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Abstract

This paper studied the degree to which Chinese native speakers perceive interruption. Point of in-
terruption (Early, Late, No interruption) and Types of interruption (Change of subject, Agreement,
Disagreement and Clarification) were studied by questionnaire. In the Chinese context, the results
showed that: 1) Interruption is perceived more easily than No interruption, and the early interrup-
tion is easier to perceive than the late interruption; 2) Type of change of subject and disagreement
are easier to perceive than agreement and clarification; 3) About the point of interruption. In the
early point, degree of perception of change of subject and disagreement are higher than agreement
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and clarification. In the late point, degree of perception of change of subject is higher than other
three types of disagreement, clarification and agreement. Chinese native speakers rely more on the
point of interruption than on the type of interruption to perceive interruption.
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1. 518

ELIE R RIERE S, — i sen — T UOE, XMEEA T IRIE T, & H W B8 BRI ER
B TEREIRANIT A H o S g it b, 2 E RIS TES 5 H FEA — BB FpE A mE K,
MR BB RSO BRI, KAETTWIIL R . 0 LGB FUB8 5] 2 5 2 0.

Sacks 55 H W NG Z PARE— GRS “FEH oA B (RIFR TRP ALE), X AN B 2 HIWrET
Wi B RN 2 . R IE AANESCAL B TS, MR AT, AR A AT v A S,
IR SRR A AT I 5 1847 M (Sacks et al., 1974) [1]. 377 51847 AR 738 5 55T W R R 7t i
FINFTWr SR I AT . oA T W 5 A VR R AT I APURR BB 4T WT 5 AR & 1 4T 1T (Roger et al., 1988;
Murata, 1994) [2] [3]+ FTWriE SCEFLFR B (OB S iE R e B 4TI . [ BT Wy S i BT T . PRV 24T
Wr(Murata, 1994; Gnisci et al., 2012; Kempson et al., 2007) [3] [4] [5], iXLEHF 5T ELA AT T N B2 5 5k
T RN A RAE S, LR S AT #2158 I R 18 N B fiE R . AT 5 DT T W IR )
WBIBEFL,  FT WIS R) ASCEL G R AT BRI B T W U 1 AW — . PN RIZHBOR LA S 1T, AT 32 ot
T U, BT W TR A TR R AT A, AT T LT IR B R AT AN AS i, PR 2 B
RCRMANE],  FLFT T EC G T B 5 2% 5 b 21 24 B 1 06 AT - (West and Zimmerman, 1983; Coon and
Schwanenflugel, 1996) [6] [7]. i 2% 2 | F S50 L i R 1 wh 4T Wi B 1] s R T W7 2 28 (g a3 AR
S5 R R R R RRNESZ AR AT LU AT B8 25 5 s RS R e BT T L S BT SE 25 5 . U 5+
WORTWT LIS BT sE 25 5 IR Ts BT W LU Rl R AL T W B 8 5 55 . I [ s R 2R B 0 R 1R 4T
Wi BN 2R, HR R AL AT W B T 25 5 A bR R 3% SRR IHT 8 (Gnisci et al., 2018) [8]. TE 1
NIEARAF LB T35 Nl 2 T R4S, PR AEAT 9 B B 31 24 5 3605 A BT 7 I 35 15 15 L
S — ™ B () T T B 5 V54T J9(Brow and Levinson, 1978: 63-70; #4454 A 2016; K4, 2017) [9] [10]
[11]e DAAEXTFT W [a] fi 510 SRR R G W TT A2 DAENBRAE R 2108 U0 R, 8 LADGE 3G A 9t
FR R, BFTCEE A A ITW 58T AN IR 4. AW FAES Gnisci 25 A (2018) A 78 77
12:[8], ok W E RS & A FT W B (8] RS XS AUN [BE S T A R 53T W =5 384T 4 .

2. fTRS BT HASEFERNXR

DT AT W RE A H A2 b, AL AT, BT o R4
BRIC (040 LT 2, AT I IS T T 7, 0P iE i, BT T o FERUT AL
o W SRT I FER R SOA RO AT O 7 B, R B B+ o B
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FT W FH [ B 1 7 AT Wont 77, 2 B B4 VMR « S8 7 IR 7 BT T /R oK, Bl
N8R AL T BOR RS0 7 1T+, BT+ B A2 L . (Brow and Levinson, 1978: 63-70) [9]. 1EIX
A, T RtE 5 A2 B A AR VCEC A — At 2 IEAME, ISR ANBAT NS X ENE,
fivgh “HHF” . WRAFE, it “EHlT7 o ERETRES, WUERBHE ARG RIE H ST,
WE G N2 T AN BARRE , IR IR 5 (TR 1, X IR T o SRR R AR T AR ek
A% R B R S L) 7 AT OGS 77, - At fe V80 A S %o 75 PR TR 8, Lot 5T 7 (i1 [, 1992) [12]

3. fRIt
3.1. i

FZiREZ M IEER R R AEEES, ANB120 &, Fi# 18~20 X, B 60 N FrE il LASGE
KNBEE,  ToPT ke R R .

3.2. MEiER

AR S 12 HPUESTERE, BHREEEAMER, B RS — S W4T Wraim 47
Wrsl AT . SZAAE S 2T &, ARG EIE R B B8 A7 il 0 5 — AL i E AT WiAR R ?
kG S A — AN T I R, AT T 1) RS A = P R A T B A 1 ) B — A 1
B IFTWIRERE 2 15 AW AR J5 — RN T — A T T RR FE 2 3 JI 7 58— ARG 3 4 B8 A7 Xl 2 4T BT (1)
PR ? RIRTFEAE 1~7 DT EFE @iy RERERATE, 7 R, B
FTWTRE RO =) o SRB HIPI A4 2 RIS 44 S PE SRl B, & AR SR i . SeE s, X7 AL 2R
BOAIE, ARSI

1) A: URIFERHIT] 102

2)B: 17T, WERMIAZET H#E. IRIE?

) A: KHERET A,

4) B: WERRAAAFEM

5) ALl: ST, FrRAH 2. (AT T)

A2: W, FTUAH ZSEECD, PRI — TR, . (T I

A3: 2T, FrUAHZSEHCE, R ROR e, I EE S . (TCAT )

6) Bl: A miFE, JoET . (S H)

B2: s, e TARETEMRE. (FER)

B3: {HRMFI B EMAFER R, (i)

B4: AlHAZW? (HIEL)

TE LRzl i DA G I I ISR T, (REEE 5 ARYEST WiET (R S B T =R T R
e AT, BRFTIORCAT W (i 4l) . 1550 6 ARMEFTWr RN & 1 DUM . 1A, [FE Y, Spiltil
TSR . TR AT W AR AT W i B O Y R R R LT W R R AT TR SRR SRR T W A
S UCRURAT Wi R 7 WS B TSR B B s BT BT W R AT R R A R AT B e R SRS U i A
fiE R o
3.3, IBN R4S

FEIERR BTG Z 00, AT B REEAT TR R, DADRAIE 2 18 A BT A DU I RIE ST 1
TR KR E-Prime BU1F . RRAZAZ 0T 16 4L E AR I LUR L. 1) R B 18 A A A& 5 AR
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L2 (FEVASE)s 2) G il it (Ji1%k); 3) B aila . (J/k); 4) IREe
FH AR FE N ES? (BEAGE); 5) IRAEVTIE S M2 EE IR EL? (RE/AEE); 6) WX &iliH
RREEEAT o (LAREA BT IEH BA).

R EoR, 90.91% ) ZIK I N TN A BAMEME. P Rl #eEiE B il H & . 5
FIWr, 100%H) 32 REWS N FIVE 215, 95.8%HIZ XA IR RIE(H &, LH)&ilhE. EWER
FERIFIWT L, S22 738 .53 (MmN 7). LIREEERY], AHT T A AR B A AT g, WA T
ERAE.

34. RSBEFBEERE

ARG RE L, SN ARG e E 2. xR ART, 2l MmiE g
W, DMEARRERE. EXRERGRE, 2R E, TR

AWt 21 Gnisci 55 A\ (2018) 152 50AT 55, K 3 (FF IH) s FL4T W BEFT WrAnJCHT 7)) > 4 (T W2l
T R EEAEE)FR G L. BT STy seIed, LW HIH . EER S
TEE, 23 Gt T B TR AT WAk TR A AN S A TR - Sevl ik SPSS17.0, 4iit
TIENTTZ AT o I TR] 5 518 RIS B2 (1T W2 & 2 A AT AR i 1

T2 R

" TERAEIER —————~ BiTHERGL R
HZREL
. - SNE BT SRR
oy { EER . BATHRER
T = HEH BT ER
. TR IRR ————— MR FT S R4 R B
pakrsid)
SR - T
L BRFTER
FEE et BRITH[E =AY
E1ER
BHEE - BT

Figure 1. The combination conditions of interruption and expected effects affected by the interaction of points and types

B 1. BYE s 5 R R B 2MaFTE A & £ AR
4. ER5TiR
4.1. FTHIRE = A0IR 5!

N KEIRAT W 5 TEFT B 2 [ 5 A G it i X, BATHAT TR R Z 0. 3TWrE R br e 2
7 5.744 +1.38, JLHIWihy 2.338 £1.818, WiHERIEWYIE. LKA ERY], TH 5 TCITHZ [H]
A BENS 2R L F(L, 120) = 7.589, p<0.05. X1t 5 LFT WAL, 23R AEHE IH 5 1R ) H 245

HIFTHTELR -
R 1 HEEE R, RATWIE S TREIT L, BATWri s T T W, X =R, HikR T
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ZRBANLE R ZHITRerE . 2N RS IR R, FATWr BT BRI JoFT Wz i) =35 2 i) B 35 2
5#(F(2, 120) = 874.602, p < 0.05, 75 =0.551). MIRHEZRT , BT T AING ST W7 O b i 72 L4030 (SD L =
1.344; SD Hp = 1.383), T WiiAniEZE X8R (SD = 1.818), Ut IR FT T FIRG T 1T A 350 28 SRR J5E bL
BT T HEC WS R R, RATW S M T W2 (A Giih 2 B 2 R (p < 0.05), XTI 2 Ak A%
(X 5 5T W G T BRI e [ 25

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and paired comparison of point of interruption
F 1. $THRATE) S AR Gt RECXTEE R

I 1] M SD N Bt bR MD SE P

AT 5.860 1.344 480 FLFT W vs. 4T W7 0.233 0.094 0.013
W 47 b 5.627 1.383 480 R T BT vs. TC 4T W 3.290 0.094 0.000
TATH 2.338 1.818 480 FFTWr vs. TCHT 7 3.523 0.094 0.000

IREE R, PUERREF BEUS X 04T WA TG FT Wil 5, Ho et 54T W RIRSE 3T Ui Fry sk 1) AL B LE A (X 2
ZME LSS RSCRR Gnisci 458 A\ (2018) AL A FT T ELICHT s 25 IR, 1T ELAT BT (1 B[] AR B R ER 2 2 1R
FFTW e T W 5 iR [4]. BARFT T s U ST 45 3 5 Gnisci 558 A\ (2018) I 7T 45 R — 5, (HZ1EWN
TEESN, T SRR IR B — SO . R 1) ST S 3 A B d b N BN 7 “ 27 .
J5i 1[5 (1992) A1 Zhou & Zhang (2018) 7 HALSRER 1B, #HE 3 “ & At N 7 & v [ SCAb = 2L AL I [12]
[13], ANFIT- Leech (1983: p. 132)) “5m&. Fi%i. et vire. BEEIAIFENE” AENI[14]. E21EH, Biih
NBEE X7 RS SE, A RE T T B IE R E . iR Wy, RS e R, T AR
JB X Ak S MR ¥ R oK, b BN 2 B, TR ESC R B E T B R 5 A A S AL AT T
PERIE—E, ABEXNAREWREILS T “ElT7 « “ER”, KRETHRA S A AR, K2
NGB, LEX 7 P AR R . (R AZ AR A 08 TR IR BT W S5 EHT Wi 2 R X . 2) AT &% “AR
W o e BARIZ e H E 2, XTI R B AR U . (ERIRA T PSR
FEAEANF AR o B ORRSZ AR FAT W LU T W EE 25 5, A2 DR T W B i T B 77 gl 4 i 0 1%
NI FTWrE NEA R O B TPR (18] f) Eeaifise, ik T2, T3 T X 75 ik
TEAURIRNE B, 3535 7 X 5 6 W A 1 75 SR (Gnisci et all., 2018) [8]. #Aif o [ 523 A Ay 547 Wr 2 e i
Wi AR . e e E S 5 OB NB YIRS, R TAPFEEER b NB A, BkE RA
AR B A RERmABN, vy “ a7 2T ANCFEEREAE B A 3RE, B UE AR E OS5
TIRAEFERALE B, RE “Hi/NNARIZE)N HORERE” . RHHIARKFRNAZEE . FEZR
IR W E AR A O, HmE QM 77, BA TR W ARG FTWTI (AR, e
UEATIE e N, SRR AR, REAHEP L.

4.2. FTERFEBIAIR S|

FT W2 B G5 A 4 2 | [ R R S BRIV I 2R DY 2 (3 2) « B B o, 1 R 4 L A v (5.2611
+2127), HKZRWAL(4.750 £ 2.171), 5 =2 TE1(4.367 + 2.189), /o2& A= AY(4.056 £ 2.217). %
BRI R W], TWRA 2 i H A et 2 3% 72 7 (F(3,120) = 45.642, p < 0.05, 7%= 0.087), X#iH]
SRR T W I SR . AHECTT S, A 4 A L A SR AT W B 5 e 2 Rl o BOnS B
AN, VR R T IR B S SR T W I B vy, S ORI B PRI AT W R S v, A AL T I B A R Y
FTWEE . R e, Mg A gt B S ER, p<0.05,
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and paired comparison of type of interruption
= 2. FTH B NFIR Gt R ECXTEL AR

T M SD N T R MD SE ]
TR vs. [F] =AY 1.206 0.109 0.000
T A i Y 5.261 2.127 360
T IR vs SN 0.511 0.109 0.000
T IR v TG 0.894 0.109 0.000
Eij=git} 4.056 2.217 360
[ =2 vs. il Y —0.694 0.109 0.000
S 4.750 2.171 360 A = v, P Y —-0.311 0.109 0.004
VB A 4.367 2.189 360 S vs PEIE Y 0.383 0.109 0.000

SEEMEAN BT LR EE R, RITE S AT Wi R o 32 R, R O, a2
TR E R RFTIT, 2R S5 HSr Gnisci 45 A\ (2018) B 78 45 5 [8],  BIi& @3 4T Iy Lb S/ i R 4T Iy
BRGSO LIS BT W B 25 55 R VB T T L R R R T W s 5 R . BRIRIAE T
1) B SCOCHRAR BRI Al o 1 A e T T AR SN 255 M AT A N T VB I SRR Bk, R 5 b
ZARGAI R TR AT A 2 5 MR UOE ANIRIE N BB A RZRR, MATH#EATREAD
B B RGN 2o SRR T T RS SO 2 RS AT SE NG R N A ANE, (HE 2R Y
B VEIE NARTE N NS, SRR A SR AR S WA, g R 255 a0 i il NG 15 1 N e — e FE
MIBE R . DRICARGT T S ORI, 4 R T 25 5 R0 . T AT T BB N A 5 A AT Bl s v
BAEMAERER, 1M FEERFTRIE XN A LT E 25 Ui NRE XN B & . B2, 1S AT
Wi T8 A A S AT UE N RIE LA BB R AR, A5 2R k. 2) 15 B ssinfe 5
R 2= 52503 . Brow AT Levinson (1978) W\ A4l &I T BT A R R B4 S FE R . AU R nfe
FE=ANRIZ[9]. MR R T, Uil AR SN A PR AR, A BCAEAE, (AT SRR FE A
FTWTSRUAS R G  AE AR AN o e 3 AR T 2 P 13 N MO B RN 2%, 1R B ) VBB 11 il T AN &
Xof 75 TR 1) B, X RPSRAEAT I T B CAEE R INRR R, L g v BTS2 B B . SR
RATWOAH L, (R BT W Wil AP0 07 B RN 52  B 08 2498, BEEIFIPM AN,  JLad N B st
FHXTSS . 456 3.2 BIIA), FEURT UG AN UL “AEml, BroAth 580 7 FTWE Ul “3RA s, ik T
RN B, 3T W A B U R T OO E S BRI IR R, A SR R R e
T o AFRT IR AT, 50O AT W0d & 2 U il A ET T 75 160 B H A S R R, A R
FEJR AL A B3, R InAR B 210 o BRI A2 R R U AT T P R AR O RS, T B R
st MM E, ARSI TS EEFT I, XS aT s ARIE H CrXBE RS
5, EERIUKF ARG, T BRI

4.3. FTEETE] R 5 2B ADIR S

FTUTES (8] 5 S 4T W2 2 2 (A A AH B2, 38 LR 3R 7 22 43 B 3R (8] 2 XA XCRAY), $TWr s 14T
Wik AU e R R, AR, GRWE 3. T~ FFTWE 20T W, 1% S 3 E A
m, FUCRRUCR, BERAI R R . 5 2 A g SRR B AT TN () 55 S5 FT SR AL 2 R B i S e
5#(F(6, 120) = 2.493, p = 0.021, 72 =0.010).

K 2 BRI RFTW S ST 2 A Bsgm . 5T Wi, 2l thEe s iRl 3T W 5T
Wro A2 EHE R B, SZ a0 AT ORI T W b DU Rk T W R B B AR AL RO . R R, 1E
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RIS IO A () R ) AT W LU AT Wi e, VBT L A AT T BB T TP ik X BT AT I
FEVE AR S URAT WO [R S R R O R, RS AT W AN BT T 0 135 R e e R T i
SrECE AL R AN AL T 4 B

Table 3. Comparison between the point and the type of interruption
= 3. FTHRATIE) = ST 2R 2 B EL AR

T R 6 A Eh=git! SR EER
BRI 6.383 + 1.063 5.358 + 1.460 6.183 + 1.077 5.517 + 1.449
N T T 6.117 +1.342 5.183 + 1.360 5.650 + 1.382 5.558 + 1.302
AT W 3.283+2.182 1.625 +1.378 2.417 + 1.663 2.025 + 1.526
7 1T
g
— - T4THR
6_
5_
W 4
v
N
3+ \
N
\ Pl ol g
2 \\\ /,/' T~
\x/’
1_

EERRE FEE 0 SNE R
TR

Figure 2. Interplay between the point and the type of interruption
2. FTH R STHT KR 2 (B AHE B #200)

FRITHI G R AR 1) pPRBEE LA ERETE 2 5 0. Murata (1994)¥5-4]1 I 73 R
RAFTWr RS EBSST T, AU LR RSN H SR A S SO 8 T S 86 1, an SR 4T W 12 5
FTWr, HE—DmEEE RN, A 5. I TR R G, T Wb 01 B 4 R
AT 25 5 UM 4T T 2 R T 1 AN B ™, B 4h T A () A PR TEE A o 1T [ 7 R RIE T AL AT T B AR AR 4T
T S St B T 1 N T (R AR B A i AR R R T 43 1 P 25 AR i P ik B il N (1) G o F ] 1
DA ML BE A5 43 2B T W3 A O FEIA R o 2) 15 P SRS RE A 15 R . IR RIE 10, (0 AT I LU R T W7 5
B ORI, X TR BRI AR T AT AT DASEAS RIS (R BeATWixt 77, RIB i, A Al
Prax . Bl i AAEST AT iiis NRE T W A RIEAEE, nf LS FATWr, Wil H iRk 7,
A CASZERE T T T QSR AR AL O T S R, B 6 RE AT W MR AT I, RN TE FH AL
R—B(E 2). fEiEd i, BIELITH, Wrid ASCR il s Rk i, Siilh AR 25 B0 1E A I A
H5HECOA 8. FHEiE G R BRE A2, 28 B TRIE ) A 3SR 7 A K R .

AHIF 5 45 5 5 2 K RITE T K AT 95 45 5 (Gniisci et all., 2018) [814H L —F. & A FITE BFE R 5197 W7 /2
CAFT TS 8] AR R AT T ) SR DR 28, 4T WIS () A LT B 2R A s A B IR T Wi B % . it DOE BEE S
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SERRBRE A, A TRBTIRZ LTI SR 3, AT A7 LT T SR B4 B T SR AHT
BUR . BERRBFEH (R ARIERE A, TR A SRR B SN, N2 6 40 ) DI L (TRP)
Beili, REZHCBUR, AATAARA A bR I TR, BE T RS AR B, T
VT ARG RTRUR], SR I APRAS AR . FIEE, DU SRR BT [ A A
R0 ARLCT 2 DU BT 16738 ST TR, e R TR T T (e LD 52 BUR) Lkt TRAT
(0 TR TR B 5 A

5. 45

ASCAESE Gnisci 55 (2018) 535, T 1 DUERHE B PN S UEFTWIBL S, RHAT IR U S0 1T Wik
(8] G ANST W SRAAT TR TE . WEFORBL, EDUERST: 1) ITWTLEEITRr s 5 R, AT 5 M 3T i
FAEGET 2 R E TR 2) TR HOM S SR T W LU [R) S AN T AT W s 5 R0 . AT LA R 5 R0K
HiF (Gnisci et al., 2018) [8]WFFL4E R —H, Y WIFT Wi 5 64T LR (8] 518 SCRRAZ T2 T, AAAES
M RRFAE . TR SR 2l T E R —, E H R AIEST WAt A E AR, AMUEEE
TR, B AT E) 5, W A B SRR, A G B TR NBRR o, B A PrAnig
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