & ,” (2002)

B WADEFEWIE, EEST S5 FMRET IR ERT, R
BRI A2 ES, (BRI S WS i ) S A s TR B
MBI R, AT 2 R S M3 A 775 SOR I 254 S8 S, Bl it
R ARER R D [ 2 44 1 SCAR IR 43 Rl 2 31 A IR AR R AWK
(Stuart Hall), ZE/RAEHAE (RIE) —Bd, EXEEMT S5 20 %
H i VG AT TRy X ).

BTN, REM S5 IE AR —E WA RYE, B8 H 4
BHEX S FFSFRR OO VISR, 1R WA R X R
NATTBERY CRFae s 5 1Y e 2R 52 e BIEm ‘Buas:’.” (2013,
p. 6) it —2Ldg X —FEME R R A T T A AT ey e R
SCo M H 8RR B35S BT 7 A 946 W0 AT S AU i 4%, el RseA Tk
P A B I A N R R AR, SRR ERT S B SRR 4 Rl e
Yok, I S S5 18, 5525 0 BT 55 30RO — s SO, TTTTE
AT BT SR AT S 7R I ) b SO BT = I R s S — “fF S
NS BRAE A B B Py s B b, AR IS8 Y SE B B b i as R Oy 7
(2013, p.6)

R R FEHT IR AN T LA AW A . B 0SS HBE R S
ARLER IR, WSCAR L RGN, R B S BR vh  R SC A  R)

@ JERRTPIESCEIFEN “RAE” (representation), SLAMFSZE. KTHHA, B, RIE. 5
ZHHT, S WBBA (R EI S,
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HEBREFETE IR, R, 5522 Irig emt thRe k. S EAF 5% 0kkb
BEDTBSPEIRR, RRR TS B S R A i L R B YU AR R, A
BIRFET “Fpe” 5 “BORSET WXL, W T —MRAX G, B SER
g MIE 20 o BT BRI B OB S MEL X — AR AR (],

BRI IX —HENT AR Y A2 BN 555 24 A AR () — i 1R A, K
FIRER “ BRSBTS, (R T4 50k R DI RE AR £ 1
Mo UBA SRS FF SR R ZE M E X R, HI A TA A 5% F
BRGNS 18 5 LUK TR 208 e G BK H 3h i 455
WS IUETE N BRI S R S S . SR S S RIS AR bR S T
ARG RS (A, SR, 2012, pp. 1-2), WAHEHIEM, fFE5%H
REMLTPAL AR X MAREIR T3 XIS, GBI HER . wEdn. 2012,
p.2). B, MfTAR, F5 8 CE R Sk rh iR aac . BIES
SEMn) L, IR 28 A 2# MR AR BN A B ok b 3

BHEWNN, BIRNHIEE ST 5555 Z A AR X ], e BB R
KITE T R 2 /R G540 32 A5 AR FF 525, 2RI S SRR
Pr5sf “EMR 4R (pars pro toto) HYEEIR” (Deely, 2015), HIff 2R
IRAN, WA 20E “abrit &5 A Tm I E2E” (2014, p.24), X
HIREM S S tA & %N CHE, R, AT aite £ X555
S TREETN S EREZ R RN, JCRTE R G022 HMb BT I a) 8L K
5 54k 2 2 a) A EL AR ) S ) R,

il GRS R C B4 £ XA SRR, A 57
AGE TS0, B DRI 25 5 3000 28 2 58 B b i 1 Al SO S AR
AEHbR, BAESSCTEZE TH, N EARE X B, SYRG525 5058
SYFTAHEALES . IFELE R A3 i o B 1 & JR R B (AR 0 O 3= & i R B
PIF s ASOR ARSI YA 52 v F FAL S i i AR i, DA 52
SRS & R SRR

—. feE5Haam

WIRTSCHTAR s T E NN AT 5 22 0 A B 23 [T, e AR A 1 Dt [N A
TR RGN T2 BB T2% . RE/RILRRTE 5 rds &k
OHMEESIES, Wi 745 A S S SLZ BMCR . Xl 2E R
BN NN S22 ARG AT IR REAL FRAT 5 5 4 S B SE 2 SEPR I R BRI
SRR E A5 F 5K R B F R A 2R 45 /R 3 — ) 8 44
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N PRI E X (abstract objectivism), TAHRZE/R “iid L& K RVE
X GIRHOYVEE F IR AR, ERET — SR —E Mk
PR LA 5o ” (Voloshinov, 1973, p.11)

HERGIRAR, f75209 55— 8 R (Charles S. Peirce) il
) “=oefF e, RE TSR o S sg E 5 9CE md BEE 1
SEHEEA A AT S 2 R s A S R B R RO R . KR M
FF Sy B . W SRR = ANy, Hoh, IR RS B8
W XMREMF SRRV, RIS IR . A5 Z T2
75, ZRARFSAE T X —F =B (semiosis) ZH, XEKE
5 B A R — T B A A 2 S R AT AT AR R RETE BRI R
SRR LA S, MIT AR RS R S5 el UR

MPEX A =R R, BICEEN RS IR, XI5 R
MIAZ IR HE TR F B A5 5 Bl Sk, ROMAE Al — 155,
Toe B 5 HXTZ B R B AR IR R N R AE ), #amiLL TR Oorh
PR — AR (R, 2014, p.3D) MERDESM, BNEHA R
9. MEZ, ARR— DY AT BB S, WAl REA B AT, X
HIRPF i RE B BT YEMA ok Hff . N EENE, MREENATE
SCRfERE s SO SR I 4 LR 42 I S I S AR R AL 0 o AR R 2R 307 Ay B e
Fl IV i R0 O TR T AR BT S, T — A5 [R) R ] LA f5 28 J 3T 114
B, WILIELR LI ETCST” (2014, p.49), XEE—3k, FERELEIEH
— NS B I — S K e AR B B E AT .

B, BRI 5= 183 75 &M R E LR . 5 KLEA
BAFEREIR AT SMRIUZ B AR, T HIS W f & 5 HR BN R Z [
EFR, T X" X —Ene s 555 5t S qe LIg Aoy X B %
SRR R . JUE TS SRR Z MBI S R B EER . AT DURAR I f8
i (RERCRBEPE R UM AN (R “EERBr mits
ML) . XS RE/RIB SISO S X Tk, F 2, #aSHE
RERT LASZ A5 5 L= A R A5 A Bt a] DUy — s 220 1 AR
THAAT N HED) .

HWR, 755 0T RRAT U4 5 76 T 1R85 0 Rl B b = A AT 5
B IR BG5S AR o B 5 B A BN AR S A R X — AR AR
FAENCH S, AT STE LIS O T bR S 4t & (sociability) . ot
2Pk (struggle) . Jis Pk Chistoricity) FI{H#RPE (contingency) — (FER,
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2017), KT, B/RWEE FHA S S HMEHE = mERs I m”
(habit) (2014, p.47) X, WS 5 AL 25 SOy i i A8 (1Y) £ B2 1
W, JCRRAT L BIFT5 0k 2552 B AS 1 SOk -5 B AR U ) 1 249 5 52 . B2
IRHETHE e 2T ) B S N B AR (A 2 R REAR SR IR A5 . SR, Atk
IR RS Y SRR S v IR 2 5, I ELAB N X ARV e AT 4 T B R
B (CP 5.387) FULAIUL, #hE A 242 48 B ff B R0 AR AR b Je e 5 A
XRFS 2 AR, XL R AR E M BN TE N R IES. (BH,
R, 2012, p.21)

FIERRWE i OB S f, “R—MiGsh (action) =X —F 5
(influence); BRI = AN EEMAF—FRF 5. FoONL. fF909#
FeIi—— S VEid 2 (cooperation)” (CP 5.484), XU EWE . £F5fT
S AT ) R R TT s AU A5 (1 38 5 B D B Rk I X B
FEK, HHESIREE . RN A m, F2, 9098
RISt et ft . DXL, f55 22 STEE 0 —A, I EA S sE 1 6,
Fh2x H BT R R i X 2

e s BRENX — S W AR B 36 AR AF 5 2 R0 sh b SR e 41
sl A AN —EGESRE L, RIEAANPRER, 758 LR IE—F2E
BEER . RN AR A AR LT - - SEARIGIE FH XS BT ke —
H A B Be 2 18] B4 36— kE . XE A B Bt R AR S 4 (CP
5.253), XMXFIEREEM “HRIE4ERE”  (community of inquiry) (CP 5. 3,
CP 5.433), XEAHHEE M —BERFEE TSR AERE . T RIESRLR, A
T FARAS B SR ELAR s AT B IRAE E RO E . SR OC R R AT
WM oE . SR WM, il 288 “— 4 — S FE L E W
(ultimate opinion), (CP 2.652—2.655) 7EikFhAR 3R EE ., fifiTxt 545
SRR, B AN AWM. A ENRRE, X R, 58
BEARA H A T RBA0E B A F55 100 ARG 3% 528 it i e v 4 Ak 4
(I A o

FEFRIG . M RITER AL BRI . SEBR B A SE B FEA F5 5 A1 3h
WA —FIAE B 3l SIS 7R A9 02— P8 ol 32 A0 s AR E . BEOR B 5%
FEREEOS VLR, “FETA NJSRATE ST, BN EANEXSE, ERARE I
AT ARG ERE TG CE IR EE, FEE s B 2 A
2. B, “HEREE CRBAMRRNRERIT 5 SR RIA R X
PATTHREE G EE, BT ACH “BFRJeNiem’” (2012, p.37),
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BRI, B2 R L aRie B, A O 2840 2R firp A8 I (7% [ A 2 46 J Gn 1 3k —
Fosp SRR S A . 7SN T RIS A L, anfal B
WA E AR R SRR, SRR TR . AR A IR IR, B, ZER A
B TG, AL “REARE” X — 5 SCHEBE AR i S H 2%
. MEMeZ, BRI IRFA BRI BORAS BT =A% B,
FEFE RO 020 B LA PR AT 5 HRE R AT 5 2 T3S T i RE T, XA R AT AT
[DETRE X 7/FIIE XU R S Bt S P = I = R O 5 W5 32 Al TP 2 = B
ERE ST FR, DAt fERL 51 vl Ly s /AR5 B s i Jm s +HRER
SR E— 2 ik ML R SR R, AR A Sz 8 st BE
— B4y, (2014, pp.210—224)

Mg — M kR, BRI C 2 UR A /RBE A
ARG T 2F T T, R F B SR DR R R R B 4 T A R AR L B
I =J0HEs, BRASHTAS4F 5 22 A RO HE AFE 25 5 S0 43 A 1 3
5 BT RRAT 5 T AR AR R IE ., REMF SIS 5 SBIEE. )
NZIAFFTER A p Z R F, W YT S FRe SR 5 RG22 b
MA S AT SRR AT T S B U S A - . X — i), il
ML T2 SiEE T —e . LR SO S AR T A,

=, HEERE, FSEXSEIEHRR

T2 R SRR T —FE, X RS RELRIITIRA, ) —&
B, ST AT S AU E R AT S AL SIBR Z B OC R AT SR M
BRI 522 IR TE S 2Z 8] 1 Jc K [0) R RIAS5- 22 AN REAL B “ 45 1Y) 4% Fil
SEPRAE A AN B Iy SR 45 0 A B SR IE B s ARy (2013,
p-6),

IEMHE S S22 ER AN E AT TR, RS ARNES M A5 R E
ORER, US55 LRE /KRG T AT 57 iRA R 4b . “TEid 25
AR, REFISZEITR I XA T mEdtE, s DR S 1T
RO T . R R RIS IR A R YA X B )
BB, AL T HY (pragmatics) X —7 XIERMF 22 R 2t
(BHEF], 2013, p. 114),

T3 F BB (Charles W. Morris) 467K 3130 & B2 /R BU4T 5 2% =)
KA BTS20 MBS (syntax) . £ X% (semantics) DK AT 2
(pragmatics) , X —2r28 YT T F U H 2SR R %2 — 0 i
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e AR S ERITE B — R Ay S

PR IR R L, MR R AT S SR Z MBS R, o
UM B AT ARER) S5 A5 Bk P 22 S, Ano] fff SRR S, X SEBR F gk
FUAF 5 1 SR REREE B T A A5 i Bk vh 2. — B2 (]
T LT AR, GROBT, 2012, p. 173)

o Z MR G He . HZX N T M & e E—%, M55t
FURBEA T A IREEE . BB H IR EH G2 H? 2R BIEREE
R S HCE R 2 5 IS S M 4T 2" (Leech, 1974,
p- 2) FHS M HFE MM S , WO RTE RMAES T, H B e T BRI
LIRS A L — B 555 & Heg B 226 855 . ik, JL
R O/ =305 < S I N O B i 3 o £ AR 7 NE ER L P S MK M Y U
Ta

LRI AT X — 2R B, B E BT AT e
PSSR, RORY R TS 20 e . IE QSR ik s 4 1“7 ik
THSFF 52 EEG”; B R TS ENRM” (2012, p.174), A
PN 3 e A SRR I 4 TN o 1 5 w2 B B 7 R YA - - G 1 245 =Y A
B AERIAR, “R, DARRE AR L TR R R AR AR rh R A%
FEIRIEA R A, TR ALAE RO RRALAL . 30 S AR P e 8T AR i £
H AT LU B & A AN R TEi R R TIAT 5 34 T B AL SR AL R TG 3, IE
A S HEHC KA, KENE RS 8 e fiEs by Lbrfi . A
. F55 8 ERE 5 3ci, J2br Bt BB iE S h A A 5 i A7 X
A 5 aE s

AT S F I TR IEAE BOR B 22 M e 1m) 47 FH AU, il i IR AT o SR 5L
ZAHEIOCHR, FHYS bbbk ™ i A S aE . 2 SO S 2
[FJ S T TEANAEAR A TR s HIE X B IR A ax S i), 3 )
SRR TR ST (2008, p.42), XOERCNTERTRSEHELE R, HA4F
SEE AN, A SRS S R A G AT S SR 2, X R
HIRER S A 5 HOCREE RS B b T 7 & . (Kress, 2010,
pp. 20—35; Halliday, 2001, p.106)

o 2R — SR AR . SIETE 2 Hrid ok o A B TE 1 S AR 5T L
WIHE RSO 5 BPUE S g S, 0 5. fln, J5 - e
(2003) Xof 3 I SCA A 7 FRAE AT SE - 87K ik (2003) it H o A 1 v
M S IR IR IR THE & . AR S BT 2 R, F5%. BT
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XSG R AL R 223 X B AR 77 AL R S 3 B S A SR R T 2R R R
CTHRIR, 2002), T2 51518 T FroR & A gL, 587500
FHE BB R W SCAR B R L, IR e 2898 A T 47 AR E

ERAEX—H 5T B E 22 s i A IR A AR A i D1 5 i 7
BWET “IE17E” R T, TEMAER ) TR i B
(universal pragmatics) . &7 SZFR w2 A W] AFF 5 A, o] 38
T XTI IR BAH B IR I — R ASAEAT . A A AR TR IR L
FAT R HCE TAE AN R A O B (1989, p. 1D, [AFE, 7E8T
BB s A BOR DR ZssIF oM . AN BR 28 B AR RE s A R IR 2
HET HIER B S Z 0, WA ST AHT & TR S ARG R,
T3 — 8T B A B R R Al 2 1 R 4 5 1 FH 8 i 32 A 3R T K = 3l A,
X — 7 A RS T R S B8 B B A5, 5 — 07 T SO s BT
st THLZs

Ht, £5759 8 AR R BB st S22 m b i 548 5, 520 B3t
BCR SARAF 5 2 58 T A FE S R, R s TR LR, S ARAF S 2 D
A ST AIRT KR B SRS ARk AR, R
BTGt L g, 045520 iz is 1T Ak e drd . find
Fak i fTE A S ORI AT S bR AR I S 1 R B XS e, AT S
Iz T DSBS FE H it stz SO a . e
BN E B S F 5 S B 3 LS, FRRl WY « Wk (Adam
Schaff) 4 NAYEEHEIR, R85 og U R 255504, PEAL 2 408 2 it
SRR R R I T M A S S E X (B0 SR BROOR,
2016) . HIK, W& P R SR)EATT S22 0840 R RORINAF 52 i S X
HOSAHRNG . FEIFAE R “FFS s W R A R A A T AE R
“HEAFSE” (semioethics) BFIT (B WASHAL, 2014), &M, 1055
B STEB AT S IT EIT B HEAIE I T . AT SRS AR NS
S SR EAFEE ORI AR L Z AL

M. HEFSFE: BXIEIENT XEFSESN

M ESCH I Hr il A5 3T 2 5 AU S 22 P9, G e B i
SRR FE T i DA A ol 2 Ak . JF B T H AR B — RS R
. KA B THRAS Fissh B, AR E e, Bk 20 thad et
TEFT 5 FB W GEIF K Rk B 245 527520 (social semiotics)
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BHAFE ., S5 % (sociosemiotics BY, social semiotics) “Z A
E YT (2013, p.132); MFZ, BN CYBEEE-FPIEARE. a5
SERR FREAF S WSS ) —FhHEPE R4S (critical approach), ‘B M BT 5 7E
“EFH SRR A E R TTN . RISER 7" (2013, p.138), 4
P 2038 R A 1 5 RS 25 0 By B e s A S A 2 SO X H AR
TG B VOB MEY) 3 U7,

HSE, NPT S22 00 R B A M 25 8 A\ 262 B A TR b B9 A5 28 0 LA
FH I S et R A R A R 8, SEBR RIS 5 — M S i, 7E 20
g i, S50 SUBATZ BT, S0 4E—HrRESs B ELURRRSE T IR X AR
2 5B CICR A T HE R 58, 755 DL RS S R &
PUEARE— G TS5 2 e i s . N ERTHE AT LIS AL, #hs
o EP TH S EHIEA, MmN RS B SR 2, K,
FESFF TR R FIE R WAt &2e . NSt aRb it &, xha s
b S LTS 5 P B i OB AT 0B 0 228

FRLL, “HSfF 557 AR —DRIE AR, VB — Rt o St o2 10 %
7y BAER—FEEARMAT S22, R R 5 A5 22 0 & R
JRERY . WAERCHIN, SR/ 5 2 — T A B SO A A S B e 1 I
BCPEERE, IR R B9k SRS 0 Ie EECRIE T T JLA R
DRI ARENSIE T2, DAL AR R ARG 5 5, R
B8 IR BRI ) SO 522 . ST N2, %S, DIAH B FE L
(CE

ANt R AR R AR SE ERAE S 4, B8 T AR S/ 5%R
RIS T, WRE THE ST S5 s RER . SikEE, A
FeAt S AN W A A B SR AT BB B B PUE SR, X BTSN S
SEHSIARRTE T SRR, Wik, WHENT X Euk, B RS BARA SiE b
RS SO SR S0, Fr L, SR90TE TG 5 00 SR PER . AT |
s TAL ST 22 TG

FHMEARMPCR A, “4h2F552%” (social semiotics) Z FF LIS LA 4% »
B TR R HALEN 24 2 (B S5 0iE S Wb s MR
BHEX) A978), EAEAHALER GRS S G E AR, TR K
N “IEE B SAS” (language as social semiotic) (Halliday, 1978, p. 1),
ik, “EAEAh SRR TP RS S . TR R SO A B IR 5 2 R IR
i PR —MERERAE” “AMNHEMATH % 05 5 il frp, et s
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45K, HE HC WA ARG, @ GBI EREMAIR RS, X
W, EEMRIAEL, BN SSRGSk, RS X FGE
DIREME R L RIR T R F e, “ JE B IR 5 08 B BGA 1A/ 3] sl 77 i
ARFC” . (1978, pp. 2—3)

K, 7ERRALAEA K, XHE S RSN 57 n f2 7 T B AR SR s v iy
Wi, MBRIFEE (RS SES) —fdddl, “9EEaiE—fits
SN R AR BRAE D M s TR (1978, p. 5), R RiATH R
SOERYZENES . &Y. B S8 PR ELN A, X st 2 A
RsZm . HAIEIRSAF S SCOREA T = Kocyiag, BIESThne. sChruifg
PIGERIIRE. P, FRATA DIZERE & Ak iR 5T, @k o HrifiE o ae .
HePIRIERYTE LA, X WM E LN RGEIREE S e, ERE FIRE
X, HFLERE T R G YR 5 2 TR A S A S A e X R R T A T
WEGL, BTGP EZEIIS ., (Kress, 2005, p.69; Gee, 2000,
p- 1D

SR, AR T E AL 60 ZAEM PR, HNTRIRARZ . I REE I #S
WA, X HARRAFSE . A SCE R A RS A5 e LT B 3%
WA IR K s X2 i SO 3 S A5 5 2 gk, B2y
P AL H TR E 70 HT (critical discourse analysis) %Ik, ZFIR EELLTE
W, AT PRSI R DL AL SRR, EHENR AR [ R R AL
AL fF 5223 GUPHBE . 2008) , {HHHEGE# WA eiA LA R AR SCHLE 5
AT 2 F S, W RITAT 5% B A ARG =30 R X HE B . DA
RABFTA I TETE IS SF A A 5, S A RS A T

IR LS B 0 B BARERYE . M il i b Tk rh iy
PG & FEE =4 0” (Kress, 1989), [HE5iH1E =4 EIFA B FEK,
PROHCEE TR 3 B 0 S 0 Br il i St AU Z R &R §7RIRE A At s v 4
JEo P, X3 SCAEMRI B3R AT S p i Al B DLREE IR R 1
DARE A5 32 AT 52 T BB DHE R 4. AR RIS R s, PRI, Tk
K SRS EFHTHE . SRS EIT BT (D 5 FNEEA
AL FESSRIELA; (2 EREHSLIEF MHAAT 5 H#K R (3 Filk, il
178 DA IE AT i BARR S0 (O FF5 5iRTE . i iE .
Pish, WAL (5) RELERSGEAME, REKRR S EENHE
L (6) PrRgitys (D fFS ik, CGear. sl 2012, po18)

M ESCIRIR AT, X — IR FIETE /AT —FE, W K28 T AL iE ny 4
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SIS IIE, SRR S L AT S SRR R T RE . i Ak k2 2
FELES . A 5B SRR e ErHS . B R i AL TEA A 1
w, IFH., fF9 e T&ME S, SRS S, RS2
A #2s . S RGEMASSU S g Gk CRHG AL, 2013, p. 147) . 1E
U A WHES R o HEPPPETETE 3BT O TE T 53 3 1 2R,

BOMEEA R, X RIS AL A S A S B T i — 2
HESE R AR F IR SO, A EIR . PR, EARAE . SRR TR AR
Ak CGHAERE, 2007, ZHEX ARG, FAENEALERN REDIES
PRI . ARG ARE . LIS f S AR, DOin iR gl
{7 A e AL A 52 BRI . AR BT b 1502 2SR, RIE AU
e, DR, rae, BAFHABAEE S S (Kress, 2010), 47
2, HAAEE S S W2 B0, Ao iiis 5L Beny BART shid # b, i
WA, k. BREETFE, FFARHEHTHEZNESIEE8 (Van Leeuwen,
2005), Mt TEMAIRAR ST, Haff o NS (FHEFS), i
A ZBSIRTE 0T AL S SN LLT AT 527 Bl fETREE N A5
U, LIRS (multimodality) fUBESETNTHIX —#&, ¥ ik i b
I35 RN S WA i o TN T 0N i iy 5= W 2 L VR K = i VTR S N

BRIt DAGE R A7 IR AR SR B LA 2 BT 18 S0 I A 9 T B A 2545527
P L AW e i g =0 s O (I o E AW S o -a O E Ay B 57
NEARTFERHERE, ZF HlG 02 R AR R /55 IS 28 1 i
FEIrA . P, RS ER LSO, ARARE S ST R
7 XA R I N 2B SR TR . A5 R R S DLARTR S AT
SRR SR . SR, R ST S S — A
B, BMMATRELERSHRCR, A ETUESR R, WS
SR AN R R TR BT i e 10

5| ATk
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