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Abstract

This study aims to apply Cap’s Proximization Theory to explore the discourse strategies of the pros-
ecutor in criminal trials. Taking the case of Zhang Koukou as an example, this study manually anno-
tated the corpus using UAM corpus tool 3 to analyze the proximization strategies employed by the
prosecutor. The study reveals that the prosecutor uses three proximization strategies, namely
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spatial, temporal, and axiological proximization strategies. These strategies show different tenden-
cies in usage: among which spatial proximization is the most frequently used, playing a direct role
in proving the facts of the defendant’s crime, followed by axiological proximization, and temporal
proximization. By employing these three strategies, the prosecutor constructs hostility between en-
tities outside the deictic center and those inside the deictic center, strengthens the illegality of en-
tities outside the deictic center, awakens external threats to seek defense, and thus legitimizes
measures to severely punish the defendant’s criminal behavior.
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1. 51§

R H AR, EXNEEP S 5EAEANFRZRA K. NEBHLER, KES 5%
Al RE 2 R AL IE TR SR o« Rl RBEUETE T B TE S SRS A 78 Sk T AT T2 kv . DX
TG S A 78 = A T ALS SR [1] [2] S A [3]-[6] AL I R R [T]55T7 1T, Sk = 0] 1 1 SR 1) 3l
FNELFE IO AT

AT A AR S Fis — FhiE e A IE T 1) Bk SR B A, DA E B S AT A SV E I, a2 S
B IR A R E F A BN S5Em& 2 —[8]. E Cap [9]7E “ Proximization: The Pragmatics of Symbolic Distance”
— e VR e RS T A R e B S 18] - B TE] - A/ {H (Spatial-Temporal-Axiological) B A DLk, #&
IACERSIRTG TR R RE o [ P O T AR IO AU 4G TR A R 5 2538 [10]-[12], 4E i Jm
BB S REEE ST T A . H BT AT AR S T AT 7T IR B BUA TR R [13] [14],
BIEEIE[L5], AETRIEIE[16]1% . RAEH DRV S TVEEEE, (HHM UM E FRE AL L7,
V) A TR N 21 JE B e T T P I A SRS E A

ANEEAEIBNT, WA E S P AR N EE PGSR . BEmNE, A 0XBERFTEATFA
2 TR 30 3 ) T U 2 1) A1 S A ] 13 1 s ) A S SRR i, DASRI L P R SURAT ORI H IR . AT
B TG A B PR FUVE I, R AR, NIRRT TE R — SR R LA

2. ELEAL

TS EE L LE Chilton 1515 25 18] ¥ i£ (Discourse Space Theory)Z I. 11545 A& A 1216 1)
A — FhRE IR 0 0B 2 (8], 2 G B R BN 4 B A A AT 2 ) ol R AE A 1 S A4 [9] [18]-[20]
RGN CLE B AT AL B R e, KRR <) B “IEASRINME) 7 =AY AR ST A
Cap Y NTHIEA [ F R OCTE G E 2 A e m Sedds,  RIAZ Gl 2L AIARHA], = X1 o8 2 () A e i
IO LR ——3NIA [P VR [21] . [RItk, Cap [9]7ETEIE 2% (Al Ak 3E i Tl e, ARI s AR s
A5 1) Y R SR AN W FE T I B A I AR

FE T A ER 1 2 T ARV BV 25 THT AR 9 G e 488 52 105 3 T R 15 4 72 (1] 485 S 4 (outside-the-deictic-center
B ODC) X} 1l 15 25 8] A #4544 (inside-the-deictic-center B IDC) g, 18] B 3T 34 B IR L & v 5 7 A
NI SE I 5 B3 A I 74 459246 (legitimization) s A X0 75 ) AR L (delegitimization) [13]. AN AIEE G
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ARG, BIEIeTR T “E” M “AhFH” MESMEEEEE S WP MAAE, ST iEiE
(Discourse Space) T HH E X 37, (0 5 2 AL B [19]. MAE F NS # PR, #aimAb PR 830 i F & A
IR URNCEETE ) B sk ” (B FA . FRMEC BB BN A £ IS « N
W (LR VES B L BRI B2 168 . R, I i & — Rl MR e, R #E B e B B
WSR2 E#, DIMGEZ 1G-S 6%, R RMBANELS, S TpT A& 24022].

Cap W& (LB FAR 4y 2 1] #4301k (spatial proximization). B[] 4k (temporal proximization)#ll
&3k fk (axiological proximization), Jf-42H 2= [a] — I} [&] - 4/ (Spatial-Temporal-Axiological) %4 . & i
& AT DU T A SRR T 15 T SIEAAR 2 8] PR TE VB R B AT B AS T IT, RSS2 AN AT, USRS B RCR .
FE T A, SR 1) S Bl A5 R s AR - WBVETE , R FCEE AL 3 AR F I e Ak S s mT L@
TRV - VAT H BT ESRSE I . =Ml Ah S IRV - 1T H TE L 1 [9].

Table 1. Lexico-grammatical items of spatial, temporal and axiological proximization strategies
F 1. =E). BE. WMESIERIEIEL - i8Em A

e R A T A R
o HEME Pk NP HIZ ODC (USSR NP LR 1DC

NP iR 1be IR Y LR M
o W ST R TR NP B ODC

NP #23# s ODC BRI H L 5 2 B4 o A

15 R R A%y ODC

WMahtt VP By ODC AL ERE ODC i B T E 26 1DC

A e O S S P ke I Bt ok N
S EE Y7 Y 2 2] TEKs R BE I & A 25 ) 0 52
179 VP #Rf# N ODC % 154 VP ¥ ODC 152 M WELTE
IDC it 5 FREL TRk

g NP #Rf#EN ODC XF  “PATIHIEM A NRIEX L8 A R 1

IDC 2w 1 T B
g NP #7f# N ODC X

IDC g2 [ 4 3

3. ARAZE

ASCLATRATI R RN R SR R o, BT B e R A 1) - B (A - A {E R (Spatial-
Temporal-Axiological model), KA ER. BV GV A%, AN VRN WA @ 05 755 2 [\
SRR [0 1 15 2 8] Y B ST, DASGEIAT U . RN 4R TR H .

2018 4 2 H 15 HCR IR =) 12 JSA A, BRIGA DOh T o8 XHT SR B EIPA R AR T — e il
EANFACPRIKINFNER) . B RIKIFNFFIIARAHF THREEZE, TRE. TAHXTF=AN, 9K
BT EREL THHE. SKIIMEARRE —FEHIN, BHE R 4ERFEA, RAPITIR, &—
AP B R A 2B, SR T T2 RV ORI P @B B A “ @Bk B XK1
FLAR SN 5 CA, AR ATEVE RS B R &, @S/ MR, J801 11,032 % Z fTbL
A YR ATEIEIERR I BOR 55 R RONIEEERHE SR Ve B B 2 H i — AN BT, Bef Sk B
LSO SLRhEET TR ALE ST PN 2 SEI IS 2 E N

ARICRBUE B 5 EMS A I . b, g b2 MBI A B0 A BT 15k v i B S A
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HEATFRME 4. S B A TRE I E F] UAM Corpus Tool 3 X8 RlEAT IR, # i 1P i
A S By FARIRE - 1EVET B YERE IR T Fahinid, Gt —Main b seng i AR, B A YR AGE
TE AL SRS A8 R AE . Cap [9136 HHAE AL, i fb S (K310 - VBRI H A — 2 1 1 T,
PREALATEC I LTSN 1%0, BRI 10000 =38 2 Hh Rl AEE T H A0 B0 10 IR A A REBA AT 2080 -
4. AR ANEEREE K2

AT A SR ) A AR I G R - AEVET E LRI . 2 2 MG EE R R AR AEE
=R A SRS A8 B AR E R R U, PR A S (0 (5 I AE AN R RE R AR T AR N E JAT
NG BRI S, AYFASEAE A AT SRS, 1k 323 I, (BN AL SENE 1Y) 72.58%, AIE
AR 5 AN HRE 35 SE I SO ™ A0 SRAT N R H BIREE T AR B TR B & s i B E T, Hoh
MBI SEIGAT F 88 Y, i AN EAIT AL SRR () 19.78%, IR IR SRR (A 5 I (] T Sp m A
FAARCA 34 IR, BRI AR IE 1K) 7.64% . —FiiG 8 SR0E L FAE T AVF G IE V5T .

Table 2. General distribution of spatial, temporal and axiological proximization

strategies
< 2. MR RREER B BT
AR (N = 445) i
7 [tk 323 72.58%
I ] f Ak, 34 7.64%
B, 88 19.78%

KA NI AL ) =ANZERE, BIZSTR). WHR). ME4EE, R ERE H P A YR AN B 1E R,
T LTETE RE e I BUE ) STA BRI,
4.1. ZEEFEEK

7 (AT AL TR A2, FRas HO AN SR (ODC) AW HE 25 18] _ iR N8 7 A0 A FSEAR (IDC) Fr) I iR
FE[13]. AR FERMATL T 2 AL SR, EERICN AR AWR A 2 Nk F0F05 g 5 AN &
FER R E, PLAME AR ™ E 8 SJUIRAT AR & R I U R . AR Cap #2 H i 28] i 1k
MEZL, skfnfn—Zd, A FRANERAS AT AEL -8RI E R HRE 3 s,

Table 3. Lexico-grammatical items of spatial proximization and their frequency
Fz 3. FEFEIAIALL - EAD A K ERER

T s IiH AR i
NP # iR fi# A 1IDC N, MY, B, e 139 31.24%
s N, sk, EIIMER,

I S 0

NP # iR f# A ODC T, 7], R 70 15.73%
_ N HEAT, TR, AT, , 1814,

Baitk VP #iR Ak ODC [FfEFRH L 5l ﬁggk BT, R, #H 21 4.72%

A =5

174 VP #H# N ODC %t IDC jiti i g2 i a2 FHI, BRIR, MRkE, gk, ERRE 80 17.98%

% NP #1# )y ODC X IDC syma g s FETT, HKEESCBM, 1, B 13 2.92%

Myt 323 72.58%
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AR EFZR AT, AVREREZRATEA VR, FTHIRTRAT N, fREEA REEAR G . I,
TEAVFNIEE R, Bl AR NAh, B, RIS gl m o IDC (%A 31.24%) 41 45 A
MIEAER T HERWE AR WY R A2 PR 186 OB ) S bl B T 1518 25 (R AR, 4R
 ODC (Jii% 4y 15.73%). IDC i FRJR BRI T AVF ATEVERERHL IR 4 e S48 )L ODC %} IDC 4k
INAR, DA & S is 2 D e iR

{5 ) N N A 3 7 ) ) R R A S e S ) R R A O 2 N K W I LB O P = 2 4
ITENEE RANFEN o TERHEIR, AVFANAERHE AR A AT S92 i 8 4L IR 5946 (17.98%) 12¢ 1y T # 3 2l ] 1] 20
(4.72%), FELRPYREE AR SO SN IARTRAT N, TAT A i s 45 S B4 % 4 ] i) 2 3%
o it

(1) HAME 2018 K0P 4, ZITHARILED 2R, e ARk T #F Lk 4682 27,
AENEIEE. IRE. LAMALBARNRIART; BREFAR AR A Hamien], &Iz
R ATECE . RS, JFREAT R L6 A R AR B

B 1, N KSR RN IDC (B O 2R bRiE), Bt N SAER T HMR AN
ODC (FH T HERRIE).  “TFRE(IRTI)” “HHAT” “HUBCEIIFRBRMIR)”  “REMe” S8 21 30 i) ial 21 (i S
L hRiE)R W] ODC M) IDC AMZHIEFE,  “Hffl” “307 “mkds” “Bhbe” 5547 NPl ia 1A 241 (Fi XU Ze A
)~ ODC X} IDC Jfmsm, 5 4 itk in 4 (HARMAFRE) “FET2” K8 ODC Xt IDC jita i sz 1) 45
o Bl 1A RIINR —FHEEAHEI B AR AR R AVFR N, 8 2= i skng, AUrAH
T HURR TS AR RIS, RS AT ABILEEAT N, BRI TS .

AR AT R LA, BELBRT EXGLIR,

Bl 2 v, AYRANDBEE N 3% #E208 IDC, BIgd AL #8674 ODC, il 4T hshia “47 X7
CORTCGRT R RWIGCE NSRS ERE N Ay A B eE A, shialiE 4l “ Rk
i WA T NAE D T 4 T N B0 Rl 4 T At R AE W B8, A7 93hia] “IEm” RIS NI4T
NABURIE T 8 ARG, T Hoe Ak 2 Agg A4 7 AN R, R A iia 4 “ 244 ” %= ODC Xt IDC )
AR . XSRS, AURNSRH, AR ™G ™ BRI IRAT 9, @A

4.2. BHEREIE

IR L “BUAE” Dy Al by, BTl LU A SR RSEHLRI TS, 2R Ui e A2
W, B ZIA RS, HA RS RALRIF AR R RS e . skindn—%d, AURAAE
TREEFRR T BCR I (R AL - 1T H R AR 4 PR .

Table 4. Lexico-grammatical items of temporal proximization and their frequency
< 4. BEIREIEIRLE - &R B R ERER

s iH AR A

JEBRE M NP M2 ODC HIsEFRfzmfEAR  REK, RE=1, LR E xR, ” 4.94%
IF) Py A TE) BB R A FRZm, fERE, ARE% '

Ei VP 17 ODC Kz WL ERFS 3 P 1 2 70%

Mt 34 7.64%
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(3) MEZM S AIT A RA, WEALERNRATEE TR, WARTREA, EEMAEE AT M.
L S, £ B A E AL T8 AL E AR A

(4) RAME(L 2018 FXF=+HFF, ZITHHRBBERZIG, REAKRKTFHFLAEENETRT,
AEMNEEE. IRE. TAHALRFTRMANBREART; EREFLRELSITHET R A A RBER, FTERE
BN EBAT AR . MR, SR AT AT R TR 69 AT RAFAC A

(5) KRB MEBLRE, RFDETR, LAERERFA S LR LHATHME, 12K o do it RIFILICE,
TREZNEM R,

ERHE R, WAL TTH, AVRAZ R AERR E NP K8 ODC (it NSKAIFI) 52N £E A [F] i 1]
BORAE, Hh REOQE =AM A, BIMERAT. RN HEE. MERBTEAT RS, KN
GAER TR, IR AR, DUESKInnmiT AR A IR E EAT AW 3); WA MTARE,
FRANFIMER T N EF IO, R ERIET, 7 WS NMERTFERZIRB W 4); WHZEERITN
KE, FRININTCARATHGIR AR, ARCEARCHRT LA, BRI R (] 5). AV NAEAE I (AT 5
W [RII , FERC 2 (L s, ] 3, AT shial ARl “iER” Ros ODC (#H ATkt IDC
(WENEIEZE. ERZE. AR, ZE%E “Fr” £ ODC X IDC JinFZmi g £, £y
P MERTBRE, BNk et aEirsn, wpl s b, ARk “Rlfhs” “3:u
Bk #on ODC MMM, REWE NEVEEZIR, D& B 517 ——28Eg0S AL TR
HIL, LIRS NRIRAT I E .

Britz Ah, AR B AESSE, K& ODC Ksmi NBLAERFEEEIR K. ] 6~7 i, 1 &53hiA
TR R NTRANIIR “ONRERIL” AT, WA AINUE, AR DA ERE, th
RS RS B2 BRI -

(6) AF&EF, AFRHF, AREbASATRAL SRS, LR RRLL,

(7) RaAsd, EEAR, 48 LEK, B TACREM AR AR A, LKL ET R AHRARE O T A
oy CNET R Y G e MR

AL A I TR A SR, A YRR S AT R A RN B 2 e M 258 b ™ B 2R, X
PPN e IE LR AR, A, i SE 2 RAEN AL, BRI SRS NIRRT N, XA
5 S I AN U 0 T AR U A A NREAT AT, e oA 8 R0 AT T R

4.3. friERSEH

W EEIE TR, WG NRFRFRRR o0 N SR 5 AR B SR AEAN B R G rp = AR I RO 2, oz
PEWLE R B IRTEAS M RANR, KRS FEWHE M RSN FF, WE T WSS S = vl f
PE[13]. 1EEIRE, IDC ARG AR. WY, 5. 4%, ODC SR aFiis A, ER TR, A
PRNTE G FEd 588 IDC WIERIHE, %% ODC M E, 4 ODC SEikl IDC SLfkZ [H] 1R,
PUCR GV E AT A, BIPREIRERAT A, At NE BB . AVF GG PO E BT e - 1A
H B AL AR 5 Fios.

MBI T, A VRN RN N 3.60%) K% IDC (IR, R EEHL e R
e BMAIEMTPHESE, &€ 1 IDC(AFAL BENOOMIERIESR. A, A NEH 1T RERTHK
WC (i 16.18%) K% ODC Mk, Jorh R ERE PN : — =208 5 N kB H547 i m Al
TE s NS NSKRFOFIAN N 5 S PPN

r OF
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Table 5. Lexico-grammatical items of axiological proximization and their frequency
< 5. INMEMIEIRLL - &R B RERER

i 5iH Hk ik
AR, BUATEMEL, ATEL B

NP # iR f# 4 IDC 1EH M E e AT R 16 3.60%
HWRARERTE, MENGER, BHEW,
NP ¥ iRf# o ODC il thafasEd:, mEBEIJUE, BHREAE, £ 72 16.18%
MM, i 2 1745
Bt 88 19.78%

1] 8~10 1, AR ANZ UCEMPE NSKININ AT 8 e T/ m 8 0RO, TR, 5%
WS, HEEEWOR, KRR NSNS ST I AE, BB N SR IN0IE I SET N i
(e

(8) HEAKIFHUERFA. KELEXMMHE, DAMEFBEFNARL, HFRHNLS, LEEREIN~E, N
HAFIEFFEEFTAL LA TERL

(9) HEARIIREFEFANZL. BREBELTE, AoRFTHRMK
(10) AR —RALFRRLES G BHREHS.

FEG] 11~12 v, SR RSN NEZ DT, ATRA VO TRITIAM EREEESGR, T H A
DHAAESIRNAL, IB PRI ARE B AR, SR 0 i ARt G2, BRSO . JERE g A
HIEARIEAY, AVRAFE S N A B A 2R HGE AR AR, LA (10 SR X A 2 R 4 BB

(11) AMAE, HEAKIo o FNEE LRI NROHE R, EALEMEREANL, CLELETRBRZIE,
HEAKRF R BARETAH, TRAZAA G, ELEZRNBRMEK, BT RIAML® THRRELSTF, REUSHENR
AT, M SARE T AT,

(12) YK fede TAEEFZ T, AT AR ANRRE, BERFETIAOLFRERE, LY B F EkfR
R, ZHBIAEFRRSARREL S THEFHRE, AATHEEL, BIRTAEEHGT, Ko Z2RLT
HAFO T E, BATEAELOERENAE, BALSARMARAF AGHETLBRETRA, BAT Z X694
REHZ P, BBETRFA-REA ST 5.

PG AT L, I P A R SRS, AR AT IDC 5 ODC BIRJEA LR, RE T ODC (#
NSO, B AR ARG AR B B ODC (#5755 N SK A0 A2 i 1 B 1

4.4. IR NIEER STA RE

PAE AT 2R Y, A YR AT = ol P SR A P63 ) P2 A AN ) 2 VR N SELAB3  f PHD 2  if Sems
HUCRIMERGUT NS, Fea 2 I sms . A JF NTEER STA BRIIE 1 fos.

FEAYFNRIIEE RS, WA, 20 E =R R TE R NS, AR WY, e, S
SRR VAR 1 15 5 () A B SEAR(IDC), BERE XS 1DC 3 BT AR B I 1) S A4 B T3 1 25 ) /R (ODC) . &
RO SO A L AR, RO R LI EE I R, st eI R . &
I, AVFANFEZEL A7 K@ ODC X IDC A MR, H— 2l (AR, il SR
AT NBhIA A ODC Xf IDC HfpSstain g s B, R Ed e M. SUTo5844 1A
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Figure 1. The STA model of the prosecutor’s debating discourse

E 1. NFANIETEH STA 188

7% ODC Xt IDC MR (945 5o 1 11T T 46 38 L 2 1 SR LA (RO, DL B
SFFPARLE . AVFAFEIBL T ERIT. RRRE . JARIGHE AMRFRT N, DB AT LLE 2
MR T SR, TG R T B, B e i RO R R I, R
A—RE BN NI ATHE FARE RO, RIS A LRI A S 54 2 TR S0
HRFTER I, KAPTBAT MR IEN, 5 AR AT R ARA S %4, Rt 2%T.
R,

5. 45

R PR B TR S B R, ASTIRAIRSS 1 A VR N TE T i Ao 5k 6 A 15 00,
MASTE] I TR =N EBES A VR AR AT AEEAT 104, #os 1ERE o IR v 2 R A el X
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