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ML, <P B R A — XE R EE F S0 kxR A AR aPSMRGE B B 64 7515 Kk B SME A%
P H)iEE R IR T AR “ PR EEGEA R I AESR” PR EEGET O AMLE, BBETFE
BIEER IATHEM “R BT, 2ELR. BRARFEFVERLH” 4. “BHEEETHTES —X 4%
iR T RS A AL, BR T PRSI EEN IR, WiTT PRSI EEPABARNES S0
PR . X SCEMR B AR A Ao e TP B SRS AT T AT, BRA R @ ey iR, WAMILE G b
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BER T R RGN S ar il Rk Moc 3 S P SR RS
RE R E A @A, & — R KRR
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EAE, EEERT IR EARBE, SRETEAR
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X SEUF AR SR . 2013 45 3 H 17 H, WK
3k E R B 0 3P R A K IR i
Feos RS T oW T BT T B AR RN AT
MIRERE . ASCE LIAIRBEE ik, DOSEEME N
1685, ERGINAEET EEISHESE py o v [ A 11 A
KAV IEIEAT 2307, ) o (B 5 (04 1 8 FRAL EAT WA
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Hh T ) 3 A

SEMR. HIPEE T RATHREE T 20 B
JEE SRR E S ATEAS, o0 AR —Fitt &
S, IR S S RIS, TR AR R
ERG HEBRN I AL . iR IR 5k
@8 (socia constructionism) & BKkAHAK K £,
DRI Ay A 25 R TR R R 4 S I SIS PR o o A R 1 DA B
AR SIS A ) EE (Fairclough, 2006:
18). A RN, KRR 2 NG 3 1A% O
FRIE, B S AR 5 A A B — SO 7R (1)
WGBS, ISR S HM LS (Lock & Strong,
20100, 1 TE AR, FAT e S AN AT e i i v
T ORE ISR ERAT T S, DRI S SRl
AR TR . 1IE 0 Jergensen A1 Philips (2002:
89 FrE, TS TR, EE1E
AT S IS PR A SANAN SR W T PSS AEAE IS, T2
R T IS
BEAEREPPIETE T R R, R IS NI
BT A F S A SIS R 2 ) B, A A
WK, IR IS B AR T T Sk, XL R
A B4 15 T A2 A 4 S 4D D3 S AR A 4 TR 5 A R 25 R 45
) (van Leeuwen, 2008: vii). Fowler (1991: 4) ¥§
o, BB, WA S A,
ARSI RAE o VETEAS 4 s s e sl A A
SR HEEAES IR, E2—MTh, A
PTG VE R A (R AN T SR A TR i AR A2 A0
ST AT T B g3 28 5 (1 R AL 5 2 AF 7R
(Mehan, 1996: 360). ifi & H#H Wi il & REH
MR LEREAT U TR A, ARG BT A 1 i)
W (constructive effects) 42 A [R] 1) ( Fairclough, 2006:
12), [RA 5 T A (1) U7 A s 24 5 AT SR AT
Ko N, AR AR — A2 AR R T 2 A
HE EHRBANEE. RAZAE BRI
8, TR RERAE T AP AR LAl R, TR TE
AR, AR AR 7 2R A R R BOTNT 2 AR R
PR 7R (Mehan, 1996). X, Ak
T R 0 6 AR S SCRH B P T35 VS J ) SR SIS S
Bl A R A B o OB 15 () A 25
TR DTS 1) AR SR ST - )3 AR 1 2% e Sk
MZBF GG, RO 2 I gR B AT IR AN PR A,
HIE 2T DT A K ETE B AR, B s I
B CERBT PR D &% AT B) & AT &AL
(Jackson, 2005: 181; Qian, 2010: 27).
RATNRE S FAE S G ME 2Rt & 301k
THEETETE R gl = SOB A I Bk ST A& I
Red e . RAETIRETE T drk T @M i AR, A
HERRRE R, T B SR A SR ) 57
(Halliday & Matthiessen, 1999: 3, 17). &5 HAHR
LR IR, AL )& FEEROCRIFAZ A

WROMRTT EER, AIIES A sk s
B, 1 DAV TEE R 3 7 S Bl b ) 5 e i G
% (ibid.: xi). XTEF MR, Haliday (2003:
145) fgill, WL T ARLR IS, WExk
Wi T BANEEK:, HRERIMBMER AR &
IR BATE S W 5 TR LSS, TS A2
IRRIMZRTY, SRR KRS Wi, BEIF
AR WL, T S A SIS . Halliday
(2003: 168> FPE 7 A 8 pr g =X Ut B T 1 4 DL
R IE S B, BERAERZNE T ML ET
P HH 11 1) R R Ab S PR TRV 9, ARSI SRR
FRIER B A R B £, U b 73 IR 4GS Y3 1t A
PRI S TE . 3G ReER 2= 5. kR A
FRIE A S S5 P S AP ARG, R LR AL T B
WA U AANTE B HTE S PEE R R IR R
B2, HBEREAEMIELTRE, T E SR i
A E A ER RS P B I .
=. PEFNIEEES

Hh A (B HR R T ISP AR R R, el B T
Et R R T, XA B B SR NI
TEARTRORTEAER . TCIR AR A B 5k i s AN it i 21
RIS R AL R 21 E bs, R E AR R
R P TEE R R . i R I E R,
P E A BE S R TE 2 T, AR — AN A
FHARABITRER S, WA RN T . K
TTE R R REIE S 2 AR T S e, ABs
THREFNTE Fs ThRE 00 43 AT 48 7~ v [E 25 2 an il 1 5 R
G R BV R ) . FRATTIEIR T I PR
WE T R A E A KRS BRSSP &
2B sy, vl 2600 25, 17 MERIFA R O
AFERITE “ SRR BB,

RAUREE SN, EESAR LR MEXR
G st, FRmELMERIhAE. ABRThRERIE RS T Be et
= X% (meaning potential ). Halliday #1 Hasan
(1989: 10) AN, T i 2 A d s AR IS SCELAT,
CPEE T RGBSR M P, TR R TE SRR 4
B, RN SCRE LRSI EEF B, AR5
TR R F HIX = ANE R TE LR G
SEARIN, ST RESR IR B 0 AMTAE B S R i
FREPiIRE, ABRIhREIR MRS RIEPHEH 1
G4y WAL BIMOEESTRIgERE— 2 AR SRR
e, TERTHRETR 2 TE T B A BN ER I Th e
1 B&Thee S5 EBNIEERM

A5 A 1 5 AATTAE B0 S F o (¥ 45 P 26 7 (1 3R
5, MRS ThREAETE VR 2 1 R v R SR .
KPR S e —— B —— B RS TE ek R
IR YL AR S R BCRA IR AE 23T il
VRS, SRR A e R 1R .
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R1 RUEIESN

WRREE| YO | KRR | OB 17| F R

HIRE 111 39 7 1 1

Bk | 69.81% | 24.53% 4.40% | 0.63% | 0.63%

M 1 ATLUE Y, I e o vy R A2 ) e R
(69.81%), HIKZEKRILFE (2453%), LHELFE.
AT PR  RR IR B G. RE iid
TR, hEABRUATE AN B ), B RS
E A AT 2 AT Z AU ISR ). SR
TR — 5 T A SR B o [ A8 A ORI PR, S — T
KU IAEANA R AL 2RI OB R F RN
ATAE ST [ A (R R b R AR R A . A6 Sk
o, WEBEASSEMARILT 9, 1R
MY ORI AR R IR A, IR 3
T IR R s S B, CNRY R RN
JLHIELT 35K, EASSEMAEHILT 10Kk, WK
HIAEREE R, JLR AR R EMIE, 74T
BEMAO. XU hERREARME, ARELZSTI
PEA T g, WRPESRZEE .

2 ANpTiges5h ERREERY

NBRThREFR IR E S T ARG RIS A
KARMThRE, B E MG 5 4 e 2 X R,
Fm N A BEUAT N o ABRIhBEAETEVL 120 1
FEAINAKRRG EARFEEERS . AR
REME, “HA” 12T FRBILH PGP HILT
18, Hi 15 RAUS HFEME, 3KNEMTE. Z
FRIE “FRAT” i 0002 458 o [ 3L = S A P 4 [ 4% e
AR, BILT hARRBEIIA LS, WAkl 7%
S AL, BRI RRIN S, JIF R R eI
AT T RR T, H R AR [ A 1 R
I B o [N TR SE B e L A8 TR AR v T A s
TERRG AR E A IR E A P R T EEMER

AR A VRGP SRS AT ] T S ah i 2

FEASE] “A0” 45, IR “ AW, AR,

CUEPR” M g ARRA B TE N T AS R C
R2 EERESE

AR £ P BEINRE L
HEmER 19 7 5 2

Bkt 57.58% 21.21% 15.15% 6.06%

M2 AR H, RERRRE R SZ)
O MU AR, oAb IR A S A
Byl “HL” FCREIANEE” LLRCE AR g #R R
HA AR & RIE . RIE D BEERTH TN
CELT RN g Gy T 19 R 7 IR, ARIETT R
PEM “BEAANRE” LT 5 IR 452 e A « 37
A FSRAGVBIEREH, FIETHEARSE
I A I g oA, AR L A G
LA ST R AR AR R DGR P N R SEAR AT KA
ArfER BAESR . AR NS, BRkiE R
AW — TR T o E X — 2 s ey 2}
H bR A s 2R R N DG SEI AR AR I R i
3 T A SR A VR A 1 A 5 N R
R A, A E R S A R A
RE W [E 217185 ) 2k
3 ERIRSHEBEREERY

VB R T RE R A SN Th AR AN N B Th R R 2511,
] A W2 35 SR o XAl 1 R A B A A B 52
P o TR IR 5 o AL o 1B I D) 6e
U E# T B 1 DD REAE TS 5 e AL R IE B
R BRI S IE FACPr . T ERATAMETE 454
(040 B 43 A v [ 28 PR UG VB A o B R AS A FR N R 1B S
YRR 2 IMEPEREDNRER R, R MA LN E LT
Bt (Mann & Thompson, 1988), >Jif V- g ks
e FEE A E 1 s,

1 (EERERSHT

ME LRTBVE B e s £ 8L T
BTGk . B i LRI BOk Z R B &
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AR 2

Hh T ) 3 A

EA g ES N K i ISR A RSSEAR %
Drile Bk 145 2 2 sk R, W T EY
TIPSR RS 5. Bk 3-17 5 2 Z 2 b
KR, XS E A 1 2F HAREEAT (R340 30 B AN
REGER. Bk 3~16 tH = IFAIMER T4k (3~6,
7-11, 12~16), AT EZEK. ANRAEABYZTESI
HEA R R A TR . BEIK 17 X B 3~16 3
ITT MGG, BIK 3~16 (=N IE) 4 R 2
(3~6, 7-11, 12~16) I AIEFRI—MIIEFELEH,
RIBE—R 4B LA 8 B (3 BeR 3, 7 Al 12) o
oy, BT HFR RN BTERE (04 4~6, 8~11Fll
13~16) X FBUEBLHEAT T iR . IXFp LHEIE FEAS 1)
— T ER. ARFSEANZHTHTHY, 5
— T EATRIL T LB b 2 (1) 7 2k D R 2 A5 0
Bl o AR L R 53 HT 0 WY v (61 28 1) v Sl ) 28 5 A T
PGS, E A ARG Y K ) T S AR A
RORR SRR, 1 HEA BB B0 4y 2} B ARFIAT
AT
M. RFIEEARFHHED

T MNANERER, #AH B A —
IR A H A%, AR WS P ERARRIA K, AREL
P — A S A S R e BB A SCE AR K B
o A3V (Ernst Bloch) 3 id % AR AEII AR K
PUREQINL T — RS TR % —— AT,
IR AL AR, B AR SEEL AT R R ),
AR NI RR AR AR, T B e A8 A
FREFIAEAR 05, BB SEAE A I — S e
PERIE” (470il, 2013: 49). HEBHSIFBE T
RO DN RARAL AT X H bR BESRZE— A4,
TR B AR AT I AT GRS BAR AR S ) 4 B S IR
o1, F o AR R A A L BB ) (fRik,
2013). MIXANE X EYF, oEA R PR R E
(discourse of the future), {E[AIH} S HA T S P FIEFAR
M.

ISR E s b e T ERER A
5000 ZAEEL AW ST 7 5, Bl T RS R 1
e, M AESCHIED AR T A B K DTk, 4
LTEMR RS H, EHRE 56 MUK, 13 22 A
BRBRA RN, REOPLRS NN}, 2
PAVLRIOERISE K, AL R & 1 RIGER
P, BT, SRR FRATTIL R s (1 B AR
Fe SHLATE RN S BRI
WAL 2 3 AR E R A7 2 Hbr, sE AR IG5
FRE DL A, At S R R TR IR D
NREEAE, BEARVRAAIL T A R E N EIAR, iR
ST AT AT TAMRIE SR P e AL 4t . v [ 45
B A ZR IR 7 S AR EILAE v B A Rz 11 g S PR R
BEISCREE . NS fAEE, P EIETE 7

F AR RO SRS E D ¥ 7 S i T R AT 3 [ 1
SF BOBRARE S — R ARG o P E A AR T2 K
CVRGH LR T A [ 1T 22 AR 4R AN (1 S0 )
S, AR T FRATIL RS 0 BRSO BAT 5B AT IAS
sk e gt EAS 1 A RO EAR (1 %E
g P se (HEL, 2014: 41). THEBTEAR
P AP T B A 5 2 R g N R A . HER
B 9 E T SC TR (R 4 T SCBIARA R 8 53R s 5%
Wl DR ANGEMN T B A, i
FEACE YRR R R B ROE A, R
A S, b B A AL AR AR BRAT A A L A
AR EAR, LR AR, It
)2 AR R EL ML, LR IR AH E R R —2
MK EHEE LS. B, 15— AN eI R
RS, hEBERE K ). RRE XM
5, FEERATE. LA AT B 5 R
JC. BOEHR, 2014: 237). REAIRHUEN T “¥E
W59 A, BRI AR SR, [l IRHB AR T
T CNIRBEE B AR R BRI

A kg ] 5 M N D3 [l B R o A A (R e v
W, EB OISR T Ry, B
MIARI R o A G IR AR, AT (0 S A7
A [E A ] AR s [ A ST PR e A A I
W, WEHEIFZME (Aristotle, 1954) i &35 T Ak
HBURGEER I EENE, BUABURESRBA MM E A
WA, ERFARK, A fEEMI . BUAE
FERMETATI Prae L IARAT Jy . WM, FE3
DI T RRAUREAT BRI . TR AR 1
MRS HbR, e sgmis — A E R KN
AT RFAG . = OEEN, P EBREHE TR —
Fhog R B AR AN EIA R, HAOR R
N RS LR 52 2 1)y B A . IE W Dunmire
(2005: 482-483) i, BUARMETETHIARIITEHRIL
FIEG . FRIEFSEIARN 2 1AM AR
KA FE M N AT A5 B, it ReAont Aok
HIHARE A T M S M IAEIRAT . E 2
{1 AR ) AN AR ILAE H [ A5 VR 2R T R LI Aok
/58-S NERES o B PN R R | =) T BT e
LIV K ERIEAT) AR AR KIEE, <
IR DT —ETCRT, dReAm T B &
MeHE T, 4kt SEPL R A RO AR R N P 4
M5 S3As 217, AW A 4G — O MRSy . R
ARG Sy, AR IERE AR, “H B,
Bile, Barl, —VIEG ARG OIE H R,
CHELTAL S AT I R LAl L, 5125 LR & 4 T AR
AHTHEE”, S F T R A ORI TR . B T XA
PEIARIRE Z 41, PHE I I T RIAAT A IELL
Byl e R B R, W Cakel” LT 5k, “IRER”
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T, “ARWi” 81K, “URZ” TR, “Myk” 5%, Wik
HOREISE T B AR IS B shid F s 25 H)
W, W BT OHILT 19, “A” LT 7K. X
LA FBOMURIL B EEE M ST S AR S, 1
BAEE X E AR AR T IR LT RN
938 F A A (O T 308 T o [N RESE B rp [ A8 14T
Bl H AR AN AT 2 el o
f. &iE

o E A FAR T E H TR SO D7 SR 170 24F
AR RS R R DR o] B S X SRR R . R
FORRE b, E A AR AS B SO SR BB A AT
MRS & RS pl e B OS2 R I R TR B M
(recontextualization). 7EIX— st LA EEB 5T H#H5%
R s AN AdT S BB AR . 1ER

oP ] R R BRI URURD o 3 B S R 5 1 (4
TG, 2013: 48), HEEIX —m R I SRR
O — NS BNIEERT S SRR,
AR T E AR T — AN A 51 450 B R,
ASIUE SR o DR N ISSEAEA I 2 A
i, X AL T P E A RN . A —
AMEERFS, TEB AR E—NETEEIEEGRR,
P E A S E A AU R TS A S . A
MIEP BT R A E K — IR &SRS I
WERHATIE S i FUR R T EZ Wkl —#MA . %t
o AT TR AR R R A T 43T I e B8 O o B0
ER s T E SR E A S T R E
B AL AT S0 r L A R A R R [ T
T A B R ORISR S
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Title: Discourse of the Future: Discursive Construction of Chinese Dream

Author: MIAO Xing-wel

Abstract: Based on discursive constructionism and within the systemic-functional framework, this study makes a
discourse analysis of President Xi’s speech at the closing meeting of the first session of the 12th National People’s
Congress (NPC). The aim of the analysis is to reveal how the Chinese dream is discursively constructed. The analysis of
the discursive construction of the Chinese dream at the ideational, interpersonal and textual levels of language not only
contributes to the understanding of the nature of the Chinese dream, but also provides implications for the construction of
Chinese discourse and the promotion of China’s discourse power.

K ey words: the Chinese dream; discursive construction; discourse of the future; systemic functional linguistics

Title: Chinese Dream and the Construction of Discourse Power: A Case Study of Xinhua News Agency’s Report of
Chinese Dream from a Corpus-based Discourse Approach

Author: LIU Li-hua, MA Jun-jie

Abstract: This study, based on a self-built corpus, examines the news report of Chinese dream, and discusses the
communication of Chinese dream in terms of promoting the discourse power for China. It is found that the discourse
strategies employed by Xinhua News Agency are usually positive self presentation with official characteristics. The paper
further discusses these characteristics and their effects in terms of communication.

K ey words: discourse power; discourse practice; Chinese dream

Title: The Construction of National Identity in Chinese Dream Discourse

Author: ZHANG Lei

Abstract: The combination of discursive strategies of dissimilation and assimilation constructs and justifies the positive
image of China. The application of pre-modifiers, identifying and attributive relational processes, material processes,
polarity, imperative clauses, modal adverbs, paralleling structures, various reference terms in accordance with varying
contexts throw light on both Chinese dream’s uniqueness. They emphasize China’s unique political virtues, basic
principles of diplomatic policies and its unity with the international world, negate negative conception of China,
constructing a clear national identity that promotes peace, facilitates development and brings benefits to its people and the
whole world.

K ey words: the Chinese dream; identity construction; national identity; relational clause; imperative clause

Title: Chinese Dream in Microblog Discourse from a Systemic Functional Perspective

Author: YU Yang

Abstract: Based on the notion of affiliation in systemic functional linguistics, this paper studies the Chinese dream in
microblog discourse. Applying a corpus-based method, the paper analyzes the meaning of the Chinese dream and the
functions of the Chinese dream discourse, and focuses on the construal of communities and the negotiation of identitiesin
the discourse. The present study develops the framework of affiliation in systemic functional linguistics, gives new ideas
to the study of community and identity, and provides a linguistic perspective for the study of the Chinese dream and
microblog discourse.

Key words: systemic functional linguistics; affiliation; the Chinese dream; microblog; community; identity



