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“RUAR” (style) & — AR STz RSO B S , TR N 2578 T S AR Ts B 7 T
M, —HEESSA NG, — D NI 28 1R 2 WS R T A XA, AT AT 26 2%
K% (Machin & van Leeuwen 2005 ) JCANATE , 1E UK 1# 2% £ ( Coupland 2007: 1) FFijd ; “ T
FOSF AR " AE R KRS Z BT LA XU, T2 R o KUk B A S S, R RE AR B s A 7
VLA B0, NReRIA SR T ULE B9, P XU 5 B S A 7 Tl & iz v, ik it
DTN EBIIT IS, FEMSET IS AR S8 T 500 KU S AR B A
F S VR ARWIR AT B, B, TR —A 0T KU (1 a7 B L o —Fh B B,
T s 1A 0 R A E LR A58 HR N BT e BRI 5 3 < XA T R B ) A 25 3 5L, DR
o )RR 75 10 B A AR (1 5 AR (AR TR BURUAS | 2 T A By, RIS 3

s KSAE2021 F 12 A 45 AHERFRAN RAEHSEIL) 0 AEEH+ =5 Biss
Fidn FAMIH L LEE,



WIS BT AR B A 2 B SO AR St 201 35 2 WS IS AR 5T, AR SOW IR TT 01, 4%
ARSEAE 2T S AURR T S B A 14 18 2 R RS AU AN [R) TR, AR Ox A 7 A 1 T R
RS2 B R B BEIE B | He e B At 2T R R A — S KU T ST BT L &S AT LA

UL AU DA 2T 5 e S A TP VR T . fEDE SRR b 25 B B RE i 50 T MRS U 5T
A IE AT 27 I St i 5 7 0 T XS IS O AR S IR S EA TR0 5T hE

= REFRBE=1HrE

ARt B F AR AT T =R (Bekert 2012) , JRAE IR (wave ) XA BRI &
B TR ATTR A AR S (ER 5 =R 19 5% AR A6 S E 4 (Eckert 2018: xi) 7 2K BN %2 B
— YRR AR X AT — IR A I o6 3, T HE 2028 1) AR LA 7 i I A TR PP oA BT e e AR
ARSEAE TR S S — ORI B 58 — TR A i A A0 T S8 RGE | JXUARS AT 5 0 s — R 3 v
T B B0 L AT BT Bl [ IRt DS S WA, P ARG TR AR R B3R 50

2.1 F-RIRBHEXEHR

RS AL TE A O T A IS AT LB W) B R R TR = S S5, TEMb 24 Al
2y A GRS B D B R AR R 5 2R TR R 5 v B 1 SB[ I A (R 22— [
RO A REAEWIR " AS B I “FEDURE” 2 )5, Ak Sz 1) 55 A [l B AN G B S ZE TR B At 25
A E]—AN 12« PURE” (fourth floor) , FRARIX WA [ AR & PURE” (R EE — AN R DL Bl
(casual) Y 20 MI% 58 —ANJELLC B2 (careful ) 19 2 M1, X B CBER" A1 B &7 UG
75 SRS BT 7 I e TR ) < KA, LR BRAE v/ 33X A 5 5 AR T ) R [ A8 (R 22 v, s gt
FAE = AR AR T 7R | B8 72 KRS 118 /v 78 A K 0 B 8 AP T B 73 XA 1)/ o/ 73 (A 5
(Labov 1997:175) , 77— LG5, $i i 2 (Labov 1972) FRill A T AL T AR X T
BT FIES T R IR AR SO, X AN E AR TR /1/ | /eh/ | /oh/ | /th/Fl/dh/,
B BIFERA R | B L IR S/ DA AR SRR B o 2 AN R AR AR o — 2R R
AP A AR, FERXAS RIS, < KU " 0T T RS AR S R O
P RN Ry 5 B 2 AAE I [R) 45 S 5 S A S ek SRR (HE e BT 2021: 59-
60) . AR FIE T 2GR A T R R RE AR RS AR S5 o 4 5 0 [ AT L AT L X AR S B R Y IX
DAL e W 1 =t s B L R e g = 0 U 1 = 22 5w s RN 1R =7 5 1 DU =S €
XAAWZE M ZIRTE R Bedk e B US| Bl S R PR XA TE B e/ ng/ B B AR S AE
I, R BT AT 5238/ ng/ 1 JRUAS 725 S 8 0T 2 7 B R XU 118 TSR B A 1, 7 1) 3R RUAS Y TR B I 48
R, B8 2 300 s DA JRUARS i) 1) 3R RUAR 2 40 T B ) A5 85 ( Trudgill 1997: 181)

$r I RN 5 IR T8 5 XU B 98 R AR Sk 2508 5 2 55 — U TR v XU B 9 1Y)
— B, AN, A AR XU AR S W R R T SRS [ XA [ AR B AE R 6 AR T
(variable ) [ AR ZE 44 (variant) 2, AT THF 5 5 XS 515 5 48 SRRk F A1 T XUS IIF5Y
BT IS S A TR RS A B AN AR B B | IFFR A 18 5% KUK ( contextual styles) ( Labov
1966 ; Trudgill 1997: 180) , TA A UK A2 & (07 A8 1A iy B B 5l PR 3R, ol b 38 T 8 D A TR JEE
B, XU A —E R AR I LA 250 7 2 WS I 52 1 R FR P



2.2 FBIRREHOXEHAR

G 5 ARSI 52 S PR 9 2 B R i A7 2% ( Gilles & Powersland 1975 ) $& H 9 “ 4% 1
1£" (accommodation theory ) Fl 1 /K ( Bell 1984 ) 2 H 1 “ Wy AX 511" (audience design) Hig, iX
PN 5 Ui FE A Prad B A BE ST (agency ) I AR BT, I 0 75 U3 018 5 KA 2
HAE F 8038 0 A2 Pty 22 (0 2k B HPOB Ly, A 2 FEAC PR 38 s i T = A my, filan, DR
(Bell 1997 ) XF#7 VP4 2% HL 5486 1 01 4% 2 RS HEA TR 5T, & SR 4R AH [R] P 2 s 2 PRI T AR AS () 1
RIS R A B A% I DG B AR TR/ v, WS A R B 3 il e T B K
BUHCH TG AR ER YA R ZB, T T AR LS A T AR B A T R A s L
WG R IR, B B DR X I L 15 (3 1 2R B AR B S 1 XA 6 48 (style shiift) BE T, X 4%
B DU UL, B A A ] B AR A, A R R AR AN, B, DUR
(Bell 1997:242) 45 i« KUk i % 32 22 T 75 U % IR BT AR 19 284k, T AN &t Tl o 4%
AWERE I 2D,

TR WA 2 4 0« 38 W8 A DUIR B R B WA BT BHE AN R RS R
TUE R T LN AR B R, R BT AS PR E R T XU I ERSRRIE , A IS R AR S X
— AR BT AR BRI T T XA e — ik 17T DL — — X B B G R A, X AR R T
TH RS 55 B0 Ry 1 33 N W 3 T e 3 ) — 35 100 2, A AP 35 KU (R R AIE 5 722 S
DT R ORI — B R R, X — BBy RS, Wk /R B (Milroy 1980)
X UL R AR TNTEAR 38 & 3 5 A0 Fr Ab 4k 25 W 4% 2 18] 56 R T 5T, LA B 3 5 4 ( Bckert
1989) & F i Ae DUR I 2722 A (115 7 AR R 5 FOR G T B 0] 5C R A 5T, B < re sh vk
MRS AR S 9, T 3 e A W AR B3 S T XS A58 7 T 5 308 ny Re sh vk
Wik,

2.3 FZXRREHOXEHAR

A 21 20 425l F AR e A A RRAE ( e RO 2021) A8 At s i
FBERT RIS T SE IR R W, W 728 S 58 50 IR Y A e Uy ), 7% S A 251 5 2 i —
RSB EE —UOREM B, FEHLS DR AR Z R 5k . B AR IR RS AR5 A S AR T
Z AR ——Xf N I OC R | A 38 22 ()38 o U 5 e gl M8 7 (R () 422 00 2 AN PR E AR
G AR RAE 22 WAt 255k T 0 A TR 0 B R I8 5 AR S AR SRR e 1 e i B AR
SR R S AR A A 2 YA ) S LR T T i 0 S A R R A USRI DI e 7EX
PSR S F A A B T 2H RS ST i — B TR, AN OGRS 135 75 24 R,
I HL A B — 2 T B IR0 5 A8 S ri 8 1 5 U S DL 5 B B R A — = 1R
RSB IS T XUMS 77 A 13 A (140 Eckert & Rickford 2001 ; Coupland 2007 ) . EAARSEHE,
X — B B A RS A 52 A2 S b OG0 75 U+ 2 B0 i A 1, 1 2 B 1 75 XURS T i
PIHL 767 2k LRt — ST AT A9 43 b AU S B 9 A S R0 53k DA B AT LAAE Bl i T R PR
X PR A PR RN 5 8 AR AT 5 3 A S SR AR T A ST R 3 — 3 5 IXUA 1R A 2 S R
fE L



=, RAELE . AR = £ 5 B8R

“ RS SZIER” (stylistic practice ) FIME ™ 2 A8 Tk S 1B 5 24 T SR I 5 Ul 4 1l o e B
TS T AR MAIE R Bt S S e R L 3K T T A I 5 RGO R XU 1 7 AR SUEE BN XA 1)
B (Eckert 2018: 147) . SERTE & , 55 —UIR W] A XA SE B 55 A1 37 11/ 228 1 B8 AR
&L R R XS AE DREE 3, BEITE B T e el R S R A i —
FE TR RS RN A B R R At 2 By a0 5, 30— R i XU S BRI 2 1 —
FINHNE F K AR S B0 AT DU B R SR 1 5 AR MR RN R 135 5 XU
T L R 75 XU e 5 W 25 DA R 2 i A — A XU

3.1 KBHIF&E

“XAE” I — MBS E O AR FRIR R — AN BRI R IR 2, SR, XURg S ik
FIAE 2 U B, KU AN P2 5 N B I RBTE 20, 2 5 A Al oy — 1K, WIT Rk n 2 rh
LS F AN G —, VS FURERNS SR, IEWI a4 (Eckert 2018: 146) 4811 1Y
ARRE . AR 7 37 B R R B AR TRl AE X ik 207 A 38 TV R B3R GA
PIATRI 2 7 R , JRURS SE2 38 A fF 5 B8 22 b 3 J A 9 AR ) 3 75 XUAS , IR AR 1 75 XUAG
5 By AR R AR

ilan, 3 5E4F (Eckert 1989) 1AL 3, 76 36 [ RAFRERB X A — 4> rh 2 LA 9 22 A2 RS BRI
SN BITE B, A7 B I 7 Sk Br B | i S T [A]  SE BRI AR (2= A i &
AR AS AR [ 25 S ) el AR M A 0 AR A F5 38 AW ) el AR AR v 1Y | 1 5 R
BB RTE 5 AR , axsem A i ad BEPR A A 118 AR AR, 5 4 B IR AT R O X — )
PR 5 AR A 0 RS 3R B ORI RHA S O, R A O 8 THR A A (R
DROME B4R L [F] 35 B« SCRRAL R 3 S A 1 XA S BRAE — 2 B B L LA KU AR
57 (styling) FREAE , BIVIE 8 BE B RE A 005 35 A8 (R < B0 4R a2 BEAAR 1918 5 XA, DAGE Rl AT
DA TR A A AR R, B3 7 3 oo 35 3 LA 3 5 A8 R 55 Al AT AS DA ] 9 3 4 40 55 S B (Le Page &
Taboouret-Keller 1985)

“ RURS AT 2 KUK 52 B i — By 3K, 5 A S g A — b XA S e A O AL
(crossing) , 48 & VLA LELEAH 5 H B 50T 8 AR ASAF 015 5 2 0K, iR 00 1 B 2l
FHWE 5 95 B4 (Rampton 2005 ) 3 5o AL 3R IXURS 52 8%, 75 D3 A AR A B i sl H: At
FERBIE T R A S0 B0 X R B A2 — P B AE T H M Bh, 75X
AT A AN T XU AR S AT S G A 3 07 B ( Coupland 2007: 138)
I, < WAL (stylization ) 3X — &t B RIS 7 U8 Anu] fift FH S A 5 28 1 ok )
By o RS e XU Ak #1502 2235 37 3 1) — Pl 3K (Jaffe 2009 ) , HOARGE“ XU A6 S
SRR U T I PR R R AR AR (A Sy B SRR XU AR AR ) o R B SRR Pk K 28
Wi, I A AR Ay [ O R B B IR S (s g —Fhi i B 43 ) (2L Coupland 2007: 150)
fan  FEAR B —A 2 REEAR R, NS4 B2 O N Tk 0B a tE e . XM 1
AN B TR A B B BE SRS TR 2 XU RRAIE , 326 28 N 27 AR 0 B A K
FEAL” I35 3, 0 B — AR A B 0, 5 A O 0 2 A U6 XURS XT BT ( Rampton



2005) . “WAKAL” BERIETE TOL HE ) R X AR 1Y < S 1R TE T A9 B35 17 (act of identity ) H
FH P DA R 2 D o A XUk )46 X AU R GEAR A S it 17 iy G b ol
FRA A B 03 I 7 2 B 9219 B 43 ( Coupland 2007: 150) .

TE T VLA I XURS 52 sk A8 v Al AT e FH 0918 35 28 I SR 90 B e UG 11 5 A8
A #1635 AT LA (appropriate ) 915 5 58, SERUE =AM &, 2B Z, —
Tl AR 118 7= A AN PR — 15 5 SRR g R &5 21, 28U LT A ENE S W &
(combine ) FIH#% (bricolage ) 7E— - FH AU L5 R . 5K 7 ( Zhang 2005 ) 76 W £ H ] 240 T ik
WIHANGE AV U Lo Pk 1 T B BT TE 5 XUR B 3 3 2 3, AT T 52 | 1 By L X1 T [ 4
BT B T RS I 1 2 s 5 IR DR A — R R ok 1Y i S i R R AR 0 AR
TR AR I /i andg s R 8 R e, Je B v SO Je Zu g SO ]

RS B 77 HEANUZ: Z2 R85 ROR PR M S5 3 MR 5 XU I &, e — 135
R AR . TR AR U 37397 (stance ) WO — ARG ZERE . i« Srig” | fjimg
M2 MEFHAXNHCSACIRNAL XA C 50 & ZH X RWET RIB (Kiesling
2009:172) , FERUE BRI RET, FULE AWEE M A CRB L HIET RIE, ARESE A
CHESWE LR SR H RPN, ESE YA C RS, 640, 255 i
(Johnstone 2009) {F & 2| B A LA K E L - I+ ,F(Barbara Jordan, 1936—1996 ) 7£ i
PRI EF 3 FRIAA ™ (1 think ) Z A B7R bRICAT “ IR el /A& B Y, 8/F A& (that may or
may not be true) Z R FBMIFRIC ; BRILZ AL, TP Hd At HITE 2 AU B bn o T T 0, 48 ik
FHIER A IaNE 2 2 ) AL SR in]  2igiind & 90, e P Hi Bk S S 3 B A 2
1B A R SR, SV ARGRFIE B 19a2 3, DLW A OO A (5 ToRE, 208 fii Hax ot
ik A CWLSREEPE BB, AMI A, fl e gF i 35 Rk H OB B, e 28 B T itk Ay 7
YRR, LA JERwE 21 b R R 2 Ty R BRI A I s, XA RN S, e - PR
A S T XURS BV R A 358 57 37 1018 5 T U W 3 2 0 1T TR i — e 1A 2 S B = 1)
HRRHIE R, XA — R B LR« H G W7 3338 5 3T LIRS 15 R A AR G ) XUAg ™
(Johnstone 2009:29)

Zh b AR At ot T A OGRS AR ST AE AR ST KU B e 7 A AR s A v AR
SRS 04 7= A R 5 U B AR 1 T R IR B S5 3 X L s KU AR B A AU 1
SEANTRI A AR S 3K a4 A ST B 5Ty B 1 U S BT U R B A VR
PRI XA ST B 5 B A SR B HR R AE — S, DA 28 T 4 2538 5 27 00 B 03 i 5 8RRy ot IXUARS 11
WFFE” (Bucholtz 2009: 146) , BRI Z N, A8 S5 4t &0 75 220 D 5 08 KU I TE il 518 5 %
B PHE SAHG SLHRIBIARTEZ A, XU AR ARG 06 T KU 1 IA TR

3.2 RUgRIRIE

ZETCEHEIN], DL a6 5C T UG SR A 9T 4 B TR At e i T SO0 AU Y i 152 S 1
BEAERE AR Ak 21 5 2O IXURS 11 ) B I8 e A 0 7 0 5 XS S e 1) EL AR T E 2R 1 T
XA HEZE DA I ) 0 A 20 R 4H R ( FHTE e OB O 2021: 208-209 ) , £85I T 5%
BIRHEFE , FT AR SR R A b PR RS XU S e 1) 77 A M FLRZ i 5 s WAL, AR XA HESE B 5%
2 — D B AR YR 55 B A 1 T AR I S AR R A E AR A, X AR T AR (AT LA ) A



TR, W] DU A2 T A, — BB A RS T 25 O RRIE . 56 0 S e S sl 5 AR
T RIS AARH SCIR B 23 A8 T, BV sk e AR IR B AT 2 VS FE 0 5 WUk . 58 = DB RE 5 2
TN 5 B B AL 2 B BB AL . 12— sh ARt AR ¥ St SRR U S
WL, A FH X Al 5 AR (AR AT 4237 R S By, LA RCE T A 18 B A FE AL & N
T SO A M, Ao 55 SR O D 2 R XU S e i) BB A ) i, RIFESE = 20 e B iy
filh =z bt —20 B REIE 5 AR I sl AR AR S KU AT X 5 | kAt 2 A VE R . A3 i P A 46 XoF
BTE F RAE AT RT AR BE X (18 5 XA A Z AT A TH 38 35 RS S TR PR, A S I
P BN [FIPE Aot B E B S HAH B SE4  38 56 DU 20 i 4 A T LA B PR o 5 A id i B AU
PO g L A 2 Rl

XA HTHESLAS 5K 75 (Zhang 2018) # i 1  J6 T XUk I 41 2518 7 S BB IR SR B A2 7 HLK
AR A 53 B 20 B, S KRS S BRI SR 4R AR T AT ERAE I R L KA BT AE 4 I e X D
(2021:209-213 ) FF AR T3k (2010) XTI 2 F R AAE— D5 B P G S
ARG 52 B0y Ry XA, HE 5 [ 40070 25 1 5%, 32 BHIX FE— A4 BT HE 2R AT LLHS Bh R 5 &%
T A ¥ T b A TR 6 AT AT DU B SR 1 7 AR ATE B AR 0 TH 5 RS, ZEX A
IIATHEBR R 2 =2 | T B B 5 AR A A A A mT DL 5 03 8 B XU RN B 40y, X S I )
TR T T35 A0 ) 8 B A o 55 KUAR DA R R R — b XUAG 3l T A B — S RS TR
( conceptual tools) ,

8 )P4 (indexicality ) F15 2 A& A48 18] Bk (indexical order ) J2 FH>f [ A8 XURS S B A9 TR 1>
BEE, TR RITAF Sk v, — 98 AT (index ) Z T LART LIFG 1B X 4, 5 2 @Sk
FRMCR, EH B SRS YA 5 BN BB SOCIC A B R " (K2 /R T 2014:56) , FE
T RORIA 527, WU R 31 30 3 ( Silverstein 2003 ) F “ 48 ] PE” (indexicality ) & B — A~ 52 B9 15
TSR LI FR 1) B 22 H RIS B A 2 TR AR S, s 5 N REE 1Y R O X (e A
AT BT R B ) AT LA 1B 22 A U 1 B DX sl 2 (P R AR IR s 5 N, PEUR
SR AR P IE T AR AR 5 X R A EE 0] O R B A — 248 10 C R (first-order indexical
correlation) , FR{EN n-th, “5—ZF8 M R 7 R A FRE“ T8 B B B 115
B AR MBS EA FEA ER LTI RE , (FAMTTRERE IR X B F R B R R SR
( Silverstein 2003:193) , XFh“K7nfk” ( schematization ) B & — i 5 B PUE L, B & 5 XX
MEFRE R 5 Z 5 B, INTEK TS (Zhang 2005 ) RYBIESE Y, S 59 1 ST PEAE L 5 fl
FHI AP & B S A ARG IE" , s g 50 Y M & &8 i S i X IR R X
it S BUUER" MEHT G EMNIE T 2R S T S8 X, X fis & R E &
PG (T 22 A (RS 5 1) XM 80 2o MR At S A5 T 0 17T ) £ B3 T ARG &
T BRI, X ZE SRS X NEE S BRIRESER T A RS = EE i —
FET BRG] R WEFR o« 58 248 M & &R ( second-order indexical correlation) , #R{E N n +
1-th, “SE IR MXLR" BHE T BPESMEHTIRE 5 AR —RI5 1 R MR, BE
“REICIE HYREN” (ethno-metapragmatically driven) FXJi% 15 & Z8 K IEFT “ A Hf#I2” (native
interpretation ) Y %5 2% ( Silverstein 2003: 212) , 7EiHEF BB MERT ¥ & B0 & & FRE
U AT DARSCR— Tl XUk, G SRS Ay TR U500 15 e, T DA b e 0 3 R A S T B
MAMTERENE G I B TE T AR M 6 X &5 N (n-th) |, 1fif 5B I B — < 15 1.7



YRS (n + 1-th) B, AATTE AT DAYE B O 3 R il R & I8 5 2R LB R A C ok AW
BHLIX B A — e A B KA, XA St Y ( performed ) R UK L& —F i )
B, VUK 9B W H AR 2 b B = 2% 35 7] % & (third-order indexical correlation ), Fr i R
(n+1) +1-th, 763X BB A AR (R 0 B R S5 W e >R AR00s & IS I B R Z B AR &R

B 4 ) R o R XU S B AT DA TR 3] R 1 5 AR AR 2 BT LIRS LR S 1) KU
FHEZIE F 2R A SRR, MRS 5 2R BA LA RS . 76 LR 260, s
AL S 5 W P AR BT T2 00 XUAS, BRIV 3 — 5 5 1 52 31 RO T iR FH 9K 8 1) “ A4S il fi
B, FEEANESC L JESC (Trvine 2001) A 09 WU BA Al R, AT HBERR I A © AYTE 5 R0R
TN A T HA I 2Rk = A8 AR PR A T 2R A 2 AT U 3 A 0 A B A R 1Y
KA, T XRE—FAIR, X /RFJESC( Gal and Irvine 2019) 2 H “ 740”7 BOME S, 5m IH —Fp
TR R Z T DL RO R  #E M —ANF55 7T LI & A #0A R 5 A et A g
PE B 5 AR R RS | 58 22 R “ 15 T BIREAR" RHEMEH SR GROT 1 e 2022) .

R MR T R RIS 2 I — I EA R IR A R 0 E LA 1 O A
S AT (theme) | H AT (dicent ) FIIEAT (argument) ( Parmentier 1994:17) , 4— /455 5—
YR EA “HR IR Z 5, XA 8 A WA B A5 AR (conjesture ) 5 55 — MR B A
“GAARR” LKA B A 2557, il , 5 /R 4E ( Calder 2018 ) {23, IH4 1LY —
AR e S5 K01l s/ B RO AR AT, RO IRFESRA] 4 AT B b & & i, g2 il B
CI R I & 5 e NI R, i TR m e R 7, X AR %P5 o be g,
M e il G i B SRR S8 O AR OCER , O 5 X FhiE F R X80 A i 7E — iR,
XAE F R (RFIH K/ s/ 75 8 ) W] LAEEAT, JE B BRI (qualia) , fl3X PP 8
A B 5 DT RS SR RO R T . B, JE s A — DR LS 1 kb 5 AR
T g 24 8 B A UL o LS XA R B TR A /ML OC TAL S AR v 20 2
BERRAE B0l 7 19— 28 A 018 5 47 1E ( Zhang 2008, 2018) , KL JLAL 357 3X Fh i 35 25 1k 5
“HUM T SRR H IS F R JE L — P HR M C R, YR AR ) SC R EF AR RAC
FRUBE AU E T X R R B AR S RO X NI BRI R R AUSC R B, T
SERECIEH EPUBRERMEE R, fEX b frh, “ 50l +" fF AL F 0 il B N
“ZIRRENG”  UAR Tt & URE T By S AT i B by AR 2R ED 4L X
KB FH BB ERT @& ERLOCR” . XPMREOIRY], UL E " XMEF 2
AER“FR AT (index ) AT LAFSE [ AAAE T B SEHH A0 < il 7, X F g 10 OC RAETE & P
AEVERTT T LU AR Ry LA 5 50+ 09 S " X — R B Z MR R . 1E
RN Bt A U E B R F R 5 < 50T BT A 0 i R R B R, R
T IUE” DL G A UL LA B AENT 3 A R BT T XU

M, SEFFEREHRNELE

AR St ST T S = UIR A 8 KUK A9F 5 5 A XU S B, AN SN D 5 U e e AR A0
S XRS5 A5 A ] 7 S it DRUARS 52 8% , i EL B £ R XU 52 B ) o AT A, i Bl
Yy AR AL GE T RUR SRS B RS AT B R L XA R ST AU S [ Y i



KA AN TR RS Rl — A AN [R) 223k 07 =0, i i) By GRS Ak 2s Sc e, X b
X AR TN TRULE — i R B b 5 820G F KUk A D TEAR AR 25 32, 610 4, e s 3 (2021) B &
RS I 1 B8 DHR 55 T REATT A A0 AR B B T 2 3 G 1 IXUAS P9 AH DG IR A kg XU P
ERTERAT M 1) KASEDA, 2) KUE BIER, 3) Kbg R—F 518165, 4) KUg & —Fhi6E
BB E SRR/ 25/ E 5, 5) KA AR R, GRS, A S it &
WA PR T RIS AR AT LRSS R T 1) KU 5 B0y AH 56, 2) KU IR BRAE T 5 18 1 24
W, 3) KUE R —FPaE SR, 4) KU IR BILAE 2T X, 5) WS Al a5 AR 25 3%, mT I,
AR SR AL ST T 2 RB R 2R KUk 1) AR AR AT L R =2 4k

SRINT, FR TRFRAG G 22 S AF S AN ], A8 St 251 35 2 AME T2 U I 53 11T &
2 HEA A AW RE S, SCHAS B T 0% BUAH B S 0 SERY A A A, i DR RRA G F il
RS R, SRR T4 A ROBFSE R , TF 38T BRI A 4%

—J5 I AT AF AR T AR AR B R e[ A 508 R 2 St 2518 5 A RS (9 R BB X
PP TS FEBREE Tl 5 WS e, < WUg ™ 5B 8 I R 5 X & — 4> S 2
VSR, I, 38730 0 O AR A A B R A 2, AU SRy Bl ATl BEL XU S 3 s ABTRE R IR JRUAS Sy
Ho BRI, WABAT (2018 ) X IXAIIA R KRR ™ 5 “ B T J2 PR AR O 28 A WL a5 2 1 0T B, 1A R XUAS
FLABRERTE I RAR £ , HAME R T e vE e LB R 215 2, AR B “ B EEAs " H — 1 251, K
FEENEEME S5 B — > ZR 5, I LA A SRR < KU 2 A5 SCA B BI85, B FE 2455 3¢
ARA G B BLAFRS” (GRABET 2018:296) o X L, Ml | A A5 SCA AR & B < RUAR 5 < B RE”
FIE 2R 5 DX B A5 SCAS IR B ok | S BT 2t — 25 DRI 5 KU S AIE T IR S A Sl

SR, < JAUAS ™ HE 3 2 — > P 25 1 2 R 0 S8 2 A&, MK T B, i R Z A, (|
2 W R, LS (2021) I ARRRAR ELAT S 1, iAok . < U & B sl A
LM, RIVEE N —Fish fL3h 58 Bl B sh el #53h  ah; micagr &, /)
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The Study of Style in Variationist Sociolinguistics and

Mutual Learning with Rhetoric
Tian Hailong

Abstract: With the move of variationist sociolinguistics from the first Wave to the third, the study of style
advances through the three stages accordingly, on the first of which style is considered as result of the speakers’
attention. Then style is viewed as caused from the design for audience, and now style is taken as the stylistic
practice for the construction of speakers’ identity. This article takes stylistic practice as the focus of discussion in
terms of style production and explanation of this process of production. For the production of style, concepts such
as styling, crossing, stylization, and bricolage are discussed, and for explanation of style production process
concepts like indexicality, rhematization and ideology are discussed. In so doing, the article highlights new theories
of sociolinguistic studies of style, on the basis of which, also based on a limited understanding of rhetoric study of
style, the article proposes two aspects where mutual learning is necessary for both variationist sociolinguistics and
rhetoric in the study of style.

Keywords: style, stylistic practice, variationist sociolinguistics, rhetoric, mutual learning



