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(R H MR : Wik,
WikS5 b)) S

He &HA

AR S Y3 B2 2 — A DA S 35 2 4 thE 5 1) o0 38 3 4 it 7 3%
BHERE, BAAREHREARXHNFHMIYWEERE, BE
WEFEMET CAXEX” BRI, TR R E RS S 6E
M. BFEE S IRERM DI REIE %, DRI AN MTEIE S K&K b
BEHHERZEMEMAMANIBETENOXNE, EF T 3558k 82
BISCTE, BDAMTN BT 46 S8 5 15 5 5 4135 th 5 i 1 28 X 7 56 2R 5% 1h)
TREANMENA EEREES PIEOER. BENESMEMNE
WL 35 AT ) BE ) 2 75 [ 15 5 % 5K Benveniste, {75 20 42 70 4E 1% 3%
Siaih: BT Z BT LA AT RE SR B R A — 1 TS 75 1 O bl i
‘UERARKEECH LN FER, EUERNIEABECER
R WREST, ‘A (ego) MLEW ‘A’ WA, EWHEMRER
ETEFKMEM, BRhAKWIESSMHRER.” (Benveniste, 1971)
X T o ABRAIA . B A . e F R (00 BRI
BAMLSE AN NAT H3hE) SBl = W miE S ER0itie,
Benveniste [i] AT T E WX 1 5 45H (i . 78 Benveniste 2
Ja, XEE ERMEHEITHF RN ¥ E EEH Lyons (1982, 2000)
Langacker ( 1985, 1990, 1999, 2006 ). Traugott ( 1995, 2002,
2004, 2010) . Nuyts (2001). Ikegami (2005). Verhagen (2005) .
Smet & Verstraete (2006) . Iwasaki (2010) %5, 1995 4F i §I#F K 2%
HRsAE H R, D. Stein 1 S. Wright 3 45 19 Subjectivity and Subjectivisation
Linguistic Perspectives — 43 & — A% 8¢ 5L 1 % ] 454 18 32 0044 1 3 W04k 1946
XHE, XA IR E. Finegan S45 T £ WA EWMALBFIE 9 =4
EEGE: RRESREIRNNSIEEEROUMA . 58 EhEE D
P& BB R L . 53R R0 IE E T AL A A A A A
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PURZS F K, BN, Langacker i 3 W B BF 5T R A P T B3R
kT R M SR BRI A RE . E. C. Traugott WoEE T A RE
SLAS Ak B i) BB o 72 3 3 A0 B S 0T A R R R AR R 1A A
b fr B E WA A B AR E B A S R B = 0

1E 2004 4F 18 3¢ From subjectification to intersubjectification X S 2010
4E [ 15 3 Subjectification, intersubjectification and grammaticalization ',
E. C. Traugott #—# % & T b H B, el EMA T M LH
R RBHAE EREREL, B 4 75 V38 A/ AE B XT3 N/
B INEDRAS A S BRI . Bl “lets” VN AN 2
E@E%‘@ﬁli&—**ﬁﬁ%ﬂj%%ﬁﬁﬁ)\ﬁ”ﬁiﬁk?&ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁi%ﬁ
& %, s {5 /A)n “ Let’s take our pills now, Roger. ” ( Traugott,
2004) , ATLLFEH, Traugott Sof 32 B 3 WL B #R 1F J& X Benveniste ZH
E R KR, HiE S R E N FIEE RS 5E AL
i 25 R B R REAE S 7 A B 3 bR N T I AR AE, i B % 35 H % 32 PR
shE CE R MEAESL AR MXE. Nuys (2000) A
FEHRAE AT, A M 40 5 AE 58 O A4 S A FE P9 i — B BT AR AL,
AR L R R T 4R, iR B E W RIS AR
VEE . RFEMCEER F AR A, NRE E . XA E F O R
s BRI A T, MILEDRE, 5 Traugott 7 3% ¥ B9 18 & B X i A A
5 X i A i DX

DL E A SeiE A B WA E B0 BRI 35 B L T Ak R R A 8 SO
Y530 4 bl S B B I8 3C, T A. Verhagen (2005/2007 ) By %
Constructions of Intersubjectivity : Discourse, Syntax, and Communication
( (REEMERBE.: HE. AE5%E)) MWRE—-ALMTBER
B MR, A B H 4 R K2 tH Uk iR, Verhagen 2T =
STk 28 2D IR, BIREE KREINAIE S 2% i 20 42 90
ARG 2k et A e EWAL . A1k 5 58 PR SCE Subjectification,
syntax, and communication, O I 7 4 T 3R S IR IE S T
AT R E 1B 4 AT S R SC M A AN, HAEZJE, Verhagen
BRI A KRR RIS B R, SAINEIE S E M HERB IR T
EE RGP RARMNZE EMMEAT, ®FARKRIES PALEREN
8% ST & M 7E T BE A/ MEH S50 IE A/ B A
PR IAISE 3, T IF ARG 2 MR i A B R . BT EIE S R R
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fIEEE (negation) . /NaJ#ME 4> (clausal complements) | 3% 3 1H]
(connectives) , 5 Traugott A fif X ], Verhagen B 42 #l1 3¢ 1 328 b W F5
ZEPARPRE R E B, MARIES RIS,

R EE, B 1 EETHEBELIREERE B ASN — &
BARE, BLE4BSTAEEKESTHE, £S5 EREGERSS, B
SEHT T LE N A IR R SR T 1A .

F1E: TEFRE—ANIRSHEEEE

501 OB 2C H UL M O uk A EE O RO U B A L HE &
Verhagen B G H T =408 . A 43352 It is not impossible 1 It
is possible fHH.Z5 1%, (BELFRBET AT ENIIRE L AN %7 K
fH2a — At 42 LR B B % KA1 %F A] F The danger is that depleted
uranium is poisonous H1 {4k A /N that depleted uranium is poisonous %
J SR ) 9 T 3 A R TR T B RE A L — B L7 ik 4B % 4537 although
A SR 417 because 75 X 45, X PR SR 36 & 19 7 R AT LA PE A ik
AL, U0 John is not the best candidate because he happens to have a
Ph. D. AT PIR7R “RAEAGI A %00, EA R RERE A
XHEERE A, {EXﬂ’liﬂ??é/%E\ﬁ*EZ!:?ﬁ%Z;ﬂﬁg%, Bl John is not
the best candidate although he happens to have a Ph. D. AA[fEZ 7R “4y
WA LA R AR N R B Rk AR iR, XX
Rt AT WX BARIE . 8 AR A PR A Bk T IR AT A KGE
BREBE, JCHEX R MR, 5515 L WiE S 5 A % i
FERFAEAR, 18 UA R M B AR T of & 00t 52 0 A, T AS 2 3R
SO AR 1S BE B P 7E X, Verhagen A Anscombre F1 Ducrot [ “ W
#AEERIE”  (the theory of argumentativity) H &, INHARKIESKR TH
REAF R DIREZSh, A XAt A AT 4 FIEH ST B, T X
FRINRESRE N EEAM | BN, MRMEThREN RS . Ak,
BREEANMEES S FBELRARS REBEE 0 AW EE. &
BESLG X Tr — A B ZIAT N R ML o TF 2 763X Ff 5 4% G518 15 40 R AR 2
X T R ) B0l B, Verhagen i T MR LR =FMIBESHRM
BRI Rl 7E 5 BT A e A B SR )

AR 24 X Fof %ot 7 55 e HL T SO B A SR n A AR T A KBS R B
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PR 2 TR EBF SR AT R G XA T H A3 Y
R 0F R AR 2 — R ARIEF SRS H I i M4 E R
WM, KRR AEM R TR T A E N, BEEHSAEMNRE
EEILRE % B0 B2 5 Tomasello X 4L &N M HIIL LB, AK
U NTF MY (BERAKESY), BEIALAMEAR
BERBREE S . B, AZEARALTT LAt B i 5 ok
TR, B LGRS MA (AR M T A, A%
SR ERAR AR, AT AR “REIREM”  (intentional
agents), MiHBA “OHEA” (mental agents), X1 fEH A INFIGE
HRBHRTIR AN (WA 2-3 1), ARBEFENERNAER
WA, BRI AR, BEEMIRAERKEE LE2E
ikt o IR BB AR . 5 E2AE K RE I TEA RIS
RHRESHITHEERENMC, EMARBEFSRATE
S, LR LA T AL I R 4 LA — R AR
A, FRBRE A H T B A 5 R AR AN BN N Ab B 3B R TR 0l
Bhsz B RhA G0 Ab B, BDIEOR A K S5 ANBEAT AR
( cognitive coordination) ) fE J1 J& W4 7€ 18 = A8 LAK B, X 2
Verhagen EAEARBHHMZ —,

Anscombre F1 Ducrot ) “ISHEERIE” RHEMA BB — P EEZMH
&, WHEWIAKEERERA CHISHERE, BRI E SRR
HgHE, XREEXKXABHINEE, MREXNEEEANZES W
(WA 10 BT) . filhn:

(1) John is handsome.

(2) But I don’t like him.

(3) But I like him.

S 18 B XAV B S B 0 0K FLE T R SO AT AT, BRE S
Wie 51 TS Z A IE X LR, HULlE AU H &4 “handsome”
—iAa (1) i, RATAREREEE SHMBHAH “John” Z[H
X, MREEE ETFXEMEHRZERERERBEMLEL (1)
5 (2) #EER, 5 (3) HARER, B, BETFRIMNEEHX
fb, “EAEIm” — BT R AFR” M, MREX
UMK BmT MR ‘R AERT RMETIRE B,

®12



“handsome” — 18] {1 & X & & 0G5 A iR 4L A IR BRI BB . XEBWET
“HpECALKERL” (topos, AL topoi) MIMEL:, BMULIE A SWriE AL
BERER, ER—F CBREMNT  (default le), RRE—FF “HIE
VU " (universally valid) BREN] (WA 12 50), BIHA A
Rl SCAb s SN EA AR RSO R, “REE X" J2 Verhagen
FHEMBEFERS - EFEEOBE, BHERETXMILE
A, RGNS B AT A R, TR AR E SN IE. WARBZ
BRPAEBLAR, BLIE A 5 0T G 2R AT A B LK B0 R E B Al
BAR B TA P 5 S HE LA S B . Verhagen AR, B3 B 32 PR AN LA
J2 32 PR XI5 Xt [l — M A b MR i G i, TR T O N B U S N AR
HoAE o] R 40

YER4r#T T2, Verhagen 7E%5 —FEH15| AT Langacker iy “Jfif
¥J#”  (construal configuration) Fl Fauconnier [ “/>HZ5[E]” (mental
spaces) FHif, “iHf#” S Langacker INHIBE P EZEARE, ®RIFAA
F Aty B AN AR R G RN R BB 01, IR R RN T A K
(BFEUIEAMITEN) S EARZE AR RKR . Verhagen 1A
2, Langacker 94 7) % 68 Sz B N 288 00 5 52K A 0 BB O ——#H L [8] 19
IWHIPME, X AT T B0, 30 R A& 4k 32 44 = T Ui 35 A AT
WEAZIE KN PME, 7TLAIFE i, Langacker &V B =M &1k £ 44 40
o] X AR A AL A AT A%, T Verhagen G ) J2 M & 4k 3 44 8] 4 4
BEAT NN 03 4 LA 3k ) X6 HE & Ak 25 1k B0 IR A F- A o X L 2 8 0 N T
Verhagen 7E 45 1 4R B MBI 0 E W01, — Fb A B0 0 BE &4k 3= R 0 2 W
AR RBTREE N TEUM AL S, H—FMER IS EEKZ
B TFERMFROMETTREEAFR (WAF4-500), XFEET
MEEE,. FEREXR (HARWFR A M B HRN), #EAkE
. EERSEEBRBEXRRU L EER (BEIEAN) 5EE (WFEAN)
B A EME R R B A R AR R 5 i 295 RAE SR 40 T
A (AAH7I, K1.2), HTERFENE, FARE -PRELHBS
LESR S iR A h e e A rm, ARRELARBHEAR
. Blan, fTHMERE “Hi” 288 i 5 4% R A 20 4 21k
FEREIHRR, AP EBMEAFEZE, W “BiE" WEXAY K
M EEREm, & “4iFW REX, LR, X FEANE KR K
WE BT, EEEAPREZHERE NN E ORI %
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K2 X R A&k ER)E T . Fauconnier ) “.O>FZ[A]” B R
HARIES B X @ EEEE, &0l LRI b e s L
JIt AN RE M D iy — S ) [, FEAS R TR S e iE . BEE SO
T 2 i) Fe A 3R] 60 0 T 2 i) A AR

W ERENBTHRTEMEREE, RERHAMNE “ETF
i Ff 7" (a usage-based approach) , 5&iHE F MR ETHF
RAENESEHEFFHATERS. B L, XEIANES ¥
EAEEHRMBIEZ —. HTXMRBRE, ABFRIERBEERE T
ERLE (far 2EMIIE) WETMEAMBEMNLH, XA LRIESH
AR ae, BEEEHC RS KRG 7N — 2 EREeF (BiEd
A#E—BOATH) . F & LZREMER R 7 H #7165 K H#w k
7, AAEBBKULIRS .

$2%: BESEERIEH

B2 EMARE EWM L EBEEERIEAME, Leech (1983) 8
1E Principles of Pragmatics — B I8, WA S5EEAMLIL, & EMH
o e 58 25 AN TN () AN T8 g, i DA Y U A N B A A s A T
ARG EAN, A/t T AR E N dr i gy AN, U E A
SE ) 19 e B . %) Ji R R A O 5 B AR O B 1 R ) T R A B A A, B
PLE AN NHIES RN (FTRERUETE A) s ReA A W A AR,
il A A UG AR B X X — A T LA B A, Israel (2004/
2006) NH—DNEHEASEHINTESE, BRI/ A A S FHEE
HH, 5] Strawson (TG R B M B AWM WIER FRAEHE, &
ENE TAERCHER, B “not MEMEEHBREBTNRFBIE;
BOUBKEAN B C 8 A aiL”

Verhagen M2 B EMME T EH L, NHERIES FHEK
WEEFEARXTES SHASESHHE SHAWXLRBE, @
& K T HE S AL K | (A UME Al B, A W B R AL 45 ) T &/
MIELERE . Let alone #X | I HFHRAE T barely 5 almost, X EF &
Fo WIEAMEEMAAFREEWBMWERSWIEAN/EEWER
AR OEEZ T, XA ZS B R T R — @B R AR
323"  (epistemic stance) , Wil N/ #F 17 #E B )5 B2 Hoh— 1,
D 14



W F A s — A, U, Mary is not happy. On the contrary, she is
feeling really depressed. WEXANAFRATESAEXFEREER: “on
the contrary” ZRi I 2 J5 B /ANEEBR AR “EGIN A & %7 HmER, N
F+ 4B R “on the contrary” (Fm “HIR” MEE) FREH? i f#
g BEETF “Mary is not happy” HEIA E A “not” [ T #E A/ BEA
FRETH—AOH25 [ “Mary is happy”, 5 “she is feeling really
depressed” T UM HAEERE “Mary is happy” X —Z%E[H . ML E
B 0Lk A — B¢ T, Mary is unhappy. On the contrary, she is feeling
really depressed. A~ J&—~ B HH) T, % “unhappy” HEM “FH
W s ER T G2 S, TFRARLES 1
OBz, B, AP “on the contrary” WA 5 ZIBK R MO B
., NABHRBMSERE &, TURAFEEEERBESMHIERR
AL R, MESEEEEEEMSAEERFPEMERIE, X
Wk LR B 4 “It is not impossible. » & “It is possible. ” #H
B, HEES AP LIRS,

TE4MHT barely 5 almost i, Verhagen BE TSR
FEMA.  “iBEEH M7 (argumentative orientation/argumentative
direction) F1 “iE#HES1” (argumentative strength) , i RIEAESRAE
WMoy, EERE BB ELES . “barely” 5 “almost” K
BRI AR, “barely” RUEBEEZEWRH N, HMEES
SRR R SE TR B BT W BB AR, “almost” P BLA i FHEINIFR
B E ORISR S5, R EBRR R R AR
FH., A, A F “He barely succeeded. So there is hope that he
make it through next time. ” A&, M%)+ “He almost succeeded. So
there is hope that he make it through next time. T HIBEERN. B,
“no chance” Fl “little chance” HIIEHETT A —3, #RFEMMAE, EIE
s2iE “no” A1 “little” WM FIN%E TS “chance” A XMHEIR T,
BI5FMeH N ES TRi& . 1 “little chance” 5 “a small chance”
W R DT AR AR M, BN TS “chance” A XKML TT I,
AR “little chance” 5 “a small chance” SZFRFTHEHL R A W fEE 2
M) o 33 B U0 B 76 52 1A s b 2 A0 3 R 2 0t S5 R R B IR BHE A K
AR SEENEBEE X, MAREFTPHEERELA LIEH
P Ry HARAE 938 B WA T 6E .
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FESE 2 ke, fEH B4R, N DR =B & EL Y
ﬁ'T’FﬁﬁikiﬁilﬁlE‘Jﬂ\%ﬂmflﬁ*ﬂmﬁwiﬁiﬁmﬁwgﬁi%ﬂlﬁ,
S i AT AT LA S pe— S S BRiE E B . B, % “almost” A B
HBLAE “let alone” MR NI EIE P A NIEEAR; ey )
rh AR P 3 Bk ER A 1A | ¥ 42 1 R HL AR L6 o G 0 08 1D 3 B S AT I
[[) 5, MR “not impossible” | “not unhappy” EAFREMERS
75 T2 A S ) B R Y R R

3%, REHE—ERSUEELRES

o5 3 85 A0 VR 7 Bk A RE PR A AN B AL IR IA LA
B g L MR TR AT AN R AR SR, K B /N FE AR R E AR S
4 1714 1 75 24 4 35 1 18 B 4 A AR R B9 A TR A, OF DARE B TR IR
W A0 S TE . ERIE SR AT AN E M SR TE IR D B . E X B4 T I 5
i o 4] e AT A ST 2 2L i R, “ Bob knew something. ” F1 “Bob
knew that his mother would come back at seven. ” i)+ B A AR §
gEf, ERREXE “knowing” FLFRYHiIR . Verhagen KX A A LI F
0 R 255 T T 0 R R AT 4 FE A S 1 0L T /N A AT LA BRAE AR AL
i 4 A E B H A RE ;. FRE, XFHENE/NVA] (complement clause) I
] ] 26 2 B A — 7 B 06 R B9 0L AR ok A B R SR L B R E
B0 5% 7 B 45 RO A ARAT o

7 38 1 520 B R T AN E /N 7E 1 B 45 R TR M LR IR AR Se ik
v o B BB /D J5 , Verhagen 8 Hi b 2 44 3R 24 % B A LA R T
2 DI R R A Ak 3 A T A BR84SR B A B, g R b A K
9 EEIREAR B HE SR AR RA, TREISIEAAREDN “E
]/ M ME R VA7 (matrix clause/CT-clause) kENTRXES —#
A Ak 3 ek D 3 /N T 2 1 0 A & 4k % R R AT SRR B B IA 0 4B
(A7 5), *EMRELIERAROESAEE LEE, LIES
BRAEMmT ARSELNRRGEE S, B ERRXREARENRRE
PR BB AR L 2 (DA R RO B D FETR S R G R R REL, #IH
e )2 33 7o L A DA 601 RE 7 B9 PR TR AR AIE o 3 EL S UL O R b 2
2 B 3E T 15 G018 vk P B o 2 A IR M ANE/NE, Bltn “ Bob
knew that his mother would come back at seven. ” HLi& F T L& 1BE+
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Bk N4 F R IiE WA E /N, BN “ That he will pass the exam is
obvious. 7 B “It is obvious that he will pass the exam. 7 AR RTE
bR H R F M P R SR By, TS R LA, R T AR S A A B
BT ORT SiEEGRPEAWESLE X STk, AT R
B A B ARl “AT A&k #E " (onstage conceptualizer) o X
Be—k, A EMEEESIETE AN/ RS S e ELE. BRESk
EAMEE AN LIOUME, AL ERNE AR F—AK
# “de¥if4L”  (non-perspectivized) (AR EWmatkE) mb, #b
SRR SIS BT R —RE R, EE B RAKYGE N . B AT B8R
Mo ] s = AFRE, *hiE /N5 M R R R B, B
59 = AFRE9 V0 7T REA 5 T U636 A/FE &, T UL A/PEE R LA
WA TR BT A, A R A Ak Rk H O S E A
BABIME AL E AR RO [, EG, BRI R

F %t 32 ) B 1R B 3 S RS DA R A 22 o R R R A B
Wm0, VEE R “#IRX B R (constructional schema) RE4ME
MWW RME L (AF 101 5T, 135 1), FR@ESN T — 20k
AR (A 138 T), AbT i 4 bl o B A 2 SR G £
AR R, A E B 3 R R R RO R S Bl R
B “PRZSAlEEMIE”  (mental-space builders), “dE AFRI ML
(impersonal perspectivization) J&%b /& #4= i ZE [IE-S2 S S F 0]
/4] Fhia, U0 be due to, see to it, be thanks to, is to be blamed to %,
) e S 2R B R S A ph R SR, /) B i) B 3R R AT LA
RRE T EREAR RS Z R MER, AT S A/ fEE AT
L3 3k 15 1 6 4 A Ak A R ] R A R R B o

FIACH W7 1k B R AN R F 3AT LUK — S8 B F R — K.
Verhagen 7EA< & fP iR 2347 T &40 “What do you think he said?” i) wh-
RBIE (BRI KEZ wh-B31), N ERBER T4 2 FKK
i — 5, A “do you think” 58 id¥f UG A/ BE# B T /I 6 1 78
RHFWMAEAE FREEM. B, BE MRS E SN AT T
“I think it is raining. ” H1 “John thinks it is raining. ” J& F A6 BRI
EHiE, WME R ERE/ATEIEE, REINFRE/REFE (SR
Verhagen, 2008: 324), 7EXFh =T, AR AR AR
LEHY A FRIKARF BT HE? Verhagen 7E A< 45 v $2 t i 22 B 3 W HEHE 52
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WA POKF X B 5 G — K, AR “I think...” &R “John thinks
L ESRIEE SRR -4 ERE, MTIEANRESS - BE
EEZEA B MER LR, AR R ERD, J5ERRITE
N/i8E 5 Ut A 22 18] B A R B A S ) 2 1

FA4E: FiEEEBENAETHEER

o5 4 B R A W 5 vk R TR B A B iR Y 1R R, AR E AT
B AL B A BN /NA) LUE B B AR B B A R S 5t A A B,
EE SR (RIEIFFE R R %1 DS bR e iR B A A A R
ZMEMESER) TURICHER A BZEFERNERRER, H
W ARC BN Z EFER EMK R, BTE 2 Verhagen 14 1 rf
SFERZEE (0 FiE) MRE, FENEMSAEEREZERT (SF
M) KIHRAE; RIZERI T Sweetser “IHIIL” (domain theory) i)
“NZIR” (content domain), JEHEMEI T “TANHRESBE” (epistemic
domain) , ¥ 40, %] F “The water freezes because the temperature is
very low. ” FRnmI 2R A5 B ZE M “EMT KRR, BiERENA
“because” FEWN &M ¥, A F “The temperature is very low
because the water freezes. ” #7578 B2 HE& L F X &K A B [H KR
B EWIRMR, RERE “because” FEINRIES B AL, Verhagen
Xof HE Ay 6 L i B B 00 TE 1R R i S R R R E R S
ik A Z ] R RITHY .

A] ¥ “The house is no less comfortable because it dispenses with air-
conditioning. ” ] UL B f# fy J&/A]F “The house is no less comfortable,
although it dispenses with air-conditioning. ” FJ 7 X X4 4], X ¥t BH (A
RERR SikP ERRZ R A EH UMK R, Verhagen Al Konig
e 3 o 3 T 26 T B 1) T S I R T i R R SR R 5 ik P i
WZE B REAR X F AR, B axt BREARB A E [ ™Ak
ik, Wik X RHA AU EE, ERAHRESERRMIET .
SR Sweetser (1) “ RIS A F @SR X 2SS ShE . #
i A, {BIE @ Verhagen FF ¥t B9 AF £, 4 “but”.
“although” Z AR EEFRANERANRESHERLERBENT
“John failed his exams although he worked hard. 7 5 “ John lounged

D18



around, although he passed his exams. ” 2Z [&] i X %I 9, 33X ¥ B
Sweetser H “SRBHIE” 3 T0 k4 A b B R o 43R A9 AR L
Verhagen I\ NS H E W BIGR — R E 47 9007 7 1, B ATLL
B CRREDTE” . BRSO R A L b A R 5 i 43 1A
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