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student “Zoufan” on her two microblog accounts, three months before her suicide. Ana-
lytical framework included Kupferberg’s (2012) realis and irrealis worlds,and DSM diag-
nostic standards for depression disorder (2013). It was found that “Zoufan” had repeat-
edly expressed her depression, suicidal tendencies, and ambivalent desires for life and
death. Common discourse features included 1) the overlapping between the realis and ir-
realis worlds, 2) decontextualized and fragmented expressions; 3) content in agreement
with diagnostic features of the depression disorder;4) frequent use of metaphors and ima-
ges of death. In addition,differences are found between the more public account and the
more private one. For example, the expression of suicidal tendencies is more obscure in
the public oneand more direct in the private one. The study has implications for discourse
research related to crisis identification and the practice of crisis intervention.

Key Words:suicide;discourse;microblog;crisis identification;crisis intervention

A Study on Interruption in Doctor-patient-companion Communication,p. 56. YANG Zi & LI
Yang

A quantitative study was made on the frequency and type distribution of interruption
made respectively by the three parties in an accompanied medical consultation in China.
The classification of interruption into cooperative ones and intrusive ones is further de-
veloped in this study. It is found that 1) interruption made by the doctor takes the highest
proportion, with no significant difference between the interruption to the patient’s turns
and that to the companion’s,and the top three interruption types employed are floor-tak-
ing,topic-change and clarification;2) the companion’s interruption frequency is slightly
higher than the patient’s,and they both interrupt the doctor significantly more than they
interrupt each other. They impose intrusive interruption mostly on the doctor while the
most [requently employed type on each other is cooperative interruption, esp. assistance.
The study shows that,the doctor is the favored party in the power relation in the accom-
panied medical consultation in China,and he mainly interrupts for the purpose of manag-
ing the topics,proceedings and the length of the conversation. The patient and the com-
panion have similar conversation agendas and both interrupt mainly to negotiate with the
doctor to adjust conversation proceedings or to assist each other in presenting ideas clear-
ly to the doctor. When negotiating with the doctor,the companion is more aggressive than
the patient.
Key Words: Accompanied medical consultation; triadic communication; conversation a-

nalysis;cooperative interruption;intrusive interruption

Technologization of Discourse and Legitimization of Power: Exploring the Legitimization of
Power in a Medical TV Interview,p. 65. ZHAO Peng

Discourse and power relations,as key topics in critical discourse analysis,are normal-
ly explored in terms of power being reproduced and challenged in discourse. As a comple-
mentary to this trend,this paper investigates the way power is legitimized and accepted.

The data analyzed are from a TV interview program, and the theory is Fairclough’s



(2010) account of “technologization of discourse” and “hegemony”. Observing such dis-
course technologies as interview, teaching, medical enquiry, and genre hybridity, which
are designed and deployed by discourse technologists (e. g. experts and the TV grogram
hostess) , we find that the experts bring their medical expertise into the field of mass
media,in which new discourse conventions are formed,and new power relations legitima-
ted. It is then argued that the technologization of expert discourse brings legitimation to
the expert power and makes it recognized by the mass,and also,in this case, guarantees
the good effect of this TV program in advertising the medicine. This argument is more
helpful than other researches (e. g. Moberg 2018) in understanding the function and
mechanism of the technologization of discourse in legitimating the technologists’ power.
Key Words: technologization of discourse; discourse hybridity; legitimization of power;

critical discourse analysis

The Effects of Pre-and During-Task Time Condition on the Video-prompted L2 Writing Per-
formance,p. 76. LI Jiu & WANG Jianhua

As a dimension of task complexity,time condition exerts great influence on the writ-
ing performance. Based on the Cognition Hypothesis and Trade-off Hypothesis and by the
method of video-prompted writing-test and questionnaires, the study explores the effects
of pre-task planning time and during-task time restraint condition on L2 writing perform-
ance. 100 subjects from four experimental groups participated in the study. Independent
T-test shows that pre-task planning time significantly improves the content pertinence
and lexical variety, while during-task time restraint condition only remarkably affects
content pertinence;however, there is no interaction between these two time conditions.
The findings can provide references for L2 writing teaching and test.
Key Words: L2 writing; planning time; time-restraint condition; Cognition Hypothesis;

Trade-off Hypothesis

Processing English Compounds Between Chinese-English Learners with Different Proficien-
cies,p. 86. YU Qing ping & TIAN Xiaorun

Research on the processing of compounds-an important component of polymorphe-
mic words-helps to explore how human brains process multiple lexical information. How-
ever,such research is very limited and has not examined the influence of L2 proficiency.
This study explores how Chinese learners with high/low English proficiencies process
English compounds by carrying a repeated lexical decision task. The experiment shows
that both high and low groups use a multi-route model to process compounds. But there
are also differences between them. For the low group,compound word is activated after
the left constituent,but before the right constituent. The right constituent isn’t activated
fully. Familiarity effect appears in the left constituent and transparency effect appears in
the right constituent. For the high group,the compound transparency effect emerges at
the very beginning of processing and strengthens after the recognition of the compound.

The right constituent is activated fully. Familiarity effect and transparency effect both
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