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Abstract: Discourse analysis has become an important research approach in humanities and social sciences, involving a
wide range of disciplines, schools and theories. Among the research literatures, which are named “discourse” or
“discourse analysis”, there are significant differences in conceptual connotation and analysis frameworks, which are
actually different from the theoretical origin and genealogy. In early studies, in view of structural linguistics, discourse is
defined as “language above the sentence”, and discourse analysis is focused on the structure of language. The discourse
analysis from the functional perspective emphasizes the use of language, highlighting the language users, the purpose
and intention of the language users, or the situational context, including form/function analysis and context analysis. In
social science, in approach of post-structuralism, discourse is “a form of social practice in which language plays a central
role”, and discourse analysis is dedicated to revealing the social contradictions, conflicts and fairness, as well as the
constructive role of discourse in the macro-social, cultural and historical process. The convergence of functional
perspective and post-structuralist paradigm of discourse analysis has led to critical discourse analysis, an
interdisciplinary field which inherits the post-structuralist view of language, cares about social practice, and at the same
time attaches importance to linguistic texts. van Dijk's “Discourse-Cognitive-Social” analysis model, Wodak's
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“Discourse/History” critical discourse analysis model, and Fairclough's “Social event, Social practice, and Social
structure” analytical framework are the typical representatives of critical discourse analysis.
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1T (discourse analysis), 7E - 20 K ik
WS, o N SCHE B TR OR R A R L R B
w1 WEESIAE JOEF %, ENNT LT
BB BRI SO 2B, it NSRS, B
B R HEFAT S, BN Z R SOTE
BT A E[2) B AERBIR BT T KIS B 45k,
WA A EE R IR ES AR ITIE[4], XS
MR T RS TR 2 AT () R R IR A R SR A
Bt o (H2, SO0 EE MES R ST 1, (U HE
T FEFR BRI SCTTR T “discourse”— 1] AN [A) & X
DPE[B]. SEbr b, PAEiE B s 1B o e 44 1 SRk
B8 i 5 M T B B 2 A A R N IR6], A IF
ERE R EERETARY LY, EAAR R
W, REHAFEFEES TS, W8T 2N
B, AT LR E I s T — o M. R,
AT EE A AN F AR R R BAE B S N IR R RS 2
S A ER RIS RS B TR 2 N A 15 1 4
PRI IR s, AR T 5 EE A
TGRS TR RIS &%, R RIS SR
AR -

2 G EEAKEERS SR
B

R EE ST REE G SOEF
5% Harris, {17~ 1952 fE4E (i 5 ) (Language) 7%
RFWSCIEIEDHT (discourse analysis), FriEFHIX
— W FCAUR I FF ot Harris KA 20 S 105 8T R 210
L ETE (B0 U, s B HA A T
E T — WA TR RS 550, Wb 7 H—
MG A A A DL A, RISCA, & —
I HKABR BN A [7], JB T MBS M LR X
VB M AN M 7

TR T GEF 59, IBESESHMA—NRR, H
FEALS MRS MRESERNRGENBIETT X, E

T WA AL RAT 4, 1B T HEAERALH S R R A
Lo WU, EFHRAARZREGEN, BNRAL
VG 5 45 MM B R A VR S 450, AN
JERIE 5 5K — e UNE R 63, TR —
N SERENE S RG[8]. B imiE E O A K
IR, INNTETE 73 i 2 BBk A 18 5 i, 4t
FHiEA) (supra-sentential) L [2]44 B ) sl A& 4544 3 X
BE G, XGRS, 15T %O AT
55 3 o3 M A) - ARl 25 BCSE KRG 5 45 R AT T 1o
TSR . RIARTEE ST EA R T X — 4%,
van Dijk - #5225 32 OB T 2, LRI AR R) vk
NP, FEeEMEER) (macrostructures) ” FIMES PL
WFF CAIE: (text grammar) [9]. F-WAiEE D (045
SR 18R 5 B4 B RATEREET I,
WA R EFIE S R EIERE, AN RZ A
HER, FEAREEES A &SRR,

X — g g BAREME S #0 ))2 — 21
BT FIR. AR TCARE BB EEAIERL, LU AIA
G, MRIELEME SN, FEiE s KA E
(rank scale) M, KAMLGEL T AEEHE ST
ST INSL ) TSR AR 5 708, R T AE G
() A AL ISE NI ZE, %o o ik S A A s 3 DA 9 A
7 DTER[10]. ARAT e R PR BT SR T A R
(lesson). =4 (transaction). X% C(exchange). 473l
(move) FI47A C(act) "HITEIEMIERIEN[11], J5 XK
HE Nz fE (transaction) . J¥ %1 (sequence) . Xf [
(exchange). 1730 (move) Fl47k (act) "[12]. “AZ4E”
KT AL, “FPB R B ATAT, S B R B P
F, ATB R S IR AL, AT 4T3
BB A E 73 Hris FH SR a5 i s LA i)
J7 A BRSBTS, B T IERER NS,
e 7GR RTE N 2, MDA E 1R DiRe, W
X LUK i 38638 VR AT (1Y) 5 A4 RFAE

B ARNEST I A, A 3 EE TR AR
TESASGHIEAL N, B2 7 ADE S =#H HT.
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Horp— AN e 1 1T DU T 2 25 M AR SR [X 4y
— AR SR A — LA A ) [13]). FEIE &
SRANEST, USRS S SRR, AR E
AT A 6T Ak S R AR e T S W A ring 2 1 R — AN B
W, Tkin A, PAR S —A) TR AR — MBI IR
AT, HSE, FRATA AR RARHE G200 A0 ) (15
T AE R SR A W B R T R E B SCA, B PAZAN
BEF I SRR AEE AT RE R, X A A2
f) 2 ERTE S RAC R E SUTTREREFER 1. AR
WO TEBA D KT =M F[14]. [, 1575 7T LA
INFEA], AR, BE-ANTR. flina
FEPAT ] L B “Ladies” ] LAY A 7E & —AMiEE, X
LR RS RO (bR P, BRIE ST 3 S, #B 2/
T FHIE S AL, AT DA R — ML AR, —
AMMETE. 258, KtLadies” 2 FAFNIEE LA L EE
PR T AR AL B A SO AR G (1 S AR, X

— UCHE W0 AR AR ST 1) B A g IR AR B3 A5

3 DhReRLA KIS ERES BT R

ZJG, TEE SN NG R T ThRe S
“TEHE, BhH T AREVEEE M I E IR, B e HE A
185 5 T SCARTEAN RS 58 P 16 5 Sl By szt 1R
EAELThAE. Eefm, Brown A1 Yule miiRHI“i&iE T
BT HEEAE T HRTA47[15]. Taylor Mg if<ifiE
I3 BT A R ) S AT A T [16] . 1X— R
A S TE 2 AT () B FE Rl AIAR 95 32 B2 ) I ThRg s
5, A R A TIREE 5 2 AL SR S 2 1B H 2R EE6]
RETE S %, BOUNFRTEE B0 SO M W TEFRRE:,
MRE TERTE S . ELbREES, EE
DMEBERE, MUERMESHAENER, RAES
EHER S0, Wn] LLE R B XA FEES),
T AT A ME & A DhRREE SOE 5 [17].
DI RERL A 1E T8 43 TR 15 58 ORI & IR B <
FAHIE 5, AT 4540 3 O3 ek i A K FE I
BRZE S, AHAREES RS540, M2
BEASETESHERAS, BsEHEMNEMNMER,
BE RN RIER, WEEIESNIEE, Lt s )z
T -

D RERE A B 15 23 B X ] 4p AP FR g AL, —Fihad
TERIThRE T (form-function analysis), 73 HTiE & ik
1B X (utterance-types meaning), BIHEHEIE 5 1#
FA 8 AR i P AR I SRR, T I8 AR 4 15
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BEMESUIEANEE: 51— M2 iES T (context
analysis), Zr#Tis & Mg 1B AL & L (utterance-token
meaning), RIARHEFRF &I SR HE T S MRk 218 & X
[18]. ERA/Thaertr, FEIET RGEDRETHE, 1HiE
HORRITE & BRI IR R T S I 2 58 R I JE Ak T
A, WS MIMEEThAEE. ABRIhae A &S Thhe 7 il 5 G
FEERIENRGEE R, B XA, DhRe 2
Hal, 1B R RMEA, 1EE S5HtadEn
“TIRE”EENL A WA R o M0 TE S 23 B WK Rl — R 1 2
eSSBS R — 0. MIhREH R HTE S A
A SR SO AR S Y P SE LA bR H Y, A &
Bk 72 o & 45 1) 10 B3R AR 0 k2 28 B B8 v T 5
Jiti o e 4L 22 ThEE . Brown F1 Yule (953 (IFiEHT)
(Discourse Annalysis) &t & =/ Th g 42 AR R AE,
TEIEF MR bRIIRE, FFRHTE S 3 B
PR IhRE: S METhREA BB ThAE, U E e &
MR RIIREFNE B L REDIRE, EEREENMASE
37, ESLEAEY A2 Ok R ) D RE[15]

MNTE S5 T 10 13 1 DU R R TR F A AR
EARPRER R SR L, FER MR E S
R 77 SO P2 AR B A e ARV A [RI B AR, A0 SR
TN B SRR R 5 S . XA &2 AR
TR, REELHES S5HSERCRT
Y, EHYEN IS SRR IEAERT
Hoepii BRSO VEREE R R E S R
RAFERE S ZhRERT, WA BEE S s HE S,
T NA T8 I ) BT EERRIA [V i R [18] . Btz 4,
G AT IR B A R R B R AR A
HR R AER G P IS4, Rl 2722 bR 5B
T IR ). BRI, AW G
53[4]. A 4b, 28k B &M 7T Cethnography of speaking)
FEHE TG B AT E R A, F9KIETE 9 A i A
FEREINAESE, 5 8UR 8 A I B (1) & 15 A A
EEE, SRIAVEE AZhRAE S, RO TS S
R RN AR, R, ke
PSR G EAT O, 38 AR R — ol P S 4 R
TESE R e BE 24 58 18 B AT s A SR M R b S
Sy BT S B R AR IS A R A RR R S, DA AR,
BTl N o el 32 B 6 R OR SE I B H 19
[19]. AP st R EE, MBS H R RTEE 7- 8T )
56 E R B SR BRI SR B R K S A AT
B ) SO TR T B RS
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4 JREMESBREREERSS
BT

W, TR AT E B AR FE TR B IS

“f R TR R R S R S SRR IT AT

AR E A — DRIk, BTE MRS X —
IHTELIANT, E A AT 5T 2 AR S B
MR A JaH MR E RS B AT, S Hrabs
DhREECE B R . 19 4D 70 FEAUS, 1B S
B 22 F A 2 AR St Fe b Xt
TAESBEAR FE R, 1H S A S ARIEE %
R, T RS S AT S AT g TEE L
“UEFAEH P O A A S SEEIE A7), R4
BHAGU R I IRE T, AEREESTE T, AR
TESCAS BRI NG, AN B AR IR S5 m] DAAE AL
AP ST AN IIRE, T A Lo 1R T T S Y A
KB AR LMK, BT RREIER
Ja At IR . BIIRARSE, DR R A2
SERERE P T AR A T IR IR R AR
KA EIFEH -

BBy — Mk 2 SEBB 30, TS 2 st A
TS SR BRANTE. DIREMMKIIETED T
W KA SRR AL, HIEF 522 BIE LK
RAEREN . ZUEME, Frek, iEiE M RS
I JELE ) BT ST A 52 o T E B FLAE AR R R R
Mo AT SO —Frettastie, M FIFAS T
WAL TR F MAAAE, T2 EEE S R Sl U
EER, HEARE T @R, XA S DR A
SRR, FTEL, B S ZIE BN OK R
rARER, HERAAEAENR, KBRS ERN
JEEER X [20] JE S B SOFATINE S ZAMT— A4
FSEHEFR, T2 5 R A XA FSR S R 50 %
O F R, 1B F SR B H R RS
(M, B AT B s 5 A AR S, TR E T
LHBUAR RN A REVESR AT [21] XA SRR
ERBUIRFR, RS AR B
U1K ZRTER], B 5 F T LUEE A Ry BT 2
THREMIIETE, T AME AU R R M IS, [
I AT LA AU 2R Z h BORAT B AR, FRAERU G &
HORFERERIRPE R . BRI, 5 450 3 SR TE 2 Hr okt
(R TE AU T A1 B ARG . B HEh S
H5HEZBMBRZ: et Bua. BRBS

ACSCRiESE =4 B, BiERTT; wfEdiE S
B2, QG ER S A TFERA G L
¥ DL R AL 2 R IR ) Ok RANAS AR 85 M ) 5 1%
ARG FEAL

TEJG G5 SCEB T, IEEP R, e
% Foucault B K, FE X —EREES
M)At . Foucault A, 1B —HIEHE L RS
MRS HA, M2 —HMRE, XHRRERNTER: 2RI
SR ZR 1 JE— R T AR — S BE R s T
[22]. fEXAEN L, HFEAR—/MES 2SS, &2—
Fhdh sk, TEIEEM TS, SR RIS,
FUE IR R E G 7, FEdiE. SESENA
17175 3 o Foucault 475! S ARAL 775 15 18 B A (1A
., B XHIUEA &N SRR RES )G
FITTE BRIE T, & S PR ) 28 B 5 4 2 S5 1 — PR B
AU R B XRS5 @R, i ik & i iE
FTEAT I — R e 2B =, k2, 1HIEERIRITAN
A BRSO AR, R S B RS S A 1 [23]
AR, AR ESEMEEL, SER ERS R R
T . TEE SR VLIRS B MR R KR
WA BT A WEASEg . PEA A R4 H
TIEW, A2 NEA FFERL2 DLa W, ghsr
M4k, ESMASR T AT, WiEH 42
. FTbh, X Foucault EIRAIBURNEEENT T, FHRL
SN, CARCO R TSR EE ER A TR UL, H AR
S 30 EE S B I [ I B R S B R, RIS S5
NEEM. EX—MAT, Mt mn. #aef
SPEEME . AR SR SCARR T DA S A AT ) 32 AR R AN S B
(1, TR TR ST R PR AR B O TR IE AU R AE
T AR NIRRT BRI, RAE 7 [F i)
RS

5 FAREHRE 5K E:

HPEEE BT

BT AU S A U R R A TR — B
WHE A %% H R R S8, IRADXHE, FIRZEEE
PR T S R SO s AR T AN W FTRA, 15 5 2240
AR I 7 DR B Y SO, B AR i i S5 i
(discourse analysis) ™, 1M f& &5 14 3= SR A S 9E
BABEIGHSZEWM, M yaiiBEEie (discourse
theory) ”[24]. 1 H., iEiEHFFT (discourse studies) [1]
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MESPIRH KRB S —H AR XFERRAETIE
W AP NFIEIE DTG T 8 WS
Foucault 7F N I J5 &5 4 £ IFB S, MiFEMEIES
BN 5 ThRE, R SGEEX A SR A, 1515
MG & ot S S AT AR A IR R T .

20 2t 70 4EA0K, L Fowler AMRFEMIE & ¥
S S MU L2 850 S H R S i A2 1 e
B R 2 BOCRI A2 S, I X AR 1 A
PRI IBIE S SR MR, 1H T HiRs
&% (critical linguistics) “HIME&[25]. 20 tH4d 90 4F
KRG, BEZHNESEHEMARRX—ATH], MEE
IIHTES A R A, AL Th R AL A AN S S5 =
SOBARIX P FRE A (15 A A AT, SRS
PAREL A, AT R T HEREE 4 Ceritical discourse
analysis) k. #LFiEIEIFRAESEHTEET &
M, JRUEE T UK, R E S Z 0 &K Mt
SCEREH, RENOGER S SEUT . BIRTES I8
Ry NBIRAFTEELESE, DA & AR Iy
VBSR4 R S GRS A 2 AT A
P, AP AEHEE. AR TPAESIT AN,
MR B 5T 5 . B3R iE 5 A0 IR, 1T A 4 20
B HERA A B4 H 6]

FEHNEVE S BT IR H DTRR 2 L S R HE T =2
22 van Dijko A DGR 32 ORI TE A 15,
RAZ G S50 ST R BT AIES A s B 520,
[ A S T b2 DB 2R R} 2% A5 45 Ak 11
WETCRAR, TR T Ui\ A- 2 i Ay, 80T
MTE 5 SCAS 2 4 B i HE BB R IR T T B AR T
W BAT L NATAEAE 2010 AN 810 % Py A Fof e O D1
B B R IRTEA[26] . FE“TEIE-INFI-4E 2 = M B )
H, CNED BN NI E ORI AR, REE
B AR — M OEES K N ENLE], BE
A HERE T AL 2 i BT L AL A5, Wtk R
MEM S BINESSE, BRI HIX S EE L
BROSFEPNFIRNS, Wik, g1, R PR 4.
Hp, “BIREES Rt 2 0, R — R AR R4
I, HAES SR, R EE . TR AMY
T IBENME N, BRI E A R, A
ACELFE AT 00 5% B T TR AN Sk SRS, AR T
FEBR 5 A2 = XA EE I BT/ A RN PSR . T
PL, S HTeidiE”, g o AramiE st A st i, B
S A — R 1 A A B R etk 2 A B
(¥ 5 83 . van Dijk INAIE & & 2 MBS 11
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ANFZRFE SR, R SCAFIE 58 b i 3RkA5 1
SRR BB AR E,  IXAS O B R AR N 1S O
M. Wy, BEMHEFREMEN K THS
MEIR, KA T XA SER M2 A,
T E B A P R R A A AR E . Uk, BT
BXEAE AT AR, ARRRIEIE S MATESM S
IWHHRAE, 1EN— Rt sL BRI TEIE, A AUE B R
SRS 5 AR R AR [27]

A 2% Ruth Wodak, 5 van Dijk —FE{EHLH)
TG 2R B L, PR i) iE TR
HEATE T A A e N S PRz . % T
A, “UETE T SO R E AL AT AN OE
BEfAF 5 S, AR 14T 3h 748 B AN [ 7 17 1 SE B )
REPTE S, IR @M RN @iy tt o, W 5%
WA DG, I DL ST R IE T S AAESAT
3l . Wodak iz F i iE B 18 (argumentation theory) ”
SRALFR A, 55 A FH B0 3 A SR B A 45 1 iy 44 SRS
BB RS . WIS . W S HEL B 15 F R
W BRALERIR LRI S, X R R LIS R A
PRAC A0 (0 TLIGUAE N o << S0 AR Iy SeiE R ) S
A AR AR S AL, TS I T A L % PSS R (1 7 sk TRk
HAZT A A O B . Wodak $2 i T <= AR
1E#4% (triangulatory approach) “SKSZilEs4mis. P52
Bh BEIR 058 X IGIE DAL BB B AL S FE L. 15
BB L P AR EE M, IEREES
HERZ T AN EZ RN, Wodak 45 H AR
TERS 6 JH 5 PB4 (recontextualization), HRiEE
BICHEERRIES T A W DR . B SRR, I
BRI AN ER: (1) EF AN S IE
5, (2) R, R SIHIEZ H PSS TEE R,
(3) i F AR GHIERF: (4 H5if
B ST DG B E M AL I S P g . TUAN 2
O B AN, WO RN Z W, MO B4 22 51,
B SCARE Ja ey sk Ji,  FE % e A ok (28]

AH—ALEEALE Fairclough, 5 van Dijk F Wodak
— PR HIEE T IR A . van Dijk Al
Wodak HEFESERIZN R SF AR SCA, T Fairclough
R IR R TS SHESE MR R, KR ELE
R E A 2 EEE AT R, T S A AR G ]
T U SRR N B R B A TIE U T 1A s
B, HEH BERBuaHE SN FRENES, wffiE
R, HEF. HEAL SRib. SRR IE SRS R SAR
MM E JTI A TS, 25 B I71AAEE )
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AT, B BIRE) T —BEE AR . S
1. Fairclough T H RIS S T HEZS A B RS &
KT At D 5 2 1 22 Ao B B RR el AR ) B
FERE, X— sl TR, AR AN —
FHET E S THESE . Fairclough 1 2642 H LT
BT =1 FETHESE, AR SCA (text) 7 “IHESE

i (discourse practice ), Fl“ft xS (social practice)’[29] -

AR [ R BT 2B AR SOAS R S S S A T Th e
GIAT, TR S R B R SUAR S A e g B AT
FEAH AR A S BCE . B SR AR,
WHRTEE Z A o, HA, WS FHE
MR, FEEE B TRSE, ph St R B
AERAE SR TR I . e L3S AR SEARU ) 5%
RINEESL YERE. AT S5 TEESLE 2 (R T AFAE FIHHIE SR
%o Jak, Fairclough ¥ = [a] BB XA (style) >\ “if
ERIARE (genre) I =THIAAT[30], J& )UKo HTHE
BEEAT w254 (social events) . “4E4x52E (social
practice) "f:4x%E#) (social structure) M EASIFIZR 1)
SANEIR[3L]. “HeEA R RS B R A BT AT
SRAEMBARER] Ao Rt R AN
18 SIBEA A AR, SR I fE 5 H 2K R AR
—id. AL EE TR I H AR A R,
FRATRE. X =ANZRIA HFF 540 %) (semiotic
moments) *, £ B @M% 1EZ 1H (discursive aspect)
Hr, ek, HAFRR S SRR ERRT Z A58 B
MRS EFRSER, @& T HeE sz, B
HATsh HIL (representation) F1iA[A Cidentification)
PR o A SRR I 2R IEE R (discourse
orders), & HIAFEITEE . AN [F X5 A R BT BT
XA E RIS A (configuration). “SCAS-1% T Szik-4:
2SR = 1a) BE Ay T HE R 3 2 DAL — SR G
BT, “to gt oS- S = R IR TR B
E AR 2 A SCARTEBIR S A2 R B Ak
HEBUAIIAZEIT.

HEPPIEE 2 T S IRAS [F] 2 B FE e T, RS R
PRI S BT R [F] R o van Dijk BRI hreif iE 2 )
WL, BFESE ). BiscAR. Bl DL R
PIFF S IE, B—MmIaiE S RS, oA Nl
B EETEE R IIE T &R Z—, van Dijk (#tPFETE
Sy HTEE VA B AR A AT R AL, R A R
TG AR P2 S AR R AT 0 b, 38 A N 2 T AR
o, B AR SRR, BIANFER S B R ER. B
o 55 E R LK T Fairclough fBES & 2 H L

K AN FIE TR Z A AT 47 568 5 A8 B A2, <3¢
AFRAEAE T I, AR ETEB A E R
S5O, TEE NS ) S e m) 412527, gt FAN R
EHRF 5477, van Dijk FIUETE MR, B
FE #5236 Fairclough (1«30 A B2 - Wodak [ 15 15 A 2
“RiE AL AT A ROBUE S RS S, R
Fairclough, [FIEI 44 T Fairclough 5 van Dijk P35 A%t
“THTE I AR . AR, AATEE IR TR S & A
SRV EERIVE DRV TR S W e P I B A e S
ML MR RR LA G0 FREESCARKE
TN, GBI EE E TR & 4
I, R AT R IR R BIRESU A%
IR SR, #OUETEE AT, AR R RN
WiLYy, BAESEMWESXGEEMSNK, REde R
B, B F R VA2 IR AT A, 1EE 5
MR s, KT W28 S 5200 R E 2 b iR
W R, RSN AL s, ERFRIE
B A JE VR EE AL B DS S O TR SRk AT A AN
BUE[32], IRARRIET SRR, BETE RS Y
FHERLE

6 &b

MG T SO 5 2 9 SR 15 T 2 A
WEE, PIThREML AN 1hiE 2GS, 25
SER T SRR TR R AL SR, R DI S )5
254 SCE SRR E 0 T A AR T At VP U 1 20
XA R AU, S AW R R SIS, WEE
Hr e E o Jot PR T U ) B A 2 — . AR(T AR
BT EAE 7 AT I AR 2B T R (R TR
PRI IR TE BT 2L S AR HEIR S
TR, R IE T — N R E R R A F R
BB AL G N LAASH [ 005 300E OB, AR B AE T8
WS IR T A 2 B TR AN B e R R F], JF
TR FER AR HESL 5 AT A SR 1 T
WEATE D, WRERSIRIEEL, Fit, XimiEMS
AL 5 BV TIR I T 5 0 A B FC A 2 i o
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