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Dodge answer analysis of the dialogue between
monarchs and ministers in “detective Di Renjie”

Jiarui Guo, Jinying Xin
Dalian Foreign Studies University, Dalian, Liaoning 116000

Abstract: This article uses the dialogue between the ruler and the minister in the first, second and third episodes of the popular
TV series “Detective Di Renjie” as the corpus, and analyzes the evasion strategy used by Di Renjie in the dialogue with Wu
Zetian. First, the dodge strategy of Bull and Mayer (1993)™ is applied to general discourse analysis and perfected. Based on
this analysis, it is concluded that: (1) Di Renjie used more to imply non-cooperation, and Wu Zetian used more to express
non-cooperation. (2) The difference in the evasion strategies chosen by the two is due to their different status, which is also an
important factor in the popularity of this TV series.
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