2022 4 1 H 48 B 3E (WA Jan. , 2022
F38E 1 Foreign Language and Literature ( bimonthly) Vol.38  No. 1

E RS ZIEERARTEZNAREES

kA ik 2rE
(1P RS APEEER, IR F 8 2661005 2. i BUNE K% BB, LR HE 276826
3. VLORIRTE R 2 AR AR R, TLOR IR 221116)
W E AR EENESNE, T E WS ZEE ARG R AR E T AT, AT E AR
X EA HEUE BELMURERERRE T AN LR 2R R TRARAREFELEREEELN .7 ER
ARTYLEURENEFRARTHERARDEFR, KRR T RARAR T ENL R0, BN ETIHRXENE W
BNEE 0 R AT R 7 R,
KBR: ZBEHN AR TR BB BT
i E 45 FES . H319 XHERARERD A NEHS:1674-6414(2022)01-0145-08

1981 4E Kasper 7F H. 18 3 “Pragmatic Aspects in Interlanguage” 518 FH 24 5 15 ARG, 2 T
“interlanguage pragmatics” A, H T interlanguage™ 75 [F AT A [A] B BHIE , DRI TR A /R H A i iR
FH% TR A R PR T 22 55 2 D DUE X N R TR . TR, R B 2 1Y %7 (Rose, 2005 ; Locastro,
2011 319-344; Ren, 2011)f# [ Second Language Pragmatics B, [2 Pragmatics i3, K" 1818 2" 7F
WITIRBE) iz 82 . IR BTE B 48 h >) B AR S PR 58 rh v R 2ol 2 SCRIAS A 1 H b
RS BIRE S (FHKF-, 20065 0BT, 2014) , HAZ 2Pk S ShaS PEXT WS T A4 T B A 2R, 75 EAT 5T
BB TS , IR T AR s . HAT, [F A A0 iR IFE T i4E T — 28480,
{H R GERTERLIZSURBUR Y SCRRE D TR A H B A B8 ST ik BRI 9 S A e D o AR SO B Y 41
PR | SRR I WTFERS G TR AT L M i S SRR HT B IFFE T 125, 5 e DTG [l 9 A — 3 T8 FIE S 7 1219
225 RR AR IO R R DT 1), TR &7 e AT, S 36 il e it 2%

1 SCHER[E

FUAT, [ AT 36 BRI T 38 ARS8 AT R AR 0 (A7 i B, 2011 ) (4807 vk (B IR 4%,
2017) DA Kozt #r (it , 2010) M (1II%6, 2015) Bk FERARs CRpliliiog 55, 2016) YR, [E 5
SRR I IEAE T B A Y B 45 5 P I (Culpeper et al. , 2018) Jf %t i £ B 1 (tele

W5 H #7:2021-05-19
EETE: M RALHF A T ETR P EEEST & 85N kA LEFE (1TAYY023) 6 550 A R
B R, B, b B RS, BTk 8RS AR, L £ T, 2 BT R E R B
W&, B, PRSEEXFIREFRAE, L FEAFH, T 2NFEIRE ERNESTFHAR,
EFRF, B PEEFRFNEAEFFRE LA TRFERFIEAEF RN, AL AT, ERNF G FHR,
SIRER Kok, ik 3, 2 5. 2022 B A SB35 BF 2 7 ik 00 TR B A 911, AP BB R (1) 11454152,
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collaboration ) 3 11 52 b 52 T W AJF 52 Jr 4 A8 ( Cunningham, 2017 ) DL K i AU8UAT 52 05 12 B9 4 Jé 1)
(Taguchi, 2018) /T #R&R . Al UL, EINAMEF N Z BB BT O 8/ T —E RS, NI R T2
AMIEFETT I B ROUUZ 1T, FEAMIFTE W IR AR T R 25 SRk, Pk, H s 5o s 22— IR A
B E NS i AT SCERZ v, X HASGIE— AP RO AR, LR X 2 A5 218 A IA T, SR i B
PSR . T LA AR ASCUAE AR 385 FBESE s | SCHROI IS XS G2, SR 44T X i 26 30k
RIURIBIFE T , BT B [ A b 8 18 AT 58 05 25 19 53 7], TR AAZ 38 HAR 23 FeAT T A JE 75, 90 R D7 18 L
5, T e B iR TR S

2 ERSMZIEERHARFGIENE

2.1 LHk g

ARTCAE Web of Science %0054 (SSCI AT SCI S IEHH TI) A1 FE A1 ( CSSCI SRR I, &4 b Hr 3
5L second language pragmatics [.2 pragmatics I, Interlanguage pragmatics A1 “ “IEIH A" “ A TEEH" “ 3
PFERTE T TRBRE " E ORI TR ZR . AT I0 R F 4 X BOCHE VXS i e i N2 03 BT i , TR BBORR ] 4
Tt 1Y [ P AR e | SCHk SR IS B Es o3 A RIS 80 BE AL 96 =4 D7 TN HTF IR A e b, 8 KR
FAT T I FE N AN S DI S35 7S YRR LA 8 SOy 45 5, 905 IR , SCHRESCER AR A | R T Rl e
VEA SR 4
2.2 xFyb s

XF &I, [ A i 18 SCHE SCIRZS B i e I v B 20 B 7 s LA S AR 0BG 30 55 DU A 7 T
FAERBR 220
2.2.1 Uk

AR SORE SR 73 Ry SSUEWF SR SEUE A S A28 SEUEAT S B Se 2 0 S e i A RS
UE, ARG AT R AR A8 A e a5 AR SRR TS A R A T R G R A B TH RIS, T 2R 5
WF5E 3 1 SRR ST A B AN BRI R i , SO BT SCR AU S5 RPN . Tl N A0 i 5 | Sk b R S
UEFFE 43500 A 23 FERISHES , SUERFFE 5000 R 22 R A1 39 o ARSTUERRFE i [ P e i | SR % 244, SETEF
FEAE S s | STk b e R R
2.2.2 B i ik

TIREINE R AR T 3 S (AR BRI R B S . O TR i R (RMR)
RS5OSR A RIFEAE I 75 R8s 2R ] DCT (Discourse Completion Test, #5 #h42il120) |
PO 0SSk (verbal veport) (OBRSZEG A5 & T-BoiffG . DN EIZERE FoRF , Bt it n]
G R T RGN ) P

FEISMIFFETF iR R OB SR | RS T A B4 s 27 B v, T B I SEAT 7R OB G ] DCT (41.
38% ) ) 4518 A (34. 48% ) Skt T H 2 # Rk i AN /2 s EAMIFFE TG 6 IS & (%150 (H il (1
) A EOFEAE TR LS (A 11.51% ), fdi Al G SR LSS 58 (i 7..69% ), T I PN s i 5 |
SCHRH I A T LS RIS s R 1) Bt o oA s Bl | SCHiR ) 86. 36% , PN BT i 13. 64%  [E 5k
BB 53.85% , ROAK T EN YA A 5E et b 46.15% , B& = TR,
2.2. 3 Bl sk

SEERTFE R B 734 0 R 5 P o3 Ar R o T AR G 20 A < H oA 0 Bt LB IR AU B, B oA
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KRG Ik s e M A EdE L SCF IR R B, Bl 0 LU SC 4R R 3 5 Il — e B A 4, A
TEPEI AT A IR A 2387 (Niglas, 2010 2205 Bryman, 2015: 635) . 44l L 5E , =R M7 i47 [ A SEIE
I B L5350 < 28 B934T (86.36% ) > RS (9. 09% ) > 1RG50 (4. 55% ) , TEE ShE 97 | SCiik b
FT LA < 5 B 53 HT (53.85% ) > 1RG0 (25.64% ) > e HEI3HT(20.51% ) o AT UL, [ N ST 5 340 O 0
S3AT AR =R B A IR AR AR S T S e AR AT Y L S S T N E PR A
BrANR G HT Y LB RS TN
2.2. 4 {EREERG

R TEIFIE R B A5 BEFE ISR 09 AT Sk el — 3ok , — 38 X0 SEUEAF 58 2 SCH K (Neuman, 2010:188)
A" reliability” “validity” F1* {5 B “ U8 A Z i, FeA 178 B N S SRR SCBR h kAT A JRAESE . 45
R, HA 7SR E N SCHERAN 1155 AR STk 7RO (R 1) o 3K R Wt — 8 X E R0 Ao o ity s A AN
o [RRUERES FE I T Y, MEF AR R S, R S BUR R A 50 B I AR A S R 2 — . [
PR SRR 3 DI UE T FH B I T HAT S8R 1 B2 X DCT Y43 5% ] A9 45 BE R80T (X ik, 20065 X1
ik, 2007 ;X1 2015) , 1 [ 40 SCHR I JE 6T — 35 78 S Braz HI v 0945 80 K2 55 (Rose, 2009 ; Halenko et al. |
2011 ; Allami et al. , 2011 ;Babai Shishavan et al. , 2013 ;Taguchi, 2013; Li, 2014) , ES/MFFEENHEIR L3R
RIS F ACFINAE EEVE T #45 (Tfantidou, 2011;Ren, 2014)
2.3 BFRA I
2.3. 1 [ENAMITFE R 22 s i iR 7 ek i

WA GETTE NS T | SCERAOITSE T (W26 2)  FRT& B, I N AMITSE 5 vk i) 22 e e — e PR B A
TR 32 BoR, R ETEAT RS IR O FE AR AN, N A R | SRR At 3
DG FE I BRI 22 57 o IBHTRR R HIB A AN ) A1 B A B SR R A5 31 1 [ b2 38 B 3 22 G, T i
FHIERS DL KNS (15 35 B ik A S5 DR 3R X 1 FH 8 70 4 Jre 119 5 i 2 (] A I 38 SRR 1) i, R
I —iETE I RE T IIAWEE (Al Eik, 2007 ;32 547, 20124574, 2015 ) 7E3R IR A SCIERFFE 9 Jy T 1 A
TSR . T UL, A S R | SRR A U A A TSGR )[R, % [ A 5 SR ELARR S B A5 O 1)
O BIFSE 5 B FH 2 A2 T — g sl , AN, 151 Skt AL O B 56 AT S el i 7 o FH B 1 o T3 5
A B T 882% 2] 3 B AU RIE T RE ) J AR D s IA R XU PEAR S5 = O 4, B RTIE A T
S AR AR R TR DRTITAS GE i 1) 465 8 e ki A Ry i 1 5 56 7 =X

x2 BENIZIBEAARTERISL

ElIEEIELS EENCLEEL
FrREA HER) R EA HER)
B #F 13 FIEHA 18
FIEAA 10 e 10
ER TR 8 Bl S 8 2215 5% 7

& B A7 AR 6 A A K 3
BT 2 & 2 R 2
i EWw 2 B R 2

El5h 8 1B 1 R ER 2
A g A 1 0 E W 1
B E Bk 1
P B & 1
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2.3.2 ENITAHAET RN IR R

(1) 2 i B RIS, o S R AF 58 M A BEE SEIEIF 7S 45 ) T AL IS8 (280G, 2013 3CRKDT 4%,
2016) , A FEOMARBE VNI AR S PR 2N, SR FEAMIFTE o ST o 32 5 (HE b2
EZANRE TR — w2 RIT T S8 BiE N C 2R AL, IR E TS 1 R, R PERT TS AR & o
FERIIB IR U R B BT

(2) SHEG R T B AR IE &0, Fn, DCT RS, IR R HUASEAE FL5) T4 il 58 b dg S
DERTESERT AR SMIFSE R 12 R, (B = L5 Sl ) s IR 2 7 S B, 52 380 ] A2 2 Ok B 22 14 J5
BE. ESMITFEC IR RS TR AN LEEE ( Culpeper et al. | 2018) o {H T [ AR H R BRIAPUR AL 475
SEHAA EZA B TR (5 41.38% ), SECHAAIE THA R .

(3) B5 ARSI AR A T s . TR IRE 1 R R F TR W Bl 5 2 R L0 Bl (5304
SRR . OHEE AURA SE R 5 = BT S T, 2R G R T2 2 BHI B STk, A fE
Wdws HAR . SESMIETEE Zo0i=2 R SR m, B B E K2 RSO 5, DT 51 P Z 2R PR,
SR RE S 52 ) TARKRAYHIZ

3 ZEERMRAENERED

T8 0T [ N AR | SCER SR vk R AR, AT R B T B NS iR It s et 907k L3tk S
S, B T ST A R ER S R R o 3k S SR A Y T ik i R B TR XIS T i s

—E AIEPER RSN A, TR S2 SR 5 T s 0 A S Jr gt T 248510 R, FE T SC o Hr fn
S22 ST T IS SCHR 3R [, AR SCHF 3B FAIRGE 5 BB & R shafE TR,
3.1 Bl SR oy ik oA
3. 1.1 EAEAR AR A RO/RRMA R A B = LS H AN

KIILIK , DCT SEAK 5 TS KSR A -4 e b st i D0 AT )32 I FH F 35 9T
Zh, FEEBR RN DR IARE], DCT Joik 2 30 B S22 b i UL 2 SRR I ih 2 pE 3Rk
GRS PR BRI 2R s F , PRI JC Ik B o0 2 ) #0108 PR B AR VR A S R T s (AR 15 L, Rl
(1) FE 2 2] F XA AR BT RE T, A2 A (T 7E LS 1 S5 b 242 X 22 HITR B RE /7 ( Golato, 2003 ;
Bou Franch et al. , 2008) , K., EIAMFFEE - 4h B M EHLEH DCT, IH-45 58 e Mo T2 7™
K& AE R RS MR F AR B SRRtk vR kb DCT (AR 2 o ZR5is F Z R B R ik B st 73 & 4% DCT
(P, SR B35 (4R PE S 5208 AR50 5 7 TR U B S A AT R0k Rh DCT 45 R il B 51
H BB, L REAH AN T, SO ES0AIE , AT DA LS M S ety o) 35 1 iR FH AR 1K BEIRA
Mt 7 HE FBE ) & R L (House, 2018) o ] UL, i BRI T AE 2 D 4 OB 75 % 58 1)
WS SR 578
3. 1.2 B2y L Re g ik 2 4 eI o A Bl

TR R ) R RS 2 FE T AR R NI IA I AIL G 5 A 2 SO P ORI E AR B R A A
AN, W AR 12 B BRI B ™ (2, R LR G ROk FIE 5 2 O FRS N5 s
SRR RIS Z AN EE X A ) B B R e ) kR I RSN IR R O R A S AR
B2, A ReA AR /R S BB AR, SR B AR TERL, R IR TR, AT DA SR A TR
BB SRR i 1818 HIAFSE (Bou Franch et al. , 2008 ) ;.0 FRSCHG W] LU B ERP (S FAHOCHL,) (MRI(3)
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REPEREIAR S SEHORT-Be , it Wil i i, sS4 4 R bR 7 78 F I T R (40 Frank et al. , 2015) ;5057
MR FGETHF-B, LU SRR AR AR, 4 HE ™A% (A B 1 R RO SCIRazEA 707 8 L ZmA% NG 110 BT, AN
REZ W BT e TSI I, I REA AN TS 712 (Yang, 2016) s AT ( emic) #FA HH &, A B s & (5%
18) S 500 TREEVIR A S8 5 RO G Tk WFoe 3 nl AN BOW 88 55 Hi A /NS RIF 5 X 4, | iR
Z\ 7R — 3B 2] F 1B AR R AL (Louw et al. , 20105 Shively, 2013) .
3. 1.3 YA HRe T dr b s —iE 1 HIRE J1 Bl A e

Bl X 3BT RS AR L , 28 T T DG 27 2] 518 FIE 55 0 A5 ) DG 0k FHRE 1 1Y
ARG (Taguchi, 2018) . —iRIEHIE ) K JEIE ¥ ) & 16 & A5 RN RN AL 5 A 2 SO A
BRI LIAH 325 BRI B A e A, ACEE R IR PR R BT 58 A 2 LA /s B8 T RE 0 A AL,
BORBZ 27 48 R DA 58 (Ren, 2015 ; Taguchi, 2018) , AHIFESEHTBow , BRRE ) S HE i
WG 5 5 BN T 28 5 B ESMIERF ST 46. 15% , H R Z HAE 2011 4ELLS , YA
THEAEEZ 2O Z AT
3.2 BB T A
3.2. 1 M HT RN 2 L LT

TIEIENRE I KRR MBS RIS W R S G A I BREE e ) B R E R E AR,
BT RREA B AN A% 45 0 A8 4 5 AT 738 78 BB I BE 1 R B MR 0 vh R 4% T ST (R
IRST B HEAAS R T ZihiB FH AR ) R SR A R Z [ A R AR I R |, 1T LA A A iR e o B e
TiBEAR AT B R B = R R H £51™ W (Taguchi, 2018) o s M4 B R FH 2 R0 5 12
ZRPIRTE R A SRR R , A TSI SR AT 52, T om iR VR A3 BRI AR R A | A 348 58 732 )
filt R e 53, A BT 7053 il e B R 00 R 0 R R A2 4 LA [ Jg 4, DRI T g FH B 8™ (House,
2018) ,
3.2. 2 IRA T EAS B OR 2 1IN AT

SE T RE T A 4 B B i PR S FIB AR AE R B R R B . ZR s F A IR A Tk
RS AMEL, 7800 A5 A BOILE AR RBHGE (BN 55,2017 o IR 7 e RHR 200 — i i
FHBFSR G, A R AR s a2 ) F iR e R R R B E . AE B IR G T
e A T AR 2R A — R, MR ZR A TA NS AL &, i 2B s G 1, LAl g e K Ak
(Creswell, 2003) . HSRIEA T AUHHEATBIEOR 2 2= 10 IA ] (H N E S a9t 5 | SCERmT AR IR G
SYHTAE T8 AR ST H A R T4 TR B B, 5 BRI 5% 3 AN W A2 4 JEL s AR 8 A iy FHAILER, DA
Bl a iR AT,
3.3 2RI 0 A B BT R AE ROE AR IS AR KR

HRES R 2 A 98 T B AT SE PR 5 R 0 T bRk, T W e m R 2 . BRE R
(trustworthiness )t 2 P45 PRI ST AR AR B A ) DCHEDR 22, T HE 2 it F9R 19 % 1] (Harrison et al. |, 2001)
e e VERF S AR R R g T AR 30 5 | R T AL SRR 5 B IR AR R EAR E R 3hn . BT,
FENFOR R, 23T 3 2 FE S MRS I B0 S0 S 8 P L — SO T RT 36 UE 14 55 R FF R 15 ( Whittemore et
al. , 2001 ; Pink et al. , 2013) . 7E#AEZ1, Rose 55 (2020) 42t 1 [FAFCH  E & Hiid KNS5 ShEfdi 4
FRITBL, B, MR AERER AR R Z T A F = AR G
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4 BREEY

BEXTE N 181 RIS e | SCERAF S 5125 10 2 53 LA B2 st 5 7 vk i & e sl FRATIAE 1 IR %)
() SR B DU R S S e 5 ., DS | A2 AR IR AR
4.1 K RINIRIE R 365 7 ik LS

MHTFR E E TR R B i AT, AR AT B IR X, FRATII NIRRT o BT IR A A i
I (holistic ) F1FEA (emic ) S WSCAR “ J@ 47 1% ., [BI& A 07 sl S48 (9 [R) 8, RETR ASZ R0 R A
FEJE T, 2 RSO G ARV  (H B AR TE G R A /N OBUAS (R BCE A R 32 Ok LA R AR 9 235 SR ke = 38k Pk 1Y)
JiBR o o BT RAF A (etic ) JGUU), AR AA I B ARFREE T AT R 1 & A AS i, MRS EANTZ RIS LR
KA M HEEE R, I 207 B RN [l , B $e (5 R T A i AT ie e e B
i PR RO (R ARG 7 s ] P 3 5 TR 3R s X 9 5 S A S s i (AU, 2011) , ERAR —
BRI ABFFA A AR B, T2 E AR ) BAMAE (Creswell, 2003) o B4 LA RN 4T )5 1%
ARG 30T, BEAT DAAHE —F W3, AT ARG 5 IR — 5 A 2, A9 B A i T R AR 5l ) A
Geitortir, XA FE0r 1R RE 32 B BOR 8 2 27 5 1 HESE (House, 2018 ; Taguchi, 2018) , [KIth, BFFE & 5 24
T TSR  THBR AR X A% e B A A AR S B R RIS () AU i PR b e ORI 52 5 5 o
4.2 R G I A g 3G RS FHE RIS

BB PR — EARE R 7 H E1E 5 AT R 2= sy 25 AR R A ), AR —FAEAN R By
B DO (E ST TR AR AR (B, 2007) o R AT TR B G AR R R 22 L
FEIT I AR RN S R m) i, Bk 3R B e P B0 AT SCH R T LA B B AR 0 = L L BRI
PR TE S MR AE , SEER Al SRS = (0B S AT 3 B A RS 7 e iz FHBE 132 BAR K 2y, 3%
E BB R T A B TE— R LEDUE T DL g, Kk, =R B IRn R e s 38
A F R . AR, ZOE R A B SORE” A i HARE T TR AL gt SR L 4R e i 22
PR GRS A T IRESE MEE EEEE 2R TG SR E S EAATERY AR,
TR R R SRR R

ARG e E N A B ST s | SCHR, A T BN A iR TR AR O R R 22 5 8 T iR
WA R IFRARR T BB S ik & e Oy ) JHERRE 5 | & B N RS IR AR 3 1%
SUSHFFE R TTEE ALY
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A Comparative Study of L2 Pragmatics

Research Methods in Domestic and Overseas Studies
ZHANG Tao YANG Lianrui WU Guangting

Abstract: Through a quantitative content analysis of the research methods in the most-cited papers in L2 Pragmatics studies
published in Web of Science (SSCI & SCI journals) and CNKI ( CSSCI journals) , the present study finds that significant differences
are detected between domestic and overseas papers in the types of studies, data collection, data analysis and reliability & validity
tests ; some weak points in 1.2 Pragmatics studies are revealed, such as the overuse of quantitative analysis, epistemological constraint
in methodology and the lack of interdisciplinary awareness. This study also explores the emerging trends in L2 Pragmatics
methodology. All in all, the authors aim to provoke the in-depth thinking of research methods among Chinese researchers and broaden
the methodological horizons in 2 Pragmatics studies in China.
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