HETW

2024 £ 6 A% 6 55 3 H

>

>

WSh il i GE ) o0k F

RaWINT
Bik¥, BE

il Z | TEBRENEENARRENNER SR, BIBRIENNBAERBHZDS BRIV, KRB
IINRFS RS IEHELE (Web of Science) RIPERMNPZIVEHI=1+ZERIBAEVHTRE, 8
T T BRI IBBRENARERNR. BR. HRDENARNELBENRE. HRAN: (1) BRI
BN BIEREENVERIARED T MBBEDONRE, BRFEIEEENZENRNEM CIWRRA
ERHTRBEANLES,; (2) BIMIRBEZXRANARDEZADESE. DA, BERER. HENH0M
enE, MERZEIAEEA. AUEANLROE; (3) EBINZEEBMSIBITN. BBHRERE. B
BRI o). FZANTEEN EBREETHR, BRFENSMARNNEDRERTIN. &
T, BECKREARTBBRENARS, MEETEBREINETPEREZIER/RO_IEBMEIE
R, AR, JUMEBERENNBEAXTOIOEAR, MBS BEMEED. &io, ABREEL
TURAPHRIR. AEDEURETBRN BN,

KR | EBREN; BRRNER; ARDE HRWA
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1981 4F, Kasper 2% 180K 8 F 2= 1 18 I 13 Al 4 TP A 1575 1% (interlanguage pragmatics ) , L5t
SR KAWL E N T2 B2 i BB 2 (second language pragmatics ) , JeTE B S FEAS b S AER
PR3 B SORASARE T B AR iRt ae 1 (HKF, 20065 BRFT, 2014) , XFAAMTHY H#2Eks, Jo
HEBE PR E TR (B4, Z28%, 2018) . iEIBMEES) (L2 pragmatic competence ) AUHE &
FE TSP RARER, SCI T B S A BER 205 iR S AR . IRk, AHOCHFSE

EEET: BKE, BIRZWHRE, E2WHRHA: MEESFRNBIESS.
YESIFH: BE BERINESAENWRERY (U] . #HEWRT, 2024, 6 (3) : 607-621.
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B ERE Ty, SCERA R BRI . Hop, “IEiRREI RN . BUSHESE | BRSO AT TSRS 5
AW, (HARRERZ AP T BRI RE NI RRE—Jr i, BFssdiik (SKIESE, 2019; 5K,
2022) . PAATTEC CBEREE, BT, 2016) RiEEsiEk (Fndi, 2013) 2. HAT, REUHHEENS
AR HIRE S NN EIRAELE , TRANS LU N A TR T AR I WIS A L O AR BRAE AR SC B
FEASIREE DL

T, ABFFELAFEER (CNKI) Hl Web of Science %0 #2301 T [ P9 4b 1515 I 6E 1% 00 30]
TR S ST T 5, RGERBE IRTEIBE I N . BNSHESR | IFSETT Ik A, LRI [ P Ak
TARTEIOE RS, S IR RE RS BUR A A R B, iR SRR, IR IE iR T RE I
FiES% .

2 ZiREREDANARIER

HHAE T — ARIBAESMERF ) AHL, ST I B RN REA AR A . TR RS WY
HOUN, HHREIHURSE iR . HEEWAET, BRI ChRae ) i E AR, B
HF R EE AR, WA B S RIEI R, SP0AN R “RKEHE”  (Thomas, 1983) o X T
A E R, [E A T A AR R TR OGS . Z2RCEE R R ) E AR
VB8 1 R BERl A5 R T B S A LSS RN se b g E R4 251 I BE ST ( Thomas & Leech, 1983) , Jf-LU
TR FERE, MORFIT VI, XHEHAE 24 TY BT . Fraser (1983 ) H4if FHRE J1 e A WT 2 anfa] ff
FEVETE NTEDAT 4, IR was A GG 18 T B3 22 R F /b2 2. Crystal (1985) MIEF I H#E 1/
FEVIA, Bl e SO — T IFI0E S M & et e e il R S I e . BRI LS AT TZE S8 BRA T
OS2 . Thomas (1985 ) #if HIRE J1 5 WA %uis FHTE 5 MFRIA B 22 br B B FIREfgE S b
TEIGRIBES, XA Tz A,

Hill (1986) % AIAHIEHIRE ) B/ RAAFELL FIUAJrE: (1) FEThigenzs (igk. i#E
W, E4SE) 5 (2) BIEEMUTIE AN M2, (3) UiEE Mt S 2R, (4) &

BT AR M 2: 5 . Bachman (1990 ) MR- 12, 438 FIRE 1 43 Mt e ) At 28 TR 5 R T
A5 KIS Thomas MUHEZSHEA T LA B, i 58 71 At A2 5 68 71 40 % T Thomas 4 i1 13F FHTE
& ReJiAIsk 2B AR ) (Hill, 1997) .

T HIRE 7 25 B N TR S 3 ) B e 2R 2T B FH RS B4 TR fef 2% 2 4 OG 1 18 F RE 1 (]
vk S 135 FE . Gabriele Kasper (1997 ) 7E# % B35 M 28171 TESOL ( Teaching English to Speakers of
Other Languages ) K2 b (T PE “TE I BE 1 mT LAZOW 27 B KA ot 138 Fl A 20 A SEIERTFSE . Rintell( 1997 )
¥4 Thomas MWL H B MG, IWEHRITAHMME N L, &1 ZiEEHIGE S 248 Z ik > & lfaf
M RE S LR RE RS, DASAAT Ao fif B e iif i AL ik 38 S o S R I BIFSE AR KRR 3 pd A A 5
WA iR A5, Hop Schmidt (1993, 2001) B BRI AT, ZIRBIA N5 2] 3 i 5
TUBAFIE, ARETE STk SRR R AR R R SR IR R T .

Jung (2002 ) TR 5 J150H5E, 4 Hill A48 1 ufhae ) Bikfl, o2 A
JZH: (1) SEHiFEEATNEES;  (2) ke e XWeEfr;  (3) SCiALsnThRErI e
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(4) TN TEYIREARE 15 (5)i8 ISR BE ) o Hh i Silf i 07— B BRI 7B IRe o) “ H.
k"

Young (2008 ) #2H BANRE AL S kil 35 F MR E SRR =07 |, T 2011 FR4515 I 6E
TR B hRE SRRy, AERTEAN R TE T RE I A BB RE I AY4E 1 . Roever (2011) # Jung [ FLF
REJTHEAT TGS, Atk AR i B A RE ) NSt AL i R I ERE M B ZhRE T, s I SCA AR Y
AES1ah 4 M RE IR T IR B AR RE 1o M o s TE RE T IS (1) ZERRZah i iR
BIAMFERTEE RS . s L TEIRSSRRE T (2) XA S S ESMRE T (3) BERIETEU
MFEIREET);  (4) STEE UMFRILSHAEET] .

LoCastro (2003 ) MAEEF1THYIA, YN HRE I RAEAE & SR ZUE S, XS & AT i5 %
FEVE T AARE & b AR A BB LSS . Garcia (2004 ) AN TE A e — 1 1 IG5 1B A 4T 2
A KR CIBTELBRRE S | TR SRR | IR ANETE S S 2 ) 2# P} . Martinez—Flor F1 Us6—Juan ( 2006 )
PR T —AMESEE e ) NS SCIRE ) R R LR B HESL  IZBRAIFE S A BE: B9 . OB $0C ., #ERE
HESRRUE R, HIPIABY B B ) B RS (F ATl ), IR oA CandEs) . #hasHulr )
SIPTIE VR . 7RSS =AU B, 2% ) FH e R TR B FAT N BHE T, SRIE AR —IE SR
ST RHAT 0T, G PIABY B 2 B AR T SISy, AEACPRIE B TSGR RO AR R A5t 1%
BRI T IR A A R . SOk tbie . MIsfiE G R . R mia i S IR S A1k
BRI FEHP RS FR .

Takahashi (2010) #&H T AR 2B T2 2 P R . 2% ) E XTI A 3N, 242 H
XPNEIAL S | 24 2] F 2% 2] SRS bR oK o Ay i e i T IO FE T fE B, B
FEEAIE R B IIRTHES, WxiE / XHESHr . WHe . MEmE, WA . S EE .. BT
FFRRE, ZEHIERE B, Ifantidou (2011) KeiEHIRE S SO AL & i AR (RIEF ISR & 4508 X
(A FHHEFRACR AR T ) Ao R (RITCRAE R B OGS 5 HR AR 5 T 8 A 2R B0 i 1 FH AR =22 ] 5k
RINAEST) HDERET

Youn (2015) E=HEEH T B ik HRE I AR, GIESTERES) . FIRITNRE I FNES AL R T,
Taguchi F1 Ishihara (2018 ) ME M EEHR T, 3818 FIRE J1 A 560U FH 18 S [ 44 7 LA g 0 fn
Wb Y 2 S R S BRI A T o Glaser (2018) A —iB1E HIRE 124 55 3 5 RN FH T L PR 2g bRy
e, B, JHEE A BRI AR S AR ST AR S R IR T

Mz, ESMEEXHE G R R AT LLR B A = A2 8B . 5 R 3R Ok
BrBt. 18RS B BT Loy = AR Be: (1) BISEE FHBE A0 d8 18 FH i 5 e ) At 218 Ak
T AT FRAS BB (1983 4F—2001 4 ) 5 (2) WA NENEME N TREASE “TahtE” . 4
NS S5 07 T Y R Sh 25 B ER R BE (2002 4E—2014 48 ) 3 (3) W& s JHBE ) i B 3h M JE % B 3
T HEAT R RIS B (2015 4E 54 ) o [FRF, iR m B RHER LD TIEFHE (i
FEEE) SR (UEESIEENER) , BRI ARZE CEIEFHINRRRR) =ABE.
TR B R AT KB =B B DR SRR SRR S (ML 1,
2L
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Table 1

F 1 BEIMNEREENTHE

Breakdown of foreign language proficiency

A

i

kS

1983 | Thomas & Leech

VITEYABE ) N FERl B ih T E 5 RE )

PISCAEAAE B A 2 i HRE S

1983

Fraser

Wi 5 T BE
PO E MR E

1985

Thomas

AR RRA B S Br H I RE TS
PR PR A RE

1990

Jiti A fiE

Bachman

HESHERES

iy

2002

St H AT N RE

IR AR 7 T LAY RE

Jung

St LA RER BE S FT R TR A R ) AR

St I RERY RE

18 AR BE

2011

TERFEE F PN IRTRTE XA | BT RE  1h

BRI HIRE S

Roever

TEXTIE S 5 H S e

FesA U A RE

Sl SRR S B E T

2015

Youn

Zinfe
FIE TS
AL

H3)

2018 |Taguch & Ishihara

TR AT R A R SR BE
SCBAEE 19 R B AE

HE)

2018

Glaser

He o i H RN T SE PRy RE
HfRAb AIFE A S PR A RE
SRR 2 OC R Y BE

F2 ESMEREENEmMER

Table 2 Influencing factors of foreign language proficiency in different countries

A

A

LEE

s

1985

Crystal

Fhe SRl I 5 I A e

b2 A A FHTA  FR

1 A E TSP T o B B 52

i

1986

Hill

H T NI RE R 2=

Wi AT AR AT 22 57

Vil AT E AR R 2 S

TESARE 5 AT N R R B 4 e 2 5

1997

Rintell

TReE I FH AT SRR IR X

T ) T S R SR T TR R R S

Tl
H

|
oF

2003

LoCastro

TEE & AR & i R " AR A L

2010

Takahashi

27 BT IR F BA

2 2] FR NI Ak P

o ] I

) B WAL PR R

FEHEFIT A

2011

Ifantidou

e
BHEIR

Tt ER
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Table 3 Development stages of foreign language proficiency in different countries
Ay FH NE
WhoE . OB (Rl RS
2006 Martinez—Flor Al Us6-Juan Pl HER (FEHISH 08 5 Bs Xk 2 7 AT 0 i )
High . B Gl TR RIS )

I P 23 R T RE T B9 R i R IR IR T AR (1996 ) A, TIRIE S E HETA
TR E TE IR SEHE S 08 & BTE 5 47 0 DL X 2647 o R 7 5. Xk (2008 ) Ah ik
FHREJ1 48 il 2] 3 I 92 13 F AR e ARG 68 F 8 AR GERIR A BE T o £ T AR IE A 220 |
BB~ (2009 ) F5i8 HIRE Ty By e EATESE rhis IS TR 2EAT AR S B i <2 AS B H BRI RE )
M it T RE T vl LM TR S BE ST . #LSCTBE I RE ST iR IR BE 0 FNif i 4L 4L RE ) DU 4 B2 R Ay
G AT e DRI AR T B 3R TR RE 80 SON RERS IR Fr e AR D 3, R BT B RN A A Y
IR SEARVE L, DT 7™ 4 3 5 18 I 2 AR L o 8 SR — R BTy, R B TR | i I3
WEEAER =M RRAIER (S5, 2015) o DLERBR S 0 iEEHRE i E X EE
AR SR

B~ (2014) Bfifs N2 B A i I IR IR ESRESE . (1) 2Zhr HARRY PR RTRE ) 5
(2) BXURMAES ;s (3) LSRRy (4) Bt pyRE Sy ZHEQL N [ N 2 E )20 e
FORCPREAMERRESE . R (2019) 2T “Hadling” M OCHSRE BN, TEMHT AR L
P I E SRR S, IR SO iR R BERS R RTE S MR SR A R, BIask . fhim
alGl SO TT 3, e H B ES SO S PR AT 55 Hh B AN A TR R A S 7R R B, iR T
IR HARERRE IS, TR IR ACbR HARRI PR RTRE ST . RS R U RTAYRE TS . AL RE T . &
IEERYRE S . B SCIRRE D AT I RE A AR

i g, FEWN S EEOCHE TR IRE S M SR R B J7 T . AATE HHIRE T AOAS B TR
W= (2009 ) AT FIRE ST DUZE EEHESRXTTE HIRE I BEAT TR, B UCKEHIIRE TN AT IIRESE .
A EBERIRERHEAT T D RORE, R, AR A A S MEZR A Al R R T Bl AE
Tt Wik, BN TIETERE A AR 2 D T NS RIS M A R R . TEHIRE S A2 [ R =
TR, 278 I 5 47 B AR AR SR P 7 AT THR5E (W4, 5) o

4 ENTERBENER

Table 4 Composition of domestic pragmatic competence

s E s
EE e
o AR ITRE )
2009 b )
ERABTE )
- TR RGN
2008 KL T T S R
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A A kS

2B HARA P RIRE ST
B PRI RE
FLEI LR R fE
SR fE

BrRTRES
R PRI BE
RS FLESL Y RE
SR fE
it SCALRE I MG fE

2014 Wi~

2019

@
]

#*5 EWNIERENZmEER

Table 5 Influencing factors of domestic pragmatic competence

D i Lk
‘ ST R S A S AT
SR
1996 {7 A 24 o B Ay BT B T 2
T TR
2015 FEANAS B ) F R AR

3 ZiEBRARIARAE

FE MR AR AT ZIBTE R (A28 a FZAE ARG . ik . [AfER . 42T (DCT)
FFA AT

1E 7] 2 M5 4% BF 98 % )7 1, van Compernolle (2013 ) M 4 5 9% 3t %+ 22 SC Ak # i ( Vygotskian
sociocultural theory ) FJ R T FIEICF4] (verbal protocols ) FIEVEXIE (cooperative dialogue ) 1E
ETEFRE R VR, /R T X 25 % 00 R 0 FH PR . BRI T 35 R 2H R4 S 0 — &
F3E 24 PRI W) (appropriateness judgment questionnaires ) o Zsuzsanna ( 2014 ) X —4F g fliiE 2z > FAE
WA LG 5 H IS FALSR A RS, SR AT i 2 bl i AU (9 B 5l . De Cristofaro (2021) i
KT 8 24 LURIB A 2 B RRNIE 2% 2] B AR — P KR K 3830 Z BRI 2 S5 RS AL, %k LU A 22 15
M H M AIERFRICTE ( Dicourse marker ) #4T T #59¥. Wijayanto (2019 ) 3f i [A] 45 ] £ A1 2544tk 5
BRI 2SR T ERBEJEVEE— BT K21 100 24 SiB BB IIA 98AE , R o0 B s i 227 > B ] )
Yeifiop ) H AT T AL . Malmir A1 Derakhshan 3 53 432 FEHLATFE BERE 40 44 D B IE 2 ) & (]
IS , 30T 5 PR R Lo VAl 018 PR SR AP AR 22 5, ISR T H OB I . A A S i 4 (verbal
think—aloud protocols ) FIalEiMA 7 AER A (retrospective verbal think—aloud protocols ) o #4755 M
R EX MBS R SB[, 1R . BURREE S AT i EGES

FEAN AR J7 1T, Allami & Naeimi (2011) R4 Beebe BIFRIE, T & T — &4 X P i Ry BEE (1)
EFL AR, TP A S B T S KT . W53 B L KA AT g 2RISR T T, 4R T8
A (semantic formulas ) TR | AR 2800 HME SERG Y EIA . Zia Fl Minoo (2013) it 51 44

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0603082 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es
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DA Ay R (8 80T T A b 4 U b 8 7S ORI R B T 404, BP9 il 20 X R BE
BN, B ERR TR BHERIIA BB ST T PR IE, P PPN 2 S A7 O DL

TR ST 55 J5 1, Nguyen (2008 ) 3 i [al £ S i AT 55 . 5 18 [va) 5 R [l s 1 D5 R ML T 36 44
N2 H BIPRS00 T REE 2 ) B AT iz T FH R

FESEIRE T TH, Takimoto (2009 ) I AA (5318 S5 AT 55 K PPAG B % ik Sl 2] B oRIE H 1
SN, F5 2T AUH | B B IS 2 RE =54 Youn( 2015 )R ] Kane( 2006 A& SCHE IS IE:( approach
to validity arguments ) , T 102 £ ASEIE K5 i85 WA M @I AT et B IEiERGE
FIRVPARRLRE . X LA (g TR S EARAEIMA EWAH I =MIESL: (1) BHEEE;  (2) RS
e —AH;  (3) R4 2R LA S IR 2E 00 W R 30 Horp B K28 oy N AL 3k
S, XSS BURIE . HT R Lee (2016 ) XA [) 4E 4 BE 11427 A5 {1 FH A0 €5 193 16 1140 4 200 XUKR
HEATRFSE o WFFEVE R I AL FE RS RIASURI B B8 T AAE R . DR, 8CR 55 . ST 8l L 112 [ R 1 45

A T s R i R R L bR AR

TEM LD, 22 ABET (2007 ) 2R Bardovi-Harlig & Dornyei (2001 ) f/a]d:, Xfoeif
LAl —AFG M AR Y ETERRICTE “well” BYMEHIHEAT /0T, DNIXS AT A 18k i FH R TR B S L
REIAKCF- #1775 52 Ml 3 Rk R A ( 2008 )fit FH IR] 45 8 e AR UH 9] — 2% A2 1 R K SRm . XIHE( 2015)
MXFRI R —AFG . R —AE . ARSIE Ll K — AR ORI E Ll R 2 DU AR G AR (R 4 5 1R A T A T
TOMT, Bl RIS T Beebe 25 A (1990 ) fli R “TERGHMEIINL" A, B EFAIZER (2017)
WAL BT R, BT RE A BRI AEARE R RGO, JFhe THN . Mg 2]
FARREXT = F LR

FEAMAIA IR T 1H, #EE (2016) (IR AN 2 42 T R EDUEE ) H R S 15T R
WOLIFRIBKZAAS (2018 ) X BEIEARIE S | DUEA TR IE Z ARG LR E BT DB E RS AR
INTE SCA T PR 22 55 B FE R F s WA AN 7 T, A58 b [ S22 5 ETR T Re ) SO S5 BEE
BHERZIEMER . Nt (2018) MiEFH e Hieh &, RAAFEANZWR L, @it 4 KiE
RN XTEIN | 25 RR IS, BRI T 6 (Rt 4 2 A A v 27 o 300 ) 3 R S mes e %
T A JE A (2019 ) D LAAESEE-Llb A 53 A FDUE A & 1 5 T i e A 2 liatoh i), 54 TRl
VIR, MEFZRRRE . BEMEFI TR = oY s 2 ) AR TR B R ) R R 25 5%

AN EGRE (2016 ) it M B FVFRIAA T 50 28 Ll K = 225 78 BT B ok A [ it B 1) 37 P
RE BB . ZIIBBOTSE T AR (1988 ) Bt iy A RE Tl

BB SCRR A B, 5 L ] P 23 (0 I P S A RN AR iy T vk i — 3B iB FHRE I EA TS, (AR
FANFE R I kA TR . FEWFRNA T, EAMEF Z AL, JER . PP TR R, miE N2
HWEZ 6T | B, HASFIE R, AR T E X — F IR

4 BERIZFEEREIRARERR

A2 ERNFIRAT A . IRTEALSURE . AR IO . T, FEE AL B iR TE I RE )
FI#E5E
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METBEAT RHIZHHRYL, Lee (2016 ) MIEZASERE A B, WP RN G0, X8RI
2 BAE A AR P AR L KR AT T 8 S AUE RIS, TR T2 ) S AIE IR I R4 RS . IEAh,
2 A0 3 3 TR (Aleon—Soler & Guzman—Pitarch, 2013) . ffi 478 (da Silva, 2003 ) FI#h 4 I
(Kondo, 2008; Uso-Juan, 2013 ) 25 Wi 51847 0. XTSRS 1174, Chen Al Wu (2022)
I AT A 2T 3 B R R SR R A R [) AR AR B )2 20 3 BTSRRI . TR, AT e R A 4
i (Fukuya & Zhang, 2002; Halenko & Jones, 2011) | fi{A#i# ( Martinez—Flor, 2008 ) . #h4=iliz;
Fff (37578 (Safont, 2004) . AJ-listen il AJ-read ( Tan & Farashaian, 2012) 257 vkw %k — 5847 Mk
7092 Elite Al Andrew (1990 ) X 18 44 A (1R i D iH2 > 35 A G VI B AT T 207110 14 [ 45 93]
&, A FHIMES (Recognition task ) . M ( Eslami & Eslami-Rasekh, 2008; Johnson &
deHaan, 2013; Sykes, 2009; 2013 ) FIZ LM ( Eslami-Rasekh et al., 2004 ) %577 75X =K Al k0 &
AT NI T 0T

BT HWEAT R, WAE CEEEASUERE, WINIIZ54 (Liddicoat & Clozet, 2001 ) Flfii{+;
I5 ( Derwing & Abbott, 2010) . IHIEAMICIHWARRNF 22 WEW, WAARBE (Kakegawa, 2009 ) .
HEEIEPRC (Yoshimi, 2001; Iwai, 2013) . JF5 A (Taylor, 2002) . #KIFRIA ( Wishnoff, 2000 )
FEIRAYEEST (Utashiro & Kawai, 2009; Sardegna & Molle, 2010) .

MEBNZ K, Shively (2010 ) 7E Martinez—Flor Al Uso—Juan AYFERY E4RH T —FhHeeEge, H,
2 3] i B i S R AR TE AR, FIHDTIR RS, B se RS, A B R B, I AE
BOAE T AN ) TR T 1R A BB 5K . Allami & Naeimi (2011) fif AN, 38127 5 #1E X
A3 (semantic formulas ) B o Zsuzsanna ( 2014 ) X558 % HLE B9 0T FLUE % HEFT T . Youn (2015)
XF 102 4424 B I AT T T BT, De Cristofaro (2021 ) Xt HU A 27 5 575 B KA 2440 A8 e
G RS ET T 347

MR 2R UL, A2 H R R T IR AR 0T LOE R 2R B4 T, #1in, Elite A Andrew
(1990 ) XJ 18 4 A fARIE Jeih~ 2 3 AT T I AE FIIG B0 19 B W82 5 [R) 498 A . Kasper FT Rose
(2002 ) W18 FHBCEE R WAL R PE RNy 2 AT 48 T S R RN T ORI, 538 a5
FPECAIG S Bh2E >0 38 A BRI 7EMCIERE b, AR E N, BB & RIS ZIex T,
MEESS—1 (Jeon & Kaya, 2006) . Yoshinori Fll Yao (2002 ) i@ #M a5 T N ERSmNT 24 44
b E A ) o ) )\ RhE E = > A5 . Martinez—Flor F1 Yoshinori (2005 ) #4551 81 £ WHHE A iF
Yl 2 HAEPIR R ALIE R S (AR AINER ) FRYTEDL. Aleon (2005 ) 3# i ih2 A WA L LL ]
R Y] A A A P A B0 O 2 20 25 il FH 3 SR SRS A IR RE ) OS2I AR . Takimoto (2009 ) #
I T 3RV T P20, il TR — R . (1) B el G B S L A L5,
(2) BA WGBSR ALES, U (3) RIS, SRUFRH AN T80 i
AFEWRRm R, Ho, TR ECARSOR AT 55 AR AN N L A A TR e
FIT S35 PRI, JakupCevié E FiI Cavar Portolan (2016 ) il HiE FE B HIW 9 ~ 12 2 /NFELEMEHIRY 18
AREFR S 2B HNE, kBN 2# B A X3 —[A] 8, Sanchez—Hernandez & Martinez—
Flor (2022) X} 73 A VUHEA EFL A #ATF5E, BB 80 T 1O 3B 8 [ PRiE 5 18 (English as

https://doi.org/10.35534/es.0603082 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/es
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an international language ) 1 FH RS0

BHEZ (D K e s T A R R, hFRA ZEH . B2 BRI 1 F 22 o) ek 4%
PR, RN S 24 (CALL) BUNTE B E 24 B FB . B, Ward 55N (2007) FFET
— ANV, FEXRT T, TN BT A2 ) E PR E ). Utashiro F1 Kawai (2009 ) JF
KT 11444 disseware BYTHAANLERERE, BAd B0 R TN A @ BERE | 2UMHE SR E )% ) =4
BrEe. WFFTa Ml T e EmENE, DU CALL SEF 15 F 24 2] (Ve R 34

M7 HIR S, Hudson (2001) XF 25 44 H AL 2] FH 04T T, A8 T B it o
I T I S R A AT R T A R . Roever (2006) FF& T —/ML 5 36 1B Y
ESL i FHE S Mk, o, SRRy 3 0 BB & AR G R A SR R s AT N R
PHER AR, AR EE Y, TRIEA (discourse—related ) HIBESIA TR E— LM . Tantidou (2012)
BB I-5E 3 T Tranne (2009 ) %5 A5 UCHR AT T B, FHLADEAN BRI 0 2 BT ) iF 27 ) 4 AR R B
SR A TS E SCAH T R B T FHRE T o

] N 23 B AR B Sl A 1 B R T 1 P BB D 92

MANEI SRR UL, PRI S il (2012) MBRMTAGYm M . B4 . LSRRGS A2, ST
TINHNE T 218 HRE I A 4 ) & o 7 Schmidt 73 BB Bialystok A AUAERLHE 3 T, 5 i 2013 )
il TIRAETE FHZUF 7%, IO BE 5 48 1 18 00 vh [ a2 ) 35 B e 1 R R . 7E
BEERE b, S (2015 ) XPREGIAHIE FHWL R 09 3815 FHAE J1 R B HEAT T BE /00T, eAh, T
EIRLL (2015) BT JeiB B A PEAL AR . A 5. Lin S8 A (2022) 38536 85 U 44 v
WA R R A2, 58 T i iE I S A fi b= 2] 3 B Oy ek s

MEZAEERUL, BB (2014) FEALS A M MR T8 FRE S 09 P9 i S4FAE, DI FEER
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Literature Review on Researches of L2 Pragmatic Competence
Both Abroad and in China

Wang Bingjie

Northwest University, Xian

Abstract: Second language (L2) pragmatic competence is an important index of intercultural
communication competence, and its cultivation is the most important part in English teaching. By
combing the core journals of Web of Science and CNKI over the past 30 years, this study found the
similarities and differences in connotation, framework, research methods and perspectives of L2
pragmatic competence studies at home and abroad. The findings are as follows: (1) The research on
the composition of L2 pragmatic competence has experienced a change from static to dynamic. Most
Chinese scholars develop and extend the connotation as well as framework based on the research of
foreign scholars; (2) The main research methods used by foreign researchers are questionnaire, interview,
peer feedback, discourse completion test and role playing, while domestic scholars use questionnaire,
discourse completion test and interview; (3) Foreign scholars mainly study L2 pragmatic competence
from the perspectives of speech act, discourse organization skills, discourse device, interaction,
teaching and testing, while domestic scholars mostly analyze it from the perspectives of cognition and
interaction. Based on this, it is suggested that future researchers can construct a L2 pragmatic competence
framework based on the characteristics of Chinese English learners in combination with the Chinese
context. Secondly, an empirical study on interaction can be conducted from the perspective of discourse
organizing ability to examine L2 pragmatic competence. Finally, the second language corpus can be
collected by peer feedback, role play and real context.

Key words: L2 pragmatic competence; Framework of pragmatic competence; Research methods; Research

perspectives
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