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"Discourse": Its Meanings and Their Chinese Translations

TIAN Hai-long, CHENG Ling-ling

(Tianjin University of Commerce, Tianjin300134, China)

Abstract: "Discourse" as an academic term has various meanings in different disciplines. Even within one
discipline such as linguistics it is defined differently by different scholars. This paper discusses these meanings
and their Chinese translations. It is proposed that "discourse" be translated in Chinese as "pianzhang", "huayu",

"yanyu" and "yupian" respectively according its various meanings.

Key words. "discourse"; "pianzhang"; "huayu"; "yanyu"; "yupian"



