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ESMET SHEMBFEN “iEiES 1”7 (Discursive
Turn ) & = TR AE B B — 1 #H & R B
(Cameron, 1998; Sunderland & Litosseliti, 2002) . A
“TEIERE T, HEJE S SRR A
S IR ST MW MR TR ) G, B F 5
HBFTRE W IEE S HEMEFE”  (Bucholtz 2003)
ENEA S H TR Tl (5R4, 2008; H4k
4I, 2012) , AHEEA XA LTI A 5P .
SO EAM A 20T 20 904E A UK - 50 BT s
KFEHAT S IA, iR RE R, nidE,
B, RRZAL, #irm, RIEXTENIET 550
FIER .

1 “FHiEEW” BESR

iR R BN S B O A
FCBANAAT A SE a7 AR By RINEF 5 MBETER

AT LLE S =F e HE 5 T RIWESE . BRFEIE (Deficit
Theory ) (Jesperson, 1922) , 2578 ( Difference
Theory ) ( Tannen, 1990) FISZE# ( Dominance Theory )
(Spencer, 1980) . BREAIEIRIEE MIEF M .M,
BLHEEFIERABRGN . WENFE, 2785300
WAEARIREE FEOCHEY | MRS A LGS
W ErES, FIEMRA -GS LB EE S s
WEFIE . ZoMETE S NIRRT HE R CS0RE X T A v 14 i
B XM ETFR R, (ERAE2E R LS AR 7
HAFER R A, BT X e iR 5 22 R
MR FNE SCAR R Z5 5L, T 8 D) A S m BH 4 1 2 1
TR, NABWTEH SR SR B . &
PERF 25,
1 T A BB 5 25 AR — R iy 2

i LSz i T AT s A A 2 2 TS Y B T
(Bucholtz et al. 1999) . XELFIHRFFTAAR T L TR

(EEETT. 888, SIRIMEXRFHIB, HRIOM: EE0H. XEF, HEBESF.
YESIA: BB EYMNEBESHRRRGE (V] . HSRISs#E, 2025, 7 (11) : 847-852.
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EWIE s WS 2 AR N 22 e e s A
MEB—DEESR . BAN . PEWNENE, A RE
A E YA (Sunderland & Litosseliti 2008 ) o F-HAAFFT
53—~ IR 2 T IR I BB BRI =
i 25 ST PERHA 2 G S (A BRI (Eckent &
McConnell-Ginet, 1999 ) . XfFxeb[ajfiag &, hnk
2022904 LA M 9 LA K Hof At 2322 58 g
2H IS (Social Constructionism ) A5 25 3 RS
( Post—structuralism ) [WiE 5 #4055, 55 ST
A& IR FF LR G 1 G ERIVE S “WHER M 135
(A Potential Site of Struggle ) ( Sunderland & Litosseliti,
2002) o 1994 Z19994F FLAR[ISE I HE AR 1157 X St
FHATHOIT SRS, EIRIFRHT M SCEMLZE (Hall
& Bucholz 1995, Bergvall et al. 1996 ) , JyifiE 51 B
WEBE TR, WEIRFE I AE e Lk
EMRTEE . IR T R S, U E RN IE
5T, )ity . /NI E A ST s LIS Y1
BOENCL Ak, RLRE F S E AT R 1 L
NIRRT RS AR 2 (Bucholtz, 2003) .

2 FEWEBKE

Zf#i >~ (Sunderland ) 5F|FCIEFFE ( Litosseliti )
FHFE SN BARE R A N REZE S5
B (B ) MZEME, RahvE L ER 5 = R
X" (2002) o WX—HARTRATAT AR e S
PN S BRI ARG =B IO . — 7 2 3
W, 71— EIEMS . ErEREe I, KA
W5 32 4 s A 32 CRUG 2540 3 SCHR A 52 . [T
PG BUR— R g, — R . FERCBR AR
M i A d (A ARen) , GFEtL
PR TE S AT DA A DGR B Sk B 151 M Rk
( Sunderland & Litosseliti, 2008 ) . J&#& Btk HIE &
—FERE (Interpretation ) AR ( Performance ) , 7EE
SRR B RUY . RV S A T
ZH ] RetE——FRA TP AR A SR AR B0, B
AT LASEAT IR, EE AP RS B . X PP
RN T, KR IETE 5 A 58 2 s R ] A 52 4
P CRPBHELERHARN T Z S ) . M5S0 5 HAb
MBI . MR IR R, L
K PERMETE SR R e (TS5 ) RIsishiE, 725
ORI E, RESUIE S PR E CRTETEA CER
H-REFEE L EWiEE, B “KFaFmiES
2”  (Sunderland & Litosseliti, 2002 ) ., H —J2tt23f
WE X LRIET, BWER “Hascik” Midih. MK
FRO R SRR S, VB sk iEis
HIBEFEA G, & CHTIREEfAEmdE—mmi
SEIE S, LR E B 3 LBEARTETR” (Chouliaraki &
Fairclough, 1999) . TR SRR EH A A A o
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— P TR BT, SRR e IS E
B MAESsaE L MRS, DAROETERIGE T SR e
HFLUE, TR S EREA/R-T N (Eckert & McConnell-
Ginet, 1998) Ay “£ApszpkHAfA&” ( “Communities of
Practice” ) W2 —PNEHEZEIISHKIT . WATHCofPE XLk
“ g R IEA SR L B R B — AR . R SR
A IF i A &G S g s £ B AT R Tl IR
ML EI . I ELL A KR, BN A e
(1998) o MIERAE XA B CofPHIAE | BRRT |
SERERHRI . X — SR A A T A S RS
S5RGBT SRR
P, I EARE T —AFEE 2 RS A A RES s AR
PER B AR, BOATE S SR — A B

HHEHERE.
3 EEMPEMR

PERIR ) R RN R Z — M S i g, A
SR IR UL, BRI R — A AR, R
AL RIVEFAYEE S ( Chouliaraki & Fairclough, 1999) .
—FpiE BT B kR ( “Atribution” ), BP 3K
MR 2T, —F R “BRERSH” K
B “Affiliation” ) , B “FRATUNTHGE A S A7
(Sunderland & Litosseliti, 2002) . T FHX—%14), K
PR IEE SN, FER BRI, &
S X P 7 T AL [F AN AR — AR R PR . 6T
WP IR R IE LIPS T T vk, QA
AR, AGEFERF S PSRRI Sy . HERIER L
SR AE P R E , JCHGR A B BN
VL . BT R R R IR A /MR 3k 32
bR, DR IEA S, BRI - Rk

v ST MR AT R TE O IR DL R Lot
F SUGEHTEIR ST 5 o X EERFIY A9 2L [R] SR O
AU AR bR “FRiE MR, AR RE R sl
B “4587 (Doing) , TMAEFER “fEPE” (Being) o

31 MBIMAONEESRE

I IR SR LA SR SR SRS A
VLA E R, R R O . P
/R (Lazar, 2002) JeVE T HNSBUR A 2012 804E A
F20HA0ERKR Y E R i1, RIAEX L) 4 rp
S L Y RBUR HE T — R LUk B 5 AR B A
FFH T RJEN IR AR, DL
W - AR ( Bethan Benwell ) JF81 T 5 PR i 245058
BISEIR . FE20044E MR rh, b OGVE T 95 [ 53 P v 2
5 R T S e A SR e £ P S ER A A A G PR UBR
RAGGE M BHERZ AIAR R EE LB /N
(New Lad ) JX—#iA B MU

WA R DR ZY R B A SCARFIZ I8 3

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pss



EINEBESHERIAREGE

- 849 -

A, Ffft sy (Sunderland, 2002 ) 7EWFSXEFLEN
AT g5 LA 50 A =5 R ) TR SIS A B3 U 7 5 4k L ifg
SCAHE R AE PR R P TE AR — 2 SRR R # A — 2L,
PRI T 5 47 15 e P00 173 R RS T REAE 20T B4 S P 1 15
b Z 2Pk . A TR 5T Y A S M RAS 1
T R BB SR URAR R T B BITEAE, B B 2 238 R iR
A2 2Z A A TETE RN Z B 20056 . B R4S
(Talbot, 2007 ) FAET 3 E M4 1445 FhoF- T A1 57 4
Fo L BT, A BRSSO 22 i)
KT LR ZEE” X — S ESC, XFEHA
R BRK” LB T REE Pk .

32 MRIMFTE

B CTEER T LR, 7EME DI B 0 0 2 5 T
BT KA, XL KA T Ak schbr, Hy
MH B EAL S T Y, ARE N S B
FEM T ERE L, WERLH TESRI RN “EET .
VL2 )R, BRI —seiss ol i FIAH SRR 9T ik
( Correlation Analysis ) , {HE KR/ 2F3 b o] 4l FH S %
AT B ST N H B 2 0h S HLAL 23 i v B 7
Hall (1995 ) WF5E T oG TAE & anfal A1 A 55 380 2o ik
F i X —3cfbE Rt (CRIIPER 22 AR A ) Al
15 B AR LR A R R ST AT A SR M. I
(Holmes, 2006 ) [¥)% & RAETH 2 TAES &P
BbEE, REAEMNRE (TP ) W S5
ARG AN GRS D CEIESF 5 B A
LAPEMPER B0y ) SRR AN TETE SR, R BOAIR]
PR By, AR BR A S50k A AT T35 0 Y 28355 1
SPEBEIHUREE . BL2% (Coates, 2013) WIS CERE T
Wife “WEIESEET 2R EEACE, AT .
AR L BT e AL Bim Lo N AR i AR il it &
TEEMRTALAT O S B y s BB SIS R B AR i PR
g7, FEEE IR, 5 SR ASRE T A A
A AR BB 4

2G5 (CA) —TLBRDI &G T B MA . &
G . GERIPER T AR RN R ST RS2
CAMT AT HEFHERFSY ( Kinzinger, 2000) . iX—1i#
PAE20 ML 90AEANAZ B TG CAZEZ B TSE (Schegloff,
1997 ) o i FHCAPEA TP FIAF 5% 38 2 T 4% K APk -
ERAFINTES A LGB STERE (NEIIES.
TR AESHMAE) , REESENSE, B
TR SIENLHI S S H MR, SRt E
SUSTIHMELAIRZS ( Wetherell, 1998) o 2otk 4
T ST TE R ST v ol 2 Bk o A G2 1 51 3 R P O
Blo [FIRE, $5550 220G 0 B0 43 28 T4k £,
MEARF IR G, 1 RFIE B O A 5L 432 ( Membership
Categorization ) Z}HT W N — BB . Britht
(Stokoe, 2010 ) FIJ FHZEFEZ ) By FE R ZeRE, BF9E T7E
)y F I i PR e A\ T\ g8 T oMl Y i
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KW, AT T RN KR E I iE R, REEA T i
FHEE H MR R 42850,

DI BEEIR (Wetherell ) FUREEF] (Edley ) AL
MG OIS (DP) WEimiE SRR 20
Bz — WAESES BT HR&Z KT,
S e K25 8 19994E I BE I o I AIFFE AN ] 4 i 1
WOl 5 5% 09 58 P2 v sl iR, Xl i St 4T
T B ROR S T, IR AL RS T B AR
i g 55 e 40 W ol R A9 = A% B AN TR SLAR% O A O 119
OHEEES B PEAE SRS M UTHE L T B S
P HRERI A S (03 . Fe, dhiTdxs
FEZS/R (Connell, 1995) WIFHA T M FTELS# T 4
HRPERER, RZE0 B R AR T —
AR ESHELE,

B4 B TE 4T (CDA ) 4 T4 py s se ik
AT SOA, BRI AR R ] 1 Sk RS BRaiitslidti g, o
HIENU B IS . B IHE (Remlinger, 2007 ) %
FBRFRA P M B PUE AR, JUHR 2 A i@
PR F A AR TR DGR AP i .
EHASEE, JHRIE R R — S5 B R AR — )
FEMESHTA.

T SUREMITEIEAHT (FPDA) TR 45 £ X
FIeth 3= U5, S5 CAFICDAA AR E ML
BE IR L2 | SCH PR 2R AR I X 231 B2 B i A1 2
387 (Sunderland & Litosseliti, 2008 ) . A4 M 5ok
F# (Baxter, 2003) ¥ IrE LRy “—FERNTILEE 40
FATHEABAT] B T S AR 25 b A B 5% 4 SOAH B AR i 1
LA A BE A AL B P R AT B A b By . G RANGLE 1
LR X" o BT (Pefia, 2008 ) I HHZIT15
SIHT T RS A ) LB A 2] BB AR IR B Y R
2, R T IX LB AR TE A RN R Y 2o PR S A
AT [ A2 N 5 (S5 By

4 EESHERH R — LA

TR S BT B IE T R E T S AT
SR . SRR, 5y A A T 3=
R, ARRAEDFTE P A — LR R, R =
FEAE AT )8, H— A B — R
%, IIMZ BT A S i JRBR . anfili I CDA TR 2 RE
XFoIATE A E R “HREEY SR HT IR AR L SR i
P&, FIZWEELE 1Y X Pl IWHEIT (Schegloff,
1997 ), T filT FH C A DO 75 2 i 20 JEL s AR A R 2 O e 5
REM S5 Lok T HAR, R ECARNE 5 2 L RS
e ARME R WA BB R, AR T A S B 0 S B
A ( Wetherell, 1998) . J& i i 5 M A5 i [n)
i FH SIS 7 i A T R I L /NS (Y 2315/ SUAR
SRR A R, IGA AT KRS (Swann,
2002) o IMRFARFFAE AT E—E G . BH N
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Wi (Swann, 2002) $diA9 “SEHISRME”  (Pragmatic
Eclecticism ) REUSHCAFHUBRAMK LEBRIG . & ELHG M7 1 -
Hi—, EEAIARIB AR, 256 iz 2B iE
I HF (Warrants ) FIZFMFSR T, SLHZRAVIEEA
PSR A B, WsRIAREE TR
EATREAFTERIA AL .

BREMET R, — J7 TN T i B B A SR e 1y
RIS, A LADPRIFPDA N 7 IL BT # Uz SR A
AHXF 3 (Relativism ) PHETTE, WNZBGHMELLT . PE5)
S TEISTANG N AR LR B AE )
JEMST RN B2 S (Sunderland, 2004) ; [RIAFid
TR PR A HE L R 7 A A A ) e T RT R
53 TR S AR T Th JCER A3AF OL T AU 5 0y FiL et
IR N LY . DR TENFX — A58 i JLH:
B A A PR Z 2R, PRI AT SR A )
PEZ BIAHEC R . J3—J7H, X TIGEN AR SR
IEFIBT, BRFEETZAN, WAERNDHPIR, Tl
B X 6 7] T BT ISUEME ST R A 1 SE IR 0, W
o B4 WS S BRARIE R FEIOHESS , R A 7E S e b
AW B R (93

5 JEFERMIFA M

TER ARG T 5 NS A SOk R, 285
HEE T LT IVASHTIT 1

(1) A RAIEESHNTE, EEE S S
SRR, B0 DL AR AR R, 19974F 1
W) CIES 5HHERRFR ) JH8 THEHARFERZE . AF
A ORFERE . ARFEHOL . ASESCIR R AR 344
HIBFSE . X —3hZiE —HEBE S BB HUIE (Men
and Masculinities Studies ) USRI, 58] THKHIKIE,
AT, X BT AL B, B L E S
J ERATEEIR BA BRI R R T] .

(2) ERHENGE 7 kit ATE i 52 B 5 i L BT
BN IZ ST T 12— X SRR R Ik
VAR RAETH S B K AT FR . W5 (Baker,
2014 ) AL E VRIS T WAl FHOCHE(E 4381 ( Keyness
Analysis ) . FH{EST ( Collocation Analysis ) Al R 3C
HOCHRERT] (KWIC) M85 a4 PR kb4 7595 v
s VLA 18 Dy B 434 R 58 2/ Lt S A i v o A S TR 1
30T HORKEE T vk B FH AT LAMAR KRS LR Ao i1y
SRMERREMEZ AP JE, WnDisE (Baker, 2015) 19
W R TERVEE & 5 5IG TR L B G it 17—
ANEEA, S ESCRBEIR AT $RET ke
IR ESH

6 ik
AT AN S EF U W Fm
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B SR ST TS B - AR BT 32 BRI SCPERIT S B4 2 52
SCH BT . IR S -SRI 5E 1 5 i 5 AT A
Bem TSR TR, SR T D A A Ee A
Tk, RKETITOIERYIREE | A ANEN ., (H2
1o AR ey R AN RE PRI T 5 T RE S KL SCRFIE
AR VERSS S IR 5 58 R HOUS 4544 32 RSt T g
AT T 2B T AR T I K S ] Y
Tk, JFH ST R R SR R AH A B,
T H F AL T 25 PR B, RN A S T
TS A LAATF o X —FURETFE I 2 hE . Blig
SR IS AR B, 75 A R A Ji 23 (] A
o E. A B 0 E MG -5 PR 0 4
BTk, N ENERNSE TR T 5 R R A —14
BRI A SCRE . AR, KON TEIRE PR 22 it
FEGEN . EH N RRIGTE SR F e 7
R SYERPTFE R RSO, (HUREAT AR T
IR S50 T2 SURREDLE] | S 7 X il 5 S S8 Sl L
AR 01 22 ST S0 A TSGR BRI T T 518
AHLE EE AL, JUHIEERE N S0 F DTSR
W, RARWTIREERDWELT, BB S
ISR 28 S DF TS P 5 T 7Sk I F it
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Discourse and Gender Studies in the West: A Review

Hu Bo
Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang

Abstract: Since 1990s, there has been a change in focus in western language and gender scholarship from gender
variations to discourses as sites of gender construction. Theoretically, this turn was inspired and supported by social
constructionist and post-structuralist views on gender; methodologically, it was manifested largely by the transition
from a preference for quantitative correlation analyses to that for localized qualitative analyses. Most discourse and
gender studies could be seen as driven by two kinds of concerns, one on the production and circulation of gender norms,
and the other on gender performance. The former is mainly taken up by critical discourse analysts, while the latter by
researchers of different backgrounds, including social linguistics, CA, DP, CDA and FPDA. A comprehensive review of
these studies can help scholars at home develop discourse and gender studies in Chinese contexts.

Key words: “Discursive turn”; Gender identity; Social construction; Gender as performance
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