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metalinguistic functions are also seldom used, which is common to both the micrologs on
energy and others close to people’s lives. The conclusions on the functional
characteristics of microlog discourse can be made reference to the energy-related
microlog writing under new media environment. The referential, poetic and conative
functions should be strengthened to provide sufficient disclosure, increase the language
vitality and enhance the emotional appeal.

Key words: energy-related official microblog discourse; linguistic poetics; discourse
analysis

The Construction of Energy Security in China’s Policy Discourse

ZHENG Shi-gao

Abstract: Energy security is a central concept in the domain of energy and a fundamental
policy objective for our country. Defining energy security is a reflection of energy
practice as well as a discursive construction of energy reality. This paper follows China’s
energy strategy with a focus on the interaction between energy security discourse and
energy practice in China. A survey of official discursive construction of energy security
within a period of 2007-2016 demonstrates the conceptual evolution of energy security.
The paper also explores a feasible transdisciplinary interface between energy research
and discourse study.

Key words: energy security; discourse study; conceptualization

The Geography of Signage: Remaking the Meaning System of Discourse in Place
DAI Hui & OU YANG Hu-hua

Abstract: The analysis of discourses has currently shifted from text, multimodality,
hypermodality to social action as mediational means. Meanwhile, the research on
discursive geographic orientation and the interaction between texts and their material
world has become the major concern of linguistic landscape, which shows little interest
in large, macroscopic semiotic systems in the concrete geography. This paper throws a
geosemiotics light on languages/signs in place by scrutinizing the philosophy, outlining
its evolutionary path to provide a tentative framework for the research on public texts. A
pilot study is conducted to demonstrate the instrumentality of such methodology in light
of the alterations of a traffic sign in reality. The case serves as an exemplar of the
geosemiotic prominence in relation to a sign’s meaning system.

Key words: discourse; geographic orientations; meaning; sign

On the Prominence of the Typological Trait of the Temporality in English

LIU Xiao-lin

Abstract: Based on the studies by Wang Wenbin and the set of criteria of grammatical
category’s prominence advanced by Bhat: grammaticalization, obligatoriness,
pervasiveness and systematicity, this paper aims to testify the typological trait of the
temporality in English from the perspectives of synchrony and diachrony. Most of the
highly grammaticalized devices in English evolve from inflections and words with spatial
meaning and undergone the development from spatiality to temporality. With the fertile
soil of temporality traits, the devices of temporality penetrate into phrases, non-finite
forms, particles and complex sentences to form the sophisticated system of temporality
devices.

Key words: temporality; prominence; grammaticalization; pervasiveness



