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On the Expressive Function of Language from
the Cognitive Perspective

WEI Xiao-bin

(Shaanxi University of Technology, Hanzhong, Shaanxi 723003 China)

Abstract. In the field of cognitive linguistics, it is held that language is used to express ideas, and
convey the speaker s opinions, feelings and attitudes as well. Therefore language is of expressive
function, which is actually a reflection of its subjectivity and subjectivization. Taking English and
Chinese as an example, this paper explores such phenomenon in both languages from the cognitive
perspective, and analyzes its psycholinguistic and cognitive mechanisms in the way of perspectives,
affection of the speaker, and epistemic modality. The author believes that pragmatic inference and
contextual adaptability are roots of such causes.
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B: No, go on.
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goes into a pet shop and says he s loo-
king for -

5

(Historic Present).

2. / (affect)
(Tang 1986)
[7] 3
6: 3.)
b)
c)
d)
e)
( ) ( )
a) s b)—e)
(Speaker s Sym pathy
hierarchy). . ¢
” (Verschueren).
(George Leech)
43 » . /

”

fat, corpulent, portly, stout, pudgy, rotund,

plumps , chubby A ” s fat

» plump, chubby ,
3. (epistemic modality)

(epistemic modality )

« »

(Grounding ) N
« (deontic use)”
“ (epistemic use)” ,
. ,
Langacker “  (force)”

« ”»

« 2 « ”»
0 N

7: (a) He must be married. (
)
(b) He must be married. (
)
(a) ( )
, must 3 (b)
, . , (a)
he “
(b) «

«

” (sentence subject ),
” (speaker subject),
” (utterance subject), (b)
“1 think/ suppose...”, (bh)
, “ 17,

« ” s (b )

SEE I EN

il

-

. Verschueren

-



7, , . shall
za) (variability) ( 7, ,
) b) (negotia-
bility ) ( ) . )
); ¢) (a- , .
daptability) (
: ", : m.%& &
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