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BEIEESEU MO EIEE SN
b 3 R T 5 AR S B A WA

iﬂf[,ill $$ 1,2
(1. MR Ll K% APEGE2 B, ILJ8 M 21181652, BRI 48 — P2 JLAL#T X 04, IL98 M AL 211899)

W EAARCARL BN E A TENER NPT X ERABERA ZEREECLMEMNRE , HRXLA . EEA
FERFHAGERCERAHERNE, EMNE SRR, X ERE G TR BA#IL, X E LT 5 88, W Ex
AE Al 3 R B R U GER BE E F BAE KA, MR, M EX T 2R EFERG A EY W, LY
oLy ak, AT R E Wy R K B A AN MR E A0 R e R A 1 A B B R T o ] O A
TEHA WA MK A G RE R B R EE, AP EEEERA Ee, FEN R EFELAER, FEHE A
HWEREN , FELGATELALEE, XUFERERAR T ARNRE LG MERBE,
KER BB ARV EREE TS ER
i E 5 2S5 HO5 MR SRS A X EHS :1674-6414(2023) 04-0092-10

0 3l

il 12

ITAEK , WAL P51 43T ( Critical Discourse Analysis, fij R CDA) (BUATE 5 =LA R BEHR 1
RS ORI 2 | 32 B4 b TR [ A AT U (3 I S, 2017 W 0T VL 45, 20185 iU 4%,
2020) (B4R RE TAEHRA (0. 55871, 2019) FUH I & 5 AN i (BTCTE 45,2019) , [ A X AR TE
A CHETE R ARG [ RS B, AR RO N — D 22 R sg 2L Gk (ki 5 , 2016) |, 7E R b
Eﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ?%*%}i ,ﬁ&lﬁ@jﬁj E@ﬁ%{kﬁﬁ%%ﬁigﬁﬁ , %IE%%”E/‘J;@(E( ﬁﬂ Joutsenvirta et
al. , 2009;Zhu et al. , 2012;Maria, 2014 ; Khosravinik , 2015 ; Al-Tahmazi, 2017) ., & EAb/E N EIGF
U e NSRS IZ U2 — (Beetham, 19915 Coicaud, 2002) , J&BUATT Ry S5 # 4 HAT
SR IE S PEPNE SR A 2 B AR (Cap, 2008) , BTEMIZE“ it A7 X —alRt, B gt A F AT 2 ox
PR R AR A LLX P HOX 2R (van Leeuwen, 2007:93) . LAEZ 5 HAGE Won , 47 0520
BRI S RINGT T, FORZIGE W SRS IA AT O AT S AT Ak (L BOR P e 1E 24k, dE ik
FRrE B, SEAEN — R U M T 58 BAE T B2 et 2547 O, 78 52 34T D 9 & 1
Heyori & HEEZAER, SR Se AR Zieie, 40 7077 (2008) X CDA FZWF5E T k#1717 ik

5 B #7:2023-03-26

EETR LA SRYFAAHFAELERA D EHER P £ 2 RIRT 5 EHEEE S R KB AT L7 (20208]ZDA011) Foix
A IHMRERERTRABEERFT A AL BREZERTSIAFRBRAHE FR” (HH A5 H(2021)13 5) 9H-f
DES B3

EEBEM . A AL, B, hF T L KFIEEF R L AL, TE2ANFEREE S FREGEESFHA,
FH, BRI LRFNRAFFRALHARAE, AR TH—FRILHRE9RBIT, LA FIIFEBES T ZE TR,

51 A& ATCIL, 2540, ARSI LB ) 7 ST ST —— e 26 SRR 51 5 BB % EUBIFSR [ 1] ST SC,2023(4) :92-101.
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P, AR D7 S5 RS 43 8T ( Discourse-Historical Approach, iK% DHA ) 76 & AL SC B 7 i B 48— 2 1Y
PEF, Py DHA DI st A B fif R TE S5 B DI 0 A7, BAT /N LR R I Re L, 2R (2014) 0
TR AT B e T SO AN, 76 b B B BAT A AR A7 1

FE SN2 DHA JFE T REM5E, EAN DHA B8 5250 B S iU s A% £
Y41 (van Leeuwen et al. , 1999; Reisigl et al. , 2001; Wodak, 2001) A% 25k ( Reisigl et al. |
2009) &~ ez [\ g i, DL N T B 508 25 B 0y #1555 19 0F 5T (Wodak et al. , 2009;
Wodak, 2011; Unger, 2013), 2553501, DHA 7E85E R &y 5 i R EEAERH , BLok, B oMz H
DHA & 2 A4 5 2 15 18 10 & 16 Ak, O 52 X035 5 35 80, 5F 8RN 58 % ( Lorenzo-Dus et al. , 2012;
Khosravinik , 2015; Boukala, 2014; Wodak, 2017) 5 PNFBEEA RSN EEAR ( Engstrom et al. | 2015) Y
%4¢, DHA NEGATRIE Tt VARG i BB HESE (A8 55 ,2018) , [l N 2 5 I df L AE 4R 4R | r R
S A S8 A0 N A BOUR T U P R N o 0, B IR S R A BR (2012) kT R0 4% 3 R A
webcorp 73T L G B4 , S B0 I 28 R O B8 3 [ S8 G i) UK, BT HA AR S AN T L
PRIPEH . 25855 (2017) WH5E 1 00 AR PRI & B R 25 T DA R, & BT e A 2 e IR st
B GE W RS R JRE B R KRR EZIE S, %1 (2018) W98 1 3 AR 6 i AT« — 5 — 6 (B LAY
I, S AT IZAB IR 5E )y T 00 FE AR, B Jy i W AR 2 75 I it 30 A SR A/ )N i
(2018) BIFFE 1 26 ) 3 i A o) A BB WS 4 0 2 42 ) 8 1 A ), i SIS [) I S0P A4 o8 okt = 1) 285 JBE A
TEBRZE 5w, 4201 1 A FIE 01 22 FE 3 E A A2

B, DI ST 2 F X DHA SRm% S AR 4R 1] 108 A 38 3k iy s 18 4 4 A an ] S IR 5 18
EALRIRISE . A LERE M EE X DHA ifr 44 R I8 BFIG S SR o WL F 1Y) % %¢ ( Khosravinik,
2015; Boukala, 2014) , ENBFFEHREICHEATLL DHA T 5 50 A AKHE , X SCASHEAT ff 132 (B e
85,2012, TiZg e 45,2016, 2545,2016; #F, 2018 474 2F,2018) . AN, DAFERTSE 20 X 5
BEN ORI A TERE I M A 2, TERNEITE SHOPERRTE 0 145 & ok A 1AL Getit
PRI Br SCA K /D e = 2L PE Y i i, (A5 B0 L e ) (R 46,2014 ) o Hh 36 52 ) BE 45
AW, G ERA T2 TR A RNZIR TR B R Z R M T i AL B AL (BTK 55 ,2018) | 1#
R R BUEET P SR VB LA R X — IR R T I B A TR TR ST . ST L DHA iy BB AR AE
SEETRHEE 1, SR AR 36 TR A X B2 B BE SR T 1 B AL ) JBE, X ISR XU 1 1 2 A 12
(e =2y v

1 IBigtEZR

I3 52T A AT IAE R L VEE 18 A B G R B R e ) 1 A3 2 — SR AN S IR R AW R
22+ {RiK v (Ruth Wodak ) K H: P ATE 53 B B MR S A0 3 SCHE R TR IE iU — B3 R & i e A
AR At 2w AL, LUK ER - A8 (Michel Foucault) | % 7R JE - i % i ( Anthony
Giddens) JZIR/K « £ /K JE ( Pierre Bourdieu ) 25 AR ML HI T 2% & 28 BARTIZ B TE 1%
RIERGELG A TR0, TRIA 50 AR Y AL A A SR T R ME EHE S8, DF9E 30 18 S A 4 il il
FEASERIBRIESC AR I T (discourse ) BUAVERRAE YA 24T S T4 N 3h 2 B9 AR T 1858 9 4527 52
B INHTEB R IR TR RAR T B R . HB S &R % 200 OR R Z R E kS
TR R, DGR AMFE 2y Fhoe R A S Y 7 B IS SRR 2R 40 U B A 5 P e 7

.03 .



PINEEN S 2023 4F56 4 )

YIS K R (Reisigl et al. , 2009:90) . IETHAT AP L 4ERE T M5 T E %€ (1) I EUS AT REZ
HORE S AT ICUH T S A A 1 D SR RN D SR ORISR B (2) JB B IR TR Y P I AR AL, B A N &
JEBLIE(Wodak et al. , 2009:7-8) , &2, DHA REIE 4t 23[R, 455 ik d 4 22 P i 35, BilA
FHOC T S A5 2 IR TR T8 1Y Iy ) i B

DHA J&—Fh =473 Bk 16 Jeif e 4 g 1 i 19 BAR P A sl 2 AT, SRS W 5000 15 SRt , ) 5 45¢
EH TR ER SRS RATE S I BUE K (Reisigl et al. , 2009:93) . IRiE 58Ny 52— Fil
RSB TEREAT IR TS  WIFFE 3 Al AR AR R H AT R, AU A% 7K (Reisigl) Hl
TRIKFE(2009:93-104) 4/ H TORHR AN . Ay 44 SRS TR I SR AEE S P A oRems s AL 55 1L 3
W, i 44 S (nomination strategy ) ;W FE2AT R X4 (BN St ) LGS 8 5iA T sl i 3k i
1y, S A8 LA 7 2Rk R A2 53300 0 N s A LB ) | LU T (0 Bevay % i A
Fema) FHRIE AT RS RY 241 (KL ) 55, IR IB SR (predication strategy ) 8 X #1247 4% |
X (BIG ) VLS GE Re A T s b4 1 T = 67 AT 5 A, SO U8 Z A4, IndRTE
wshial JE AR RO AT G R A FEBCAE . AFIR SR (argumentation strategy ) i 7E1IE W]
AU SHEF R , SEIIE A AL (topoi ) FIB IR HEH (fallacies ) . BEEUH FEIL A, B S5 HEA
FHICHY FEUEMRE B G5 N R S Be s 5 4518 | 19K IK Rk (Wodak , 2001:74) , (454 H
S AREAR NIE E S E L AIE S R MY 52 A0y RS AU il etk
W% 15 FRIMIE L (Wodak , 2001:74-77) , ALK B ( perspectivization strategy ) H FTE T E 17
Rk A SR RIAIERN S 5 B s B R, T EE A o RS, A S 1 S TR A
B35 115, 5RIL55 1L R M (intensification, mitigation strategy ) H FIFE T IR H| 551515 10 5 4N 2 &,
I PRI U T N R EE S A SR A 45 S SCBEIR) A AL 5k SGBSE

2 Rt

2. 1 AR FA

AAHFSE UL DHA SESHESS 38 FH TR REZE XS bE O s, W9 vh 36 J2 I AR 57 5 BE 8 i A vk A
FR) SR R e 5 W) 5 I 1At S D s R R HARERIT AT = [l

(1) H 36 F A4 57 ) B4 1 FE R T A ] S [m)

(2) "3 B A B B R ARG T B v AR I S T X ] 5[] 2

(3) X K [RH5 5 rt s Py s R B A9
2.2 R IEH

ABIFSE 0 v AR AR A CNRIM) (b H ) S S0hR, 36 Rk A (R R BT H
Y (ALY o BRI EERL 1k 5 R 2018 4 3 H 22 HA12019 46 A 29 H ,iX&:H K 2018 4F 3 A
22 H 3 [ELEG R I 25 280 v [l 4 58 77 b R WSO OG B Y 25 ISk, B2 By R — il B & T 2019 4F 6 29
H 36 [E T E 76 H AR ATHY G20 We2s b (LU R HAS G20 W2y ) FEURGA 1L 5 2 AR % P
W, K& AN “trade war/friction” “China” “U. S. ” “ America” , F:UW B 1Z 5} 0] BE N o O 18K 375 Fe Al
TR 154 . TR 1 B0 0G5 8, A #3607 IR 5 ) PR TE R P2 (TR
K ERHE) 57 Ei A ) BRI E TR (FIRR . T E R ) o IAh T 2018 4 12 H 2
H r 35 4 [ 5T 1 76 AR 28 B #0500 B SCRIT S I B G20 W v (DAF I FRFTARAE G20 W4y ) 2847
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TPy PR AR S I TR R IS L AR BT A B B TR DR AR B ST LA R T R U
TERHEAN > R AN A5 G akos P Rl SRR ATHETE R, TUE A AR Y, &2 10 T3], R T 1L
Yo AAFAZK - BRI JEME (Berber-Sardinha) (20007 ) TA 2 BTERHA T H AR TR TLAH AT ok
BREE ™ th R, AR X — R ) A 5E B RS 205 54 T IR I S IRIERHE , WA (4R H
) 5 (AL LI eI Be N ey 56T h 56 52 5 BE A R 41
2.3 AT

AWFFE R TERERIR by v 58 F2 U A i) R 38 15 U LA, 1 O IE R b id it Rk
AL T B FARUR . B8, 18 ] AntConc3. 4. 4 BF AR b SE AN B 5 BE SR TR TE R R Y T
RIS R, JEEERT LU PR R 30 A M3 = A R] | 43 B e A 3 R AR 4% F BRI B
HETXS Fe 28 32 i SR 7 57 B FE 40 o 20 T Y S (W) o AR5 AR B iR R 5 | FE . T R
G BT SEBAAR B gy PE A A A A A S I Ty 207 TR 5[] ARG e M 5 2 DRI 3R 57 ) P 4
X T TGS AT IO, R 3RO TR P R B, WU it 1% R B o JEE A 1 i 44 N “ trade
war” “trade friction” , HAAR AT AT 0E X5 (S G/ Fo4 ) DL RGS RR s AT 8 1 i 44 IR AN ¥5 SOBT
MR TE AL . PR ARPFFERTHE A 42 SRS Y] I Ah i 5 T SE 30 PR GE T RO AW 50 R
AT R G HTIG I SCRE R m) AR 5 KR OB S5 SE BB AR B, PRt AR 5 B
e p SR TS SR AR IS SRS AL A AL e Y S By =X

T DHA #1518 TR WS £ B 2L BAE XNy 1B R R 2K 10 “ trade war/friction” Jif] [l A4 PEAf P 1]
L, AR LA B RIALTE AR OGRS TR AR 32 B0 i e A B Y S
[Fi) e S5 52 ) PR T 1) 5 12 A o WL 1 SR s ) i 2 S 30 T 9 B R DRI iR O =0 8 S
[F] | 3261717 5 90 52 o BE A 1 ) B v Ak, b I BRI S FARBA U | & 8 A MR I =R %38 Uy
ARG T LA RS PR

3 ERSUR

3.1 V£ ZIRBART B FERGEE F AR

F ) 81 R A in) SR G M R B AT R v [ 2 A 5 ) BE A T ) AR AT 4y
M (1) BG83 FEUR G0 v B AR SCBE A 2R | AN 35 90 ] B AR B ) 4, iy EL X4 R 28 B A
JRTE L 5 (2) R rp [ BUR WA 52 5y BE 52 1) 25 BE S it , v [ B O e [l B 28 B2 5 A , 47 L B
Ao R IE R , 5 B 5y BEYEIR TR B U Al 3 D 2 — S 56 I BURFAR o 561 987 e ol 5 R
Bk Xof v 7 A AR DGR, BRANE AR 1E 5 =y 3 B N BTy ARl ™ i 25 52 52 2 BE S RE i), 4%

H1 T A 51 e K — R IR 6 5 2 B R IR) AR L B 0 2 22 e i i), 25 e B g 2,
BB (Baker, 2006:125) o ASHFSEHE— 20 %k o DU HEORHZE HIF 20 A& 4 32 8ER] v 7 7R BT AR EE
G20 WEZHIT Y 20 A~ @ Aiiin) ( Dhae iR B 2h ) . U. S. .trade ,China  war . tariffs \WTO , imports , measures .
countries . protectionism , development , economic , global | world | international , Donald . tariff | multilateral |
interests | cooperation , WO E IR G20 W2 Z 8] 1) 20 A = A 32 iR A7, UL S. | trade . China
cooperation , economic , development . international | countries | consultations , global | interests , world , mutual |
friction , paper . bilateral . frictions ,multilateral ,economy .enterprises, 3¢ J57E MR 4E G20 W2 20 4

.05 .



PINEEN S 2023 4F56 4 )

= A0 B E] A« trade | tariffs | ZTE . Qualcomm . imports , China , deficit , takeover | steel | soybean | panel |
markets  farmers . prices . goods , Australia , inflation , Tesla  bill \million, 3&J7 7E IR G20 &2 2 [E] i) 20
ANE £ R R . U, S. | trade | tariffs | arrest . talks | Meng , economy . truce , China | farmers | imports , farm |
markets | stocks . tariff  corp ,negotiations , goods , steel . rate ,

Hh S A BB A AEARRLZ AL, BRI 2875065 BEAS {5 BRI s A 52 i 1 HR A 41 (E B AN [
G, AEHAE BT T, 3607 R s A Hy T e X6 S s R B AR A% Kok i BR B 2 A LI 36
| SR RS2 B i) A, v 05 48 S TR 4R R o INAE SC B, o R R BRI . FCUK, 368 JE Wi
T, 74 Hh B BE AN AR T b S5 P BN IR ) £, 7 ELS2 i 42 BR 5 B IR R W s i, e i
XA AR Tl T 37 2 5% A B Al it B 52 R, I I vh 5 T BEHEA T IR AT N
5, ThOT HIR LR 1 b X 5 5 BE R A BE S 3 5 0 20K FE e AR T S, A BRI
P IRIFHORGES BARM 4, [ OG22 07 Rt , BT i 22 i W PR 52 A4 5 i 56 5 RAERI AR AE G20
W2 Je B T T H S A S PO URR SRR U SRS A, D G B 5 R SR T H AL
[ 2 3t DX R 52
3.2 P £ ERIERT 5 BHIEE AR L X LR

38 T LR B ) TR TR A0 A Akl it DHA AOTETE RIS SCEL, DUER RIS R 5|
P RESAR B BT B IR TE SR 20 S PRI TR I ICRIE S DA B ) PR
Z R4 o R AR 1 FH A B Al it , 56 0 0 B R S8 [ A B 22 5% i iy A 5, v s e
Xf S8 R BRI R BIAFISZMR , thO7r B T DA AR, S b B B AT B ) R A
WIDHES 55 MR B o s, LA AL SRS XA B S 0 01 P X AR 9 N L A5 Ih TR
FIBH B SR, hIr LA A SRS e i Oy sCLA B S 1 o O R o AR Y S AN 2 0
P, SET7 )45 | i LU 9 B g, i S2 il DR YRR B B 7T B WEJT 1, vh 7 95 | N 51 ) B 4y
JEH M ORI EAAR IHG OB W A BT, £ T 25l HE S N s ORI TR BT T
8 B BOULPE AR S
3.2. 1 PUEKRIA“ trade war/friction” J& B A PEMPE R

FATARAE G20 M2, FLEAE Iy i vh g PR T A possible | avoid , outcome , massive fears |
hurt . full-blown | destructive  lose-lose , uncertainties , impacts | loss | full-scale | global | concern | escalating
potential .damaging effects looming, 7£ I3 ] SL B0 7E 3E T iRk b A9 3 14 1R AT« prolonged | impose |
vulnerable | lose-lose game | escalating | fears full-on, reshape ., full-blown , drawn-out . impact , possible |
looming  perils  risking . provoke .bad, 455 .7, U7 WRAR XS 57 5 JBE 4% 10 41 3 #5 fl F 67 1 oA 1 0
L OO P Rt S22 5 ) SR U AR T, SR SR R by 7E 2018 4 3
27 H 3B “ The trade war will only hurt others without necessarily benefiting the US itself. " JiH i 14 15 15
“hurt” XA 18)55 15 “ without necessarily benefiting... ” B, 32 B R 7 AR 5RO EE IR B S Il
HRUFEHADFE S, X L E A SRR REA A FMIE—H, KJ7 2018 4£ 3 A 23 HRIE“A
prolonged trade war could hit growth in the U.S. and derail a nascent global recovery, analysts said. ” &
Sl 4T RS, TE 2510 “ prolonged” R FH 1A 57 5 BE4EZ | VB 1] “ hit” F1 derail " #57 A JH M= 5L A
N Gy BEAEAAVAT i 2 Y 2 5, ) HL IR R B I A 05 . TEMIIR G20 W2 2 ) SE i 7E vh
JTE R PR P RC A | global | potential | eight-month-long . risks , challenges . impact , looming . oppose .
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over devastating , U. S. -triggered , U. S. -provoked . not afraid of | bruising, ending, U. S. -invoked , U. S. -
initiated . cost , end , devastating,, 7F I HH [0] 2L 807 38 77 18 8L A (19 74 4 3R JE 45 « truce | ending | cease |
worry | brutal | resolve | fallout , impact , end | concern | hurting | negotiating , destructive , pummeling | lift the
cloud of , IT/\A>H 15 5 BEH 45 vh S X7 B BEARAR SR TR AR . R J7 740 HoRt 52 5) e
TE SRt ST R Y, WA 1 2607 R S 0 B 0y, 3R W SE 07 R AR I A oA, [R]InE e 1]
T A REETT R TCEAT A E R T % g R A £, P R 2% 7 B BN, O B B PR 4
| FARIEFF RS, SE 7 4R FH “ bratal ” “ destructive ™ 55 £ T 2 XCHE 538 1) 1R VLR T 25 52 5 1,
T A BRI 4 R R, AR E R 12 A 2 H B9 PR RERS R AR E BRI C R . SETTTE 2018 4F 12
H 12 HEF#EF] . “ While the agreement was initially presented as a temporary truce in the trade war,
both sides are pushing for a long-term deal that creates a framework for closer, more stable relations
between the world’ s two biggest economies” , XKL T 377 7 f5 A 6 AR
3.2.2 AHERME

BEE RN TS AR B, GRS AR AR IR — BORTT B B 7 A R E 1 fE K
AT BB YIS SR DU R BB PIAT 5 DA AR i T3 — [ S SO A 4 () 8 74 Hh 397 A 2
1F, PRI AT TR R IR T 3l R i ple 1) R ) 3842 ( Wodak , 2001:75) o DUPERS Rim %5147 R HY R 1E
A5 B B M 7 | b Iy RS Ty Y050 P e B AU Rk L, TN h 57 b JEE e R A5 SR, (R 36 7
BRI HX 2E 1 B By 2 Ui s S, o 5 O O v 36 [ A AR BRZE TR Y RE e, AN 3E U 7E 2018
4 H 8 HARIE T HES] . “A trade war could have massive repercussions, such as posing new challenges
for production of American goods or sparking decline in foreign demand. Even a prolonged threat could
cause some companies to hold off on investment until they have more clarity. ™ 7 UL 3 FE @EAARIA 57 5 BE
XS H BT I RE™ AR B RS, FE A0S 77 it 2R 7 A4 OB A PR A, 5051 TR A0 SR B8 T e
KAV P T BE T 80— 28 A RIEIR B BT 55, P 7 1 2018 4F 3 A 26 H AYRIEHH2E] . “ As the two
largest economies in the world, China and the United States will never benefit from a trade war that may
devastate global economic stability. " 33 {7 H [E| (A5 I 57 D JEE 480 v 56 P (] B2 42 R 48 U5 i L ) AN
FsZma, h SV TS E R R Z 55 KA 23 A — 375 7T BERR IR 4 BRZS U RRUE 19 52 ) b 3R
fito AL SENOT ARG IS U BEE . AN, ThOT IS ] T SRR, R v [ R AR [
DAL AN L 55, B i UL 52 5 g, 40 2018 4 3 H 26 H BY4RIE ; “ It is hardly avoidable for any two
countries to have conflict of interests in doing business, compliance with trade rules and launching dialogue
and exchange of opinions will be the only right way to solve disputes in trade. ” 33 & HH H [E B Xt 57 &) BE 8
S SR ARAT— A ZEAE 52 5y b R A 1 i 1 9 A T B 14, S 5 o W) T R % i A 52
0 75 UL AR TR BR oy it () O — T BB AR ARSI T ST

3.2. 3 B ALskms

ML A SR S B2 S0 EOR IR (BRI YT 5 B A E MR J) A i 75 =0 (45 TR A a4 5|
) B SRR, RO H e said 5 trade war/friction IEFLAYR G147 M HY FE1ESE B, P E T
RERE DS ISR E R BB R AL AR N TR R WA, AN R 2 A SR IAE WS J5 T - DA
BRI, P75 905 | DL B3 i, R DR B8, 20738 5 T T 44 N BT SR U2 M
NE s WA DT R by B8 TR L B vy, 56 07 TRl 5 [ L B sE & o anrh)y 2018 483 1 22 HRk
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iB :“We want no trade war with anyone, but if our hands are forced, we will not quail nor recoil from it.
Therefore, if the day did come when the U. S. took measures to hurt our interests, we will definitely take
firm and necessary countermeasures to safeguard our legitimate interests,” said Hua Chunying,
spokesperson of China’ s Ministry of Foreign Affairs, on Wednesday, iX ¥ 55| H&HE B TETE, 1H
BIRT P AN A H N2 R AU, 2 W1 v [ 0 52 5 BE 48 57 3% 5 % 3 T SR
FEPERIATSEME 3507 2018 AE 4 H 4 H 4RE H #2£5]“ Some analysts predict Beijing will ultimately
yield to U.S. demands because it relies far more heavily on the U. S. market than American businesses
rely on China’s” | [B]325 | FHA B & R AW AS, TH BORIEAMI AT . [RIFEE, SE 57 2019 43 H 4 HE|
HEEE 53 09U A “ For many years, United States officials have said Beijing could use Huawei’ s
telecommunication equipment to spy and disrupt communication network” , 32 Bl & 15 1k 36 E B M 1F £
Tk iz R AR I I i s i LA X85 | IR 48 IS T AR B & 35 AU some analysts”
“United States officials” N, AR T -8 19 7T FE04:
3.3 A8 LB E S

P R R A 57 25 PR A 1 A LR 2 BRI 3 Ak 52 05X D 1 2 5, AR A R £ 1 7 A ) 1
PIESSBOARL Y, BT v T B & O IF A 8 SR b 52 i 5 AT A SRR RO & (ARt 45,
2014) o CANRM) Crb i H A0 (/R T H ) (A 294y /R A v 28 U R FE A AR R R BE | e
T XO7 BT R BGAE S A E LS . 7 E 7 BT I GE i T 32 B0 Ak 2 BB S 15 O (e ) 25
EZNRAEI  e— B O T B R 2 s ST A A (B EYT, 2011) . R
PRAIE FARA H YA AR SE B A Bn a5 4k, 56 R 2 51 5 @ pRAU I 5 by TR T 18
TP AR TE 5 K AR s o) o e R 3 1 I Ab BEAE v TR Y 2 h 24 JE R P A
WTO J&, 36 FEM P FEE 0T RAE A 9 55 3h s S B R ol , ANLRRAR 1 58 RN A= 16 AR, s s i) 1
WK, IS R E A S S AR TP R BOR UM I, SR, SE RN 2 T 3 Ml g, AR R K24
2 AT G E X292, RIr7E 2018 4F 3 J 28 H [ #RkIE 48 57 b [E A 4% 58 FL I “ fundamentally
unfair to U. S. companies” , JfI-3& J5 B4 T il #8171 A 572 4L M “ The hope that China would develop into
a fair, reciprocal and market-oriented partner for trade and investment” [} s, EEN TR E A
g, SATHI A By AP 2 SCAFBORPGE 1 5 5 BE 45, (HU2 36 [H 58 A 200 F B LA s 52 30 2 452 ] Rt
VPR T ] 22 ol g 2 BEAT: e R R B bl B AR FH Y 24 . ol T G AR 38 2 L 55 3 )
AR FIET R 73 T, A B AT i e 1% 36 5 488 g 7 1 S B R R A 5 11 55 L 2 51 B Ak Bk =2 Tl i R B
R F . IEWNH T 2018 4 3 A 23 HWYHRIE . “For Trump, it is easier to blame other countries for the
US’ s problem and garner votes in the mid-term election, instead of taking the pain to restructure the
country” s economy. ” ¥ [ 2 M 3R 1 56 77 P B2 5 AR AR T IR -t B AL B o I A 1) L T 52
WP SRR RO R 98 B A 2038 4T R, 7E 2018 4F- 3 H 22 H AYHRIEH#E JL“ We are going to
need negotiation involving the US, China, EU and others to try to strengthen the rules and make them work
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agricultural groups welcomed the U. S. -China trade truce but many said they still need a comprehensive
agreement to restore large-scale exports of U.S. crops and meat and lift the fragile farm economy” , X4t
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A Study of Legitimizing Media Discourse from the Perspective of Discourse-
Historical Approach: A Comparative Study of Trade Friction Reporting in

Sino-American Mainstream Media
HU Yuanjiang LI Yan

Abstract: The study will analyze similarities and differences in the legitimation of trade friction discourse in Sino-American
mainstream media using Discourse-Historical Approach based on corpora comparison. Results have indicated that in terms of
theme, both sides introduce basic information and their impacts, with different emphases. U. S. stresses the reason for trade
sanctions is China’ s compulsory technology transfer policy and focuses on the impacts on domestic enterprises. China stresses that
China takes countermeasures as a result of the imposed tariffs, focusing on the negative impacts on both sides and global economy,
and specifies China’ s stance and countermeasures. In terms of realization of legitimation, both sides use negative evaluative
description as predication strategies; as for argumentation strategy, both sides employ topoi of danger and threat, while China also
uses topoi of responsibility; in terms of perspectivization strategy, both sides cite words of senior officials and economic experts,
but the proportion of Chinese direct quotation is much higher than that of U. S. while the proportion of American indirect quotation
is higher; the identity of Chinese quotation is clear while U. S. quotes words of anonymous persons. These similarities and
differences reflect the different political stances and ideologies of the two sides.

Key words : Discourse-Historical Approach; legitimation; media discourse; trade friction
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