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e (enactivism ) ZINHIFF 52~ (cognitive semiotics ) Y 3 A~ 5
Z— (Paolucci, 2021) . AEBISIAN, INHAE TR S H T A 215 2 (Al Y
HHEER, “UETAE . BNBUEARECE A A aiAx A OB 25, X
BOOtdE CARM, MR RS IEE, Hrh s T AR A B, I
FEAAEY) " (Paolucci, 2021: 10) . kPR~ (evolutionary psychology,
EP) BUAF5E A iR X [ SR RIS AN o PRI ad I P A 1 0 5 F e o HL JE
Y77 X AAT WAL, Chilton (2004 ) M Grice (1975/1989 ) [Yi# =~ F1 Sperber
& Wilson (1986) fYSCHRERIS &, 4 EP 1Y —LEfff 5% & 5 | AL P& 5 40 B
(critical discourse analysis, CDA ) H'; Hart (2007/2008/2010/2014 ) b 3Ea I
¥ EP SIANE F A S, I BAIRI A R R | CDA, JEHZIR

[BEETE ] AFZ 2016 FEEFALAPIEREGIH i SEC R EHLITTH Y SCHEF 5 L
BAEFE” (BHS5: 16AYY021) IR E At B s MR H B SOk
AL T R SO 5 P28 S 0 S MEREITFE ™ (T H 45 2021BXWO007 ) %R,
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#b CDA 7Eff#2 (interpretation ) FrBXATTERIA 2 o

A 21 Hag sk, Bl 4 BRG] N TUHK B ) A R A b 2k R i A2 Ak
PRl iy “fa BAH” BHURRERUT- Al e, Ptk, R EP AN ANE = =it
FER B NS AT 515 BALRE A BT LSRR A5+ 2

—. HIEXFrAY EP Ea

Brandt (2020: 232) k&, FATH AN E Bt S pr s ny, 3,
TN O A X A CAF7E RS B B 4l 0 70 )2 N 224 (our stratified mental
architecture ) 5 1 ¥ % 4% JA 1 (epistemic conceptual cognition ) Fl1 $4 17 JJ
( performative dynamics ) FHIEEFR, 1115 5 WA DR X S0 38 5 6 R FIM i[5 2 F
K I IR F AR EAYFLAE” o Chilton (2004 ) F5H, REEMETE RO 2
NBHEAETREMBUARTE S IKS, SR, 76 CDA #igrh, 125 RA X IEIEER
W& AR A= ) A s, DRI TG DO BRATIA N L i e AT THE 75 18 28 B b A fo] i
FHHEBEGEE TS DL SOGxBS M 25 G 30 16 T30, AT E SRR g A
LT SRS A5 B A B 5 D BERAE, SRS IR1JBT Grice (1975) Al
Sperber & Wilson (1986 ) 4 5 W ACKR A-AAE G 5 SCHe Jpi ) 42 AR . A28l
OFRBEH | OHLRAE A F 1SS BRI W ZEAR KRR FE B2 A SEAEIS Y A R S
FEo IR R P AR Y, A B R W T T T Y S RN R P A o

1. & P2 B e Fools 72 R AE

EP AN, A AH BB R A0 PR (mental modules ) AL, HF—AFEIR
TETNRE b 51 BT AR AN [R] (A3 4[]8, Cosmides & Tooby (1992 163) 1 T
ZZ A& A (spatial relations ) . H #8432 (natural kinds ) . BEPEYIARLEHY (rigid
objects mechanics ) . %% 7143 it (effort allocation ) F1F:A% i ( recalibration ) %5
— ZRAN O, X S0 B U NETE A SRR ) N P B B i A
btk AMAEBRAER S5, el T S48 (social
intelligence ) U PRALHOR N X4t S B B 8. HAY, )32 KER ‘e
AR DRSS O BS (theory of mind ) FIFE 2 #EFE (social inference ) ,
AT TR UM S A5 & B S BEIMEET), FEfRE TGS, 15
R D6 HAT Ry kA T N Y i

FAE (representation ) JEXf#H 24T M # | B AEMHIA, & “BARXE
FhiE AT Fg N A5 (Hart, 2010 33), HARR FREMESMHR, OHFR
fIE. ( mental representation ) J& 2 WLtH A9 FOULBL L, DA% X% iIE A28 T3
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fITAiEAZ . Girdenfors (2004 ) X731 4278 (cued ) SRAEMI 73S (detached )
FAE, W& FR ARG EYAAAETRIEE Y T b sNER ST, s s
TR EY; EHE RN AR FEYATERIEE Y T b s, e
O3B T BRI T T RS, RS B AR KA S . AR )
HAEBIE e nRAE, AR W] LU 5 B3R AE, T RERS Ak iS4 F H
Prar e e R HE . A0 D) — R RE 7R R RAEIE B ERAE, Wi TR A
SEXT B RAE, FRATWT B 2 J5 8 47 Sk ik P BT I ERAE,  Sperber
(2000 ) Bt ZFR A “JURIE" ( meta-representation ) .

TEEPH, KT “fha A7 O B HORLG B AR Y BAE X T CDA /Y
PHEA T Mg, &ALk CDA W AT T 18 78 RN O ) AF 5 P AL i R HE 2
U B AL S HEFR A R R R B AT A AR T SROR IR (tactical
deception ) , HL (Al A\ 4232 oA E ST R UGS 00 Al 45 94780 1%
HAH) kb4 ] “ILHELER| A% ( Machiavellian intelligence ) . ST,
O BERAEA T EHA ORISR, IR0 Chilton (2004: 42) i i
), HIPEIFAEXT AME R UL S Ak SRAE, 38 o B i i SRy
SR SR RERT S

2. AR e X BR R )

Sperber & Wilson (1986 ) 1k &y, AT 3635 & T 1% B & & (informative
intention ) FIZZ i & & ( communicative intention ) PIFP LK, Bi& T8 ULIE AA
—fE B, EERRUOE AR EZIE NG S —EE ., FiE8Rm e
SETRTE VLR AWIR KA S EDHE R FE R G, 32iE NS ulid N BOF e
B e Az A5 B OO BROCRAE . 518 S8 PR B KA A& TR IAN S B
FEAAR 50 SRR IS T AR BORIR, PRI B — A A I E R BT, FR AN Y
BER S, SRMAATE w100 R B S o205 B —— Mg iy £ i
KEH, XEDT)E. Ulbaek (1998) AN, XJ& “H HEAFh 3= L (reciprocal
altruism ) JEIFELFEVEN, RIAEISTE [Rl—HE S0 b 0 AT TN ASp 482 s [ I e
FIE RS 5 64F. TERMARTLM H & sctid, A a4 &4E, IRstA nT
AESZ BIEH AT A RN, AT A Z 252 i B N 2 . A A N
SOl SRR S AL R, TR S B A RO R R

Chilton (2004: 18) A4, HIATMNBEALIEAF FFIEF I, BOZLS
VRO B B A 3 SO0, SRR O T R s — i, AR
FEF PRt R B Y AT T F 18R, A TR & 56 T — 0 OR 1Y)
e, BIEEAS A2 5 i NS AR LA 22 e 8 7 (Chilton, 2004: 20) o MR
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Grice (1975/1989) Ry = MR, FEdbAT BEPE 2Ny, BARTE ST A Ulih &
PR EITA GRS, ZEE W2 E B2 ESA A, K, Grice
P T AVEEN] (cooperative principle ), 25 H[F] ™ W S TR A BR A 35 X
PEFTAY 4 TAENIRG B, H 28R RE e ], Uil 2 5 W . A 2 1 b
PR 2R H M 25 I FE{5 E . Sperber & Wilson (1986: 161) 5, “EiF
(1A A% 3 2 R EL O T T A 32 3 2 1 e — e ] H 2 S i 28 it o At
1K Grice AY-G 4R Jirt D) B2 HCVE DU) 87 4k oA PR 2% SGIE S0, B 55 DA I8 R AR S A TA
HIE (the cognitive principle ) F15A4FH 22 /000 T%% J1 A 5 (1 22 BRI ( the
communicative principle ) o XJ I A 5 40 [R]0) A 7~ ZR A A — A, 2T
B () FEERCR (i) ZEM . FERSEOT, BA 3 REE
R B R PE SR, T B NI T8 T (B R P R 5 . REAR CTRE Y)
SRES SN TS T2, B4, 23 e US4 a1 B k2
WG “E0BE)17 (least effort) JF], togh@ud, HEIHAR 0 2 SO 2 T HC
BRI B AT o 33 %) SC IR BRI X R ) DG T A B AL R ORI 52 1 CDA T & 43
L, BT DI B B AR 0 EREUET CRIAEES EHEEE,
AMEHTEAE" DLRCE VLB REIL A UL SE AR T8I .

=, REEHEIRER O EERERE

van Dijk (2006: 360-364) ¥ “#4L” (' manipulation ) # >~ —FP5g i H 5
S, TEMLRE R, R LU RO S BN B AR 25 8 Oy ok i T
ATERAEE o PR RV SAG PR |, AR A B —MiiE e o “#
PMETE” (manipulative discourse ) MY “SRBEME TS (strategic discourse ) ,
BISCIR BN “FEa A8 OB O Y SEAL . ARYE Chilton (2004 )
Ml Hart (2010) fIWFFE, “tEaAF” OPEBE S B FEZ SRR (logico-
rhetorical module ) . K i 8 1 L Bt ( cheater-detection module ) 1 7 /2% 5% £
(emotion modules ) , ‘Efi ORI, EidiB L HRBRATE IR R
A IR S A AR AR SR B (R U AR, TR XT CDA 1431 &2 81
BCH AR EATRIRR “FES” (explanatory power ) o

1. 3 HASFFAE

Chilton (2004: 18) fi5iH: “FEMEEAMMBE X, A LIS EAHELERH T
e MBS AR g e KA, BERSTEREIR AR 159 A RLRN S 6L R AL o A4
AR FOCE FI, FiE AR SRR BRI BB, SR, XIFAERR
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BHNNEFEZ P ASF XGRS, “GVERMFAEMmAT” ( Chilton,
2004: 21) . HAz, NFEEFMAZIREE ) LB N T A 1E0 2 T,
AT EAEIER B E S T E RN, TEFIEACPRAIE L N R
EEA AR ( Origgi & Sperber, 2000: 161) .

TR B A RT LU 18 5 AL R R B, AR PRl oy 25 HORE A
Y 3 S A Tl B AR A9 35 5 A 7 20 CINBe . &g, [m] sk R 25 19 1l vk
), IR & R — R AU A B TE i 5 IVER RE 1 ) T B filan, e
XTSI, 32167 AT LA o) 22 5 00 60 8 F T 100 335 5 A A B M s i iy ]
SEPE. PR PE TR A Y T B A T BOR I B IR TR 0 N TEE ST R AME I 5T
P, FiE KA ST Halliday & Hasan (1976 ) FTiif¢) “fE42” (cohesion ), J&
) = S U O A T A LS R R E B E R, DL RS
PEAE B FIEDS , AFERORE I Bk IR . ARG Ak ik i 2 R 1
M BAA X AP E A B T 6E (Hart, 2010: 90), 1 HHINREAZHER |
PRI, a8 a] DU MO TR . i, e BRREH B3 i NP 1
TG 8, WRER B s A7 A R o 2 18 NN ] FHEZ 351

2. RImIK Fo LB

Fo IR T BRI 3 SO, —AS NSNS VESS ) s b s m AR A 72
BE, BERADIE T B A A O SRR E IR iR 25 DABR A B TP AR A7 T LK
IR g5 . 8K, ARSI AAT B TR (0 A [RIRE T8 S 2 S s A
o SR, FESCPRARNE h R oA N HAGREUMN AT, BDEP Brig i iy 45
4R ( free rider problem ) , 7EXFPIHAL T, “BIEEIRES WA, %
BLICIS & 20A] DL SR 25 G VR S AL AN A H A (Barrett et al., 2002:
253) o HEBAEEREIET, SYERHEASEZ , X RTS8
AR WX BRI AR R P AXT T (tit-for-tat ) Mg, RIFESSE—
R T AR, RIS 5 TR SN TE T — T AR EHEARXT R
W& E e G — R R ), XU AR R BN
W RAS TR L[] I8 25 5 7 AR RV AL 2518 SRS T2 brrb iy BEAEF S . K
CTASTL )

BRI N AL S 42 A CDA BA TR AV IE 41k, s & vl DA g4 Fh
A RS T BOREOE TR AR, Horp dg i SR 3 . 5
FIF . AR SmAE SRR, 4N Hart (2010: 72-73) F028 T H 548 R
T T P 285 (A ) — 26 10)3E, U give/take . kindness. contribute, repay. give

back. in return, cost, exploit. abuse. freeloaders. spongers. should. must,
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bogus. cheating. illegal, B IEASKFE RN oK RExEE iz R VG 7 891
ZETHRME ) B

3. H BAE S

S PR A0S 28 PG TR B D H S i o “RME” i
o BAGAIIRLEEIA R, & AE BUR N ZE BEEA —8B 53, SR IA N T
FEA RS, MR ANZSNARI T e e, N IR Tyt iy
AR AT HEAd N b2 R —FE 2R T IR, AR R ke 25 2 L FRAT T TR 2 A KA
ZWVEM” (Barrett et al., 2002: 291 ). Pinker (1997: 386) Ay, 1HEH Y
R RN S RO, T CRVE” T F B R B AR R, S
“PRAEFRAT A SE R A AT BE 2 I 4 fE B i — B I IER o X B AR %) M 36 PR X
EHRMOE . B SHABERARAY phgE . G BOR I SR AR L X Ik S g i Y 2
PSR NSRRI T A Sk SO0 X U A B AR A

Isenberg et al. (1999 ) 51, PHZ2EWtsR R, A B & SCRYRIEE AT LA
SRR, BIXS B i AR 5 R AR B —FE ] LA R BN . X 5
KA, BMELERNEAAEESONAE GO AT DL3E o 4 3 R 7o i
Py AR BRAOR . — B A2 NSRS, BaTE A AT LA o A1 A T
R IR AR R R RR R B A i B Y. LeDoux (1998 ) 1Ak, A K@M (5 E
Ok A K m Ak IE 454 (amygdala ) AR HZFZ (cortex ), XKL
FrEAE RS N IR A S AR E i B SN . Isenberg et al. (1999 ) iz F#f
SR ART, W BB CAER R ) B B & A IRE S
TR BRIEAEH . 3R SEEE SRR T EOATR RS “WMATEREIE” (coercive discourse )
A DL AR B A S NG BGE N R GRS, e AR
SO AR TR S SO TR

=. AR IEEA FARRRMEIRIE

NETE H ARG AL 232 h AL MR i 2 RS R | IO AR R L)
SN AR P R4 BT 45 BRI T RIS A TA O B2 Al . Chilton (2004 ) MAAZ
PRACR B FA BEHR T 52 8 25 SR Sl 9 SRS PE TR 1819 3 D IhEE: A (coercion ) |
&4k (legitimization ) A1 &1k (delegitimization ) . FAE ( representation )
iR FAE (misrepresentation ) . Hart (2010 ) W M TE 5 A= B £ B gt T 9K 0%
P E P 2 H 0 4 R TE RIS . PR (referential ) . 23 (predication ) |
#iT ik (proximization ) fl15 7251k (legitimization ) , 7EHARIEFH T, X LETRHE
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MG LT B E S . AR, B AEREXT 3235 AR AT ke 1) 5%
M B R

1. 35 AR Rk

van Leeuwen ( 1996: 32) M4 PR K0S LRy “ThiG h At S AT M BB R
fERyIr ", Gl e . Mo TTAE ARG SRR PRI B R KRS N Hart
(2008/2010 ) WAL BETETE 7B A4 A1 BERFHE PRSI X 7> “ A C ABEHT” (in-
group ) Fll “Hh NEEH]” (out-group ) MYHES kT Bt. Reisigl & Wodak (2000
45) LRE TWEE L, IWHIEFRERISE ATt 24T R # RS, WA
(EPNEAZi PP NG X7

AN Y S B P A 5 AN SCESRAS AR AR 45 4k O J 00 25
M H AT ZEAN NS AR Z B AR, BOMFERREE R . SR = s bndt 2
AT, R Z TR AR A B BB S B B TR R 4 B AR A U . AR A
R TGEE RS R IS PR U B AT AR AR H Ok
R RINEE T o FEFRATX AR AL D, BEUAR AR T A= TE AR T
¥4yl IR RN ABATTT (Hart, 2010: 52) . 44K, XA kA E I
ENBRAE, AR R, AR R EAREENTE, XA T A
AP o B AT SO S (5 DAL HE . 8RR IS AR BRI A R I
R H N IETHAE R, HHA B AR DR ™ A XA N B T A HE R AT 4 5
BORBfE—FhRORIA T L A B RIS, FOR B e, DLk
FAP 67T UL Schaller et al. (2004 ) R¢aii A 67 A JER Y — LN R E | HRAR
TN BRGE R I WAE A" (prejudice syndromes ), BEfilE T “thss
AN (social cognitions ) , HA B PIERAME

TE EP H, SATHE BB A2 X 5 B 2 SO 5 SR BRSP4 T A 1 3K
SR, XA R BN 23 5 | AN [R] A AR SRR A R g, I ifE A B AS
[ BT TR ZEIARHE S, IO SO AN SR G e L S A gl
DR SRR AR B R BRI (Schaller & Neuberg, 2008: 407) . —4~A
SR — B AN S NI & B AR B 5 B A T 0 s 3 S P A 1
SAHER R, WUR AT RE U N AE B BTk 5 RS D FAT o B R RO . SR
PETEEA A A 2 X Se A FIRE I AL 2 A Sh R . AR B IHI S G 3R
B s SRS M R N, RSSO T AR SR B S A e DL
et ARG SRR B AN AR A 53 B Jg o X B A5 B RE AT DA id o B 22
345, W] LUl IS 3RS (Hart, 2010: 55-56) . XEREHSRHA
ZIFEAR—EAEERIRAGIL A, FriERg A R R m s T il 1 1 25
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S ] DU A S S A TR 0, X AR SIE] T CDA A1 Y PR B

2. ki R

Tk B CESEFTHTA L W 0 AT SIS DA AR
FEA G FEFNZE B (Reisigl & Wodak, 2000: 46), BRI “PEFG. 3. =3
[E) RIS TN L PR FF . RS THERE " (Hart, 2010: 65) .
W E A ST BT RS NIRRT, WIEASR] . AR . SR M
4 g i I B i = N S 2 e

FR T W 5 T TR R W — A S X 2 T8 N B AR RIS I8 0 52 M 5503 TR 3 1Y
HRFE, CEWEARILARE, B’ A S A OE R &, 7
TH AR B A B 1 B R AT A 0 7 2o T4 AN ] B g — 37 B B .
Chilton (2004 ) W84 X0 T I KIFIE BT 1 A PSES e . frddih s %
TEAA N 200 32080 NP AL NSRS LD BERAE R A o mB f, R 2
X B2 N7 A RO o A5 I8 S5 D K8 22 [B) A5 6 A E AR A 4 A i)
KER, EEME — AR A INE AR, 0 — e X EdE 20
INFIIE o SRR T T B R RS IR T R RONGE R N IR, A
K25y 22 B R 2 B ) s i

3. A AL Rk

“HIr L m” R Cap (2006/2008 ) % T Chilton (2004) A “iiE %S
[E] 2" (discourse space theory ) & Ji& 1M A i) — i i 2E AT B i 0 A 08
BiAL, Chilton ARy, AMTFEIN TARMIE R LA &8 “F5Rme” (deictic
center ) , Wi TE SR AL 2 F O AL B FR ISR L 25 A) RIS 48 B = 4E1S
wEaslalh, JFAATR A TR Corigin ), @I A AR 25 7 HoM TG 75 524k
TR R EE TR AL R S B . BT A RIS LUFE R SR i 2 3 R W A i
P, HIRAE R AR T 5 — R

TEZS ], B R AE S A = 4EimiEas b, TR s e i
7~ H0 N 437 (inside deictic center elements, IDCs ), f{5iHiES 5 & &
FCAE s A R o3 B SEARBE LA “FR 7R TR AR B4 (outside deictic center
clements, ODCs ), 7ESRBSPEE T HIX SL i AR 28, Frid&in ik
W& ODCs #iE 8 #E AFE 7 HhuC e, ANIMTZG IDCs 7 > 528110 B4 (1) ) o
SR PUERE REUE . B bR Ve RE T RS2 8 ASEA Al 2 xt
I U B G IEAE AT, 5 BN R S (Cap, 2006: 4) .

T AR EE SHEPRAR NS . RIREME A, RS A A fROCR Bl iE
PP E RAEKSIRE . S 55 A2 E A OB A AN IR, DU R R A
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&, DGl R BUREAN A A R Fl 25 5 H 8947 . Cap (2006: 60) F1128 T 6
PR T AR M i T B, Hh R WA 3 A2 A R SRR IDCs 1)
A, P RFRIR ODCs A i iis, DL Z3R/R ODCs 1457~
HubB i A “isdh” B T B Wi . Hart (2010: 85) FEI
JERE BN T 3 A, WOA £ AR ODCs B2 AETE s Pt 2 a3 Hah i 47
B, Fonhs FREERA . WIREA . B A sE A M 2 &
A WEREE, DR IR R R R A RINDEA . BRE &4
S A L R 5 R A I AR

4, Ak R nk

“Bikf” (legitimizing ) 1 “ZE7k4L” (delegitimizing ) /2B TH Y H
BLUIRE. PR, RIBFEIT RN AL R, S LS m 1 BE 1 R AEA
B E S O R B SCA B, SRR B T T A B — HAR AR
W, AR At 2 A T AT R S AR I e LA ST TR 3RS L5 . R LA
F R S AR I AT e 2 Ml MR TEE U AR R, “ A LER
TH B A VRN FOP A B AE K e e, fefcmaRiR A ge S 4% 6
AL 2R MGRR” (Hart, 2010: 65), RIMBOAEPEE R p7 HT
AR ERFN RE 1 IF A v ) SRR EORIE” (Chilton, 2004: 23) . HF MY
“INANEAR” (epistemic modality ) Fl “FH " (evidentiality ) B FUAIE
SRS £ B SR A TG TS R AF SR Sy E . TG TE P B S B i $R R B
RO B R A T SRS ERAETS 15, e LR A S T Ak
AT T I e il s T 2 3 B SR SRR R AR E L e AR R
Mk W 5 S AN BEPE” (Hart, 2010: 171) . 3BT RIA S bR /08
it PEHEA A A AU R IR A TR TR R AP AN T E, DS ik S
(RS HE RIS B XS AR R A ) — A E . B AR NTE
GRS B DU il o5 R 9% 8 (0 18 SR B R R #E A (Hart, 2010:
101) .

Hart (2010 ) MG TE A RGAS A BER TR IR SR MEHESE R AR . Rad . BT ik
B 428, MRS ITA BTR TR RN, HAH B Z RO R WA TR0 ;
EATESR LSS T O BRI PR AR A FEAE, {HAE van Dijk (2006 ) FFiEHy “f#
YPETETE” 1 Hart (2010 ) Fr oG BOATETE BT, 11758 B e m 52
TN B, DURBIS W MR . A, EERMARESE T, B
AR A 2 KIS PRACRAE AR IO T A &=, 463208 ABANRKE .
PUERFE BORASS . S L, “HEaAE” O IB b ()2 48 B TR R O
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PRAMBEHEr] DABE B 5005 & A R s M o, dun] DLRS B 32 08 A B X it
IR AT e sz SR T ARERI(E B . R R SRR, HiBschr e —Ff
IR XZIEAME, BB R 5 B e —FFBC s Xt
POSAE, B “aE b AN IEa i —F B (Sperber, 2000: 136) .

&iE

O’Halloran (2003 ) R4t 1¥, CDA fEFE IR 2 2 4F £ XA, Xz
FHIA IR ZE A0 BRIE 5 27 B B9 R R S A B IR TR 7 7 A O 45 R AN E R
Chilton, Cap Fl Hart %5773 WM 5 78— @ FEEE BRI 1 aX—dtiF. sk, [
P AL PTG TR 9% 27 3 DT T8 A A B o DA 0 B T 8 B E A 9 B SR F
TTTABEERNH, Wk HiEE (2019) . KR (2019) . FF (2019) |
SR (2021/2023 ) . XISCFAIEAFR (2021) . SHOCITAIBRTG S (2021) 45, X
SERfESE R Hart (2014: 41) —FEAN: “EDE T8 T IO HAF AT {791 H
AELE T I EPE AR T, DHIE 2 0T AR 3 PR I 3R B R i 22
PE” 18 F RSP A OB HIERS, EP 210 Y2 S B R | 0k
PRI DAL ST T35 75 (0 FH 25 A 7 R R i SR m Vv o i s fE
PR BE TS 2 M AN RAE Rk, e —Jr ., A ZSAFR S s
FAREAEIAT . CDA A5 /P B J N G 15 o e i v 22 i v N R AE 1 )
#, LISGUE EP £ 1018 20 B sl HLTR )& BRI A 0k -

B2k
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The Cognitive-Psychological Basis of Critical Discourse Analysis
Xin Bin' / Wang Yongliang’

(1. Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210023, China; 2. North China University of

Water Resources and Electric Power, Zhengzhou 450046, China)
Abstract: Evolutionary psychology attempts to explain human thinking and
behavioral patterns from the perspective of adaptive evolution in natural and
social environments. Previous studies have largely overlooked the perspectives
of cognitive linguistics and evolutionary psychology, resulting in subjectivity and
bias in the analytical process. This study considers the nutrition of pragmatics and
relevance theory, combined with cognitive frameworks, to analyze the significant
contributions of these theories in explaining and interpreting critical discourse
analysis (CDA). Cognitive linguistic methods can reduce the subjectivity in CDA
by providing more explanatory models that enhance the scientific and reliable
nature of discourse analyses. Future CDA should focus more on the construction of
cognitive representations by the addressee to verify the rationality and validity of the

psychological modules or mechanisms proposed in evolutionary psychology.
Keywords: critical discourse analysis; evolutionary psychology; cognitive

linguistics; pragmatics; cognitive framework
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