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i
(AT k2 AR 2B, 50 B 650500)
B OB ENEHEL TN A RN EER SRR E R WS WA, KX REA R A S, B R
RSN T ELANHNEE, AN RN T RA R8T ARG IS A3 2B N BA L R E W%
— AR XA B DS A AR M R B B AR R R
SR E DL SRS B R R
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0 3l

A B4 (fictive interaction blend ) J& [HIX I 5 15 H. 80 (115 SoHEHL 5 4 O B2 (1] 1) ] B B T
25U (Pascual ,2002, 2008a, 2008b) . XL A HYRFIRVETE T 78 SLBRIEIE th AR H0OA 3] 15 AR A4 Y
JIT 27 B B Sl 25 KA ARG 7 (%) T WP AR A I o, U R ARL Y S 0 B B A W P b A s 0 BRI
HRAS B S FAET (Pasual 2002 16) o X FRAHG A9 TE TR A AUEAT B TE AR I, 78 H B e 7
PR TR R A8 K FRRbRIe o VEIE 5 SR, XAl B A AE R3S T R T AR R TS TR g A A
B R TE A, HAS — VIR B A NS LI RE . DA SE E 2 R A TSR Al 1 S rh v 4 2
SCAS X E M 1 b T A B 4 1 48 B 3175 ( Pascual , 2002, 2006a, 2006b, 2008a, 2008b; Brandt,2008,
2013 ; Xiang et al. , 2016) B HE 400 B 85 0 AN AR ALTE TR 0935 15 4H UK M (Pasual ,2014) o A SO %
LI R RACH R EWERS , B2 20 R G R R A7 0 518 B3 2B —Fh (1lie, 1999 : 976
Xiang et al. , 2016 ) . T EAAHL, RIEAVERSE TR AU TE R , e B 2 M a5 0 (I35 R T 457k S ALy
W IR M2 5 35 A AR e v HAR BT AR n /S5 0F, A5 BB R TIGE. Prlie
(anchor) FULARBEAAR HH =870 AL AR . — A B3R 3208 8 ORI e — 6 55— ), RIS (3R e
HEFREE R PE R MR % TAEA DL , = i g M 2 (LT AR ) o 38 b R R RS B B 5
HEERHELE AR SCOA R B E B8 A 2B 7 0 Al 1 e 1 e R S B A S 5 R IR 2
M4 — AR BHATER TR E SR SR RS 5 B SRR OB A A B80s R, 115
Al AT XS TET 1R 175 ) 2268 6 DO 2 A e P MR A A B 75 85 4 R PR ) 2R A AR AR A1 e L

1 BHEIERAEINER

WHE  BHE O N—DFHE s R A HARRRE S K5 M7 2, s i 2 Ak T 3L
o R 4E R . WERBRAAEES S FIEARE RIS R, (i T AR AL A R B ECE , BT LUBAT]
L TRV BTN Ry 32 R R D3 =2 (B AN S0 L 3 AT O ) R IR ) o BRI R I8 A ) T 5l

il

Wr#s B #3:2018-09-20
BETE: =444 FA LA F AR TH MBS LFORALSTL (QN016047) = b FEXFHEBHT KT 4k - &
FA RSO RFEREMATL (2015Y132) BBkt & R
EERGN B, &, =Bk EEELEIIT, WL, 2 BN FildniE T 2R,
e 22 .



Bear A S A A BRI T S T T SRS 1) R AT SR e

BRAR R T B E SN 07 A, (5 IR LBl R A WS 15 1 L 3 B AL AL A S I 4544 ((Atkinson et
al. ,1979; Adelsward et al. ,1987) , Goffman(1981. 137) ¥R yH i, fEAHE T 5 28N BE L A &
R T 38U, H B ARAE W 55 =57 (third party ) 9 B PETRIE” (display talk) . RS, F10 A& 2E 12 TE
TEJ7 R Z 813U B3 ( dyadic interaction) , SEFR 22 2 510 B 8138 B5 ( Cotterill ,2003) . HEiE
W H BB ATE RN ST S 58 Z RS AR — 5 5 BRI Mgt B IR SSEHEE W B/ AW 280
R, XRS5 EWTF SRR PR ERS 5E AN, X E SN RER B, H AT
ANJE XS LT A S A e B S e S i . AR, B S R Y REAELT e LA
HSESETETE 1Y H B2 &% (Talmy ,2000) , HAS B2 A& 19

[FRE ARG BN SR BRI — 0 2 5 H Be ™% A TR0 3 ER AR S Th S A = AU
JIW R AB A 5838 O IR, PRI EUR BN 7 e . R, TR At e b AR F5 A T — D7 T A AR 1
REA S0 W I B8 AT PEZ O B Y R] 2 | 3 BB X9 Wb M A5 3 55 PP 220 H oG] 3ok £ 7] 5 i) 24 S8 A0 —
HLEIR s I3 — 5T, 10 X 2 PP 5 — B g S 1] B () BB 2R AT g AT o 0 T, 458 0T O 3% 1 e
PB BT . XAE IBRE D — N BAR T SRR ] & R SE PRI RS 2 5 3 (IERUT ) 5 I IR
“UEWT T B A A AR B DU VPR M N T — 25T B R AC T I . AR SCAr T T RHA TR R T IYiG
R B, 1A A AU Sh 451 A ke R T R 2 5 B3 I SR A S 1R SC PR SBR[l R ATT AR
WISE IS H R A ORIl . 8 3 BEE S0 A9 F AT, A SCE RS T2 B B A Bk T e
NI AR R R N SE 2 A E T 30T , A SN, TEie o3 A i 461 54k 1 WORA J2 T, 3 26 4] - 1Y 2%
TEAA S — 300, JF i — 2R T IR 5 TN T BB B R 5 T 2R e M Sk S A R A
RN ARG B

2 HHEMA:ERM=ARIE

BEETE™ R B EL Sl MU BE T AN B LA 38 T T8 35 98 B8 350 e 2 48 07 O A SGIS R A T B . 2
BUITIAR  BEE O EHEAT v, IE O7 BE TN BE BT, AU AT A A i WL it 5 LAt 1 S I U2 B, o
AT, AR B2 [A] ™ (Normative Space ) SiCBFIE HLBE 9 BLSL 25 (1] (Reality Space) HBEF
AR LU A 2ERAE , (BASCA S ENTA RS 5 E M A e S0t 1, T2 AR D S ik
AT AR . Bl .

(DEF LEEERAGRET —HFF - Rr2: &N T —BRELHGERF-- 7 2: 8
ZREB-THEEFRAEXMFARE - RF 3L BRI oo EF 3BT TEZERRE
------ BRI 4 BMNEBFELE —FERK- EF 4 RERERR T ZMS, Wit -

1 Hp BRE XU PR AL A TS A, SRR T A TAERR IS T (RN S ) BT 25 AR
TEX B LR, W7 A PR L R PE TG 18 3048 X 7 i, 440 718 s BFE 2
o, O S | USRI sl B WERE T, 2% 2T LU R EEA T, (H E S HEZR TR SR 2 1 U B BT 6 ) B
B RRZRE . AR R BT8R4 A CERA R S RS NOT , 1A A7 X RS LR A
(7 ERF 1) 5 AN () 55 T S B 246 S o T i A 1 S A B UCIR 37
2.1 op & X obiB 2 M E 3

AU EL Zh A A X G A 20 K FERE UL =07 23 i RAHE R, S B 1 ARl 55 B A P 25 5
EA LT R G E RS A U R E P A — R R R B A T TR TR RN
FeHE ARZPNFREI SN PR B & S A B FRIE (5 T 2 ,1995) o W5 U I8 O 44 Ja L, W] LA
FEEATRIAL o, M Sz B AR ) T B TR L 45 R Lo Kennedy (2003 ) i IR 3 A1 0 — b fi 29
(aversion) , A HEIE AP (4 6 37 38 (0 X G2 DA F) A2 A 8 A 1) LM, D537 2 152 375 2 2 1)
SR - RER” (1-You relation) o 41

() FZWN, FRABTRENEE, TERBTAME R, RETHRE2. W 2HR—TFHFEEX M

.23 .
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SEAER? MECHAT  EREHAENZ T FHE— T, BEEHR A% IR FTD? !

fBCRE 5 IETERE RIS AT R U A2 AU BB B 8 WA DRk ™ &2 i 2o AR A HROR RS2 IR 2% 1 5
NHIHLES" 3K —8 i, IE DT BE T3 0 SR 17 AHAH” T8RS — ANFR AR SR PRI i 22 I &+ 3O —
P B, XX [F]— X AN [FIFIE 0 H 3, 0 I AS 2 A BB LE e PR 4 HROR R A /8 27 13 2 A= LAY T
WL, T AR AR AS TG B i 2 538 W, I Tl A 722 g READL ) M T 5
2.2 AHEFEG EMEF)

RPN E S AS R BLAE RN 2 1, 0 H 295 Ak pe8E . DL E #2511 [ direct quotation Y, direct reported
speech , A% DRS(Z: W, Holt,1996; Sams,2010) ] 4, Holt(1996: 221)ik Ny . “ HiES|TE 2 A M N AT
PTG TE NG o BN AT DAGE o 25 R AR BB E IR, e Tl A S S A TIE

(3) A Al P9 & 4 947 (0.8 #) "W Wl (0.6 ) IrE! XH EMAHWFR  EHARLKRK,
A R

(HFHRERELELT, AREERBRAFH (LS ) AWM AB)HEAET! RLYLPAK
T B R FEL”

(S)A—nmEmaZEAINLT . (0.9 ) “RIAHJLEM? Rk kX 2 A+, 7RHF Z T8
e e e e R D = P [ O s W R

(O)WEFE: (L2 ARFHIFHNEEFE X PN ARXRZEEREZER W ERAREHHER, AT
AN E W

(MRFTANFERE, A-—REERSEE LAX - IEENRZNEE, RTUTRKRNERES
. (1.4 #) “Ladies and Gentleman, it’ s my husband Vincent Huang. ”

ARG, BT A 0 H IR F AR C A G [ an e (3) rh g ] BRI [ andl (4) sy ok
i I (7) i Ladies and Gentleman” | ;& UL A AR 15 5 FR 10 B 46 (550 A B 6T 130376 5 1) RO AR S P RN s
TRl A7 15 T W AEHEE T b ic & RIE B, anfgi (4) F] (7) g 50 R sh g 5 & %
HAFPRIFIE R B AR B S UORTE " B o BT 1R th 1515 RIS EE” (SPEAKING AS
ATITUDE ) Bariy BAE R 290015 5 4 . AXTTLLRSSTE X B I ETE, X MIE X — @ B B3 7igiE
(B o 3 Ao VA o B R T A5 rh PR e B A5 0 T 8 (0O BDIR S T 32 175 3 R X i e
A et R ECIRAS HEA T F FRIPAG o 8 X AT B S iR R R M AR JF L B iR 3 57
T T AR IE TG A EBHE TS R 57 5, A8 B 118 RIS B B (4 24 8 A f €6 S5 A7 R Y
B BE Dy PR SRR UESS o BT BRI B SR T T R R B 2 E E (IR Th i PER ) B s
M E RS 5 XTS5 EONURIER A i 03l i AR A EE , TR A 38 4o % B Bl ok 7R O R A
P HEA T B IR IEAL
2.3 BLAAMAIE 4] 49 B L B B H b

Wi B 0] ) 2 R UL LB R 5 1) X — R RAE . 4% Chang (1982) 1432, U B ) ) J& T AE AR i B i)
/i) (nonstandard questions) , ZEPIAYZFRIAA “ IEE L[] /A])” (non-genuine questions ) Y g1 [0] ] (fictive/
virtual questions) ( Langacker,1999; Talmy,2000; Pascual 2002, 2006b, 2014 ) . XZ&[a]B]AbriE/ AN E L/
REFLAAY L PRI T TR A 7 A AN S L R 1 i ) SR bR ) ) — ol 17 SoRAR R o DR [R) ) RN 5
ZUEFH G WA R . Xiang & Pascual (2016 ) PA Ay, B0 1 [ 7] J2& 20 205 15 19 T B, SO T 180 T4 3%
MBS (R, T ELA AR B, HEARPAE DA D05 RS2 00 3 A 0 At o 0 I ) ) 8 Ak 3R OG- 13035
TR N AR E . SZIRE A S UL RS i BB i 28 RS- T U R, DT A& 2 T
AR, DASE U AN A —E

(8) FEMEMNIRAE T — W, R A7 BARBEAT A UME RN E S KA T L
EANHF, RARBEFNEEF, RNEERNEE, EERTERCLEZRE,

FEA(8) AT e Ber, U6V ] ) S22 30 R R B ) 4], B TS 0 e R 16 067 B T LA 8 PE R AR 4]
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M, B(8) ERHEMHE WAL A KRB 3o U6 B M n) A o 100 375 35 o BIDRE R I i B A5 e 18
W Ta, #ES] A" (topic-introducing ) Fl“ 5| K& 118387 (argument-prefacing ) [a] 25 (9 H¢ fiF
(Ilie,1999; Xiang et al. ,2016) ,iX 2[R 4)tn Al HH BLAE G 1 55 s P08 AR R A2 & . 1 (8) BT i) bt W
P [R) ] F2 B S 5 TR AR« — D7 T 5 | T AR, 55— DG TR A2 T 2 S5 1He e (K
HEA RS B NIV VE T IRASYR 2R AT AN ] LA A AN TR ME & ) |, Trl R %) 2% 58 WO Bl s 1 i ey v 4 SR T
Koo PRIIL, 6B M) A) HA 3 )

U I (5] 4] 0 i A el 0 0 3 PR 2 T P R A S Y o R, i o [ e AR 1 ) 25
MIZEF R A0, B S 535 A X IEH . WA A B T3 3 R I (inner conversation ) (14 55 W
Ho MW RNIX —IE 1 R BT, W AR R E0Ks 76 O R EARZ R8T, I Ui 25 A &, 76 Sk 1 A e
R KA R AT R T ARAE I8 B — BOW 5 2 iR 26 5 T i T SE B TN A I (Gibbs et al. |
2008 ; Bergen,2005, 2012; Xiang et al. ,2016) , A& i i [ @UAEAL IR 5 B (CIRIE T HH47”) Wi &
BEFL S BT T SR B TRANIR R AN AT AN AT DO A SN [ A AE ) o BEBA MR AR R B« Aid & O3
%3 [H]” (Speaker Space ) F1* Wy A0 B %S [H] 7 ( Audience Space ) X ] i AN [ 247 S8 7 A5 5 W AvB sy
[i]” ( Speaker-Audience Space) A4 5 A [R] AN IERAE o AN RS Y — B0k Sl o &8 3 M2 s 5 2
() XS 1) ) BRASCAUA S IR ), BRI ) 58— 0K R 5 78 1) Z R 52 T 3 7% SR R) il NP — A O 38
Az 1 A SR R AT R s AR N . RN DL, TR 2 AT REHEAT AR 22 0 R A
P Bk At T 327 15 S W R B IR TR A R A T R I o 3t /& Hogan (2013 ) T, 76 & 37k 5 1) 0 5 AL 4L
W LR TR T s AT REREAT R IANERAE , T LAV M R P T 6 ) S B — R B L R T R Y R

MBEHES .
3 EERIBIEAEMSEN—7

REAELZh o HEBR I nT LI N 2 2 53 SN ASHS RS B g, XM S 7 - 4E RIS =
FEH L o boan, e H R AR T, A TSR B RE UL AR 005 E S, sl TRA T Y A B ki) R B R BT A
A, R E TR TR B AR AR o ARIE R BT rh BT TR S O O WL A TE 9 il B A Bk B IR
ifig. Tumer(2002) B 70 Mk & -HOCHh i 7 2R 22 A Z AR A M . b i+ 20
AR IR URULE A SR T, IO, T 2R TR AT O A AR AE R Y M 25 )7 ( Dream Space )
Hi o Turner(2002) 45 H , IX PR G — M AR S A R 57, WL 0 Sy D o f0 e RS s b gl i o
Y5 Mg Z B XHE . Oakley 25:(2008 ) AYAIFTE L 7R 1 4 B Q] 18 26 7L EL AN AR SC A AN [ 7 3
PR EATHER A AR . AREIRT , W BB IETE KL (s Bl IR 6155 %% 2 58S
HEBFH BB

OFENFEHFREDLEF, KA LA, B LV EAELINEN? BFAFLEAR
IREANERELT ALk E MELSLTUART, BRI, A EE K KEH AL
FE A — A PUR R AR ET — T2 E 1,800 F AR T, Ao MHE T 5wt Kk 500 5445 1
HREHGHIBNLET, PHEGENEFRMCER MR, 2 - E TN, H1E 52
NE HREBRNIOQET, X5t RTRNEAZEAER? EX LI AT
FRT W4 %8, RNV ELZAHZHRBR—TEHZ,

B1(9) FPIETT AT Pt — M8 i« 2 D 2 e BROR R TR AN TR B ORI “ IR 1 380 27 fl it —
AR ERBAIRAZ ARG IR — LA 2 s &R 3%, 8 T X —ig s, BT T —41
BARREZEAA TR LB RBA H1(9) B— DR ESBE, B HB S — e g
Bo AEE RS [ BE T BT 8128 B AN [R] AT S8 ML A B8 BAR G 0 i 4 HoAT NSO g 3
TERFIE U FRAY AT ILSE 23] 7 (Present Reality Space ) H1 5 A5 & PR 7 55 HU AR Z A B0 id 5 i 5 =8
[A]” (Past Reality Space) '[85 A A B SR B AT IR —PEWLT . SO0 2 A, BEARFRAT R AR X 4632

<25 .
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FAPEROTT 508 T8 R AN A i S A R 2987 5S84 3K Ff “ 24l 2: Ui 7 (Data As
Speaking) B E M S S RIE R ML S B G Z o TEX — 85 15 s (8] 2 G R I (It 491 v A
#i8) 515 M ASE A HERE A TSR . SR, BRAR IR 2ol 002 LU BRI B AN 7, IR AT LA
R XS — e R b AR S P XS . B PR AT IE B B A X S R R S S A S
b, B SO AR AAT BOR AU, B 5 6 W i i B T 2 A AR R I F SO B35 s | . Bl (9)
L FRATIFIE Y KE 2 UETh " AR A0 BRI B 5 RS TS T A S B A A B, TR U, SR B
TR BAR RS A

W 53— S B sim A il AR T R A 1A S 9 B T B Bk A S B BT 2,
AR BB B IRCR o LA 3R 001, Al i im) U0 Bz 1) IR A B AR R A5 T P B A7
Ko T HIBRG LS B F Y AL R R, BRI BN, AR5 B AR AR gAK@,
JERE TP Z R 5B E X I, AR Z 0 DL A5 A A7, 4 £ i AR 57 f be ey * 4% A= 7 B
7o AR AR Y g B A SO BRI A 7 SURE R B UL BLE Y | S A ) AR 5
AIRCR

(10) B 2. HEREZREB—THEEFAZXFTLAE, REX 2N E TWEE, FHik, KEE
2R E Atk RN AT £, AERARE., REACTESN, XTHWEE, BAELAM
RE L. ARREELRE X RNEFE, AARBELHRE At BREALEAFTLRELRR
FH? RN - EERZE COEE, AR R EERARYE,

B1(10) 1, IET7 2 AHENIUA BT 1 BRIE s 3 IH S0  BOR w2 D, (HOR N AR R TR, A I
FER 1, TCPTEIRAN TR B o 2R A 2 2 1 G M I %o 7 ) 322 R AT 4, A o T 1) 22 e A R
SE RIS T ABERAL . B AN B 00 5 2 0 2 o E B R A S FRATT H R A T v BB Y
CPELTT AR R e A BN AR AR T R R e e X SR RE MRS B T
AR M R A8 07 SR [R5 5% 03 A B RE X AR T o 4T Dy R4 T BT, MRS 3 o XIS 8827 T
SRR FITRI 27 T 2 AN PR B2 P A B el U T A R — S RAAR B A4 MR ORI 7 PR ™ 12 FR 1Y
BEPERUR” B HEAT SR

4 BEEAEMBITRREZR

BHE ICFRARZATF IR LB L LS A U2 B, Coulson & Oakley (2006 ) ¥ #F5 1 — i BIG (H 11,
PHE T BEEHIBEIE " (Voting As Speaking) #845  flATTIA Sy, 126 5572 1R 32 e 248 WRE R AR B8 WL A% 188 4 B
o Sapir(1986: 104) LIk John Doe £ 2515 A SIS AL IA T H2RAG R o SR B Z ] 52
T, 9 M E SR A TR A o B B e, R B i i 2 A R AR R AR T AN A 1
FC . XSRSt afifs 7S U7 AR R ALY RE T o 45 i )4 & PR S T 2 1) 19 5 1R
gy Horb, A SR SCRRIE DT BN RAT B B A D R o 2 A A A ROROR IR 9 WL, Sz 2 AR
TR E AR A IROR RN TR 2, " A5 o ARYE H X5 1 SCAL BRAR , SRRl i 5y i SR B £,
HUBOR , HUBUCR 5 AT AR IS AT o

BEHIL 1 B R ARV B % i P A QR A B A TR, 7 U R A DN 25 ] ™ o, S 9 D A O
(o ABATA SRR R X A RARIIZE I o 38 3k 328 BV B sl e SR O A5, PP 8 B o K 4D 5
TR TTARF RIS . B AT ALHLAT A AR U 8 -5 DA UL L s iy W o e AT T i~ B B
52367 ( Deliberation Reality Space) i, P8 Y e 28 PR SE R AEIX ) LU SR B IR A 75 8 b 2 5 2 B B
ZIRBLE o BEHIMUE , WEH R JOAL A CUd BRE , HURE 1 28 AR & o] JE B3 TR AL IR AR T B A
I, P 5 BT BOULAR A S B B A 0 AT R A . BE T ROIR R RE W] DL B SR Y
o ARSARE S AT DUSIER G . A A DR E B4 0 s (8] P e AR T I BLRCSE TRAT A
g5 BRI DI AU AN R B M AU i AR A A D HE AU kAT, i b 30— b ok A7 12 Y
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Beal R SR SR RS TR AU M SO A i R AR SRt

S T SRR AT SRS

1=
&g

9]

Turner(2002) fJ{ -+ 282 45) Hl Coulson 55 A (2006 ) 1™ #5525 RIS " A8 SR ME S 5 BB 19 3%
OIS AR FE H R BRI RT3 M o AR SOR E AU S I SE B 5 i 50— 454, T
PATE BB S AT WS AT T 0T HEAS B 5 2 A0 HT , vl BEAT B T AT TBRARR X SE P 19 14 I S48 1 LA %
N A LEBE S L ) —SU RS SR SR o WFSE R, of R 00 2l 0 265 (0 DAL D7 7 A 1 S v 0
T2 R, AR T B HE S A SO R LR AR B TR SR R . WE 5 b T 20 A B B 19 5 B et 038 %
FES 5 A LR 5 7 AT AR R BRE B B (AR R BB B Al i 5 PG B B O AL 2
—RIR)Z B =I5 854 o 7 v A Sl SR A0 BRI 37 5 rh i R S SRR TR 0 L Sl A5 A
WO RGeSk o NI, BEEH KA [R) T 25 WL 52 A0 HE AU S 52 RO B S, R/ MRS TR B 17 X I HE 28 B
FUHE AU =07 Rh URE SR M SR A 1 5 FIE R AR S A o TR, e Al O T B AR v, AT
HHERA 0 B SR, AT A 1 S AT S H TSR A 2 25
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Fictive Interaction as a Representational Strategy of

Communicative Meaning Construction in Debate Discourse
DUAN Hong

Abstract: Fictive interaction blends are simplex blends resulting from the conceptual integration of a mental space with the
frame of the face-to-face information. Fictive interaction is presented as the unifying pattern underlying blends previously analyzed
separately. This paper focuses on performativedebates, which involves the conceptualization and presentation of; (1) debater’ s
serial monologues as simultaneous turn-taking, (2) argumentation as speaking, and (3) the evaluation as an observable
communication. It’ s demonstrated that fictive interaction is the unifying pattern underlying the different debate phases. The
conversation frame as well as the subframe of the fictive trialogue constitute fundamental structures of thought, language, and
discourse.

Key words: fictive interaction blend; meaning construction; representational strategy
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