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摘要 

间接表述广泛存在于日常交流中，体现了人类语言的复杂性和语境依赖性。

在语言哲学和语用学领域，因字面主义与语境主义的对立，催生了对言语行为

的间接性作为二元还是级差概念的争论，也引发了学界对间接性语境制约因素

的探讨。 

本研究聚焦指令类言语行为间接性的变异情况。以往间接言语行为研究多

基于内省或实验数据，因数据规模小，结论难以泛化。基于语料库的间接言语

行为研究多数只关注包含显性标记的语例，而忽视非规约化间接表述。有鉴于

此，本研究从 2014版“英国国家语料库”口语子库（Spoken BNC2014）中抽取

了 40 个小时英语口语语料样本，人工识别出所有指令类言语行为例证，共计

2,333条。在此基础上，本研究尝试应对经典语料库方法难以有效召回言语行为

的难题，并结合言内与言外共选特征，系统考察指令类言语行为的间接性变异

机制。本研究试回答三个问题：1）在对词汇、句法和语境特征依赖程度不同的

各类模型中，何种模型能更有效地识别指令类言语行为？2）哪些言内因素可以

揭示指令类言语行为的间接性变异？3）哪些言外因素可以解释指令类言语行为

的间接性变异？ 

为回答第一个研究问题，本研究先后采用模式匹配、特征工程、大语言模型

三种识别技术，具体为：1）基于词汇、句型的检索；2）基于上千个词汇、句法、

语义特征和浅层语境信息的支持向量机（SVM）建模；3）基于微调后的 GPT-

4o大语言模型。结果显示，形式特征检索的召回率仅为 53.74%；最大化利用形

式特征进行学习和预测的 SVM 模型召回率提高至 72.70%，而进一步引入浅层

语境特征后其召回率提升至 75.00%；微调 GPT-4o 后的新模型将召回率提高至

85.51%。由此可见，语境因素在指令类言语行为的识别中不可或缺。通过深层

语境建模并结合监督微调的大语言模型，能够最有效地识别指令类言语行为。 

针对问题二和问题三，本研究进一步聚焦请求、建议和指示三类指令类言

语行为，采用概率语境共选路径分析其间接性变异。在言内共选层面，运用凝

聚层次聚类方法尝试对不同指令表达的语言形式进行归并，探索其如何反映间

接程度。在言外共选层面，通过显著性检验方法考察社会语境变量对指令类言

语行为表述类型及其语符长度的影响，从而揭示其在间接性制约机制中的作用。 
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基于聚类结果，本研究尝试构建了三维认知理论模型，以认知场景（cognitive 

scenario）、行事视角（illocutionary perspective）和言语行为长度（speech act length）

衡量言内间接性变异。该模型的中心由认知场景的核心（CORE）阶段、第二人

称行事视角和简短表达三个维度协同界定，代表最直接的指令形式。由模型中

心向外扩展，间接性逐步增强，表现为认知场景变化（从核心向事前、事后转

移）、行事视角转变（从“你”变为“我们”、“我”或非人称）或表达长度增加。 

显著性检验结果表明，以往文献所述的九个社会语境因素对请求、建议和

指示这三类言语行为的表述存在显著影响，但作用方式各异。部分因素仅在特

定言语行为类型上表现显著，部分因素主要影响表述类型或长度，另一些因素

在不同言语行为类型上则呈现相反的影响。仅任务难度这一变量在三类指令类

言语行为中的作用方式一致，即随着任务难度增加，言语行为的表述类型和长

度均指向更高的间接程度。说话人的人口学统计特征（性别、教育程度和年龄）

对不同类型的指令类言语行为影响各异。相较于男性，女性在请求中更倾向于

间接表述类型，而在指示中更直接，表达建议时使用的表述更长。教育程度较

高的个体在建议和指示中更倾向于采用更长的表述，在请求中偏向于更间接的

表述类型。年龄对请求和建议长度的影响方式大致相反。社会群体因素（对话

者数量、亲密程度、熟悉程度、社会阶层和权势关系）同样影响各异。对话者数

量增加时，请求和建议的表述更短，但对指示无显著影响。在关系疏远或等级

分明的语境中，建议的表述更长；在亲密程度较低或不太熟悉的语境中，指示

的表述更长；然而，这些因素对请求的影响并不显著。 

本研究在方法论上的突出贡献在于利用大语言模型及其微调技术，突破传

统语料库研究对形式检索的依赖，实现指令类言语行为在自然语料中更有效的

识别。同时，研究为语境主义提供实证支撑，表明意义不可约减至词汇和句法，

而是依赖更广泛的语境。基于真实语言使用数据，研究摒弃传统的直接-间接二

元分类，构建衡量间接性程度的实证框架，并探讨社会语境因素对间接性变异

的影响。在解决言语行为识别的关键难题后，未来研究可进一步扩展数据规模，

整合多层次语境因素，深化对指令性言语行为及其间接性的理解。 

 

关键词：指令类言语行为，间接性，语料库语言学，语用学，大语言模型 
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Abstract 

Indirectness is ubiquitous in everyday communication, reflecting the complexity 

and context-dependency of human language. In the philosophy of language and 

pragmatics, literalism and contextualism have shaped discussions on (in)directness. 

Scholars debate on whether (in)directness should be viewed as a binary or a gradable 

notion. These theoretical debates have also given rise to investigations into the socio-

cultural factors that influence degrees of (in)directness. 

The current study examines variation in (in)directness across directive speech 

acts. Previous research on indirect speech acts has largely relied on introspective or 

experimental data, making it difficult to generalize findings due to the limited sample 

sizes. Corpus-based studies on indirect speech acts, despite offering broader empirical 

coverage, have mostly focused on cases with explicit linguistic markers, overlooking 

the non-conventionalized ones. To address this gap, this study extracts 40 hours of 

spoken English data from the Spoken BNC2014, manually identifying 2,333 instances 

of directive speech acts. Building on this dataset, the study seeks to overcome the 

limitations of traditional corpus-based research, which relies on form-based retrieval 

and struggles to capture illocutionary force. Besides, by exploring both intra- and 

extra-linguistic features, this study systematically examines the mechanisms 

underlying the variation in (in)directness within directive speech acts. Specifically, it 

aims to answer the following three research questions: 1) Among models that rely on 

lexical, syntactic and contextual features to different degrees, which is most effective 

in identifying directive speech acts? 2) How can intra-linguistic features reveal the 

variation in (in)directness across directive speech acts in English? 3) How can extra-

linguistic factors account for the variation in (in)directness across directive speech acts? 

To address the first research question, this study employs three techniques: 1) 

lexico-grammatical pattern matching, 2) SVM modeling with feature engineering, 

incorporating thousands of lexical, syntactic, semantic and shallow contextual features, 

and 3) a fine-tuned GPT-4o model. It turns out that form-based search achieves a recall 

rate of only 53.74%. The SVM model, which maximally exploits formal features for 

learning and prediction, improves recall to 72.70%, and further incorporating shallow 

contextual features raises it to 75.00%. The fine-tuned GPT-4o model further increases 

recall to 85.51%. The results highlight an indispensable role of context in identifying 
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of directive speech acts. Deep contextual modeling, combined with supervised fine-

tuning in large language models, proves to be the most effective approach for 

identifying directive speech acts. 

To address the second and third research questions, this study examines three 

subtypes of directive speech acts – requests, suggestions and instructions, adopting a 

probabilistic contextual co-selection approach. Intra-linguistically, agglomerative 

hierarchical clustering is used to group different linguistic forms of directives, 

investigating how they reflect varying degrees of (in)directness. Extra-linguistically, 

significance tests are conducted to examine the impact of socio-contextual variables 

on the groups and length of directive speech acts, elucidating their role in influencing 

the choice of (in)directness. 

Based on the clustering results, this study proposes a three-dimensional cognitive 

model, which integrates cognitive scenario, illocutionary perspective and speech act 

length, to capture intra-linguistic variation in (in)directness. At the heart of this model 

lies the CORE phase in the directive scenario, characterized by you-perspective and 

concise forms. Together, they represent the most direct form. Moving outward from 

this center, indirectness gradually increases, manifesting in: 1) a transition in cognitive 

scenario (from CORE to BEFORE or AFTER); 2) a shift in illocutionary perspective 

(from you to we, I or impersonal constructions); and 3) an increase in utterance length. 

Significance tests reveal that the nine socio-contextual factors mentioned in 

previous studies significantly influence the expressions of requests, suggestions and 

instructions, though their effects vary. Some factors are significant only for specific 

speech act types, some primarily affect expression groups or length, while others exert 

opposite influences across different directive types. Only imposition level exhibits a 

consistent effect across all three, with higher imposition levels leading to greater 

indirectness and increased speech act length. The demographic characteristics of the 

speaker (gender, education level and age) affect directive speech acts in distinct ways. 

Compared to males, females tend to use more indirect expressions in requests, while 

adopt more direct expressions in instructions, and produce longer formulations in 

suggestions. Individuals with higher education levels favor longer expressions in 

suggestions and instructions, while preferring more indirect formulations in requests. 

Age-related effects on suggestion and request length show opposite trends. Social 

interactional variables (the number of speakers, affect, familiarity, status and power 

asymmetry) also show distinct effects. When the number of speakers involved in 
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conversation increases, requests and suggestions become shorter, while instructions 

remain unaffected. In distant or hierarchical interactions, suggestions tend to be longer. 

In lower-intimacy or less-familiar contexts, instructions are expressed with greater 

length. However, these factors do not significantly impact requests. 

This study advances speech act research by using large language models and fine-

tuning techniques to overcome the limitations of traditional form-based retrieval, 

enabling more effective identification of directive speech acts in natural discourse. It 

also provides empirical support for contextualism, demonstrating that meaning cannot 

be reduced to lexico-grammatical features alone but relies on broader context. Drawing 

on authentic corpus data, this study moves beyond the traditional direct-indirect 

dichotomy, introducing a framework that conceptualizes (in)directness as a gradable 

notion, examining how socio-contextual factors influence its variation. Having 

addressed key challenges in speech act identification, future research can expand the 

dataset, integrate multi-level contextual factors, and further refine the understanding 

of directive speech acts and (in)directness. 

 

Keywords: directive speech acts, indirectness, corpus linguistics, pragmatics, Large 

Language Models 
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