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transfer its traditional manufacturing mode which concentrate on providing sports goods to the new mode: lay e—
qual stress on supplying goods service as well as total solution which calls Service-oriented Manufacturing for
the purpose of gaining competitive advantage. The paper bases on the analysis of the value chain of Sporting
Goods Manufacturing and select four companies: Xtep ANTA 361 °© Aperfect as typical cases to analyze
the practical exploration of enterprises by servicization of upstream industry chain downstream industry chain
and servicization of both through upstream and downstream industry chain as well as “out of manufacturing” to
promote servicization in Sporting Goods Manufacturing Industry of Fujian province. On this foundation the pa-
per puts forward suggestions for Sporting Goods Manufacturing of Fujian to cross the “Low—end Locking” and
upgrade the value chain to transform its role from province with huge output of sports goods to province having

powerful sports manufacturing strength.

Two Traditions in Chinese Ancient Rhetoric Thought: Based on the Comparison of the Analects of
Confucius and Guiguzi

HUO Si-tong

Abstract: The article has made the preliminary comparison between “Guiguzi” and the “Analects of Con—

fucius” of the Confucian school based on three aspects of rhetoric consciousness. The article lists the main

characteristics of the two traditions and discusses the significant value of the existence of the two traditions for

rhetorical practice and rhetoric research today.

A Corpus-based Study of “Mixed metaphor” as a Metalinguistic Comment Elena Semino
Elena. Semino; PAN Hong ZHENG Xian—ran
Abstract: This chapter investigates the use of the expression “mixed metaphor” as a metalinguistic com—
ment in the two-billion-word Oxford English Corpus. T consider the co-text of 141 occurrences of “mixed met—
aphor” in the corpus in order to shed light on the kinds of uses of metaphors that writers opt to explicitly
draw attention to as involving “mixing”. I show how folk understandings of “mixed metaphor” include phe-
nomena that do not correspond to the technical use of the term in the specialist literature and reflect on the
implications of these findings for metaphor theory. Some attention is given to the use of the phrase “mixed
metaphor” in different genres the relevance of grammatical boundaries to perception of “mixing” between
metaphors  and the possible pragmatic motivation for using “mixed metaphor” as a metalinguistic label. The
study broadly confirms the prevailing view that the notion of “mixed metaphor” often involves a negative evalu—
ation of a particular stretch of language and of the speaker/writer who produced it. However in a substantial
minority of cases the phrase is used humorously to point out what are in fact creative witty and highly effec—

tive uses of metaphor.

Multimodal Discourse Analysis in China’ s Academia: An Overview of the Publications with CSSCI
Journals in Latest Decade

PAN Yan-yan LI Zhan-i

Abstract: On the basis of discussing the definition of multimodal discourse the origin the development

and the approaches of multimodal discourse analysis this article reviews the publications with the CSSCI jour—
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nals between 2003 and 2016 and attempts to present an overview of the discipline’ s status quo. Some of the
problems of multimodal discourse analysis are thus detected and its tendency of further development is dis—

cussed. It is hoped that the discussion made herein will provide possible insights for future studies in this

field.

Serialization of Research Questions in Research and WritingsIn Relation to Translation Rhetoric and
Discursive Studies
ZHONG Yong
Abstract: This paper discusses a recent action research investigation into sustainable academic writing
and publishing based on a reflective analysis of 12 peer-reviewed journal articles by the author from 2006 to
2016. The investigation found and reconfirmed that three common strategies can enable sustainable publishing.
They include the formation of a thought roadmap parallel to the evolution of disciplinary theories serialization
of research questions and solutions and going cross—disciplinary and interdisciplinary. In addition the inves—
tigation reflectively identified four personal strategies adopted by the author to publish sustainably. They in-
clude simultaneous engagement in different investigations ethical reuse of research resources and procedures

proactive and continuing learning and incorporating research into one’ s life style.

The Third Kinds Value on Metaphysical Poetry of Eastern Jin Dynasty from the Argument that Sun
Chuo and Xu Xun Who is the Better Person

GE Zhi-wei

Abstract: The history book of Jin Dynasty is contained an argument that Sun Chuo and Xu Xun Who is

the better person. Based on the material analysis we know that the attention on literary creation has become a

new fashion aesthetic chant scholar group of the Eastern Jin dynasty. Lan-ting poems which is representative of

the poetry in that era is popularly embodied in the scholar-bureaucrats’ emphasis on chanting. Eastern Jin

Dynasty metaphysical poem is an important link in the history of medieval poems. It played a more important

role in the process of transformation of medieval poem creation subject from the poor class of WEIJIN times to

the cultural gentry of Southern Dynasties. Attention to the creation of the main class attribute changes or for

the construction of the history of poetry to provide new ideas.

From Micro Space Debris to Fractal Space: the Reconstruction of Postmodern Space and Variations
Spectrum of Aesthetics Discourse
PEI Xuan
Abstract: The fragment and micro characteristics had become dominant representation of space form in the
postmodern context which had affected the subject’ s survival mode and aesthetic experience become a new
theory growing point of contemporary aesthetics and culture research area. Micro space debris generated from
the information revolution of the new media and social media “micro” transmission methods presents the “mi—
cro” narrative text of art aesthetic traits and to “simulacrum” and “picnolepsia” moment and made the

change of postmodern subject” s aesthetic experience and existence idea. And the deep reason is a new round



