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A Contrastive Study of English and Chinese Discourse Anaphora
From the Perspective of Cognitive Linguistics
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Abstract: Anaphora is one of the most common linguistic phenomena in human language communica—
tion. It originates from using linguistic symbols( the signifiers) to replace the entities( the signified) in
the real world. This paper makes a comparative and contrastive analysis in the options and usages of
anaphora between Chinese and English discourses within the framework of cognitive principles. In
this study the cognitively accessible theories and the CRP model are applied to set up the theoretical
framework. At the same time 10 narrative articles are collected as the database of the analysis and
quantitative research method is used in the study. It is found that when referring the activating enti—
ties the use of frequencies of highly accessible anaphora in animate entities is higher than the use of
that in inanimate ones both in English and Chinese; the option of anaphoric devices depends on the
category of its referent; the use of zero anaphora definite article demonstrative pronouns and personal
pronouns in discourse are prudently different between English and Chinese.
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1 T don’t have time. Otherwise T would use it to earn money.
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4 Kate watered so much that it soaked through the earth and overflew the bowl.
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(2) (A) (B) ;(3)
(A) (B)
(1) 1 (2)
:(3) .
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. 1 2 (
NP ; DP ; PP 1 ZA ):

153 23.3% 15 2.3% 490 74.6% 0 658 79%
12 23% 10 19% 30 60% 0 52 7%
52 62.3% 18 20.8% 15 17.2% 0 75 8.5%
18 39.6% 24 53.6% 4 7.1% 0 46 5.5%
235 27.9% 67 7.9% 539 64.2% 0 841 100%
1 NP
NP DP PP ZA.
NP PP DP 72.1%( 1). 70%
(2.0%DP +17.9% PP +48.4% ZA) NP .
NP NP
2
83 30.8% 3 3.3% 50 22.4% 268 43.5% 404
24 30.2% 2 8.2% 35 35.4% 35 26. 1% 96
88 57.9% 8 23% 30 13% 21 6.1% 147
18 60.5% 1 23.6% 6 15.9% 0 0 25
213 31.7% 14 2.0% 121 17.9% 324 48.4% 672
2.
( CDS) 3
97.7%(  100% —-2.3%) 4 95.
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7 2.3% 5 6.3% 105 19.7% 0 0 117 13.9%
41 18.1% 41 64.5% 353 65.9% 0 0 435 52.4%
101 44.2% 13 18.6% 74 13.8% 0 0 187 22.5%
83 35.5% 8 10.8% 5 0.8% 0 0 96 11.5%
232 27.9% 66 7.6% 537 64.5% 0 0 835 100%
?
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10
1 (ZA)
o 3
2 4
50% - o
21 4.9% 4 0.8% 98 24% 298 71.4% 421 62.5%
85 60% 7 5.6% 23 16.7% 23 16.3% 138 20%
25 86.2% 2 6.9% 0 0 3 7.0% 30 4.4%
83 98.9% 0 0 0 0 1 1.2% 84 12.5%
214 31.8% 13 2.0% 121 17.9% 325 48.3% 673 100%
Thompson( 1981) N
o 4
71.4% 16.3%
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23 34.0% 12 16.9% 33 49.3% 68 83.5%
5 30.9% 10 69.3% 0 0 15 16.9%
26 33.4% 19 25.6% 32 41% 71 100%

93.2% . Thompson( 1976)
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6 . Mr. clare the elder whose first wife had died and left him a daughter married a second late

in life. THE lady had somewhat unexpectedly brought him three sons--:
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. I have felt quite upset recently. Tonight when I was sitting in the yard enjoying the cool it
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