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A Further Discussion on “Mirative Triangle”
Chen Zhenyu & Bao Xiaoting

Abstract: There are two main sources of “mirativity”, the unconventional and the irrational, in which the
unconventional is dominant. Mirativity can lead to pragmatic transfer of function. Whether the speaker is confident
and the proposition is positive work together in this process. When the speaker is not confident, the illocutionary
force transfers to interrogation, seeking for confirmaiton, for reason/theory, for detail/focus and for information
source. When the speaker is confident, the illocutionary force will transfer to pragmatic affirmation if the
proposition is positive, while if the proposition is negative, it will move to pragmatic negation. Exclamation and
surprise are always symbiotic, superimposed on interrogation, pragmatic affirmation, and pragmatic negation.

Keywords: mirativity, interrogation, pragmatic negation, exclamation, pragmatic transfer, confident,

positive or negative



