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Abstract

In traditional language research of the past, people’s
perception of parenthesis mainly focused on its functions and
semantic classifications. What on earth is parenthesis like, what
language forms does it take, how do these forms exist, why
certain forms can exist in language, what are their primary
forms, and what are their tendencies of development in language
use? Till now, few people can expound these questions wholly
and thoroughly.

In recent years, the development of linguistic theories,
especially the development of discourse linguistics, has provided
new perspective for us to comprehend this language phenomenon
anew. Corpus linguistics has also equipped this research with a
more powerful research method.

Over a long period of time, language analysis has set

sentence as the upper unit limit, so has been the research on
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parenthesis. Parenthesis has been regarded as a special part of
sentence; parenthesis research methods have mainly been
qualitative instinctive ones, which all failed to make
breakthrough in this research.

Based on language corpus materials, this book explores into
texts with parentheses from the perspective of text analysis,
taking statistic method, especially sampling statistic method, to
present a clear and thorough analysis of parenthesis.

To begin with, the research scope of parenthesis has been
defined and research object has been determined through looking
into various types of parenthesis phenomena. That is, C =,
concrete or semi — concrete structural parenthesis, the typical
kind of parenthesis with homogeneity is to be studied. The
overall formal characteristics have been summed up: relative
concreteness, attachment, and non semantic proposition, and
thereby parenthesis has further been distinguished from words,
phrases, collocations, interpose, connective words, discourse
markers, etc. The author believes that parenthesis is neither
phrase nor word, but a solid language element between word and
phrase.

The value for these solid language elements to exist is
focused on in this book. Therefore, it makes a multi — angle
description and explanation about their internal form of
combination, external grammatical distribution, semantic traits,
pragmatic functions and sources, etc,

The external forms of over 270 parentheses are classified and
described in details in the book, and their common features in

internal form of combination have been discovered, i. e. most
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parentheses display verb quality, their nucleus words are mainly
words like “say”, “see”, “think”, “know” and so on. and most
parentheses involve mainly first or second person, without third
person at all. These tendencies show up in form make it possible
to trace up their origin.

The book also describes the external grammatical
distribution of parenthesis. Based on statistics and analysis of
language materials, initiating from the relationship between core
sentences and parentheses, it describes the external
environment, i. e. grammatical distribution, of parenthesis from
a dynamic perspective and examines from three aspects. First,
according to the closeness in the integration of core sentences and
parentheses, it categorizes parentheses into independent and
bound ones, and primarily generalizes the rules for independent
use of parentheses, Second, according to the functions of
parentheses in core sentences, it categorizes parentheses into
connective and non — connective ones. In core sentences,
connective parentheses play the role of predicting the occurrence
of other elements in texts and strengthen the tie between the two
parts of the core sentences; whereas non—connective parentheses
have no above role. In the research, the author also discovered
that some parentheses have both connective and non— connective
attributes, which provides foundation for studying the
grammaticaliztion of parentheses. Third, it reviews the location
of parentheses in core sentences. Generally speaking, the
position of connective parentheses is fixed, which is named as
locative parentheses. Among them, some lie between the two

parts of core sentences, called rear parentheses; others lie before
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the whole core sentences, called front parentheses. Some non—
connective parentheses are locative, as a small number of
parentheses can only be in the middle of sentences; while most of
them are non— locative and flexible in position, among which,
some have preferable front location in sentences, and some may
take either front or middle locations. Sampling statistics was
made on locations of parentheses to supply evidence in data.

Semantic classification is the key of parenthesis research and
always tends to be divergent. Through much observation of
parentheses with “say” and alike, the author believes the
meaning of parentheses is totally solid and void, which derives
from the void of the nucleus verbs in parentheses. The meanings
of parentheses are much more influenced by language context and
appear to be sort of functional meaning. On this basis, the
function of parentheses by nature is to express language
subjectivity, which leads to the classification of parentheses into
subjective and reciprocal subjective ones, This is the existence
value of parenthesis. All other functions of parenthesis count on
this function. These are what the book emphasizes.

LLanguage phenomena, more accurately speech phenomena,
have both the objective side and the subjective side. Because
speaker actually always coexists with discourse, his subjective
intention, purpose and belief will inevitably stamp on discourse.
The author believes, down to earth, parentheses are a kind of
language elements conveying the subjectivity or interactive
subjectivity of language. They are attached to core sentences
expressing rational meanings (logical meanings) to help them

reinforce, feature and associate the two sides of communication:
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speaker and listener. For “speaker”, he expresses his view,

conveys his emotion, illustrates his standpoint, and comments

&

events through “1” or an “internalized 1”7, For “listener”, in
order to promote communication effect, speaker focuses on
“listener” to achieve mutual interaction; he may remind listener
to pay attention to his words, consult with the listener to make
him accept his view, or conduct a serial of speech acts like
warning, exculpating. confessing, etc.

The author believes that this is the existence value of
parenthesis. That parenthesis has subjective function is an
overall generalization made about the language meaning of
parenthesis, and is also a summary for the past diversified
semantic researches.

From this viewpoint, it can be explained that even if
parentheses do not appear in the middle of sentences they are still
labeled as parenthesis, because these parentheses expressing
subjectivity do not exist on the same level with core sentences
indeed. Core sentences tend to carry rational meaning or logical
propositional meaning, whereas parentheses represent the
existence of “subject speaker”. In this case, the language system
is not linear one— layer structure carrying objective information
and theory., but a dimensional expressive system with two or
more layers conveying objective information and theory and
subjective attitude and emotion simultaneously.

From this viewpoint, it can also be explained why
parentheses with so complex language surface forms still are
categorized into one group. Because the entity form of language

speech can only exist in linear form, language elements
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expressing subjectivity are constantly compacted in speech
contexts. Observing from language surface forms, they are
inserted elements expressing proposition compacted into verbal
phrase, which then in turn are compacted into the so called
“collocation” elements. But no matter how the forms change,
parentheses’ function of expressing subjectivity does not change,
so they belong to one category.

Finally, according to the outstanding features of parentheses
combination forms, the book seeks the origin of parentheses.
The author considers that parenthesis originated from the
grammaticalization of some forms in language. In general, only
when they satisfy the following conditions could they void to
become parenthesis.

1. Subject — predicate structures or verb chain structures
with VP. (Syntactic restriction)

2. Verb should be the ones denoting saying, perceiving, or
thinking. (Semantic restriction)

3. If there is subject, it should be of single first or second
person. (Semantic restriction)

The book investigates into modern Chinese parenthesis from
all sides, defines its nature, describes to depth from form,
grammar and semantics, and makes primary theoretical

illustration.



.
fa

—

e e e e T S T e T e

(o2 " S o B ST SR GC T ST

L2 HwAERIHER -

ﬁ/\lgﬁﬁ?”tﬁﬁ Gre st ensessate sttt tas aenaransearsanraenner nan
%Aiﬁ.m%‘&p&%nﬁ\ﬁﬁ sssessesssencsnnes
1 ﬁ)\iﬁﬂ‘]%%ﬁﬁi\“ P S

3 FEATERGRLIE: o+ sovnss revinss soviass somians vem ons sendns seowun soe
A FHAGERYIE LH G eeeoererrornorrenniniininniiiies e
5 FEHATEHITHEE --voeeveeoovvremernmncmsantsinisnnesistenanene
A 10 A AR 24 oo

zig:h"ﬂgaB{]*ﬂﬁ)‘(......................... T TR TR
A B B LE IR HE oo veoeeveroveesnncens

H . . .
oo o =N — [a—

14
18

. 22
- 27
ove 33

33
33
35

.o 37



