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Abstract

Nowadays, with the spread of cell-phones, cell-phone text-messaging (CT) becomes one of the major media for
communication. It is reported that the language employed in CT has a number of unique characteristics, but, if
so, there arises a question: Where does it come from?

In this paper, we present a rather innovative view of grammar which regards it as a kind of social convention,
inspired by the “language as a complex adaptive system” view (Beckner et al. 2009). Under this view, the
answer for the above raised question is provided as follows: language employed in CT has “emerged” from
communication on CT, as a set of shared conventions.

1. ZUBHIC

Wi, SRR O Mo, rEFEZMH L EA —Vickbaia=r—va v
(LA CCT (= Communication on Cell-phone Text-messaging)) 23-—2>DHE 4 2 I 2
=3 avATATERSTETCVS. ZOREIIEEOHEIC L > TSN T
W5 (e.g., =5 2005 KH 2001) 28, 200 L vwala=r—>a vy X747 ThH
2L E, TZDRMEZE 26K M) 2 EITIFEELRELELID 5. AT
D &) BRERFE S, HE E LT T30 DAlFE & v Bl (Cf. Hopper 1998)
26 CCT D&% HODEL, i< CCT IcFA % T, oMiEIcEHT5 2 LT,
TR LEE L OMA7) L v ) HEZIERL, 2OV ENZ BT 5.

2. Tt

M SRS T, SORRBAIPEB oG R EBEMI N, Z OFTERIR R AR 25K
S« AERLRBADMAMHAIETLINE 2 LS. L L, Sz, siftvwiz—Y
YEDBEMIHE SOV Ry Y= OB 5V AT A, DF ), HHEHEILRTH B,
E BT (e.g., Beckner et al. 2009) 7 & X, SR F G50 - AT L TE R T30E) &
&, ME) OFITIFEFEEL v, fhey - Ui TEE) b LI THIE) offRTH
ZHEEEDS D % (Cf. Port 2010). 24U (= 7 1) A F HE¥EL U/ S EBEANEE (e.g.,
Enfield 2002) O@FIC S L 5, Z4HDO RAD 2ETH 5. 2D &k I RR-ER, D
ToaEEZR> (&I 2010):

() a. SQERZENTS Y, HE DMLY 2 LHPRIUAKAET 5 ;
b. FEH ISFEEEDGIHNICIE U 72l (= 30E) 2#ERL Tw» 2,
c. EINEEIHI L asa=yr—vavolhzfitd 5;



d. ¢ X0, EHEIHE ) XL < TR ASEEEOSEETEI 2L Tw 5,

3. THEEA—=NSGE) BEIHSREDD

CCT THWOLN S SEORMIZ, HESETH Y 4226, WFHAOXRMPE I LDS
H, eSO/ % &, FERIC TRELSHEN) RMEEZFf>Twa Lt wI)Ricd 3
(CKHI2001). 2226, A — LX) , 2% ) ,CCT THw o 3 SEOHEMEIZ,
M LBEDPLDIHTH L EABELZDH Litk\o,

L2 LB, BEE EEE, B OHMBE Db DTIREW SO E, Hi
ST RONBWHEEEZ CCT ILBIT 2 EBICRIET I LN TE % (=5 2005).
HTORHOEH TR S, ST 2 TieT) offili<Th 2. THT) 356 L SEEIE
oD B ELABLTFIRY—ERE L TRBEINTHDTHHTELY—LTHD,
2—H—DEBTHREMNHEHANHEBEI NS DTIE R, L LADS, i
HBNELTHLLDIEOLNTLEDTH Y, £ DMHENCHEAEN =27
WIZZ S5 THEBZINTHDTIE RV E W) T, EHED CCT IZEWTRTFBED X
LN TVBZDNERIDIE T EIZDEANNY =) ~ T30 DIFREDONR &
LT ITET 2. AT T, 2D &) RBlE» o, X FOfHICEH L CCT 09%ERE
ZRRL, Z DA EAEES.

3.1. CCT DIHEHRAD b A B Fa L FDFkRE

HB2EHIZX S CCT OEEHRE (ALRH 2009) 26, (5 XFOHIZ 1) TH XD
P N 2 &, ERL I N AEEE L OIEDPEEE TH D, 2) A —IC X B REED T
T EIcEHENG, L) T EBHSENITE STV S (Table. 1 ). 20 X 9 %
XT- DR 5 FE L, FECFIFEERTT A (Searle 1970) R EFEOMHE L O w2z a 3 2
Zh—vav FOEEERLZLTWE LW T ERRRET 5 (Cf. ARH - HIR
2009).

Table. | FEEEHERE IC X 260

FEREHRRE | SCB | T IR | RS RUOR
W 437 0.71 1.35
B 173 0.51 1.36
ik 95 0.79 1.41
% 95 0.78 1.43
IS 218 0.83 1.36
HHEE 234 0.77 1.29
BRE 97 0.96 1.53

BEO A ) 38 0.79 1.36
JkHt 64 0.89 1.71
HHIE 41 0.70 1.24
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3.2, TR A=V DEGEER

CCT &, EAWIC ZHFHTIrb s L) KT, TwBROREM, Larfikw, Ik
ISR Ba3a=r—2avXAT47THEEE25. E->T, Lid(1d) &1,
AZANDEFEIIFREZ NS, BEHOBLD T v ¥ LS HHA»SIBE D iRLIC
R ZRE TR L T 7rXe 27 & 33U, @8 Z LK £ 722 DBEEDME IR
YTk, a2 HEMINE LA ERE TIFFISREINZG R ¥ A4 VBN 5. FEARNICHE
WA=V IEDEBIZZ DX ) BB AT A VE L TREOT ok ).

L2 LESSCFOMRICIE, SERICT Y F aTidmwy MEY) oz ATl Z e
TE 5. i XFOEHNGHEARIITIZIEF AN TH ) —EMICZ L\weds, Jalc 7 &

I2, & BHEDFETET A (e.g., H\ X, BHH L OMIFICBI L Tlz—EM: - (5%
@#ﬁf&hﬁ _mi%%#;AﬁéﬂtrﬁﬁJf%%

EHOAIIE THE ) PEET 5208, 29 Th 2R %IEFR - 2w, BIFET 2523
T HOMEE X, %%XC?@FH%‘@F‘?“G CCT IZBWTHRNCE) LR - kI
BN, HLHED NHIK) 2R TEZESLODTHEEEZOND. ZORT, iz X
TR L T0nds ThnE oy 2 NEHE v, JERICER LI %
AT THDH I EHEETH S, A6 CHBIX, HETAZNHKLE VI LD S, 20
2 ERERE (g, DD E D, ZAICHIX) LT E D & v ) BRI 2 RB
R =V DEHPEE L7 bDTH S EEZ 515, Tt Baxter 5 (Baxter et al.
2006) 12 & % THGEHIKE TV I X > THHAREZR, TE PR A Y A VIBIRD 7 a1 A
ElA—DEHTH 5.

3.3. 2 WO HIEDIAHE
DX BBIED S, ICFOMRICIE, 2% L ZHBOMENFEELTVS v
I HEEMEDMERICE % 7 v ¥ L CIRER A TEEA, AR S EEI 2 THREEEREE
EHOHETH 2. EBEDA =NV T =¥ 5132 DHHEERED, FE DRZESE DA
KA I, SbiFe—AN)L— D k) BRI AEE & Lo rHEzZ BT
WNpZEHTES.

Bl Z1Z, FRDOFETH S N T — 5 DHIC (2) D & I IR BIR L RIE R &
EDOBKZGRADIZ L R F v DRRXTE (D) BEAIN603H > 7 (DL T2
CTH—HMAZICX 2 TFEE ):

(2) a. ...08 &FikicL k) EEVETD
b. TIHEBEHLLTH I 0D ? ?
c. hx—wLFLED

CHUTRS K X = VR EEBH 2D Tx v 73R, (87K 2003) & L TRCF %A
LCwaHlThs. HELZDIZ, X — LD YD DEFHZ RTHOTZD K ) ik
THHIELRWEETELDTH> T, MOFTHR S M LICHERICCRIC T P53
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EDRHEOX v 5 77 —RBLELTCRIZD 2B E0) 2 e DR ED ()
DA —=NVXDZEZLEDETIILEAEINTVRELEWV) I LETHS.

BERESL L T 2 BT HES, 2O X ) hua—h sk ot X
WEBET 22 Lick>THILZEEZ 5N 32
4. 5k
AT, EHA—LEV) THLV, X747 LTINS SHEOXEROD 5 Z
T, TR EI»SRKZD) L) REE HEAEEE LT, v ) Bl
POIEZ D LA,

727 LARIARTER L 20 TEHF oL ~)LIIBEL TE 53, TAfRE 258
DR ZRBLIEE R0, L2 LARRS, THEE AN EXheR>TELD
) L) R, BEICHEN. L 72 SCEDR %2 BT T FARICIZEH LEGRETH
D,CCTD k) 7% TREEL) OFHEMHAY—VE2RSL I EBZDOMHICENS &
V) TTEEEE SRR L 2 RS, AR D ERE R 728 3.

P> THBIZ, FEM > D KB 2 BEERF RN A — L DOREZEIC X > TR I
2%y F7—7 DG E VI BED S OB ZID Ais 2 T, TSOEAIFE
BRROIGEZ HIET.
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