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Abstract

This study, grounded in the framework of Socio-Cognitive Pragmatics, investigates the role of infor-
mation-oriented metapragmatic expressions (MPEs) in common ground construction within debate
discourse. Using the corpus of the Tenth International Chinese Debate Invitational Tournament, the
study combines quantitative and qualitative approaches to examine the distributional patterns and
pragmatic functions of MPEs across different discourse types and debate stages. The findings show
that: 1) information-oriented MPEs are pervasive in debate discourse and occur significantly more
frequently in interactive debates than in monologic debates, suggesting that greater interactivity
increases the need for metapragmatic resources; 2) the use of MPEs displays a dynamic pattern
throughout the debate process, generally increasing as interaction deepens, reflecting debaters’
growing awareness of cognitive resource management; and 3) functionally, MPEs serve three major
pragmatic functions in adversarial interaction: activating common ground, obstructing the oppo-
nent’s common ground construction, and dynamically adjusting one’s own common ground, thereby
shaping the audience’s interpretive and cognitive orientation. Based on these findings, this study
proposes a “Competitive Common Ground Construction Model” within the SCA framework, concep-
tualizing common ground as a dynamic cognitive resource that can be strategically activated, con-
tested, and adjusted. The model extends the explanatory power of socio-cognitive pragmatics in ad-
versarial discourse and offers a new analytical perspective for the pragmatic study of debates and
other controversial discourses.
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1. 518

RS — PR IR 28 T2, W R H 2l v B — RS B SR 0, AT 72 AR P ORE HL & A LR
METEER, B ZRN—MENEB N RIES[L]. FSIE N — R B o P iEiE e, o
H AR IR bR AT Z [A1E il — 2, = I R UE f2 i 28 =7 SZA N FN I W . 5 H W 2 & s E 1 BB
FHEE, BFR R 3EH (common ground, CG) B A R I se G+ MERHIE . 7E 2 HOC TR @M s, A2br
U7 I8 LA — BOUR A bR B xR, BIAnER RS S HIEE B3 T, 2 5% BRI ZE S, B8]
DA R ey el [2] o ARTHT, AEFRRTESEH, XUTETIAL S5 HERRAR L, HAZOAE S AE T F25 0
AXTREE AEAE LN [E] o Rl AR (3R M R E R A TR 2 18], 1 58 2 AR B A [ %
MAGNE T ) se 5t A 72 . IR Goffman Frdg Y, BHLSE AIEE AR EREA TR “E =777
(1) 7N PERFAIE[3]

#E 25\ 118 FH % (Socio-Cognitive Approach, SCA) A fifIX — i FEFR L T S Z IR . SCA AN,
LR B A R AE T AR AE I B A RREE &, TR 7E BBl R A A W i s P s 5 TR B 1) sh A A B2 4]
FERFIRIX — & FEXT U I B AN S5, U7 AR RS AR T B S 2 e, e/ AR
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SRR B A RO S TE AR R AR . DR, JEREME RS 2O RS SR
Gtk

Xt fEr, JoiE 15 (metapragmatic expressions, MPES) & ¥4 B A . JoiE R iA 18U
FX A SES AT RS HRRE S EA[5], s bR EeE. il SEmI . B,
FHORHI I A TSI TR[6] 795 BN [71E IMEIEESE, X T-HHe S HibE s s i il R IA
MHILHEMDIRE, 2 RENTR. BT HIER BA ®E LSS L, %% MPEs W%
HMANFI 5] S5 IR a4, X TR PO E R S R — e i m . T,
AN ETE M R, SRR E R TS B2 M AL ToiE FH RIS B 7 A R AE A AR LR A
MVER, 7R Uk 1 2 o] 75 X5 B 1 T 20y mp SR ms P b TR S A e R0, AT S L 0 Xof Y I HE 242 1) B i 5 %

2. HRipEZS

21 FRNAERFNA TR

33 (common ground, CG)ilE R AC PR Z ML ZMAHR . B85 NAE =, SUEHAES 2 XhE
R ZILAN[8]. CABFitat, ILEEAFAEFSAAENAIRES, MR LA AN AR, %
S H AN TR [9] -

ESLFERY b, £ %018 F 2% (Socio-Cognitive Approach, SCA)HE—55miH, F R LA A & A4
WIS 2B BAE IS5 R [10]. BRI, R BB A L =25 550 FniR, thaER
PR SRR O B E R B . DR, LRSI S AT, T AR A PR R R R A S S
.

Kecskes #F— 45K 3 [7] 3 il X 43 9 4% 0> £ (core common ground) 5 Jif B 3% i1 (emergent common
ground) [10]. HiE AN RE ML ZAIN S S45, 5 W TE AR B A FE v gh &8 R B Bt
Ao FERRSIERE T, HT PR S, FER A R BRI e R IE . BT A RR EROE
RO IR O3ER, TR EAE B R AW AR S VRIS, DU ACR VR T AE S () B AR 4

o

22. TIEARASHIRER

Verschueren 5, 15 F A FJg —DNAKIEATIE T kB 5 Wi, 0o 5 658 H X
RS ARG IE h R A 7T 1E F #9% (metapragmatic expressions, MPES) . MPEs 3l # /4 BL % 4 48 iy flL A 7%,
e TR AT URTiEE, Mg U iEE G B EE[11].

ETCIE A T, X Y eI F 55 & 4t (Metapragmatic Expression System, MPES)# 3%l
ANELFH. RRFHSHER SR =2]. Hd, EREFHAUGEAREFEM TME. Fe5H8
RS S, ERFHETE R T B BERAIAEN S S DI EE . R, AR S EESGEAE BT m A TR Rk

WAL AN ENIE F 22 K, MPESs 5 3L [EEA A @M B UIAE G o BT 3 [F) il 55 B2 4E T3 A Wik
BoE 5, uiBHAREREEET R, ERNENIEEGEE, 5132 AR E FLAFAESL, IS0
R RS . 52, MPES AMYUARBLBE & R HEE 72 0RO, B35 7 8brd s gt
.

HAl, KT ool AR A2 R TAMCIE GRS AN S MEMEESS, X T AHe S0 btk s
GBI RIETEZ KGRV S THHLIER BA @ LS w5tk %% MPEs W55
RS RS S, A BT D B T R A R R
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3. iR GE
3.1. #IEKIE

ASCHERHE A+ i E PR E AR IS SR R A bk T “UMRERA AR 2 5 e 2 R A
HI—3 AL . ZUGEAA BORA 2 RVE 5 A LB, REW B A IR TE R T AR R I AR . B
FCLABRER A TT R AT B LE RSO A, SR A 23S 5 N TR MRS & 7 e B RS . e R
BUEREZ) Y 17,199 5. FEFSR SR RE D, B RGOS 2 RGN, X AP AR BT 4
eALHE, AESNEAW AR NERE R

3.2. BRAE

N U I RIEAEA R AR I DL, A SORAE BHE SRR 22 ik Bl H
HIFS S A YA B Hor, SLR S E LR R O, RSB SGER s Ul S B e R
BV eI 5 A se e, PO BB . X — R0 B T LU BN ) 30 2 AR R Je 1B IR IA ) 0 A1 22 57
FILAESCRER IER .

33. wiEFE

AR KPP [ 2142 HE 1 e 38 F 2634 & 48 (Metapragmatic Expression System, MPES){E N/ HrtESE . %
JEBBHB B LORIE S LR UG, NBRR R ) 515 53 AR FETE R A IR, BleA
B B M R oiE f R

ZEXNT B EE RGN R, EE PR TCEARIEA BRI AU FET AR 1E
PPERIL . FEEERSSIERIL, KRMARENEE Xk 1 Fox, B4R LGS i SEbriE )
REAHIBIRYE . eSS, AXEi &g Bt SE i, B8outh HREERHATE R o 1070 ARk
L HAEIL R @ R R .

Table 1. Classification, operational definitions, and examples of information-oriented MPEs
#= 1 ERSETERRIENSE. BIEEXRETF
A BelEE X %5

XS A AT IR . R 25 A A B AR
ik, P CLERE T i 2 X HE 2N T B

15 BB message glosses Peamiid; W2 il; A2

I PP T B S S A R IABAE L H

PR MR IL commentaries W 5 7 15 (1 715 FFL 5 1k X AR
IEHEMER IS evidentials A5 A5 B Y SR IR R o i F R Ik ARV AR -~ BT
FIEAT iR fedid B RA TR AT N EUBHEAT I B >k RV, Tk
speech-action descriptions WA TEIEAT I TG 1E F Rk T "

4, R4
4.1, TEBAREEIEEPHNEEDT

N GG B SRR TTE I RBEA AR H 257, ASOBrRid s ie 552 e T i
JCIR AR HEAT T it S HEL 2R NE 2 Fios:
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Table 2. Distribution of information-oriented MPEs in two types of debate discourse
* 2. FEERSRETIERAREERMAEFHLIER LR NS

15 B S RIBIGEHRIE S K Mrik = AEH
A R (TF) V&4 R (T5)
5 RERIA 36 4.2 130 14.9
GRZAE = 37N 13 15 62 7.1
TR PR IA 55 6.5 74 8.5
=BT R 19 2.2 85 9.9
5% 123 14.4 351 40.3

%2 R, KEAFHETRITIEHRAE MR RS TR brdE)sE, S ERAEHR )
TCIE I RIEIRHR AR T 7 40.3 K, MFERRBHE N 14.4 K. R R LY, PERAETIBENEL
SARAE PSR b (22 5% BA Gt BB k(2= 107.16, p < 0.001). iX—45 BEH, FHE TANME S0k f 1
SR, BT A T B CE I RAHLNEE . BN RS S5 AR .

MEAARRTRE, FEMERE. FRMERIAS FiEAT IR 1EAE B UGBS (456 % 35 1 25 = 1
Mk ae. b, {5 BMERIE(2 =50.74, p < 0.001) 5 5 1EAT AHiIR (2 = 39.57, p < 0.001) 1 2 7 It AW
2, ULEHTE S BANVE ARSI AR T, AT AR B M B e TR T BOMHE BT R . S HEh A .
RN, RS I 2K 7R P 805 T I A 22 e R I B GeiH i K (2 = 2.18, p > 0.05), KB 51 NIEHE
55 B UR R W5 AT R Hh B 8 3 1 V8 IE SRS

BRI S, MR NAHE RS UEHESL M R G ahy, 1M 28 B 3 o ) B AR e 1 FH R SR 2 R i
ALY .

kA, BREFMEGIEFFRBETEAFHHEH B b 048 A 200 B B ERRIR U
BB, HAT R A A, 1 an BRI B B A5 S5 1 BT SR IA SR 4 T 6.8 Ik, TMiBEA L
FeMei, B =BCRENMBC EARL 22 K. ZHAFHS K& ANE N HE, TS E RSB
() R AT et R A R R A T 30 kLA b, P B I BOA B4 45 . BAARE, BEEFHE T
TR B A] S 58 b i 7 R 1G5, 3 T S A S M A B oo iE F Rk 5 BT R . EM SR, M
M0 5150 AR VS IEATE 42 Fr 2

4.2. TERARKERFEILIRENDIER

WAL EITE 22 R, ISVUR AR SAFEAE, TR AE E A R8P AW ies . Vi 5 M B 3)
AINFIBIEH[10]. ERHSIX —XIPUME BT, BT A OH ZHEE A A T 8 B3R, 38 ZA
B8 AZ I S PR 75 Bl (O BARE S . A TEARCEL, JUTBE I RIEAEX — W RE PR T AR .
P X EE R EIR SHESAC T, 513U AEE NS E B AR ER AT, TR M AL IR A i

4.2.1. FHRHTE

M2 INANE ARG, AR BNEH R RGRE U, ARMAETSEEMESERSHE
Ky, EERE AR, Wik, ERRX —WATIEEES S L iGERHRE R, JLRAEE A oS
TN, BT R EAA GBS I AN, JER R E R IR, AN 515 Ok N T F 3 A

HEZR

#1(1)
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B AH#ARAAB ML A, SAAPALR X —BAE SRAELG IR, REde 155 TG 0951

P
FEZBIF,  CLGEHIR 7 IR ATIREEAT BAE S E, ISR A RE R R
FE” X BRHESL T ARG e T W 5 NBUBAE BRI R R M AT . P SRoTiE R

IBILFEER, SEMARE R S 32 I T 0t “Ate” MRS E, T SEBU R SR 30 -

4.2.2. AR

FERHBIRTE T, B 2 R 1L AR R e AR H 08 2, il i FLEAT B s 5 Pk R
58 E S PR AI[12]. BHILTT L, 7ESE4EEIEE T, JuiBHRIAAA M TEEEIOR, @] DL s iz
F, CABHASBHI 5536 7 (3R @Mt 72

#1(2)

E7 RBAREF S IE, AL T ESRFBRARAFMA?

B st TARRERERXR T

E: RAXEAEB—T, MAKENFTHZHRTAEFA, RAZLZRG LR TR, SR 8 Gk #h,
FTVAR AN 4?2

B X RKRARAA LR LFH, fd)KEAD AR R LM, hAEiak,

EZ KRERKARAXZARG FA, R0 FA T L EA R 7 L2 —AMR A, RA AR L0 &4 E 42—

AN AL AL ?

FEZ T BUR, RO7IEE “URISEAIE” BB IE 7 OB MR IERT 3, JRRAIESHE R e r,
M A HAGR @ . SRR, SO XA 7 “IEARTT ik 8808 BB R RIX,
X077 WS HEAT B HRESRAAL B . X RIS R AR, SEPR b T o e £ v A R SR
WIEZE, 51 SRR A 5 BE MR BN 73 r . iehh,  “HIKEEM—T 7 G587 hiRE
PREIL 20 T BERE 5 AR BRI < o AT L, FESE R TLAl T, JoiE HRGE A UM T HEZh 3R
g, A T A X AR K

4.2.3. #EiRFE
T AHE IR R TSR A, BFIE T B KRB G BEARMESE,  DLIBI RN 5 /) 5 S
.

#1(3)

B RIEHIEALE R AR AR X, TR T, R P

EF: RFHMERL, RENGRARLFFE— LG FR, HARRTORAM, —AREAFL LS
AR, AT A IR A EAL R S B AR — AR A FE

FEZ B, ROITE S “ FUTE R e i e 7 KT IRHE SRR E Y “HRIEILAL” 5 AR
) —JeR L. BEJE, IR AR BIER " X CERASHTAGE - ERERE RS B AT FUE R IR, JF
fEBIESRE RS “ RIB OO AR, FOPOR I X AR AER 7 (e, R SGEE “ AR
geeeees” CREAEYL e eeeee 7 FERIE, KFPRIRKRBATHET S, K “KIFEREVOHEF @ 5 2
AEBEGAL” EHGER, MW HESI AR S ST M R B B A . T LU, FERFER N S R N R
B AWE B RIS 2 IEREA B AR AR, I SEBL IR sh &R % .
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5. #Wig

AW T A2 B F RS, AR RS o S AT T BT . TSR I, TEATES
R, (5B FA TR FIAERHS Tt B R MR, AR AR RIS R, L
B T T ) B TR RS, IR, HA SRR AR M N, X — IR T ST
TE R HL ) R I 03 A S R AL 4 S T A

HE— TR I, TEARBIERId, BHE AR _F R LA A KR T I 35 4 S B AR, e
VA R JU P S BRAE = T DN AE : SR IE L PR 7 36 R AR R By iR . BT 5 A E AR
IR T VS LR A A RS2, 2R AN 5] S A AT R T 5 5 (0 B4

HF AR, ASCIR I “SE MR BARERD” (S 1 FTR), HIE U — R T s T S i
ENAS BTV, AT HE— 4R 1 4k 2\ I FH S 70 R UM 8 5 50 P I AR
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Figure 1. Competitive common ground construction model

1. MM ER

BT LI S7 0 (BEE A 1 S U0EN 2) e A, W73 T4 E 08, SRR s W 2 A
Vo PSR A R, BT SR IR R T OOy Si . S S A A s
WL, il TCE I FA R TR S, BT IRS T A S iE L SR, Ek, 3t
TR L TSR R PR SR I, RZE T 51 S0 N B A4S

A G STt TGP S iaye 3 BT | N by o <F2 ZEviiE DR IR o011 I i R Bl G
BRAEFEN], — (R B SRR, 2 B B R WA M Sk B AT AR 2 T F T R,
RS AE ST B . 75 S EHELR AL, AT 55 L A R . ek, SRR LR A — S A,
T e IR 2 A AR L 35 4 BRI PR AE 42

FEFFBE TR, W7 AR 7[R 7 5 VB AR Ak, ot BEAT SRR AT R R 8 3 i T A 40
BRSSO O RS, TR IE GRS, IR OB S B . Rk, B
Wb BRI IETE Ry 2 AR50, TR TE AR A2 . AT E i 5, A4S
BT A, I RS bR S I B ARAE S . AT 2, %R s T 1 R SR 0y — b
POSOE . S SR U, M S T IR RS P S T BRI R
6. B4h

ARSCHET A AFITE H #(SCAESE, DUEIEFHSTERCAT AN B, %5 755 38 oiE HRIALE
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XU T ) 2 A R AR R A SR A T A E A . BRI, o F IR AE AR ST B AR T
HA B MHIE, A FNE R A LR 272 5 R, HAE A B e HEt i i 1,
AL HAFE P REOVR I, X PR e m AT M AR B R s A K

IR, 58 AMITENREEZRME =T —2#iEI0R, sl 5 EdE . FEs
SHALZUEE, 31N E B MAEL; R BEMSIN, B ER . 5 S FEHESRALHI S50 77 1R AIE
RN, RS OE P AR IEREAIRIE, DI sRILE Y ST . X =M ThREILFIR R T
BEL S8 G PEIL IR A IR HE A LA -

T BRI, ASCERL “TEAMEIGREMRI KRR AL R SRR AL — AT SR 1k R 5
MIZh AN TR . AR — D 1A B A X TR T FU P R, R T eiE
RIBESZF RS AN R EZAE R o RIS, ASCh B A e S Al - BRI TP TS 5
BAESRAE TR TR, IR BRSSO B IE SRR U B —E RN R . REIR IS, AHIT
ST FREERL, MIRES R EELE TR ikl HOW T2 BHE R R B AR U T R E A
A g R R Tt — 2P Bk
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