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Abstract

Transitivity is one of the effective methods in systemic functional linguistics to achieve conceptual
function, which divides people’s observations, experiences, and actions in the real world into sev-
eral processes and identifies the “participants” and “environmental components” related to each
process. Transitivity theory is an effective discourse analysis tool that can reveal discourse features
through detailed and meticulous explanations of each clause. Taking argumentation in FLTRP High
School English Textbooks as an example, this article explores the stylistic features of English argu-
mentative writing through transitivity analysis.
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1. 5|15

Halliday M JLEE 5 MNTE S % I MM H K, X8 S DIREEEAT 1 s BE B A I Bk o ARk W AL, L
B 1 JE VG S SR 5 SOd R, TBERCT =N oadhee, 2 S ThRg(1deational Function).  ABR
IfifE(Interpersonal Function)flIiE & D AE(Textual Function) [1]. b, /Naj(clause)fF A B IE & 4544 5
B, BEERIE—RIIMEEE S, Wi RS BRI MR I, R ARG, &0 Faka)+
SEF I GERR

/INaJELE I FE (Process) . 2 5% (Participant) FI34 45 %23 (Circumstantial Element) =/ MZ O I AEE &K . B
Wi s, SR TRIEFHBIRES: S5FIES SFFRE FAHEMANSEzY, HEAT e IR
TR BB ) T A BORAS AR B 2 Y T A OGSk A . R M Bl I R AT R
338, HAESLELAE BT R R R SRS, R TR AL T A A TR

MM S 2, RYPEAE N SIS I ReA A /N IE R &, i S 7 b RE 08 K 1 5 e A TR
R, e 52 P NS5E MG, EWREREESS 5% 2 2 HECE2].

2. Byttidiz

TERGINREE F FHEL T, KWIE &L S D B ZE AR 2 — o B X 0 St 5 e ATk
AT ASEREATH SR, G HRI S AAFREERE, RS e S SR CEN “3 5%
RIS 7 [3]. # 5 2, MERTIREMTE S RIE S B M, RRFRRE FRARTE LW R4 (Transitivity
System)#5 EASEIL o 1X —FRIR R RE 0 I FE . S 58 KRR I RGHT, NERIES W R
M TRt 7R B 5 0t TR .

Halliday W\ 4 & 240 m] LUK N IS0 53 RSP [ i 72 B4 #E (Material Process). /0o EE
12 (Mental Process). < &1L (Relational Process). 17 At #(Behavioral Process). 7 i i #£(Verbal Pro-
cess) M 77#E L F2 (Existential Process) (Halliday, 1985).

BARRGL, MIPUIHER R E NI, T ES5EZIEE (Acton) MBhER) B ir(Goal). LE
FER R (Perception) « S i (Reaction) FTiA & (Cognition) 45O B VE B I 2, =B S 534 2 852 % (Senser)
AL Z (Phenomenon). J¢ &I TR & Sk 2 [BAH BRI, A HELLREHNARR, THE2
& FE # Ak (Carrier) F1 & 1 (Attribute) bR ic (Token) A4 B (Value) . 47 it FEFE 2 38 anmpm . mUE ., B84,
A FRAT NI S R R, F S 5% AT N (Behavior). &G FE R @M PFHEAIRE B BT,
FESHEHFIEH (Sayer). JHE N (Verbiage). 52 1E# (Receiver). fFIELFER NG EMATENISIE,
FEZ 5% RAFEY)(Existent) [4].

Halliday 4% R4 UReiRE R B B2 — & B R F e gt — AN B HESR 5], i v siig /e —
AT RS EIRAESE, et H TER T,
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3. XEK9H

A5 LA Rl i A DS B = A B R BRSO SR TR G, S Hedr B 8 (0 S e R AT Gt

N PAAMI R L & — Unit 2 “Exploring English” 15 5215/ “Neither Pine nor Apple in Pineapple” 4
BICNE &5 AR ), LT FE #8417 2081, Neither Pine nor Apple in Pineapple f&— &% B8 i
3, BERIESEIEZ TG BMEAENEEMIES .

AICIA 52 i E, Hodr, YIRS AR 19 4, 1 36.54%: KRR 17 4N, 7 32.69%; (LI
FE 84, 1515.38%; FigidfE 44, 57.69%; fEELFE4 D, & 7.69% (W% 1).

Table 1. The distribution of transitivity in “Neither pine nor apple in pineapple”
%2 1. “Neither pine nor apple in pineapple” B4 2SIk

Kttt g Yyt 2 KA FE NPELibuN FiEd L
HE 19 17 8 4 4
5 H (%) 36.54 32.69 15.38 7.69 7.69

PAESIE RN, AU RN, 7050 36.54%F1 32.69%. FRit Ak, PR,
FIE AR EATAEEALTE. NERIEE, MAE X2 EdYidiERR, Hid
EXZHHRRSE, OEERERR, RO INES TR, AR EAUR AR 5 .

AR VORI, 1w FE T RERYIFUIREIATEUR, A G B 5, Atz 1ER
BARIUAEF R UE )20, $em L5 R, BLAGRIAZNE R A SO 4k . MBS A2 “hiE” e, &
INAERRATH P BTt b Bl R A R S FE B R, St R R R S, A AR KA
IR % DAUESEE T MFEER6]. Flan:

1) Have you (Zh1F#) ever asked (:LF2: #1J57) yourself (H #7) why people (3h1F#) often have (il F: ¥
J51) trouble (H #7) learning English?

2) | E1E#) hadn’t GLF%: #)5) until one day my five-year-old son (Z1F#) asked (it #2: #2)i) me (H
Fr) whether...

3) For example, in our free time (*£4%%) we (3I1E34) can sculpt (i #2: #)i) a sculpture (H #7) and paint
(L FE: #7) a painting (H #7), but we (Zh1E3%) take GLFE: #/7) a photo (H #x).

4) And when we are traveling G #2: #1/%)...

5) While we’re (3I11£3%) doing (L F2: #)7) all this traveling (H #7)...

6) ...when we (Z11£#) get back GIF2E: #1)5i) home (H #x).

7) When we (31E#) look (i #2: %)) out of the window (3£53)...

8) ...in which a house (311 #) canburn up (I #2: ¥)Ji) as it (B11EE) burns G F2:  #J5t) down, in which
you (ZhEE) fill G FE: #)R) in a form (F715) by filling it out...

9) ... when | (Bh1E#) wind GIF2: #)5) up my watch (H ¥x), it (h1E#) starts GIFE: #)k), but when |
(B1FE#&) wind up GLFE:  #JR) this passage (H #x), it ends (¥1)57).

EAR Y, Pt R i, HIRE N BAR47 ahial, wiask. paint. sculpt 45, LA
RO SN SR 9 WO S B 7T - PO R AR B R el 1 (RIS you (R E22) A we (B
FAG N) A&, 1EE ULE 54 a1 G B S SORBHT R, SRR EN. A UK a5 17
R ABR N, LR SRR S
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A, WRESEHIE AR RRLE. RRLER MRS5S — MR CR, 8EE—1
VIR . FRPESE . EACHEAUITEIR S, KRR Z B E MR R, BB WY
MRS SRS R B OC R . AEIRUESEIE R — [ 1A H RGOS S g, fFEEH—E X
REEFERR EPRR, DD, ozt xRy, Flan.

10) ...how English (F5ic) can be (F#2: & 5F: ) a crazy language to learn (f/MH).

11) ... we (Fric) are GEFE: SC&R: #K) in the car or the taxi (#1HH)...

12) ..we (# 1K) can get (I F2: K FK: JJB) seasick (J&E) at sea (F£1E), airsick in the air and carsick in a
car, but we (#4£) don’t get (it #2: ¢ F&: JHJE) homesick (J&1E)...

13) And speaking of home, why aren’t (i #2: 2% %&: 1H%1) homework and housework (#1c) the same thing
(r18)?

14) If “hard”(bric) is (2 FE: K F: iR%)) the opposite of “soft” (#M#), why are (iFF2: = &: HH)
“hardly” and “softly” (kxic\) not an opposing pair ({/E)?

15) If harmless actions (#5ic) are (i #2: & &: R %) the opposite of harmful actions (#/1E), why are (5%
% R iH5)) shameless and shameful behaviors (Fxic) the same (f111)?

16) Even the smallest words (#1%) can be GI#2E: X% %: /&) confusing (JB1E).

17) ...once it (/) goes (I H2: K &R JBIE) off (JE1E)!

18) That (ki) is G FE: 5% H5I) why when the stars (344) are (2 f2: % %: JHJE) out (& 1), they
(F4k) are G2 FE: K& JHJB) visible (JE1E), but when the lights (F44) are (2 F2: X %&: HE) out (JE 1),
they (#iff) are (I H2: K FK: &) invisible (J& 1) (11 1E).

19) And that (Fric) is GEF2: R&R: W) why...

AL R AR EME SR XRBEEEHEXRR. PUIRART, ARZRIOERTCHEAE N EZRH
PO, R AN [E] EA 3] 2 (] R ARGl 22 0 A S LR B, RES AN T Jeg UL H o Bk vE AN g1 P, 2
seasick. airsick 1 carsick BIAAIR NG ERAE, (HIHE SCHERET NPT A [R5

SEH B = A7 OB R & B 15.38%, AR T BUEREANSC R . OB FER ORISR AL K
ZIX KBS AE, WA E RN EVOL SO EE IR E SN E, i LIRS, Rt i
HRRF 552, 5 I E B AR A A il

20) This made me realize (L F2: 022E) that...

21) This got me thinking G F#: O F)...

22) When we (J%52#)...see (I F£: 0 FE) rain or snow (L 4)...

23) But when we (%52 #) see (i #£: (»#E) sunshine (L 4)...

24) When you (J&%2#) see (idF2: 02FE) the capitalized “WHO” (31 %) in a medical report (3£53)...

25) You also have to wonder (:t»#) at the unique madness of a language...

26) ...and in which an alarm (J1 %) is only heard (i3 #2: 0oBR)...

27) ...and it reflects (0231 #2) the creativity of the human race.

ASCPWAE R T B BE R OB AR, AN N L (BIE) . you A1 we (RPiEE), realize. think.
see S5 iR FIB SN A0 B TR, ARBLHE AR 0 AL R AR ASCh OB R EER IR EE S
NATTRIRSE R B SRSz 5N, HZE & i PO B AR, RIL 1 308 ST R UL .

TAE PR R IMIR S 5E ARSI, GFEMER ERAERSRA R fidk 57 A7 7
RS IR MR FE R R AP RS B R PRI RE[7]. “There be” A1) AL & Seil rh g b AU R B2 5 5 75
ELFR bR E . .
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28) ...whether there was (GIF2: 777E) ham (f77£47) in a hamburger (¥535%).

29) There isn’t (I #%: FA7E, HHE T 1EEN).

30) ...there’s (L F2: 171E) no egg (A7E4) in eggplant (P£55%) either.

31) Neither is G F£: f77E) there pine nor apple (f£7E4) in pineapple (£53).

RS R AEAE SR T R R SR ) B AEAEE UL E . “There + fREIFL(is) + Y + b
R M + AAEERA) + FAEY—I R EmiR 2t S 557 o RN RS R UIA,
ToRAFATAT WS RS FESL Yy, N YEAAEE AR, AT 1 08 SO SOIRT A

M & H SRR S 5#HEEE 5 A TE BN R, XM R a6 456 R TS B A ot ik
T ALIB S BB I R DL R A 3 TR VA B e AR 7] il

32) ... we (FiB#) say (I FE: F1iF) that...

33) ..we (F &%) can say (I F2: F1iB) “it’s raining” or “it’s snowing” (JFid N %¥).

34) ..we (F1E#) can’t say (G FE:  FiB) “it’s sun shining” (VFi& P 45).

35) ...do you (FiE#) read (I F2: F1E) it as the “who” in “Who’s that?” What about “1T” and “US”(i#Fi%
N%)?

AP E BB AN FEERE, SEE AN (we F you), J& T HUAIBHI KR, “we”
A “you” Ay “HEHIR” . “say” F “read” N “HLHAE7 , FSHE ] DU F B E N ST WA
[8] VAR FBLERIA T FiBE WA F BN BN ERELHHLEE, B TAEPEE R
Ht AR, R T R ST SCARRFE .

AR AN i AB A SO SO T B SR RS TEILE 2.

Table 2. The distribution of transitivity in argumentation in FLTRP high school English textbooks
= 2. MR E T RIEBM UL X h R R 2 IR

B AR & EE (%)
A
Wil iR KEULTE O FiEdE 1FFERL TR
B1 U2 Understanding Ideas 36.54 32.69 15.38 7.69 7.69
B1 U4 Understanding Ideas 65.71 25.71 5.71 2.86 0
B1 U5 Understanding Ideas 84.38 125 0 0 3.13
B2 U3 Understanding Ideas 53.13 31.25 9.38 6.25 0
B2 U4 Developing Ideas 70.97 16.13 6.45 3.23 3.23
B3 U1 Developing Ideas 54.69 17.19 12.5 15.63 0
B3 U3 Developing Ideas 62.5 20 75 5 5
B3 U5 Understanding Ideas 65.91 20.45 4.55 6.82 2.27

RS A PR R ) B AA 73 AT 52 BTE R AR B2, WO DTS /UM H B ORE 1 R W R R e (s
mo MPATERILA O AL BIERRHR, SA S IR0 RO R E R A BLERAT R . T
R e I 5 R DLRE B E R B R AR R NIER AR E I REIE S, DLoe A 255 . A
FPE T B 1 e S o 3k FEOR AT 2 L S AR AR

FEVGR S BEA R, YIFUd . KRR S OB &6 MR 5 Dhae e i, FLRI g
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WIE IR STHESE

B, YIBUERRBGE S “HBEHE L. PHEFL” A% O SO . OB SCH AR B AE T B R IR 1 IR
&, e HA SRS R i 0l S B R R R . R R TR IR RG], s
BOB RSS2 oB oA B AZ O AR TEAE T RES RS A U i1 5. ML T XELLE AL 5 30 0IE
OISR, C2KRAE B TEEE ST N S, BRa RIS . IER L, Y5t
FRAE B SR BN B I St R IA T 3R, 73R G R AL SIE AR B (1 A% 0 Th e 76 & 2R iiE i o
s B AL B R T BN S AR E N, VR SO AR 5IRIERCGE, BT
Vg AE .

HIR, KA @RV SOZEA R REA N . BRI VORI RBPTE, 1E& &2 ™
PRI, R DA M SR b, B 5 U AE A S A XSRS T
WHR LAY R % RER IR %, BIERIBHFISIESS N, IS .00 ESLIEM . A5 12 4E
Fo ARTEEIRIA S0 EEL, HATREH] SIS IE R RAA R ). R R R R OC R S TR OC R A A
AREA, RENORGUHERPER LR SO RS, , BAORCIEI R % . B

BeAt, O PR FRE R BOR S AR AN T B R F LA A . AR AFR IR UE N S GRS, Y
RONEE B EWEHE SRR, SSERMKANG S, AT TR AR 5 9 SSHER R 7K &
XA I TT REA R I 500 Z A OB R B, s S s U IR Y 5 A\ SR, ks e
P 1 [ = A AR SR, AT SRR 5 NSO RE G — .

BJE, ERCUVORSCEES, B R =Rz o BRI Ab, AR R 28 B 48 5 AN o] B AR
HEMO. IANRNSEEMARAMEHITOMIEHHG HisH, & ARSI RIAEMFRSIEZE, RN G
W2 R S TU A SN SRR T . BN I SOAR B 3 A R ARAR AR, TR R R G VO S B 1R T2
AL ZARPER) R EOR,  [RIN AR L SOA TR AN T G B R A R, R PRI S AR R A
FHELAZ Rl SR S 3
4. I

R AP R ) B A > A1 32 BTE R AR RS IR, WO SRRy RO S AE H i tkog 1 3 S ik 2R ik
FEOURF o AR SO I X ST S b = A B I BOR SCHEAT R IVE o i, WP RR RS T
BOSSTH AR i, BEBE T UGRSCS /RN B B3R B NS B ANE L

SE K
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