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An Ideational Analysis of Projection in Chinese
Liang Hong-yan
( Shanxi University Taiyuan 030006 China)

Based on the theoretical framework of projection in Systemic Functional Linguistics this study focuses on the ideational
function of projection in Chinese. Conducting from the level of projection and mode of projection the study displays that projec—
tion in Chinese can be locution or idea from the logical-semantic perspective and can be paratactic hypotactic or embedding re—
lationship in terms of dependency. Also transitivity and punctuation are essential in the classification of projection. Therefore
the study shows that both logical and experiential aspects should be taken into consideration to interpret the ideational meaning of

projection.
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