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Abstract

Preschoolers’ speech is less socially interactive and self-centered, but this does not mean that
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children’s speech acts do not have illocutionary force. On the contrary, children can exert force on
the hearer (parents, teachers, peers, etc.) through utterances in a dialogue, so as to change the
hearer’s state. Based on Leonard Talmy’s (2000) force-dynamic model, this paper conducts a case
study of a 4-year-old Mandarin-speaking child’s speech acts in order to explain the dynamic change
process of children’s illocutionary force during turn-taking in conversations. The present study finds
that children’s speech acts mainly include preventing, negating, praising, commanding, negotiat-
ing, and stating, which have corresponding illocutionary force indicators. This paper analyzes the
illocutionary force of children’s speech acts through the illocutionary force-dynamic model, which
intuitively demonstrates the function process of children’s speech acts in communication, and
helps to enhance our understanding of the development of children’s language ability and the
process of language acquisition, thus providing some research insights into cognitive pragmatics.
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1. 518

IWFD B R AN NN, JLERE S R EZINABE IR WA f 1], 2~7 & JLEPWNF
e IR EMAME S, HNSERWRAEZ, HIImfImsEERZEDARAF O, EAFREILEM
“HeFE” HEALT “BRFPOLFE” . Hi52, X—FREANILE, FIELRTALIMEA
Mo VAT HE R RSk UE, 2~7 B)LENFERRARERSIE[2]. EMtk, EF IR
ILEFEATAWRARRA — 2B, WHRJLESIETNAE T H R G/, 35w pE 4G A A
AE IR o

AHHE T80 LT FH S A SNE 22 (R AT RS R AT Rett: , ok B B B2 (2012) M i (1 5 18 AT i
71 - BNASHAY[3], W44 LB AR AR AN S 1B AT AT SN R 1T . ASHIE SR AT FH 2 A BE
W LE SIEAT AR RSN, BEAS RIS itttz %,
2. WERhSERSEIETHECHRLE
2.1 BEITARHMEITA

ST RERSEHYM AR —, HEOHESH Austin (1962)7E How to Do Things with Words
—Hfgth, /5 Searle (1969)7E HH R ELfill EAT /bAIVEIR R, S FIEAT NEISH L IEE: . F184T
ERIR R0 AR, . AT )[R I AT AT 2 AE M« Austin (1962) K AT & T84T R B 2 ih 247 1
BrBear N =K RIEAT N HHET RREEAT N[4], B “USTE” SENEFEUERE. U
ITHF UL E AL A SEPRA bRt e, R=FFIBITAA— ek E. Hrh, JgEfT hnr bl 5%
BT ARG e, WIIE R EAR “HEAMIRMNLGEARE” J5, EN B AMEET 2B L B
TRE,

MRS, BUSAT ARSI 4, EAZIE S MNMH L, M2 F5E AN rEd
N A FH A ()07 15 3R B HE SR ()it 5547 R = Fh R R 52 [5] . Searle (1969) I\ A HUSAT NA R BT A
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G XU vE N AL R, ok B MGE R N AT A . O H R TR it S BRI i R AN
DRI FH BRI W, L, 2FREMS5H A, BERRIIAMEE6]. Kk, 225050 it
ITARIREER Z T HAMWEFIEIT N, “HEITNERE T FEAT R LR " [7]. RS8N
R — BB P FEZRT N, EMUEEEHE, W ETE. BHFSINAIESEE T

B, R R g S Wy A e R RS R T A H I R A RSB BB R A B — AR,
MR T WA TR0, & ERFACH WIENAPRILS . Du Bois (2014) 158 1 £1) 72 1 55 1 X6 13 XU
J7 1 H.3)j (interaction and resonance) [8]. Kk, X 5 1HAT N i v W 3 s S —— B3R5 [ 07 &
Gy EL

2.2. hahisER

JIENZS MRS RN WNE S ) —ANE X als, f RIS 5 225K Leonard Talmy e o 71807358
R R E R (L 1) EZAHE: Jiseik, &Pl I NTES & IS4 R . Talmy (2000)iA 4,
AR 225 15 S WE R AE SEAA () 77 A BB, 3E M RAERA TR 20 5 RGE[9]. IXHI “ 717 AMUAR
VIERIE ) ), T2 AT DA R R i A O R AL 3, LR ORI IR AT O 1
e, M@F AT NN - SRS [10] [11]. X EASLR A —E RN HSER, e thr
TR AR O RIS o 2 T8 SR e RIS, 3 BT R S AR A 75 HAT 00t N E 1Y
R, ) BhASHEZS AT 7 480 56 10 7 25 T AN A AR 0 o

ZESC NEFE

E0E (Ago) = O FSLfh: +

A (Ant) D SgSik: —
NRRTEESE HNERRLER
BFEE: > EE  ——>——
T Y g1k o

Figure 1. The basic elements of force-dynamic pattern and
their diagrams (Talmy, 2000)
& 1. HahSiEBRER R EER(Talmy, 2000)

NENBERRGHA =R FEAREE S, REEE 1380, B3 71 2h &
o X RO FEAE E )N ASRENGEATVEGHBLE, X T HARPIF 2SR Z A A B 2 RIAET
FAME B Sy Eh AR, XU, IR ES S X PR TE R RS, BRI T 1S AR A AR
Talmy (2000) fE F 2E 3 2% R 3= J 14k (Agonist) R F8 A8 ™ &k Hi Sk (AR i 71524, FH T /144 (Antagonist) Fa 1t
WHPUE IR 1ot R, FEXWA S SR BEAER M R, B IE BaR N s i, SR
TP B I, E IR NTE R T RS DUR S, AT AR B ik B s IR o e (B 1 BoR
T AR JI BN AR B R AT S EIR) [9]. 281k, 1€ 2(c) R F T Eshm A&, B
JIESR T RN, Rk BEN SRR E IR RRRE IR B 2(d) i 1A -T2 8 1
s, EHENTHRIIEEf, FEA RS sl R L . fERAE 11 sh Bt ,
SERFEEAE A, SR 3] DARRSEANE R T 2 A T i 5 (kB E 2 )2 A R), RN, JirqfE
FA AT DU I ), RIPT 744 1T BE IR R N BIGR HAE F (23 1) 1 2h A 20) .
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a b.
-+
_— ——
ol d.
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Figure 2. The basic steady-state force-dynamic patterns (Talmy
2000: 15)

& 2. EXIEZE HEIESER (Talmy 2000: 15)

2.3. 18N - aSEENGENA R

Austin AR, BSR4, EREEFEGO N SEIEE . HEE B e NG, BTN
ARSI [4], MR B D)7 BARRTEBAE B M IIRe, EZARL H—ANEMT R E X[12].
Johnson (1987) M /1 & 58 8 (force gestalts) ) i BE V18 T F1BAT NG 11, AHEE A XI5 7 & 2047
e, A B E I E R IS RE[13] . XAEEAS N B A AT REXT 8 ) iX — & et Bk i S, Hh
R JIME R S B AR, TS J1 0 RN DL E ?

IFIE & 20N, AR @k DU T SR L, R e 1. BES R m EER A
s AT TAREEAER . BARIINES 22 BRI HIBA A1) Hh R BIMES Sweetster (1990)#2H, FiF
T RPN EA &, & & 2 (agent), 5 15 (speech) BEWS S it /) &, X P “1E )7
FVERSUE “ )7 AE NS YT R, B BT AR B S HYAEAE FPIRES [14] B4R Austin (1962)
FEARXSTE S B E X, (R AR DS RS 1B AT N T ST RN RNAE S5 ) 8l 35 T T 2 ) BRI )
“7 NS, EATEE SR B SRR 7 M AT N rpE v,
Gz 1 sh A B X 5 B AT N T R [15] .

B (013) R F ¥ 1S 5 FiEAT ARG, IR—HECATEMRGNE ) - S, HoRE
ElanE 3 fios.

FAnt
(f1+f2)

O O

Figure 3. lllocutionary force-dynamic model
B 3. 1B - ehiSHREY

B FEER TR, BT 1R AR B AR IC 9TE 71 - ShaSHA A K 3 71K (Agonist)
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HAGHNTE S EEHBCLEE. B TR, %)M FAgo &R, 1MHiE AME AT J114 (Antagonist)
FITHEAN IS S NA FAnt, B2 fL (CBr ) A 2 (k2 SRR R) TR RN & 71, b f2 A8, K/NBE
ANE TR BT » FANt A 50k FAgo AT BT 16 RS H#a A, X PR 1 e 15 R ARl i & | f2 firihoe
(7. B 3 Ry A S ) — K — S AN 57 S ARRA R BB AN 7, Sk R AEAREER T KN, 2O R
BN 52 CoMh [ (%% A AR R W 18 AN AEWT BEE AT 5 PRS2 10[3].

BE2E(2013) ¥ — B F1EAT N S H M E R EELL “TB 17 A O WA S — A4k, 1F
Talmy 70 pg et b, WEHiE)) - IR, —@ R L, NEMFIHET NEIRIT TE4%,
F 8@ TIWEER SR . WEADZEFHEFRIE IS MA T EFHF RS IEIT N, 6By,
B I IR TR Talmy (9 7 shARR R AT WSS, & S5 A BN RIE X2 518 F 24 10 28 SR 72 1)
— KW FL i [15] [16] [17] [18]. 4R1M, # HOGEAETILE FIBT NIE KD XD JLEFIET N

HAWEAEAE? L S8BT N T RAE L7 B8 s me ) L (135 AN EN R Wi ? A T i g ix s
W) R, ASHF TR N IS S X CHILDES 5 RE Fh B RHE L 51847 88 T 04 .
3. JLESIBITRIEARN IS

3.1. BN - SRR R

Talmy FIF 2@ AL 53t S ) o Jy SEAR B (K D00 Bt T8 70 - Shas s i) f -2 end i L3 i
JISEARIRIRTE S dt. SEbr b, fERTERbRE e, BB R IR, FIET MBI A Tah A2t

Mt AE . DL, AW B (2011) $R tH 1TE /) - iR AT Ah se dh g, IANER 1 1A 4 Fros AR
71 - s LSN, ARSI SR TE D) - s (LK 5).

FAnt
(f1+2)

Figure 4. The basic steady-state illocutionary
force-dynamic pattern

B 4. BEAXIEN - $hSRK

a. «-(@)--> b C.
FAnt
FANt FAnt (f1+f2)
(f1+f2) (f1+f2) ~
—_— L
—_—>
O O

Figure 5. The complex illocutionary force-dynamic pattern
E 5. shiSTHIEN - SiSERR
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WnlE 5 pron, ESARWHIE S - ShAER T, @PrEr i EfE@) sy, X —dEd,
JIRARSS, HLRAL . MG IFAEO)T B, MR X B AR TR AR . () BRI — ARG
R EIERPRE LA . X —BERE S 1 R i I RN AR, DR 18 S5 R
EIEREER

32. MIRF*

ALK H L 5 BdE A R St(CHILDES 5 RHE) H IR R, R F—4 4 2 5 A KM
BEMFNZ R AR AT D RO . b, Bk i St Bl s, MR RiE N At Ol
A, PIYSRAE ZhouDinner ERLZE o AT AU 135 F A SEARAC S EARE 12 DA P AT X 0 A A B 17 S A
FARES, FR TR RARE S ERAASH . It NIRRT K 16 70 14 70, kit
Pty 342 Ay, Hrp A 94 AN LE T, JF HRZEOLT, JLEIFARIGRKAGEHE . I
MR R, JLEIFARE T RS, KBIESE 7 B AFTA R LE FE “UAAHET L7 B R R
1M, XFFASE LU LB TR 2 52 B RN Mk, RCIOJLERBEA —FHREE “UEiTHE”
(KIBETT, HF AT MBS AR IS E A, MM I N BRES R A e, X AORAS 2R T SR,
EH R OLHE. TN, SR A,

ASCAEFIHZ % Talmy Jjah SR L 77 - shaAHR, Xz )L IR R 51517 88 it
ITINFIE R . 1L 9B LE AR S 5SRO A BATE I LETEE, FiH)LESS5EE&EJLEMITIEAZ
[BIAELE “ 037 BIRTPT) R 10 Bowfih, fEHE) 3 Boilh, L 5 AT N AIE J01E R BE 70 I 15 A
WEE %, Wil NRPRSIERE B, EH A . Hoh, 121X 10 Boihh g 2 Bt
B LR S AT, B A ) — BT 1 - it RZIEBULE 5IHT RS2
WNRE KA 6 BONRHEATIE ) - 2haS AN, JExt JLE F 1T N BGE RE AT ik

3.3. SEfsrHT

—BARME T RE AT 2 YO, 2vh AR E) S Oy A B AT N AN )4, T
AR )2 )L S AT D), PIAE B8 LB AE D9 it il A= s e Wi NRPRSZA 174
SNEEE I P A ) S o ARSI OL T, AEXT IR R R S S A AR U] T S RE E I s (TR
1T b, XSLHE J 0 E 2 L2 SR T IHAREE . DUT A 7t B A FH AR 136 78 s 9 SRR R 22
W2 5 ¥ (Hrh— 2Rk 2 5 ik iR b 5 iE) .

Source: Chinese/Mandarin/ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha

Participants: CHI: JL#, MOT: £}3%, FAT: 3%, GMO: @445, SIS: @HIH(JLE), GFA: 5555,
AUN: [t

AR = AL 1 00 LB 5B SO H B 1EAT AR BAT R4y, MEERIN, EROEIEHriE R 6 Bot
W, %A LEFTAT ) EE ST AR B AR, R XA E SRR LE SR T NG
HATIE D) - B

(1) FHIER

¥} 1 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/73-79)

(WAR)

73CHI: & i — & L w2 .

7ACHI: SIfE K & T .

(%)
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75 MOT: A &I

76 MOT: wmJLL 17 T !

77MOT: A Wz, 5T Bk 8 W # 1Z ob % .

78 CHI: & # iz !

(GER # )

79MOT: IR Pegi A4 45 Al ffgs —ig 1z )

TECL BiER, JLE BN Z N E R R, RS —2)LEZ, X2HLEVInbr ek,
ARBEEIEA TG R, YRR, AL T, BRI T, ER A, B E g
56T o £ T WY [E G R E AT, GRZUPH BT — A NIE AN 58 BESE W7 BB 7S AT, TRE
AT A, WER AL T SR AN — .

H)
a. «-@)-» b o
FAnt
FAnt FAnt (f1+f2)
(f1+12) FAgo (H1+f2) >
O O
FgR—T Al BT ARE—iEl

f1: iFR(a) + PELE(C)
f2: BESEBFNREXR
FAgo: IBf#fiEkR(a) + BERN D) + Zih530iFE(c)

Figure 6. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 1
E 6. ER 11BN - shSTEE

Kl 6 AIERL 1 LB IEERE ) - SR BRI R A TR e, ) LE RS bR A
RERM I ElaH A T A BRI . WEEFTR, M()-(b))LE )5S bR B (FL) B R A2 AR Lk, 1
HH (a)-(0)-(c) BEE 1 [ L (FAQo) 22 JT7 1 MNFE 4 i SR B & i 1 B 2 W S B B R . () Bom T IX et
o LEE IR IR A AR, LB AR B R — N IIZ6(FL), Y “ANVF X7 RAE 73R ZUAIBH L 30,
ZREE R R RS A O T BRI TR, B RR R T ik AR ERAZ IR (2), Rt RESR
IR Z L T A3 X B LEE 515 ) BRI T BRAE 77, BRI RESEAR S L R i — AN A0k ANz o
(ISEI AR IS, T A2 ST 35 3 A8 b % - R 2 — 2

(2) /AKX

ik} 2 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/175-179)

175 AUN: & il B o i 0 AN 2 R !

176 MOT: HiE & fih ¥ R B Sk 1 !

177CHI: & A& !

178 MOT: 4F B 18 HC W2 # .

179 MOT: Ufhy Wz Wi !

TERE 2 v A BESE T AN (FAQO) ) L EE 2 2 R BN N (R SC ) L3 SRR AN LRI, %5
TN R H AR ZFEIROIANN, TREBESEIEFAE & T H B I iz ik, AR . 151X Boig
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BERABT PR R —FEE 1, AT 2, B A SO R — A4k, BRI 1 %11
PERSRAE,  PRURAE P BOR i (F) £ 7 IF it SEBr b, XBOHE IR R X K ETH, HETZT, FK
W RE JI AR AT RE /AN fE 4, DRIE SR A RENS A8 — 5 Y 1l A OO B 2% 1 (R S o (LR ASIF 78 B R SR
R 5 RIB o B RS RSLY, FrblRim ERE, ZILEMEE S IESE T XK. HiE7)
- ShABERE R 2 FEAT RIS CRAEWE 7 P

o f1: RB/BIA
(H1+12) 2: REMNBEFNREXER + BEE
—_ FAgo: FiE/#M
_—
O )

Nz FERIR BERTF AR

Figure 7. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 2
B 7. &R 21N - S TEE

(3) ‘X

&£l 3 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/194-195)

194 CHI: &R 1 IR 18 #Fz !

195 MOT: &Mk 4Kk 1) e 1R 4Fhz, Mg !

ERL 3 R IREE(FL) BER BRIz, BERWT R e A e, BSOS 7R XX —5CiR
FEE ) - Bhas i 8 From. JLE IR RER MR 0, OMIERE(F2), BIULARSS T BESE IE M IR
W, B SRIORIRIFNZ . BEEAORLE FEHUZIRAIZ R, W B TR IS 2 R A T &k, JFo

TR
FAnt T ﬁj\ﬁ
(H+12) 2: BENEFHNREXR + BH
3 FAgo: TERHENZIR + 3218
e
O &
TE =47
Figure 8. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 3
El 8. E#L 31EN - SIS TEE
(4) /LK

ik} 4 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/228-230)
228 CHI: A #4829 45 5% k2 .
(a5 b 1)

229 MOT: 22 % % FH fH4 K&R W !
230 CHI: & ZE &g .

(HFHa4in)

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.114214 1599 WRES =


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.114214

Pl

(LB Um T Jedh 7 — ks 4 %)

R4 T BAAE R L S 1RO RER A4, JLE ISR lar 4 1 1 W A B 2R 28 24 Th 4R(f1),
BERARIENZ, R FRIEE, ) ks Masss 7 &1 XEaTDOWER], 124 JLE P H I
Ml A+ o e, AR R BER R ER AR, (ERIFRA M RA R RS EG:  “aTl X7,
“UE X)), TRMHBEATRS XK CIRE X KIS ). XA REE B 9 )L B RN F B 7 AR R e
{4, FEXSTE PR HEALSURN, Xok# )LECE R &XIEREE ), RRERN S REER RECNRE
(f2), PHULBAMAALIETE. B - iR R 4 BEATRIE SCRAEW K 9 .

f1: <
f2: BEHZTFHNREXSR
FAgo: MzifR + 3%

FAnt
(F1+f2)

—

1z iR B
Figure 9. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 4
B 9. EK 41E S - S ERE

(5) Wk

¥} 5 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/14-22)

14CHI: 353 48 AL B 4 & It + 448 5 ?

15 MOT: A ALL

16 CHI: & %RE .

17 MOT: A #j& !

18 MOT: Wz &f M, H ¥ .

19 MOT: Feafeth AL 78 X H iz !

20CHI: Mg, 2 &F IR Bt 4 & It .

21CHI: R A F R A S RIw, X G2

22 MOT: Xt

TERL 5 )L S REEZ (R E R PR i . ) LEE 158 B B (FL) i SR BESE fe VRAth FE BT 2 LI Rk -
RE SRR L, JLEIGREEENH IS, BERS MM I B R TR i v R UG, )L DR

f1: this
Fant f2: BEMBFORELER + KRS
M+2) FAgo: 1B /RPER
—
_ >
O O
IR 3G BEZE

Figure 10. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 5
[ 10. 1ERL 51BN - ISR EE
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FRUGHAT YRS, ARRRESE 2058 [P AP vz Ot SUVF B CBUiER . 200 JLER RS IR, BESE A FE IR Y4 48 S A
JEHRE, BJaHIURERYE T T TR ISR, BUERT L, X4 4 % )LE CVID E R R AT,
HYIE R J1(F2). FITE 77 - ShaSHEAUNHE R 5 BT IARIE SGRAEW A 10 AR

(6) Brid=

&£l 6 (ZhouDinner/middle/06.cha/32-43)

32 MOT: & Wi A 7F XH nz !

33MOT: {HiZ& A& ¥ & Hfn !

34 MOT: & [/] &F § 4 4F Wz !

3BCHI: B& X E T .

36 MOT: &M ffhf A4 3 nz !

37 MOT: ik !

38 MOT: iyt wz Wi !

39 MOT: Lz ng 2

40 CHI: W&

41 MOT: Iz 18 & Wf !

42CHI: & 12 FJ5 iz # 7 .

43 MOT: &M & !

ERL 6 BSR4 (FAQO) T INEIZRANHER U, Bl Rk St BN, RE A& x
BT R, BEJS BER ORI, R, £ R BER R B O AR T . L
B I PR IR S ST I BERTC IR SRS OL(FL), R E CBAT T RERINER, Bt ) LE A0V AR E
BEEMIINTT(F2). S5 b, LB SR 51T ARG I8 T BRI ER . HET) - ShARAHE
BE 2 AT IS SCRAEWE 11 B

f1: BRASEE
(’:‘:‘:;2) f2: BENRFOREXR + BEIAR
FAgo: @&
_—
O O
W E30]

Figure 11. lllocutionary force-dynamic model of sample 6
E 11 &8 618 H - S REE
R XHE RS Tl A, JLE S KER, HANSRZ @RI AE S, XARESE 1 JLE
SR L. S MRS HR A B, BV NILEFIET KRR & —EmiE S, BJL
RIS AE X1 B AR T, W T N (KK I, RIS I e, IR AT 1 AN RIRES
KA, TMHX AR RE TS KA F IR T ) LR R PR R B A SR 3 A0 PR 2R 52 . AR )L
BT S T 0 0 T SR A OIS U BESR A, WpE R ) L F EAT R AT 0 2R, IR
BHIESC. AR Mty #8430 i s MPBRAR AR R Bl WX BB I LE F il P iR
BB bridi], AT R BRE, 2 LERBAER “ AV X7 FoRMiE X, BAXME. 45105
WHRC T, F A X7 TR X7 RonBE L, BAME. SOEEEREC: H “RE X” FoRig4 3

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2023.114214 1601 WRES =


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2023.114214

Pl

HARE, EREEMNAC: A UL X7 Rl 30 BA . wHSEERRT. L, AL2%
EERM, 124 LR CRA @ REHAARIRE ), (R ARYE B i hr B AL & U 2R
WA RS “LAEATHT

4, 4Eig

fEIE 7] - s SHREIR 2 T, ASCAMBAEIRIG R B8N, —4)LE N FIET NE 3T 7R
HT. BRI, BEEIESEANERNOAW S IR, B0 - SISREE SR A EEA K. 5
b, BN 2R U SRS R K R 1 2 SR TE /) - SR AR (b . M A R BN 15 58
PREGREANFIR I L 15 ) RS AR B FT45) R AR 55 IE

JLEIERR B H & — D BRI FIEZSMBH ERIE S AR, Eizdfkd, JLEZ#Res N
B FIHEARE AR FIEREE, EARIES S8 IARK H H[12]. XARE ) LE 51517 815
BEAT RGEWT I, W) LB TR HI SR AN SE B ok, BE IR 1 AR JLEETE 5 AR LEEIE 5 RE 0 AR LR
RIS, MR AATEE . 85 I8 IHIEH 2507 I AR TR 2%

SE3CH
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