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The Exploration on the Translation of Giora’s Graded Salience Hypothesis
Wang Yue-ting Yang Man-cheng
( Zhejiang Gongshang University Hangzhou 310018 China)

Gioras Graded Salience Hypothesis is an important theory in the study of linguistics. However its Chinese translation has
varied from one to another which would exert negative effects on academic exchange and research. Therefore there is an urgent
need to come up with a standard for translating the term Graded Salience Hypothesis. Graded Salience Hypothesis proposes that
the understanding of figurative and literal meaning is determined by the general principle of Salience according to which salient
meanings are processed first. According to the Giora’s theoretical viewpoint and combined with the translational standard this pa—
per discusses the various translations of the term and has found that “Dengji tuxian jiashuo” is the optimal translation among all
the other versions based on the analysis of its lexical meaning. Graded Salience Hypothesis is a novel theory that explains the ac—
tivation and processing of lexical meaning in discourse interpretation. It has been widely used in a variety of fields such as psy—
chology neurology medical diagnosis language comprehension language acquisition translation and so on. In linguistics
Graded Salience Hypothesis has caused increasing attention especially in irony idiom and cross-cultural pragmatic research it

has been applied extensively.
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