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Summary

On REGISTER — A Discourse-Analytic Outlook

It is attempted in this essay to scrutinize the definitions of the
concept of REGISTER and to attempt any possible remedy for ambigu-
ities in the use of the term. REGISTER began to appear in the litera-
ture in the early sixties, but its definition have not reached sufficient
clarity, distinctness and usefulness as yet. It is noted that nowadays
the term is found being used as a slippery but convenient signpost by
American sociolinguists with its ambiguity still undissolved.

The ambiguity is rooted in its earliest conceptualization.

This is made clear by applying the Hjelmslevian distinction of
INVARIANT/VARIANT/VARIETY/VARIATION to the actual use
of the term in the literature.

There is no question that REGISTER is related to an individual
speaker’s language — IDIOLECT which is a continuum of infinite
diversification. But no humans are capable of being alive without
their inborn knowledge of NORMALIZING their own world. Thus
they naturally get to know the norms, types, or regularities in their own
idiolects and other surrounding idiolects they are in constant contact
with.

It is often the case that categorization is not amenable to some
idiolectal differences, but where it is, it is made possible through the

medium of condition which stands between the nebulous continua of
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idiolects and their categorizations. This sort of condition, however,
cannot be summarized by a simple term such as REGISTER.

The concept of REGISTER can only be useful as a general designa-
tion of an area of study relating to how to discover norms or regular-
ities and categorize them with the use of other more well-defined
concepts. Otherwise it will turn out to be nothing but a nuisance to

meticulous analysts.

Key Words: idiolect, variety, context, genre, style.

B

(VYR —DDELIMEBOERE L TrdDEBZSIHI DI,
Halliday, M.A K, et al. (1964) DXDO¥ERFE (dialect) & DXBITH A

Y%

------ what varieties of its [= a language community’s] language are
there? Under the second question come these subdivisions: varieties
according to users (that is, varieties in the sense that each speaker
uses one variety and uses it all the time) and varieties according to
use (that is, in the sense that each speaker has a range of varieties
and chooses between them at different times). The variety accord-
ing to user is a DIALECT; the variety according to use is a REGIS-
TER.®

ZFLT, IREWET DL, HoR

Language varies as its function varies; it differs in different situa-
tions. The name given to a variety of a language distinguished

according to use is ‘register’.®
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rHBRRTWV3B,

R I L T, T hicH7Z - T, Strevens, P.D. (1963) % Catford, J.C.
(1961) DEICBEDREVH -7 Z EDHADLIIE > TWE, 2D XD R
PiE, A FVASEEROEET, 0y N UREEVO—RSEEFEET
T dH -7z J.R. Firth (1890-1960) D 3L D Hi & 2> 5, M.A.K. Halliday %,
Neo-Firthians & FE X 1L %5 A 72 5O 33, B. Malinowski (1884-1942) ™
{context of situation) DELEZEMBE L Twicdhnd, £FNTKEE %
BRholMeBELTD (VIRY—> 2YELELEZ XD,

AFX ) AEEBFERORTEBE D Tholzic® &, HEDFEI (VY X
5 —> BLBOECERDF THEDL DHMICHAIN TS L EFV#
Vi, ZOFBEOFICIZBHP BRIV H Y, THBIANICERT % 13k
i 255, RICHBASH, — DUV RAY OMFE, KLY —)
B2 AOIHEN I ZPHEREA L L TS0, BXOEE»PEZ >
TW3 ZEREHLTBIPRIEES RV, FiZ, (VIR —DOad A
FYASHFDEAZEZ T, #HES@E:F L CEEONMRERHMA I
BIES>THEREESTHICELS £ o61E, COMBROVTOEELED
52 E1iE, HIGODEZEVHZ LEbhIER Sk,

1. LPX7 =) BEDEFEERICH T 3HMHE

TAY N OHKEBREEEDL (LYRY—> ODREBEBAVC, SHEM
DFEHDOFERFEEIT> T3, LoL, HEOFIZ (LY AT —> D
BMEHENRBEITORL TRV I ER2BAILLLERL TVWIERD
%o

Bz X, Biber (1994) 1%, (VPR —> 2K->T, FBD L S REE
DR\ > 7 “—EHHOHSRRE 2 S L b O & L TOFEFEHOFK
(the register range of a language comprises the range of social situa-
tions recognized and controlled by its speakers — situations for which

appropriate patterns are available)” (Ure (1982))® L LTOIRZ F%
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RTINS, ZOMO—MEmOEEHTIC, HHICL2EZEBREL L
T?ﬁﬁik?ﬂiégﬁ%mt?aﬁﬁbfv% &5, HiE
1) BEOBEEOHBESCETHEMOEECRELT (LY RFy—> &
W5,

2) COMEOLEEICH L HENHAIZMZ, HowdGHEIC (X
F AN (style) &5 HETHR—T 255,

3) (WYRY—)> ZEEEHODYS (occasions) Ik > THEU 5% %
TARTHEISEEN L HEE T 555, |

4) WY RI=> DROLVIC Y v > FREF T ITARTATD
(text-type) &5 HEEZ AW 255,

5) X VBRI, IERIIZ Iy A (VYRS kLT W
KOME” (content-plane) #/RL, (VY RY =D E I ¥ ) DK
R H” (expression-plane) THB &L, 35T, (VYRF—>IF
SO "WEDOE” WAET S LT 558,

6) (LYAY—> BHEL TP v A BHW, 33 2=y —¥a 1T
HBOHBNC L > TINEREL £ 5 &£ T 555,

7) KVYARY-D%TE, BENAS, BERLEOVIWIZEWT, &=
#h, vy —Ya—, ¥EEE, BLU, FR, XF, LEFD “¥KE
D A 7" (discourse-types) & RXHl3 % <language varieties> & L
T 24, |

8) FREDMRE S hi-fik (H2BOFMERBEBEICLZDDRE)
DV, <sub-1anguage> EWS HEEE AW A5,

R E, iR HEED, BEET 3R CSHEEROBRREERT 57202, %
DPIDRPNEERI ZHE> THVLOLNRTWS I &2, BHL TRl TWwa,
(VYA %KD EHE L HERICOWTIE, FULOEERIERLT
BL.M

INTERRE (VYRY = BEEOBRERL LI EBZEARVWDTH

5535, SHOKRBICE T LREO—PI2EET CHEEL THS, Malcah
Yaeger-Dror (1996) 1%, Yaeger-Dror (1991) iCEB W T LKV Y RFY —> % VF

— 20 —
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EE I OBE (Situations of linguistic usages)” & R L7 FEz2glHRH
5, ZOMX T, SBFOPL VALY (“casual” interaction), HEDT7z®
(therapeutic) DX{3E, KZETOEFIEE (tutorials), F#HE (lectures),
SCEAESL, [EIFEE% (memories), FHE{A (monologue) DAY, BUIEHI
% (political debates) R E%Z (VY AY —> L wWHBHATED 2 LD
TWw3® (12K,

Code Content Register
Interactional
*CH-4 Dinner Party casual
°TG - Telephone casual
*GTS-5 Therapy session casual
*GTS-H Therapist _ therapeutic
Informational
* SCRL DARPA tutorial lectures
Read prose
* Tyler Breathing Lessons literary
fiction
+ Keillor (L) Lake Wobegon Days literary
monologue
* Keillor (M) Lake Wobegon Days memories
* Cleary Ramona the Pest kids’ prose
Political debates
*Babbit/Mecham MacNeill-Lehrer recording debate
*Rio Salado NPR recording debate
(1)

% 7z, [AI#f1Z, Heath & Langman (1994) iZBWTlE, AER—Y « 2—
FOEEFENDB (LIYRF—> DHDb LI thdhbd, BLSDIToT72
B2 R EENBEMOMICEEKEDLDOBH S, Lrl, ZO (VYA
y—> BEITHT L LIHE TRV, KL 5 RERLFENFEDO "R &
WLESD, H2EOHSHPREDE 2 HL &L (4o -the bundles of

linguistic features that coalesce around certain types of situations or
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uses.”®), HBEBIFE RO Y X ¥ —> (instructional register) & 7 2 K —
VD (VY AY —> (sportsregister) &b EL#EZ 5, —F, FEMLE
D (VY AF—> (“aparticular type of register”) X, TDL/¥—F 1) —
DOHRDEZ DR (variant) EARENDE, ZOXI K LTHELZSIZ, f
21, BERIETRD (VORI —)> 3% OO TNEE (Fz2iE, B/
AW —F R E, b2V, XN—AKRK—=I /Ty b R—V INZA 7w hF—
NI EDRRR) REEGEL® S, Wb, ENEETHhL EHET, Ly
L, LS, E550MHMBOLV~NVE, ELLVY ARSI —>TH 3,00

AR RIBEBE T 5 (systemic functionalism) & BEEH 27852 L - T
b‘ﬁé EBbis Eija Ventola (1995) iBWTIE, 727 A MNPy
DOV ~)V (“plane”) TOBBEERTHD, TN LI 2T T 7 A MNBHFEZ H -
TR DEEEZEZoNb LTS, LT, XAkRE DESHEI(L
VARSI —> OMBTH B (“generic organization of the texts gives order
to contextual tuning or register organization of texts”) 'V, I D¥HE,
(VYRS > Z % 0D 2L THID—D2D VL (plane) #7%L,
FNTNEROERIIAER (“system choices captured by networks”)
TH 57D FIELD, MODE, TENOR D& L - TR s oD, EE8
L~ (language plane) DRE L %> TERT I L 0w, TOEE, (v
VAL I EREREORH L BEEMCITE OV, #ic, FIELD,
MODE, TENOR OFHZEIREZRET HDIE I v > Thb, EFE
REEFOAMIZOIIHDO—BBR SN RV E I 508Hb5 Lt EbRS
DL,V PRAT Db ZD—RHTHS L vH, wThicwd, 0
o HDE, A, (VYRY—>HFRENRE O EENIC RN
B3 2 b 0TI RV, (K2 21)

. BB LSRRI RRBEIHIH(BH?

Ventola (1995) B2 2D & 5 7% (LU R 7 —> B3, 1960 4812 1348
EINTOEPoTITHEIBBEROENS > CIILOTEEITNG
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social system

soclal structure adult linguistic system

grammar | semantics:
(incl. texis) | functional
& phonology] components
context of
hierachy: culture
caste, social class g -
: -
Q
g|2]|5
family status/role
role systems relationships
situation types or social
contexts, including critical
codes soclalizing contexts
(principles of
iotic ization
semiotic organization) fietd tonor | mode
\\~\
social dialect register
] text | in situation (from Hailiday 1g74b)
(B2)

Bbh s, HiORBB2EHEICfE-> TEC 2L O RBOMER, 4
ROBLLTHEDZTNIER S v, AT, BRERBEERZOD
bD, HHWVWIE, FYTIERORBITT 2HRETKAS Z LIF 3 THEL
ZEWLT, L3, ERLA7 XY AHESFTEFD L D LEIHFRIC
RniZadhns (VYRS —> MRORTIEOHE2EL LT, FESTTE
M50, UTOFEZTTHBE I LIIT S,

(VYR =S BEOHERICE, M—HLEERE2DL > ISEBOEE
WX 2 EEDEELBFEZ 5, 21X, P.D.Strevens i35 D

In countries where English is the mother tongue it is usual for
both the general public and those who teach English to talk about the

language as if it were a single, identifiable, consistent entity.®®

—923—
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INiE, B EYRFEBTHL, LerL, [EEFIC, # J.C. Catford ZEH
HH—DODERBOFAEEEE L Ko IRTE% <, %@%%@m~m~w
MrEELICEEE2BICFEELRTRER SR, 226, BLIZH]
A L7z Halliday, M.AK, et al. (1964) ®°, DX DXEICA D “BighEb
% (varies)” &>, “BEEDE > 12 (varieties)” DXL SR FWEILH
FET 5

Another axis differentiates the varieties of English which we associ-
ates with different uses [italics original]. It is the aim or purpose of
the language, on any occasion, which is examined under this heading,
independently of the personal characteristics of the individual per-
former. The name which we give to any variety along this axis is

register |italics originall.*®

Z D DR o 2 BERIIRAT U DS, #ESFEFNSTICh, HLr R
2 RIFL TWw 55X, Ferguson (1983) iICA5EY TH S -

------ register variation, in which language structure varies in accor-

dance with the occasions of use, is all pervasive in human language.®®

LirL, Z23%8 Kb 3 (vary)” &, “BEFE (variant)” & &
fE (variety)” 7 EQBHIZ DWW TIE, SFEMEO A% BHICRHE L T35
BEWVIDHDOTERV, ZOLIRKKREEINS "B X, SEREED
H—B— M E b o L EREFIRE LTHFEET 2, ERZ2TI2ET, 13U
DTHREIC R B2FEZFTROTIERWIES S, Zhik, RO FEDO—M
BRI D—DTh %, TOHIERERED 2% 61, ZREELHENICE 2 b D23,
iz &> THEFLT 2D, SFRCOEMHFIIF»ZHIAT 2 L w5 itd%
T2 TES,
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ZDEIWE, (WY RFT—> DAEDITTIZDOWT, “varieties” £ T 5
Strevens (1964) 7%z &£ &, “variation” &% %2 % Ferguson (1983) %z £ 23%
5, LL, 205 DEROEEDOF T “variety” & “variation” [F U T
BHEEFZONTWEOR, FIEOLDEFZoNTHIDPRILTL S
HADTIiI R\, 2D %, "EHY¥, (glossematics) % M8 Z 7z Hjelmslev
(1961)'® OREIWCHES L TR L TAS 2 EIZT %,

£9, Kicid "M (invariants) 1 & "TEEME (variants) s OIS
BHbo % LT, "EEE IOV TIE R (variations) 1 & TR (varieties) 4
DBRAEND, IS DORANIFEFEICHRINTIBR ST THEEZ D
505, Bz, FHEOMET &% (phoneme) ; IAEETHY, FzIE,
HEETIZ pet/ & paet/ D3, <{petd> & <patd XBWT, RERRIL I
T WS EKRT, B petICBIT B e /HBEBERNCERICENLT 20D
EIIAEOHREBTHE L3 NB, Zhik, RDOXDIZHAZINS

These specimens we shall call variants, and the entities of which they

are specimens, invariants. [italics original]®?

E7, MELOFMFICE > THRFICRE I NSEEMIT TRIE, L34,
ZITROVEREIR "R, twd, ZhiE, ROLIHHINS !

The “free” variants we shall here call variations, and the “bound”
variants, wvarieties. Variations are defined as combined variants,
since they are not presupposed by, and do not presuppose, any definite
entities as coexisting in the chain; variations contract combination.
Varieties are defined as solidary variants, since a given variety
always presuposes and is presupposed by a given variety of another
invariant (or of another invariant-specimen) in the chain. [italics

original ] *®

95
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Hjelmslev (1961) OB D THD, TR LB T nwE
LTH, ROBHAERELELTHTIIDTHBLE 5L, Strevens (1964)
2B\ % _EHBO English> 13 TR, THD, (LIRS —> ik TEEE,
TH5Io FIALIEIRTAZRY TRHAGTIEZVWY, BZ5IE TE
BK, OTHEB THS TBIK, LLTHEZONETHEI, 2T, B
A OHRIEBEESHIIRIIN D, KESTOBLD» 5 IHENTDH 50
S EMENE 5,

—74, Ferguson (1983) & £ D& IE, "TAZME, R EEEIC & <,
BT 558k TAEREK, oduc "B, 2ROTHT LS FECRD
HATHRZ D EHEETE 22 LiLRy, Ll TAZE, 2851 T
"BEB ETRATLENI0R, WENTHL ELTH, H@HIZIEFHR
W25 TH5I, "Rk, & TEEK #XBIL X5 &3 5L T,
AT OBREA» 64T, NS5 EEBbi s,

B
N

3. (LRI —) WEMUICEEDO IZDH?

¥ THEEEZNMZ Tz, Strevens (1964) R AICE T 5 (LY RAF —) 13,
Hjelmslev (1961) ®OFE > "E&EE, BHEETH -z, i, LRGN
5, THAK (variety) s & "Z4E (variation) ; & F N5, %72, Ferguson
(1983) %% £ DHEEF B FWRRRD S Hle (LY RAY —> b, TR, #
TNTCTHo7z. Hielmslev TCE 2 IE, g "™FEE L > T HE
&> (specimen) TH Y, EARIZFERR (particular) b D TH ST TE
RE Nl (realized) s 3D TH 5, ZDHEICDWT Hjelmslev (1961) ix XK
DEIKED

------ an operation with a given result we shall call particular, and its
resultants particulars, if it is ascerted that the operation can be

performed on a certain object but not on any other object. On this

— 26—
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basis we call a class realized if it can be taken as the object of a

particular analysis, +++- [italics original.]®®

ZDBEZHDUEI 5o, (LYPRY DI, HLETHEHRINREL
THaHT, BIEINDEREFEASEE (idiolect) SRS, EHT 3EE
ThdreEZOND, LTRBWTIZ, HltolHas»FHMldsRE
L T® Hjelmslev (1961) 2 2D & 512321k BT, HASEL (v
AY—> OMEDRZFTAFELTCALI LR,

EASHERIFECZ S ZOFED, FELRY, HIVEIEELZL-
h,&Mzi&wtmﬁﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁ%f%mén%o&E&% BAS
HHAT 2, HE2VITERALLE NOFEERTET LI ENTER LD

5TH2, 2L T, HXDE MBRD 2L SHTHZ L1, BMASED
MBI ERETH S, LerL, HbZ, 1, ZOSHHEEIIEERZESEL,
ZDERIZBRRKNOECDDHL ZEHFBEORTINELES W ENTHD,
ErDITA -REVELTOEETHEMRY, 2L b->TUTH O A
EVRI ZERDVEBRVY, A BT, AU—EAOEEIIBVLTD,
SEERE-MEEENCERITIT 2 I LN TE2bITTIRR Y, BHTKRE
WERRP—HOMBICEX, HO TN WERPMTOMEE &+ 2 HRD
D EOESAE (continuum) BHBDATH 5,

Z OB TIE, Hjelmslev (1961) @ TREE, IZERHETH 5,00

Lrl, HRICEKELZDDOELTOMEAERE.R, Z0b250% £ IR
THEWIBEHIER, £ MNIMRZERFRAA AL LTESTL
ZDTIERL, BBREEHL, (EEDOREREET S &0 EEHROME
MEHT 5, BaaathDIEs S, Brown & Yule (1983) i3, ZHhZ2XD
XIWKED !

------ On this basis of experience then, we recognise types of communi-

cative events which take place against the background of a mass of

27—
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below-consciousness expectations also based on the past experience
which we might summarize,...--. , as ‘the ASSUMED NORMALITY

of the world.®V

X 5IHES 1, TEHE K Popper 5 DXDFIBIZ & - T, EEREY %A
|y UC, HEMEAEET2MANE Mk b Db 2 Lk, HKESTOER
0«’.@( 3

‘we are born with expectations:‘ with “knowledge” which, although
not valid a priori, is psychologically orv genetically a priori, i.e. prior to
all observational experience. One of the most important of these
expectations is the expectation of finding a regularity. It is con-
nected with an inborn propensity to look out for regularities or with

a need to find regularities’ [italics original].??

DXL T, Hielmslev (1961) O & 5 e BEEmMIILE & il — B
50, FhEERIC — EASEOLRENE* B ZERN SR, B X
VY, ZOEEREOTEECIEZET I &1, TR IEFHENE IS5
5TEZ2b, TARETEREVWDTH S,

LT, HBEVRELBWEMIIBWT, ZZXETA2AVEDEANS

BRI 5N —EDHELNE — EREM TR LT —2E R HTEOL
5 VA% (invariant) #3805 Z LW TE %, L L, BlziE, xav
RSV REA VT T URER, —a—F—2HEYa—YTIMD LD RH
BicfED ANV el E2F 2708 &, 2 RV EN AT EOREDS,
AT I UREEATEN Y a— VYT ATELT, ERE2BUTHEET
5EFHZ 501, AEHEY L OLHSTREEL SOMMIILEENE LT
O THRER, ThHd, LT, =20 "REER,) OEEPH L LHDH0
&, BUGH, BHRIE L U2 OMOIFETENFMG 2 ERICLICERTD 5,

EoT, (WY ARF—> B, FREE WS TR, (invariant) @ "T&4A&

98
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(variation) TH 2D L S BRI 2 &1, KBS OITED» S 135EY
Tldv, L5, EASELOEETEZARETH S,

4, DRI mREEORICEND S ?

DEDEE»P AT, KBOFHETS kL “language varies as its
function varies” (Halliday, et al. (1964)) *° “language structure varies in
accordance with the occasions of use” (Ferguson (1983)) 28} % S
mOEALT 5, LI ERIE, EASECIIERED "E£EME, (variants)
DIEET HRIBEEDH 5 L I BERIZZ IS R iEk o kv, —F,
I o OMERE OENIZ, FEBOFEREDE S & 5, "HAE (function)
H5WIZTEHOHE, (occasions of use) FEH3ME & 4 2TEK ) (varieties)
ELTTHB, "izohT (as) /K-> T (inaccordance with) ; £ LT
KREENTWLEED, 22RO D,

LL, (LYRY—> REEL Twb Eand 2o "BfR, Bz 3
bOLBREINDIRETHD I b, Bz TEERE, TlE%, Tha ™%
H, CEDIEIREERIIEDELEREREETETH S b,

CNDBHREBRTH S 2oL, £HLL2ERE TRE THY, R
ELTO TREME, ZHRITL, JRICHD ARYRBARN « EREIcE - T
Ihir " ik, 6 L0238 THE, T, FHE KR - HEL EPRE
BRTHLEGDFZONG, ZNRTEE, L5254 0iE, "R, T
BLRIRZHDTHAH, WTHNIILTH, ZOBORENEITL, XD
THDOWEXLT, "EfIFERELTHRE, BT A2 bDEHEZSNSET
H>D,

LLErs, SREODVWTHARRICET % X5 ZRRBAKEEET
HZEFTERVL, £72, TOLELLV, (LYRF DBMEASTED
MRETH B ETHEE, BIZ, E b M BRDLIHESHRLE L COEE
ZIToTWBDTH S, J.Ellis (1966) DHEEIF Ty 2HEEDOH)IX, AT
BB, ZOREFEEHSLDPILLYE->TWVS !

—929__
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For example the participants in ‘How do you do?” may be char-
acterized (immediate features) as newly met, those in ‘How are we
feeling today, Mrs. Smith?’ (wider features, yielding an immediate

relationship) as doctor (or nurse) and patient.?®

E bk MORFELHD L LV SEVGHOEGNDH->T, TDE M
LW EDRER ABBRICD 200 L0 HENFHFICERINT, TEEE,
IEBHTEDOSND, ) FINEOE e MEWIIIARKE, ) F
BE (BER) CEEE VI ABRY, 2EBEORZLIFMHLEZ-T,
IIWRS TREE & TRE, 2oL THwILIDTH S,

FER AR WX SEIR U 7o B PR 2 A2 A (specimen) TH 5, Zhix LT, 5
yix, s TR, ZOTiERV, ERTERICSELEHRELTO
"EEG, ThoTELXZ v, TEAE, BAELOAEIC & - THiE
fba s sy,

7z, JLElis(1966) ic#4 5 1) £u) OZDODFEMHS, HMBRICEZHKTH
DE2ARMEOHKEE L THI D E FWXZITIED LD TR L, WX
fy &b TEBRE=B%, 0L Ic—MtL, @RI 2LENHL, I
b, Brown & Yule (1983) 359 &£ 12, EENREBE,SIEERHOK
BHL, HHMEZZ ZCRWIEZ 95 boEEIER»S LT, W
DTHRR I ETHD, LT, b hFEROESEKZ A RREOH R 2 HY

DAATEEL, E M ERVHDEARALHESIWIGT 50 THS, BibL
SEIcrB I ar—varyZBLTHEILTH 3,

J. Ellis (1966) = L 1LiE, HASHEFREHEIZNETNICBEAZTED (VYR
5 —> OHA» S DEHBEILEIT>TED, Fhh, EbE, (VIARAY—>
DL 3— M) —DiEE LT, Bib, HITED

By register-range is meant the total repertory of registers of the

performer, his idiolect classified from a register point of view --+--- @4
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COXHRICBIT S (VYRAY—> BHEBENTH S, B, 1) HASES
BOHE — "FEHE, — L LTO WV YRY—> ¥, a) BELLTOD
(WIRT—> Thbh, (VIARY—> OBELIZ, EBLoZ Licins
BDTH> D,

—77, BRic5IH L 72 & 512, Strevens (1964)@® Tix il (axis) &> 3,
AR B , BaalT/AD0 B

ﬁLf%%@%#twvﬁ&L@%%m (VYR —> L BIcYD,
BT CEDRICTLRDTH B,

UEDEZNS, GERILOVHHAZEHE T LICHD, ROL>5 5T
DALBEHF LI

------ the categorization of tokens into types has just been described in

terms of the process of pattern-recognition; --++-* (J. Lyons (1977))®

Exponence is the scale which relates the categories of the theory,
which are categories of the highest degree of abstraction to the data.
(M. Halliday (1961))©@?

WIFRIZLTY, @R BBMROU22LTHY, T TIREBEELILSD
2, <VYRF DDV, BHRITIcEEYT 344, EROENSIT
D5, BR, MEOESAOPIZFINEBHEFCWLIAT, HRIIBIT 2H
ROVANVEERTIE, UTOX31k5 !
(1) &bIEMFEHI4L b D I —variant / specimen (Hjelmslev); token
(Lyons); data (Halliday).
2) #hRfboRM  —
a, NWLREH & MicEBRZMRA (Brown & Yule/ Popper) ;

pattern-recognition (Lyons).,
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b. AN T~ - T, RSN D ERER,

(3) HiR{IOFER : — type / pattern (Lyons).

(4) LEHYHBES | — the categories of the theory (Halliday).

COBHADTIC (VY AY —> RUEDT LD LAALELSE, £h
X, BALZOTIEHDEL Y,

Wiz, WOLIROMREOEVWERELOMETHL L LS, HH
i, HERO LS IS, H5WwiE, Thi DA U TAOEREY
LHEED LD RS ErREDLV NI H D EELSNDZ D H LIV,
LaL, #KEEoHoBSrs 3, "EASHE.O —fEHaDt  OFEE
TR T—MER"H, WOVNVICE»ND EWIFZ FWHRETH
B, AVYAY—> BIIZWZHNEDTEZEDRAGRTIERZ W, ZD0HE,
(VORAY—> ZObDODONBEZEREICHD J LI3BL &b,

£72, 2)a. PHEET L EZHLTH S L, Inld, & MEENLL
HERZOLERODD HTHLI NS, (LYRI—DDEBINEREL
LTLBEE L TWERTE RV, 25T, HBEOHICEL ZEiXZ b,

UEDOWEEREOFRERE LTI, (VYR DBHRIEONIFMEEE 2
LNRED, HRIEOBREFEZ Z2REDLD, ZOOFRE»ESL, s
EEo Ellis (1966) S W FHZEOPNIEA L TH 5,

a. How do you do?

b. How are we feeling this morning?

ThdH, Tzt (VYR —> OMELLTH25LE, 27, HAF

BEL TR AYORETH L EVIHFREELRITE D 2. ZOAY)
B b, OFFEEITORENDHZ 5D 2 Lid, TEIXEN £ 72 13EER (3
MRHOBELH L) THHLEVLS HHEOHBEZSND, THIOD
we (paternal ‘we’)y 23 Ex b FEHRNL Tv~(l), TEHNAZ DI, FEELF
DES N "o T, I b TR, THD, —F, a. OREFEVHN
L0, ZOEA, EERETEDGSE L ST A, FNHOE MR
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BERLTWwRZ 2R LTBIS HE), Th3,

ZOHE, MR L TR -7k b IR LSS [vl)] 209
DT b, "BHD we  BHEIHEId, £/, a. BLFERLLVE
fIXy 225 ES 5, L LTLY, BUERHLL I ENTER Y, Ly
L, hig, &N - Bl BHEORR E»PINED & FEE &S S
PEE Lo TWE I LItk > THEOU 2 2L Lk, BIROVALDE
RBETH D,

—7h, RO "vUl), KBITEEREZ, EbIZ "VU3)) KEo
THEHMOT S Z L ETAETHS I, 2z, "EbobEUETHE S,
LW RIEBLIZELTH, #nBEEEEZ b Rw I LIRELTH B,
BASFECBWT, a, &b, ZAEBRCHEFETZIZIE, "V~ 2)b, 1D
FHERD ANE B 2/{2 0,

MIREIE, B, TV Q)b DWW HICH B EEbhiER SRV,

5. (LRS- BIEDWE

UEDRIZEBEERZTTOHTALE, (VYRY —DDRZIAB—RETR
BT D 5008, O K D, BIb, (VYRS D01 D0—k
et 0boTRhyETE, MERHRD X 5, KEIHOBE»S
i, 280X T L3)) I2nd ¥4 ="y -2k L CHELY
DR/ TDHTH D, LIBOD Ellis (1966) 20 55| H L 12FI301E, "v~uv
(BT Z8389 — M LAEAMNKCIBAETRVWER2RL TV, 57T,
ZOEORBIIRE TES RITR 5B,

DEW TV L2) b, o DEMFICET 2ERELIZTRETH 2 5 2 BLIT,
"FIMEOE FELO®RE, & TEMM-EER L BEOSFEOTEET, L
IENEEINT VDS, ZOHFFER, BCRELEBLEL TWws I &
Kok, DD, TV (3), OFEEBLOBEEIL, LR 5 EE-ER
DY A =038 —VBBEBEWRT 20TH S, IhEr HBEHOBEHE, ©
EE L LTRY — bt 2 RAD—D23, Halliday 12 FIELD, TENOR,
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MODE & UL TH#AML T 2HRTH L L ZITIED B I LN TE 3,

o TGHL Db, TV OFEEMRE L BE L 2 WETE OR
% XAl L T <situational material settings> & L, BEED H % ER D #
% TS ONRES, (context of situation) & U CHiEE{L T 2358503 5,20
F#B0 Ellis (1966) O a. T3, #INEO L FETE2EAT 2E 3 BEDRF
DB /S, INEHBEOIRED VY — > DTARS &£ LTHER
THIERERTHSI, L, ZOENE#HoE—TH5s, $hED
RTH 20, H20E—=T 4 Thadh, Wi EI3xZkid, SENER
REBEED R WHHRIOEETH 5,

ZOXS5, EBWURHHLOBEHEIZBWNT "BEOIG, »EB T
5ETNE, —AIKBWT, EBOD a. &£ b. DFNEFNDEEHIFRED,
W TH L E0IHIEEREDRIRIEERS> kW, T&bb, —F
O DBHHONRKE ) BV, LU THAICBEET 2 SENEESEAL
WEWSETHS, BEiZ, Hjelmslev (1961) 5 TR (variety) ; & T2
& (variation) ; E WIS AZERLUERCHRE S TWEETH LD, I 2
ThHOHTHOTRVEIL, HRELTBELWERY,

HLEBOBLFELLTCOE M, ZOEASEOTIC, "BHEOIRKE,
EREE T B TR O EE 2 T3, Ellis (1966) 13 Z 2 EhigArgic M v
PS— b Y = ERER D LS — b ) — RIS OJRES L BE T 2 @Y 2 538
WRBROEETHS, bt ME, BEHOREEZRMAL LT, V= F) =D
h s, WYIABEHELECHL THAVWS, TE, KLBNEEH» S #EY 4
EEZEVHT LSICTH2, "B IE I, ZOLIERSAT vy
(1), OFIcE2®T, DED, HKETHAOHFTHEDOH DL L TEBLT

5, HB{EL7z b DIcid, RETHEEEOL WL O LIET 2TEENIH
55, TOHFRKICDH 5 DIE, HHDIRE RPNz TR ik, & L To<F
JAN> TH5,

PUEOEBEZDPT VI RAY > WSS EEST-THA D,
AN (77 A > ELTHBEYET 2LIRIIC, & M3EIERE L CE
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ZTCH L ERERBD & E, OFE— L /8—1 ) — » 5 OFEIRDIEE
BhHotzbFZoNl, ZOBRRIL, BB -EEOMRKEEEEE L,
Wk L TiTb:e ZZTRHWRMRBOZNZFNIZOWLTIRELLBRE
EMZ7z2b D THBED, ABCBWTENUANCE 22 iz EE
25,

ZLT, UEDEIRENENAHROEZIZ (VY RAY—> OSSN
fEDTONIREZDTHEHICOVTIE, ZOBEBLEE (LY R
F—> EWERD, @ELLIZBHEHOMRE:E (LY RS —> Ewin, Hb

NI, BETAEERED "B, OV —bY)—R (LY RF—> EIE
EORDUREENRDH S, ZROOVTHOREELZE-TY, HEOEZXFOD
HEmRIMHA B L E 2 T BLRTHS 5,

BT, (WYRT—> %, CHAEY £BRL LS, LA TLRL4),
EDT, MR THEOFELES L LTZTANLIRMNE L, =
DY~V TOHBEIE, B EOB#EE LT, 2hBa%k, @Er0EHEES
FES3BDTEEV, -7, (VY RF—D>EWIEFOEE2EIFS L L
Tb, EASHEOSKEDORRESH, HHET 212I1E, L0 EFEHRL~R
NVOTHROEEBEDO S L ICHFEEXTTOLMOWERND S LFEL B,

(1998.1.15.)

(1) —f&icix "EFEEAEL Ewod, XECRBATEER I HFEET
HAvd, T8, EWIFEIR MER XYY 2 b > —FEDHND &H 0%
Weat, AEMTHLD LI, (VPRI D2ZDLS S THEET 2
CEREFEZREMEZEDDOTH 2, COREIR, TEFAZFZLLTOEK,
(register) OFE*Z I CRHE W bDLEHIN S,

(2) Halliday, et al. (1964), p.77.

(3) Ibid., p.87

4) <(vYRF—> & “—EAORZLZEFEEE OV THD TRV,
Reid, T.B.W. (1956): Linguistics, Structuralism, and Philosophy. A7-
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chivum Linguisticum. 8., pp.28-32. TH 5 &5 (B | K- 55 (1982),
p.1026.), Strevens (1964) WEMFE (p.20.) T, 19634 5H16H, o> kK~
KEHBE¥ER (the University of London Institute of Education) 23>
Ty, (VYPRY—> T 2O8BFERLYIT- 728, M.AK. Halliday, J.
C. Catford, R. Quirk DRIRICES L 2 A KRTH 5 EHFEE2ABRT VWS,
7z, Enkvist (1964) Tix, HliE (p.30) T, 1961 FE 7 BT 70 vy VKF
V—HR -2y VTHEININEREE L TORFBABRBREDFELRT
J.C.Catford 8 (VY RAY —D> WZDWITEBRRAAIILIWCERL TS,
) Langendoen (1968), p.6. '
) Biber (1994), p.51.
) Ibid., pp.51-53.
) Yaeger-Dror (1996), pp.2471.
) Heath & Langman (1994), p.100.
) 22 PPy L (AY AN OBEGEEATHIE, L DHIPRGE
HEMA[RE TH -7z L Bbh b,
) Ventola (1995), p.4.
) EFEHARFERIEABEZO TR L 5,
) Strevens (1964), p.20.
) Ibid., p.27.
5 Ferguson (1983) quoted in Biber & Finegan (1994), p.51.
16) Hjelmslev (1961)i% Francis J. Whitfield D3I & 5, [EFFIZ, HAEE
DFRBIZOVTIE, {1 TV LAY bk (1959) 2EBLT-,
) Hjelmslev (1961),'p.62.
(18 1pid., p.82.
19 7Ibid., p.40.
0 S w0k, TEB) PE%RT b0 TIRAL, THRNESEESR
(theoretical COI’IStI’UCt)_J DE®RTH S, F5 (1972), p.168. &,
Brown & Yule (1983), p.62.
Id =B, ®y,8—-3F% (1995), p.8s. & &M,
Ellis (1966), p.83.
1d.
Strevens, op. cit., p.27.
Lyons (1977), p.16.
Halliday (1961), p.270.
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29 Hasan (1995), p.219.
Q9 Ellis, op. cit.
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