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On the Definition and Types of Semantic Harmony

CHEN ZHENyu' & LI SHUANGjian

( 1.Department of Chinese Language and Literature Fudan University Shanghai 200433 China;
2.School of Chinese Studies and Exchange Shanghai International Studies University Shanghai 200083 China)

Abstract:  Semantic harmony means compatible collocation between language units.In this case language u-
nits are unmarked and matched items which are in the same functional or operational field.Full probability and
high probability implications are harmonious in terms of pragmatic implicational strength which is a test
method for the existing harmonious relationship. The types of semantic harmony include semantic harmony
deictic harmony conventional expectation harmony language harmony and interpersonal harmony.

Key Words: semantic harmony; deictic harmony; conventional expectation harmony; language harmony;

interpersonal harmony



