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Abstract

Conflict dialogue refers to the speech act such as arguing, quarreling, and opposing due to the
disagreement of opinion or viewpoint between individuals or groups. Dialogic Syntax, as an
emerging research method, paves a new way to Cognitive Linguistics. This thesis tries to analyze
the generative mechanism of conflict dialogue with conflict talk corpus by DFS model (Dialog-
ic-Figure-Stance Model) which is established by integrating Dialogic Syntax, Figure-ground theory,
and Stance Triangle. We have found that if the interlocutors adopt more conflict resonance in unit
time, the conflict stance will be built faster and the conflict in dialogue will be stronger.
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1. 5|

MOPEIREVE N — A s H A MAMHEIE SIS, —BHLUOREZ B A I EN. R MiEis
PEAET R BRE. DL VR ST RS FIEATN, T ARG INR . AR IR T )
e, BRI MRIEEEEANRZR P ToE g S . NS S ¥ XANES SR4ERN . 155 14
PR T N BRI KD pPoPEEE T s S RN, B8R, JEHAE 7RI, EhEE
H 2 IBE N R VETE HENE, Y SOZ A BT R T R 8 S A S B A TR TR R
INFIMLE] . XHiEA)7% 2 (Dialogic Syntax, faifk “Xfiff)i%” )i Du Bois T 2014 £ IE R H[2], ZHiE
filRE T s NG PR 53— 7 Z BT TE I B2 & R S L R E AR . R TR AR A
A BB R . A SCK RS T XGRS, 1B HWRIE S #0057, Rtk iEiE
T ST SR LB LA o

2. HARMEIENHR

[ &b SR BB T 6% . 20 4T 80 4EAX, Jacobs & Jackson 25 M 55 1547 AN A2 bR H.3h 1 £ &
INIE S P REHE YIS TE L — M 5 51T Ju(speech act), & —Fili it & 54t AN BT =18 (10 B 3hid 72
[3]. Sheldon %543 4RF T RIVIE S F B EURMS, WHEB MR MR, AR IR, H5
FeATHISOAG 2 5 K B A 331 22 5745 [4]. Boxer T+ 2002 MBI 227 N T, A A 24 335 A BRI I 3% A
T S AL, 25551 KRN 2 MTERER. & B S5 R F TR B
XA [5] . B XTI MR TR A TS AP R, K R R A T 21 Al . RIS R o brik, XY
B R IEE R R MR D . PTG RE AT AT [6]. XK T R TR, AL 1R AR
PR HEAE 22 NI G HEAT I IC[7]. AT IIE 22 F B, A5 B3 R X i S o1& HE 4T T 40 AT
[8]. AT =, WhoeMEIRTE MW FC 48 E N 3 Z K Verschueren (35 5 B 16 A1 Austin 1) 5 15 4T AFE
LA Sperber A1 Wilson # H 1) 5< BEHE 18 . Sacks F2 U6 /AT EE 1S, BT 7 i S MR 15 I8 5 55 A
72 A P TR DR B fift e SR s

W SCERAR R, ATV 258 B Y DIREIES % IBREE S 2SS MV 1 RMEiE
MIP=rE s R SR RBANRNS, (H R S 28518 I 45 MR S B FRCR MR LA 2 i
X TEAVED A S AR .

3. MhERE

MIEENAES “HEFEWIES” AR, PIUMSLIEEZ MR R A MEEMEES 1
T LR, 8 F AR ERALM, JERCTHATE, AR, AR S S A

][l
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% M5

MR SCRFEAR[2] o BT — DU E N TEE R ] S5 AR TE 5 o i & A kBt fR O i, XAl TE
_EFx 246 K (alignment) 75 &N R VA S AL S5l B T AT R 1P AT (parallelism), ERTESHIER. &
N DhRESE SARHIE T LSS AV R . ARG LS R E A B ANEEIN R, BT EE,
Rl H S A PR, SRR iETE SIEE AU R, 1 “0E A AR
FIEX R, SRR B AE S 1 HAFRFIE[9].

XF 1 IR (resonance) & X TE VA EE R EEMES, B HIE RS R IE A R SR
AR RK T~ AT~ WU — SRR — R . BEEIERC I, g SR IE IR
MARKIE BT TG T PATHRAE, P AEEARIEIA[10]. HARAAEAEE T PSR 28] W3R, 6. f
B, ARG, IEIEESE S

XA a3 ) 2 B A TR i Bl 7R (diagraph) o @ E B, JRATAT BARTE I T A B0 AL R
FIRETY, TRMTHIE 2PN B0 BE 2 T8 2 18] (1 45 K A% & (structural coupling), J7 {8 1 AT At il 3E4iR 1
FEAR IR R R RHE T R (520 . R THI /2 Du Bois 45 Hi I 7R 171«

JOANNE: It’s kind of like “you Ken.

Ken: That’s not at “all like me Joanne.

(51 H: DuBois) [2]

FHXS 1 7R B 3R 7R T

JOANNE: It ’s kind of like™ you Ken.

Ken: That’s notat”all like me Joanne.

M HEEIR %, BATAT LS # A 2, Joanne AT Ken (5 TEAG 1R B B L5 /IRE A . Mid 2 TH
K&, WARERARIE. AN shid gl AR, JEIBET, WAEECR A T R R AL B A .
S ZT, AR you T me #iFEFE Ken, it F that #ETR AR S 5. tbah, B EAAAEILIR, nf)
THEETULEN. B8 5RKE, BRLERRER TIERZCR, §—a1EH “Ken” 2971 51
Wr ik NBVER, W iE AR 7 A8 B3R, DLRRER AR BEAT [RIRL,  “Joanne” HfS L 2]
CIH BB R, B EREAT R T AN [F T R RN .

B 5 BRI RAUR R 5 NI SR G RN A AT 5, 15 F e /e NSRBI FNRE /1 — 50 [11].

PRRAERSTEAE A LA DL T B8 AKE RIS AR, X VAR 2 7 B3R A B B T R TE 7 i
Bz

SHEAFAE NN - ThAETE 5 AW TR A, WS ANRS RN T8 P EE AL, BoA fik
PRGN HES TR iy AN S R 2E8 5o S Y VAR S LN Recy A e v e st S R (I 8 v 72 I PP YL
FORITEHL, AR T HRARIE S AU R B0

4. FHEERILIHIER (Dialogic Figure Stance Model)
41 ERESRER

B - 5 S He T 32 O B2 5K 6 52 (Robin) 1915 45 F “ 6 - 1E)4) 58 B (the Face/Vase Illusion)” 15
SEREIX — AR AT 1 MEA, T P T FRAT AT UG B A B AN PR, (B B RIS RO S AR,
FUR R R VR FH BA — i, YA RS JEM. RRE LR, Robin AN
KR BABAANE . BUNK . BRI RRE, TS RN — NS IRSR, RN EHESE t BAT [ e 15 57 )
YRR AN o A — N FIHESE N PSP s, B R EED]. e IER, AL A, (HE
AT E R, BIRHIEST R b, BREE -FERMIEM, I e B R R .
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Figure 1. The face/vase illusion
1. B - L)

K1 REIRRAAIE S F PRI —, TAANEIRLA S 7 0 B S B S5 A01E SA5H4 (1A
FHalE, e RBNUE N SE AT ER BN R AR S S ERS B SR RIRER, RN EA
A TE ST PR, MU ENIE 135 S AR — M R LB RAE R 7 B H R4, EEH
1E A S B FNHI 20, 15 5 ER 2 IR 4514 AL 7 Uk E 11
42. MIH=F

SLI% = M AT BL(Du Bois) 1+ 2007 4F 5 AR (W& 2).  “ FRATTRE IR 1 ) — A B 4R F At e o
S0 SRS VAN (evaluate) HHSE FAA, & A (position)tE 21T N, TENL I ¥ 2 8] P2 AL B A (alignment)
KR, MAEAMERTRRRS[12]” « L3 = AAUUE— AT EBSLI T AR R T A,
EIRER T YEANZ B ZEEINKR R, =M 7 a2 n i Mg e B fe a4 R
SR A FIE AR, 25 AH&EMIESEAGES. EE. a5 EZREEB SN, %
¢ 0 fH 373 = fA (Stance Triangle) £ 31 .

Subject,

Object

< aligns P

Subject,
Figure 2. Stance triangle
2. AIH=F
S A EATT R ARSI NP AR, AR, TR, BUREEER)LY
XFR . A B AR R AT, S0 GO H OV IR R A IE L 1) (R
2, SL3 = A v S0 ROPT LA — B [ 1Y, AT R A TR R, B O T AR R R EEAT T AR
SR RIEAT R EE A FAT N——1F4r (evaluate) . 517 (position) F1E5 A (align). A8 /& 3737 E 44
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FELIHEM, FFNNER A B E M s HME R . € A7 353 9T I (affective) 237 ATIAIR ALY
PIAN SR S IOT IR IR B A ES I e — MY E, WS, @S, H5h, BEHE AL
I B E C, BAENREY M A O, SNSRI N, P, AL R E R A ST AE T L
Wz, FFMuitt 2 ERAT N, EEREEMNAIIZ I, LA EARZ 8RR RIATN. 1 Du
Bois &K, R LIpIEAT A IF AR A AT N, = KPATN—IF . A A
I B B EMILRNLI s, R W E — NI RIEAT AN =AAF I, i asZ S
FAETE S B0 P RN SR IE PP B AL AR & = AN S35 747 N[13]

4.3. FHEERIIHIRE

FEX R ER)E . B - B SR KAL) = MR 5, FATRIIX =P & B #ARIR I 1 5
T RETEE A FINLE] . B S AR, BATTT DO S TE AT PR, RIS AVELE U
NEBZ B AR EIEH . MER A LB SHE RS RE . A, AT R R I EXTE, FF
Sl 2 MR T A [ BT BRI - B S BRI 1 el A T A [ DR 2 R A o 6 T
ERRE RN E R (XIS ARG AR R R AR a1 B AR IE T o 3 = MR 1
SEHTE R T 3, AR R B AR RS T WA S s N [T 3

UEAh, X =FERR S AR T RS S AN [FJZ R AT DL EE - 5 20t
Tt N WAL 5T R S ) G A s, IXAN I R 0] DA G ) 2 R AR . 3% = iR 2D
MZU B TG N2 T8 9% 222 QAT B T S T RRmT e AR () o S8 A0 v 38 1 9 M 478 PRI 5T
RFEARIZER,  JRBEE X SRR R LI B R BOL A IR . A SR TE XA = A2 X B b
TIPS IR, FRATA BRI AN AE LA — N A (B AR . Du Bois ALY = f AR
NI RES Ak, TS RIS EIR 2 J[14]. B XEA)E, TR S T ) B AR
(LR R T AR AP I R H ok, FRATTRE S X 5 4 bl iR v 2 TR AR AR ELG &R

N BEMIRI M RIS, (EEREE TG, BE - R KL =M, @57 DFS
BA, i 3.

ground

= -
N

e
S5

S1 = e S S S —

conflict
figure

resonance
<antagonizesp

S — T

Figure 3. DFS model
[# 3. DFS 5!

S1 A 82 AR T P RAEXT T BN BEIE N o AT AFACRATIFT R T51E, & B ARMATE
B BX IR SR FE58 n OEFEZ AT, S1AT S2 YR IEH BITETE, 11 Z A A I k. A X0y
BRSSP R A, RS BRI T &, HRAERR.

BEH 0 BIEE N M RIEEENE RE R s AR RIS, M EE, o
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% BN

PEIER, X IEIRAN A T BRI IR, (R A AN RV . RS A U A
IR AR AT R SRS P RAE LI ) S
X R SR VER B T RS (S, SRR W YR N(CEM) RS S TP R AL

H i R IEAR PRIk, B U E i R M IR BT (R Ao B AE 3 17 o8 138 v i SR T s 1 RS 8] 000 200454 A o
RAUEILIRAVFFAL . — 7T, PPREIRIE h RN R, 3 —J5 1, Einsg 1 RIS
LN IR B (O 1 D5 (S BATR o SCERH 734, B PR X 8 Bs B B AT 1 %)

{7 <P 2 R A%T PR A BT !

fire: B # SLENE PRIXA E !

XS Z AT ISR N B OB R R EE ST R AE S, SORX R EE BTV, L2 T 530K
PR RIESR, WU R . 2 YE R T B VIR, W BRSNS M
A, AR “Ff. BT vs “RUL 27 TEREERI G, AT AR B R, A B RS O R

FEXFPPRMEILIRM M 2 )5, BRI A IARAN R T oA B i 3k o B wF 7 o AR
Ja R, FRATTRE NS48 7R R SR X o (A3 1 SORE R Y, DARE— 2048 e i SR X U AR DA ROBL AR -
FAME X ARG RIEIIR P A=K AJik, B3 R RIEIER, SORIX =280 g /N 26
R(PEHS 5 7)o

5. RIS RIR
5.1. MR ILeR S A

FATAEP AR CIERTHFE) M CIERE IR il -2k, Pt LRI Ibia 4
WHOE TZ R HES W, R REIEAES TS &1 UREFET. A WARBAEN
ZIE IR PR i o RRVEIIRAEAE S5 AR VER 0, A —MER RS I AR

VEE ARG RIMESIR D =R, 7 ONiE . TEH S AIESER, L rp B3R SO 7 SE /N
PHRTESR, AR REMERLE Z i B LE B e Se it - 38 Id DFS BRS04 1 IXE8 Bl F R 30
LT e R R AL, i SR Xt U 2 v (g RO B T R EALI = S, ML =L A
TP RS R . TR T, BAS BN Hodls K g5ig (14 4)

T RS M R T O 2 2 rh i W R R, e A AR A P B A RS LR B, 3
B IR AR T Z D WAFISs 70, FrCVEARAE R PR R R B A — RO e R RAEAE A X 1
BEATHOBEAM . ER B BN LA N T 7 FOEHGEOR, 1A ISR (15l R F AR SR R i
AN, TRV IR A AE R 2o ) B SCIRAE o RAME NI B I R 2 P2 2 T e R A AR -
CAEE T EEIR e A, BEAh, AR ERIE NAE A R, A R KRN RIS T A
BNV NI AN N8 E T f—F IR 2 MBI AMET UG, X TERATHIES ot k.
MLEF—BEENESENL, SHEMESEA LNER, FEEESPRIM. FIIEmRIEIE =T,
i B R FURAE & R . AVESLIR, AR RREAR AN — R 3, ATEANE SOLIR O BA TR T 75 1S In
TIERRCR . AR UREIRAE AR F B bR i s) 7 EEAE A S S 1R IR R 81
ST 20 T A SRR A S SUE S RGBT . R BRI USSR 52 2 R R R B, b
W PR PERISESE . REZAEOLN, W NME R LR i RVEIR, s 2 7 AL v R
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PEXS IR EAAORE . QR ETi AAE B R] YR SR P R SR . P RVENL I iR S T, XHE
2 B R R R

ORI 76%
- FIEIR 4 uiBEIR 58%
AIRILAR 40%
= 40%
M oiadtim el [ BEAITE 53%
N . TR 15% 39 41%
ORHONIR 4 RSOMR 4 esug x| U 308
SEA IR 32% Vil 18%
- T 13%
L i8I

Figure 4. Classification of conflict resonance

4. PSRRI

5.2. ZHIHT

FATNE = A bR EFEY A b Z ) PR T 70 ARG s e 1m 5
M, TATRIL T A GG R A, i DFS B DLt — D R IS 5 1) DFS A7,

T PA— B R 1 B (] B) B, K AR A 6.

1) AR B TR B R AT AL 2 BT AL S5 AR Z TR B T 2 WS — 015 BB N
RIERMNENZ FEENYE REE. FANRIERZIE, UGBTI s i i ot AR E TS
(EE[AEAN AP

3) URAE T B 3T, X6 S A3 R R A TR T 2 R ph S IR T R PR SR IR ST ph g ST
W= ARG, k= TR E S e . e g PR IRAEL B 1 I R TR I SO
TEH

BUTE, AR S/ E T 2 5 B S LR (R a5

1) AJVEFRIE

Pl mURITESS, FRATRT LARIUAE R ERTE BTN, 1B MBS 5 R AR, Blln: <
N Ko CWR7 o IXRESTEASRE R E R, RIA TR, wm AR . BT . IR
S5 BAA R SR AT N E A IR . (R RS PSSR TRAT AT LA B R i R R eR . T
JCEE T HEEE CAMREY R, EEE 7T A CKEE “mmEs TR, —TET .
XEE G AR R TR, H AR TR, R YR T ORI pho R IE S R
WA ES ARG, A, SEn A, BN, RREREE T RENRA), XA R
PR ? 7, AR AdEE? T, CRA AR

2) 1 RFAE

B Ja PG R PP A 7B S R sE AR, WU R B T 2 AR E I B A N AT A ME .
“ORERES TART”, “—THaT7 M CHMUREY—E” 2R B2 TP, R T e et
o BEAh, BEBOE RIS LT H R, AR SRR e R . PRV U 5 T R B R T
T, PR T AILR. SERE CaF” R CAREET L “ET MR ZIalFEAE.
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Figure 5. Diagraph of the example dialogue
5. ZHIERIXE ER
ground
[—%
s1 1 2 n oo mmmmmmmmmm=
s evaly Th
Y g i atesp. <
g .g PO3te couole’s
5 ) vaates” present
8 § pos'\f‘o“s relationship
v H
s2 sy

Figure 6. Development of the example dialogue

6. HHERAIINELR

3) i HRHIE

AJVERNE LRI FE R T RYESIATE R, P24 7T iE R ot AEANE R E R s 7
VG NAEE RO . HeAh, R AP i o¢ R il ph R R R ok . s o SRR e gt 1
TENIEIEIE RO, 5345 H i PUR .
6. &iF

AT TORE A BA T 7R DUE P SRR TR A A FIH LA SR AL 7 — N 20gr T 7L B i, BA2XT Grice fir
AR “BEs B J7a. ORI NHMEN BTE ] SR B — NS o B IR e RPE TR TR R AV T (S
WM, BATKIURZEAEOUR LI AAE S AL 18] AR IR RS e b SRk S 377 A
HUBR, T b RV UG . PRI T R IR FELS, A A AR BT R
ATTANIE 55 5 A A LR H o SR S PR G 1 S 0B G SR, R AV R R 1 1 — AT T A

EEIE
2019 £F H PR #Z N SCHERHIRI T H “ X5 AT B ARG TR 7T 7 (T H 25 : 19SKGH107);
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