Modern Linguistics BLAUIE £, 2025, 13(6), 116-123 Hans X
Published Online June 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ml
https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.136572

FAALAERIE “ARET Y BAMIARIATIRERH
54

RAEE
R BTSN B, AR M

Wk HiA: 20254F4H29H; A HEB: 202545 H29H; &4 HH: 20254F6 H11H

R

AR EHGES B B FRZI T F XL hn i “ARVE T 7 BI3E F S ae R B o B LT 218 0 #T

ZEHMERTFELHREER, RAFZEZFCHERNEERILIZZNTNME. HRER: Sk
IERME, “HMET” BB RSHEIEEMCREENER, KERiE RIS FEREURME: i
TRz P HARIER, LT ER BN FEREERESITR, EERERNEHA THEEL4E,

BEE XFUEBLT M. MHRZIREN=ZELE, FEEBBRSELEEMUHAE. L.

FFw EEEREEARMURIENX. BRI TRA=ZEER: BIMEAGRKEALHE, DL
B NG - R AEZR YRR AT BonE A

X 5in

“WYET 7, S, WEERC

Analysis of Discourse Functions and
Formation of the Emerging Stance
Marker “So What”

Qianqgian Zhang

School of Foreign Languages, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou Guangdong

Received: Apr. 29", 2025; accepted: May 29, 2025; published: Jun. 11t, 2025

Abstract

This study investigates the pragmatic functions and formation mechanisms of the emerging stance
marker “so what” (J8"T') in new media and daily communication contexts. Employing conversation
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analysis within a framework integrating interactional linguistics and stance theory, the research sys-
tematically examines the pragmaticalization pathway and stance-construction functions of this
marker. The findings reveal three key dimensions: Structurally, “so what” has completed its grammat-
icalization from interrogative construction to discourse marker, demonstrating significant contextual
sensitivity in turn position: Medially positioned, it functions as a transitional device; initially posi-
tioned, it primarily activates topic-initiating functions; finally positioned, it achieves stance-marking
through semantic bleaching for topic termination. In stance realization, the marker exhibits tripartite
functional dimensions, particularly differentiating five affective-attitudinal patterns within the emo-
tional dimension: disdain, complaint, resignation, avoidance, consolation. The formation mechanism
can be deconstructed into three interconnected components: pragmaticalization driven by high-fre-
quency usage; cognitive frame restructuring (particularly counter-expectation modeling) and meta-
pragmatic selection within affective compensation systems.
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Table 1. The distribution of the position of “so what” in conversation

FL BT EERPOMNESHER

Azl (N = 100) i k%
W ZH 12 24%
Liway 22 44%
2R 16 32%

FETULE “IRWE T fEER T AL E AR (E R L 24%. 12T 44%. 1R R 32%) T LA
b, CIRMET 7 fEIEFE T BT R E0R & R B RO I RN IE R M SIARIRE SRR R . sl (B)
ML CIRWET 7 ER: CRBAESGENT 5 CGERAMH A M, SIS S SR, T T B
1M R EB AL 22 T 4 45 4 i B AR it st Ak B Ani “IRWE 77 W AE v R I AR C BRI A 15, gmiY
P RN, XS A5E IR AL 4% T i AL ie R SRR, AL A & MBS “ b /17
TR g b, RPN AT S RIS B M R AL B R, JEFEDIE “ARME T 7 {E A
2 IHRETEVE bR IC I 1 53 BUBRFE

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.136572 118 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.136572

KA A

3. “BRRET” IMIARIATIRERISEM

TEEFRC “TVE T 7 IO IR R ARBLUEAE N IS A B v AR o SE I bRL[5], SEmbnic & T £k
YLIEE X TR WA EMAS L & INAPRSEBGEF E S, RO RE TR nE S, 1
VIR E 5 E 2 M B3R &R, FERNTEE PE B EAUR /7. 4 DuBios B7T, SLIA IR P
W 3L IR ST X = Fh25U[6]. HR4E Du Bois HINZIp 4 5HRiE, 45 A Bk EFR “HMET 7 MZ R
M35e, "R EEARL LA RIE D RE A i T

3.1. ARG

IR 8 UG 5 50 Frd An il B Sk . Al RE PR BT CIRAS I I W, 98 JOHE B RRIA . 15 5 BOA A
REM R FESGEE B AEE SAHPIRES, I F Ll B0 mEEE ., 254661

7) WA EEE, HVE T, BEATZ.

A, HP s TRVE T IR SR I B R, R 3 B PR O TE TR R IE I B e
S, #kr T RTRERIE ], A0 CONfMRZ EREY , BRI N ISRIE SR A B
3.2. %

PPN AL TR R F T TR S . AT B R AN E A W, G TE A, HE SR B 1 A R B e
PR . RIEVETEE X FIF IR, s LBl BREit a5 A A EM RS . wifi(8):

8) MMk 7 FHARAAEPENG b FE A EE R BEAR S, FRANYELE — G IRA AR A IR R, FRAT MU,
ANHEORAIRIE T .

KRBT T AEGER A ERE, Wi “IVET” kA E T “CWERBE” A ST R R AL “H
O AT RHEN, K AT NS B bR

3.3. (BRI

T EOLI R U1 I 1 5 %08 R 28RS B I
T RURE TG, Ba 1 46 Woks sl B B ms .
Bl BRI NS B AR, B, 27

331 /B

“HRVET 7 FRIE NS AEIERES, RIS RN SEOPECE U E RS R, s R S
TEEAL . LA 45 g 31 E A o0 A FL R BALA -

9) FARSILEBREA TG g E S IRG TR T, SRR TRFKEGRZET =R + EX
Abgy, FRWER AR AR T, FRAE IR A — OSSR F I, R A SRR R RE N S R R
BT, REMRGEFES, IVET, NEBREF!

10) FRAMIESE E X, VET, RERBIELNIE, KB REAKMEN, —BEk.

DAL PRI ZER R S UE s scfRR + “HPE T + MEEM. XPEM Sl 7 = E R Ek
AN, Wl (9) kAl 91 (10) B i 7, Ak imid i SEImbRid “ARVE T AR S R, 1 A E
G EENORTARE, A CEHBET . B HE Lo IXREERIE TR HUIIAE 2 BT SRS, Kb EE
AL, @SR R IEARE BT E . X R RIA R A B, BON T SRR
A, EEMEAAR IS A

3.3.2. %R
CIWET ” RKIE IR FEIRN, RS EN EE T A SEE RSN T R RS, S

BB, W HIERR S RIE S MR R . Rk
W EEAT A, SRS CRMET T 1

Ihk.

H&

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.136572 119 PARIE = 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.136572

SR A A

A o S AR A P ORI R SRR FT . AR S5 BAR R

11) A: RIEREALR S, &/ VES T . B TRWE 7?2 XAZE — IR

12) #AE K [ BN BR BT i M IR BRI 1, AN E, S AN S A3, e
SR, B OmE R, AWAREERE, AT

H A ARNRSRAEAE, WEI(11). (12) PR, NBRIRIp RS, SRERIM v 77 DI R aE,
BIEMEVEA], FALHRARCR, IRAT NIRRT, X ARSI B B 2 g R P, DR
BIER A RE S, AANIUSEN SR FIRS, 8 S RPUSEIL O EAME, TR IR I A —— R A e A
MPEAMRZ I, R EE 4 R AR

3.33. k&

CHRWET 7 FRak TR IR, BRI A AT B s R B g Eh e, I E R
¥ ORI TE A AT RS2 AR TR S . LU NS A BRI 44T

13) A: BN SFEWHIHE, TREEELT . B: MYET ? IELFZHE— K,

14)  (WBRE 2) - PhsRaT R AN BRI 2 BE T

Rk TR EERT, PET” — ARSI E G RE, wpl(13)H “HVET 7 JaHE < IELT
ZOHE— R g AL SE R B30 AT 7 A ERA AR RE, TR T RS L. Bl(14)h “IBWET 7 B Z ARV AL
BRI AL, A R JE SR RO AR . X BETE R RIA S R AL S AR R, HIESRE MmN Rn
FEALNAS NS RUER 78 AR\ R 358 1) 7] IR 2 47 i A 257 JoK

3.3.4. [@E¢

Feik “RIBE” 5, BOIE NI CIRME T WIORE A, A TR O B B R, AR
J e SHEUR B ) E SR . LA &5 & BARZ ] 5T

15) #IECHE L RTEM KB E & T SRR S E TIRVE TIRVE T, ARG RN KEWIREAT,
BIEF sj BN T g,

“IRWETT 7 TR B RERT 2 AR La AN AT, TR S RS, Gk B EEE O . anfl(15)H, =%
CHRWET B SRR RN, R4 . mAE R R, GE X A& R T A,
HAR R IE FIE 5 5 05T EE R £ SR, BEE AIRBARIE(“sj” = “HLUR” )filid TEiE Bk 220k 3] [H]
B, CHWET T VNGB RTFSIR AT E S R RRA MR, B eGSR E O 7 X, X
(e 3 S gt SR 4 AR T R AN RIS R, S BT P I 5] R 1 G

3.35 =H

CMMET 7 FE R IR, B E ESEIA S S E R . DU S AR A oA

16) #tZ 2RI HEBHIE T .

A, HRNE T E RONE M SEELE RO & BRI 2 E TR “iRaEis” WEEE I E AL
ONIETIE, N RERSEIE " RPUIE 9 SCERE, o AR e S SR B AL Y IR T . SR
EFNIHT B UARZE(S SR ), DL ST M 2 5 UL, S8 A (BT e —— B 2 ki
Bk, ARG SR SO R AARE, SRR R GEE SR DI B EE R D HR T B A R Al

% XSLRC “IRNE 77 38 FIANIRIE SRS K e 1 R IR S48 MU gE e, “ A8 DA B
M B, il A 1RE R, Bl E LT SN EHES; 8”7 BRI T,
K F SRR e SR AR S ARSI ), Al (L) JE BRI S IRRVEAEEE T, “TER” i “IN
BEE AL SEHL AN I, dnBl (L3R LI B A RO RS LIE,; [mligE” A 515 BE 2 B L B o
H, AS) HIARTEHERIBE MBI 2R i F ORI e A7 52 S0, gl (16) 488 B il AR FL AL o B 4y i

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2025.136572 120 HACIE = %


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2025.136572

KA A

A A& oAt [Pl B TR AL S R S AT R SE R SRR, BE RS U
LERIRIAT S A, R EE T H R IR T B SRS ROX, AR IE I F BRI S g A A A E], U
BAB T SEILAMARESN P IO IR 2 50

3.4. AFMBRILIAR S HIER

TR “HRWE T AFIRSL MR LA, SrdgbRid “IRVET” Rk ARET 1EREIME,
B oA [l AR . SZTEM S E IR, AR Re i AL TP AL R
Z RS S B AR VO SO RS 2 B R (T [ 7] SR, ATDUAME AL (A L I84%. Jo%e .
[l B oS, B R IR it SEFUR iR TR . IRVE T B ROETES
A DR R BUAFRICRHE8], @it 15 8 BOIME SEIAL I bi. EMAThAE L, “TBMET” ST &5
) a) “REAT BIRFEFRCIERE G2, A LIRSS J, FHAETERL I S IA
Ao “HOWE T MRS AL AT I 2 Fios.

Table 2. Five types of emotional stance of “so what”
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