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’ ) 7 ( 1996) <

7 ( 1976)
(1) a 8 W+ B, $6 A E=FR
h T &AE 7D, 6 A
BAT, L5 B REAT) "HEA, £ AFZ
(it » A A 22 )
¢ A: Herperfomance was outstand ng

d A watched potnever boils
(1)

”» 43 ”»

(HH T D)
MEEZKAT, A&
B: Yes wasn’ tit

(1) a
(1976) « , :

2 2 2 2
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Carter( 2004) ,
(1) e

( conversatbnal inplcature)

2

Leech(1983)

. (Db
) (hd

(2008)

(2004) (1)

(V erschueren 1999) ,

tve),

( contextual correlates)
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(G rice 1989),

( fbutng)
(Clark 1996)
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2

(hd

( perspec-

?

(metapragn atic aw are-



ness) , ,

31
® (man pu latbn), ( saliently)

2 2

Leech( 1983), ,

) ;

(2) a I bved Ophelia forly housand bothers could not with all their quantity of lovem ake
up my sum (W illian ShakespeareH an let)
h# LT K w/E, B Rk %4s  (Fa Guur )

, (2)a “ forty thousand” (l)a
13 ” 13 ”» ( 2004) « ”» « ”»
M C arthy & Carter( 2004) dozens of hundreds of am illion
( 2) b [13 ’77
() (2008)

Grice( 1989) ,

(3) a Bt P, % AFD, BRL  ((Lit 2482 52 )
h 3 B “ERARY AT AR BEIRE, FTFIRCE . R B E
RONL, LR ZEPm R T 7 (kG oA E D)
cMy lawyer is a shatk (%5 2004)
(3)a (3)b “
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(3)c
. (2004)

B 2

, (poetic effect),

; . (3)

) :

(4) a “X #4843, F HA484a, R dabbydatcF, oF, Sl oL F —F, B ARLHA, 46 FiE £
FAT (BAzk CERESH M)
hXEZBARA ARTERHFFZFZETEH, HFAZBTH, FHFFZETH
(GLit s FT D)

, ( 4) a [13 2 [13 2 s
[13 2 ( 4) b [19 2 [ 2
: , (1976)

) B

the worst stom ever s :
(5) a LI &k h s K @R ek LA IKAB AFTEE BR T, b,
TR E % (UK T CEAR D)

“« o7 Fauconnier
(1994 1997), ( counterfactuality)
32
, ( ntentionali-
ty), ( Searle 1998) ,
(reflex ve awareness), (3)b ,



(muual know ledge) ,

2

(6) a (BLIEAELE R Stilon W58 )
A: Well have you ever tried it w ith Stilion and d estive bscuit¥ W ell hen you haven’ t
lived Wellno that' s a little bitof an overstatament but it’ s good
B Overstataments are good [ don’ tmind oversiatenents (M Carthy & Carter 2004
174)
h ATA B Fhafeit KI5 R A UM = E, XA A & SR, ik e g S L
Kg L R SERERE (BiEE G AL
M C arthy & Carter( 2004) , “overstattmen{  “ exaggerate”
(6) a A “a little bit of an overstatement” “then you haven’ t lived”
B A, (6)b

(6) ,

( conventbnal m plicature) ,
(2008)
) (1)d
, “never”
(7) a Arabellawas lane and waked slwer than a snail (N orrick 2004 1731)
h #5 K2, HAKEMT! CRes FERL D)
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(7)a “slower than a snail’ A rabella (7)b “

”» « ”»
2 2

( 2007),
4 1
(Hb « » , “ 7
, Lakoff& Johnson( 1980)
; ()b

(8) a ifil iz Anf ) —8 4280 AL A0y 3 7% 2k, L BFAAR oF REZ TR
LA REERER G DX BREE RGN RR? KAFTL, BT &F, HRNKE, &
MR, MApET #HAD R, =T 48 £ 2%, TREKR! TREX! (2FF (R
=] B K52 D)

2

. (3)b
“ 7 , Pan erantz( 1986) ,
“ perfectly forever everyone all the tme” ,

) ) (weak m-
plicature), , ( Sperber & W ilson
1986/1995) , :

(I)a ;
; (3 e
(5)a K » ,
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(1978)

2

Brown & Levinson

’ ’

( negative face) ( positve face)

B

, “ thanks a m illon”
, (e
» « »
s ( reference)
(1)a
. « - «
G bbs( 2000)
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