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Abstract: Systemic Functional Linguistics (SFL) offers a sophisticated theoretical framework for the study of legal
translation. Among its three metafunctions, the ideational metafunction (comprising experiential and logical functions)
aligns closely with the nature of legal texts, which strive for accuracy, objectivity, and logical rigor, as it fundamentally
encodes the objective world and logical relationships. This study aims to argue for the theoretical suitability of
employing the ideational metafunction to analyze legal translation. Using the concepts of “True Identity Offenses” and
“False Identity Offenses” from the Criminal Law of the People’s Republic of China as examples, it explores in depth the
specific applications of the ideational metafunction in guiding the translation of legal terminology across different legal
systems. By introducing register theory to analyze contextual differences and applying the transitivity system and logical
function theory for an in-depth analysis of these cases, this paper reveals how functional equivalent translations (such
as “Status-Specific Offense”) systematically resolve the issue of legal conceptual misalignment caused by literal
translation through the reconstruction of experiential structures and logical relationships. The research indicates that the
SFL ideational metafunction not only provides a systematic analytical tool for ensuring precision in legal translation but
also offers a theoretically grounded pathway for the effective international dissemination of Chinese legal concepts.
Future research could further integrate corpus technologies to validate the effectiveness of ideational metafunctional
equivalence in legal translation on a large scale, thereby deepening inter-systemic legal dialogue and exchange.
Keywords: Systemic functional linguistics; ideational metafunction; legal translation; transitivity; logical function
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FoInERE 5 S A P ThnE
TE 5 A B P Y JE T 5T
— UTEE SO ] FEIE 5 @0 ] %28 F A B

VAT LA
MR &EKE

1§ B.AGDREZTE(SIL) Bk adm AR THa L 2R ER, AL = RAdkF MAAk(asbe
oo it B S k) B L 4 A% B R SLE SR R 09 SR SRR RN BB AR TR R
HHERE, ARG EHBZRBEA S oW kAR SR EA(PEAREEMNE) P L E
G| 1] RAESHIL] B RANIRF A AT G R ENBS R A MF T ARER, B85 AERE
WIRMTIEIE 2 R AR A R R B A 3 AL B S H R B AT IR R AT, R LIB T T AR #5093 & (Je Status-
Specific Offense) fTAB B TG EH HBH M A, AL ET AFM I RO FERALEMNAE, AR E
B, SFL BEA 2 AR 3L 3h RA¥ 2 ik R8N SF 0 A R AR AR T A G ALW) AT T 2L AL 2 e B0 b Bl ik S 4 A 09 A 2L 3 9%
BRET AR TROEABE, ARFATE—FELERBEM, KRB EZENZPORATRTTH
B OAIIFACIS S R AR R,

FASERA . 2 Ll aho = B A TN AL A 805E R b B S T Ak

— . B A EREENBLECE SFL & That v IBsmiE Ac i

(—) EEXAFHEEBEFOREEH

LA 2 S RER 3 5 WURIAL BT 2 B E SOAS O DA E RSB 2 MR i [k e e | SR R A [ P B
M| o ARSI FI BN ) P [ BAE S0 | B AR IES L], AR ARFEF I
B AL T T 3 5 R 00 BRI —— i 0 [ B 1 2 AL TR AR I B | WOV 8 TR, 1R 3
SISy Oy (50 B i) ) o il e A, 38 M & Bk PR A A B AR | W T VR SO b 2R LA R JEE VT
R IB 2 A0 5 5 AORTCHR SRR . 1 R B RS R BT 5 Bk 2 IR 1 A ML 6 0 ) S BR 4, AR AT
B 18 SO B RRFIER B ROR G AMESSIGE T AT A R R R, A B R A T A B e B
T ) 2R 0k FORS VB I, Ot I ASE G s S A ) LA B R 05 )k B A IR s B — B, e
B DR ABE i 22 ol i T 2R 5 | 12 408 g T ) f R R

() HmEZEN. RAEMEIhEE?

REIRERE T 5 (SFL) 2 FRAM B 58 7 4ol B B0 8 2 P24t T = ROTTh B8 #5 #f . HE & D E ( Ideational
Function) , AP%3jfE (Interpersonal Function) Fl5E S JHE ( Textual Function) , APBEIIGE 3= 2 @ A 4 FR41 &
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B & FRIERTHE BLRB A S D AE R & KA 5 A AR T B R RE R . SRR SRR I B N R BRE R A 1
T B 1 BE B (shall, must) FREZAM R RME (APRIIEE) |, Bl 8 481 422 BT B T Bobs 2 fik 22 1) s 3 45 1
(FER AR (HHE 2 HAZ O IR B 208 e M R AR T 2 e S0 e AR R G 1R 1S BUE &
RE AL AT —— S A5 A\ S AT 5 (AR BTl R ) 0 P9 e i ) 3 R DIE ) M aB—— = S

Halliday (1967 ) 7E - HAA G i 5 | IR SE AU MR e A — A [ R &8 | (strong objectivity ) , ‘B fiH
[ J S ARG () A A7 2 T B R WA 2 B WD RHE P 23 SRR 28, o T R A — B i 1 Vs (R AP R T B, dE
FEEIHE AT R | (mapping ) R IF R IEIAEEF LS REEHLAY , RSO RY [ VA E T | ZEoRE i 4%
55 T R R 48 2 B (AT 29 N) AR (AR MEAT 2% ) FNEREE (HRe s IRp 2 ) | TG [ i A B | RO AOREL 2
5 Ty il A fi 23 AEL AR AR RIS RRAL S ) B R o YRR RE U A A AEAR R B b IR L RE A 8
WERE R 28 i FVA T R R ARG, R, A SCERIOE S D e AE 20 a0 i TR W AR %
2, MR LA B A SOA A I J P ) INTE R RV . B 2 FRAMT IR AR 90 1 MR A G o 125 5 50 e AR 2 1L
TR HE AR UIARS SRRSO L M EOR B R ME S T e v A [ AR SR e RS SR AT 5
(R ETRSBA R (T S0y | B[ JUARMERL ] AOS0E ) | IR IRFACORA [ 8 5 T 18 | 78 SR R SO A 1 B R (T 503
— s AR | o R B )

(=) REEmEBELARAPENFREER

SFL HYRE I PR ( Register Theory ) 75535 (Field) |7 & ( Tenor) F15E 2 ( Mode ) = Af 4 £ 1 i 55 355 a0 4]
FREVEH Y BERE R 2 AT ISR AR R A SRR 22 SR T A I RUBL i TR TR BIE S HU ) iE R
thraE g ERE T UREE (P R OR R R ) B H AR AR (DERE, F R IR A8k R) el 5B ) a4 2
SR LU A IR A% O BT

45 (Field ) 22 5 . GEGHR W R TR M Bl 8, KBRvE RIS IE RS DB OE I A0, A &
FERIRE R AL AL AL SR B RRIE DR 2 A 1 7 1 S R A T A 1 R S RN 2 (AR R
TR B0y AT 000 | PRI RS AT R AGZAESE . R, [ B0y ) 6 55 355 v S — 118 58] S8 1) 23 R ER A
&L R IREERR R W A 2 MR, B A R B R LAR G 2 B T HL AR Bk AT 2% B )
P, R B E AT (case facts ) FIAT 2y (act) A B (3R BLER VR . R G R AR A 2 401 v A= iR vt
HE AR S B A e A e, B R 5 28 S EOR Pk R B AL LSRR L] s s R R 1T &
A AERE ]

i & (Tenor) 22 5 . i 5 B £ B MO &, (ERFBRE R Sk BUAE | RN B R 2 14 Blin)
([ AR —a ] B 2R R 2 v A R s T A S s R v Y A ) R S R B R
R H B R AT B R PE (reasoning ) AN B R — s, BHIEREE THHEES
BN AR s

il (Mode ) 22 5% . GEAFERE 5 T I I A0 M NI IE . B Rk R 1 DL T 55 2% 2Eh =X (B R ik M ah
TE SR v M A P R R B T30 7 R 1 A e 2 RO o R ) S B PR | AR A P L R
T 25 SN S PR

TERIFR I SR 22 SR S G . RBEVE RSk E 50 a8 [ B0y | VR 2 A0 R A T 38
DR T ARG &L, B RESREA R T LT gk | BT o | i i e i, A%
[ True Identity Crime | Z it ATER 38 1 FR A5t R, TF 2 A A& B R BB DRl 15 8 T n ki e f s, B
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T, TR S (AU R R R ) FE 3 R 3 1 RS ) DR — SRRy [l IRy | i B A DRl 35 e T O HE
A A DR ——— D b — IR R S ) R L8 38 T R0 [ B 9 P o — IR R 5 T 44 1l S B ) v R 20 AR

e 3 Bon R R
= BERThEEE AR WREIRE P R A RS

AT DL B s b i [ B IE S A0 ] AT A BOOF B A0 ) & B 47 40 Br. 5% M A8 (echte
Sonderverbrechen ) fc- 5 i 7B IR 2 B4 42 AR 48 H AT B | AR nn ik &, FRIBIR 522 5L 20 HH4C 90 4F
RGBT T aZ 305, JH LA 3 AN R AU AR b TR B Oy | i 0 A 65, (£ 55, 5296 ,2008)

FLIE S0 A5 0 9R F- 0 20 B L 1R B (NI TAE N B BN B4 A e iy I
g an, e N RSEFE IR ) 55 382 B 1y AR RS BIK TAEANR ], TEdt, [ B0y |2
JUTRAE B 5B A | st B 3 RIS RS B T

ANEIE SO 48— RS PTRERL , (0 ELAR R 8 B 03 () 5 B 0 5 A T A% IRp , W B0 308 FH AN [m) (G 8
JETE ) (e T, B B A O R A TR T B A R IS0 2 A e N, R 2O AR BAR
AR PR A 5 HE S A BT B A B JR) B A SIS 6, R, [ B0 AR R G TiTIR s FR et
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crime | % B 3%, 18 LERR LR AR ME MR MU LA VTR, JUHAE IO 58 4 B IR 0 E vk R AR T iR ) | R
B2, Bt SRR B PE F0 Th e A ) Il 5% 15 [ Status-Specific Offense | B[ Status-Neutral Offense |
PR ATHC(BR/INAY ) s8JEEE ) 2012) o B SOREE IBESTIRE M A T B RETEREEHAA HE

(—) BRBEYRERYERR . EREEEE

MES T RE A& ) A8 e T BEAE it K PPk 2R 4% ( Transitivity System ) sRASEE BBt R AU 4855, % R 4 £ 2
I FE (Process ) , £ Bl (Participant) fI¥23% ( Circumstance ) = K WM, @ W sB R BIRE, A Y 2 7E
PGS 2R D e A B I AR B A 7E HAR SR rh AR MR B, W BEAE (2007 ) 7R AR EF R, SFL
1% 1) P R R A% o TR L s 5 R 5 o] S BRI R B 28, MM o i AR B S — E AR Y 6 T L
B IRAM BE S BT — M A E SR AT i R AR [ RAE | — R Y

Bk 2R b R Ay Ay 7S Fll LA A . W) 18 A ( material ) O BRIEFE (mental ) | B &R 8 F2 (relational ) |
17 71 % (behavioural ) | 75 af 18 2 ( verbal ) FI77 75 it 2 ( existential ) , 7 i 18 2 #8 ¥0 J AN [R] () £ B35 £ €51
RSO A T 16 R BB FORS BREE , R () BB AR (R AT &%) RN R (e PR A8 |

(Z) ROISH .- EREYMERENRERER

TE[ FAEE 0 | Bk A [ B0 I AR — AR B[ 47 % [ 5 f) 22 B2 | TR 5 22 3 40 T A A% L
JE1E, MR SFL KW rE R i RSB 8 o, e R B [ B 07 ) ERSGk ) 25 [ 3] 22872 | (Relational Process)
W[ B R 28 | (Acributive ) B 5, HCE B A B A AR [ 17 2 N (H#8/ Carrier) + #E A (383 72/ Process ;
Attributive) + R & S (P Attribute) | o 1T By | R ACIRAT LS A9 00 2L 1 , i — AR Sz 19T
ZfA 0, TS G R ) AR R A A BT SRR

H##[ True Identity Crime | fEAEER N RERY FFEL LR ACHUY . 5[ Tdentity | B B & — {1 4% S 1& 5T , 5RIA
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Yyt s#k [ Status-Specific Offense | HIJ i ##41% '& 2 2554 [ Specific | BH#E T [ Status | ( EEEEE 1)) J2 AR 24 1)
FRAEME WS ENERFAE, 18 22/ Specific | 7 ql R J& T sl AL S M [ B0y | Smils 24— Rl e B8 B & YRR ML B T

HARR A P RISESRIIRE, &

Hex

H AR B, 18 9B 24 BYRRIR Y ( specificity ) A& A ) 3= 44 B {07 ( status) F 2
3Kk, [FAlER, [ Status-Neutral Offense | H [ Neutral | 4235 Wit 2 B , 76 5% 4R 2 BORE R, SO0 2T HPar iy | AN
BRI, A T B3 B b R s DN FEAE S e AR B A i iy 25 5L 258 R BF e

AP AR

A IE G 448 ( Status-Specific Offense )

R A E & #4¢ ( Status-Neutral Offense )

#0524 ((Participant )

&t (Auribute) 4F % 57 5 B % P #94%
ShE, RAERRLOLRAE, T
BA (Actor) 78 B R AR BB HE
(Carrier) . [ &0 ] 25 BAEE &2
EXEONE S E

17 B A (Actor) AL AT B 89 42 5 $AT &
SO BRI FEOLESEE LAE
P BIEARIE RS,

Aos i@ A2 28 A (Process Type)

MABRE(HEE) BT £
R/HHEEZGW], Z I RFE LA T
RESIE, WM ABAEZY Y B
(ReRAiTh) BAAR, FLALH
RHIE M ABENGT L,

WE B, B LA ET A (E
B HEF) I B IAZLRBEZ
S, RLEG LG METBIERY

[ % 1 | P i #9 7% 4 ( Component )

P4k A S & & F 695 1 (Attribute ) |
ABARGRNEBRI Y, CEET
[ What kind of person? | iZ 18 [ R8  ;% &
Fo9AT4E,

VB R B E AR T DL B A
BAZGINRIEIE R Z, ©HA T [ Under
what condition?] & 18 M 28 % & M

¥,

[ Status-Specific; -Specific | # [ Status ]
49 7 R — 18 518 % SRR FH B — 18 o
AR AEEAER @SS T LA
Pz [ B ME | 6 42 B o Bt
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L LR TR A RS A
SR AR R A, AR BT
R AE,

(=) BEINGERTFAESE. EFLXEES

WL TN AL 1Y 55— o S R DI 8, B B A G S Wi e | R A S R ) [ % AR AR
1 B P AR R B AR VAR SCAS I e 2 v T ORE R R ) RE RS ME RT3, SFL R - [ s i B AR (B
TIE A ) o3 AR T (projection , — [ T A BT 55— F- 40, 405 ) FIE R (expansion) , 3% X ]
5> 45 —Ffi . ZEMH (elaboration, ‘i.e.’ type): —fHFm) ¥ —M8 Ay T A e B ol il Ao s B, B R
[ =], # R (extension, ‘and’ type). — M FH ¥ 5 — M FAjET M R E®R, BHRE+], B
(enhancement, ‘so, if, because’ type) : — 7/ iE b IRF ] R F R R R4 A5 Oy U D — MR A HE AT IR
TE o VRIS, R R B A0 TR R R A A R A A S, R A T G 5 ] B AR U R R B &R (f L
then...) , 18 AFRA" MM ) BLAY [ if-then ) ) 2, VR A AT 125 A 0 SC 04 N 7 32 B2 1L T BHORS 40 1Y 43 B T2 HL
Halliday $7AE SCA R R0 2R | 094t 7 XY, 23 AM s Ak o T IR EE B AL T 3 5R S 47

(M) ERiBEIsEmRERR

VEAUIRTRR 00 A B A T T, S B A I Ak R D) R A 1 R 4 TR A R A e B
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SFL M43 BT HESR  FRAM AT LUK T BCIE S 0340 | %) 76 8 i 5] 2R B A7 TR Ak A, 476 110 335 Wl e 48 7 HC R R R
If Actor has Status-Specific ( i R i, 3B %H) , then Offense is established (¥ iMFE). %I AL T LK i
Mg T — MR R [ 5 B KA B R AR | (AR By ) SRl R SRR A R [ B AR ) (AR AR A
SE) SR . BLIBERYTIE. . then... | BESLAYIE 2 3958 | R B R P R R . R ITEIEE T T S0 ]
TE R SHAG TP BT B A AN E HEE A . ThEERE & [ Status-Specific Offense | 18 it% [ -Specific | 12 ffl 5 4% , #518
AR5 P AR A2 A Wi ) 2R PR A0 10 A S T ART A B OB R R s 5 A ELR% [ True Identity Crime | U7 RS0 (145
il

[ AEIES AL ] 0y aE o g BT A EIEE O IL ], [ Neutral | — 5 R 75 40 W 7r i 2e 8 1 [ e 9k ) 5
[P ) Do B B ) 0 B . Y T st B T B 403 | 76 %2 9 (establishment of offense ) J& T & H 37 1), {H 7 5
(application of penalty ) J& Ifil i GE il 2 — {34 s ik, HAR A& IE UMk & . [ 2 9R )@ 1 ] If Actor
commits Actus Reus (#)E ##2), then Offense is established ( regardless of status). [ % JH| & T ] If Actor
(who committed the offense) has a specific status ( E23% %)) , then Penalty is enhanced (3458[E &) HERY
[ Neutral | — gl i if% 5% 28 ELE2 B0 T BB PE B A9 70 )8 , 98 T EL5%[ Non-True Identity Crime | 5[ Untrue Status
Offense | #'[ Non-True/Untrue | i $575 % il °] BEAF 2K A9 2R BRI VE (R E R S E SRS A S 1B R H i Sy
PR, BYEREHLEGE T B A 8wt B e S e h | 15 — S H @il (R T LA S e
P 8 I I ) B SR P A A R AR 4 1)y =X TE R T R A B R S BT

= HmERE

2R AR (2022.56) 48 - [ 1E AR AR RS- A [R] 35 4T RS REF) 2 5 00 AR B RE R A, BHas B T 1 BN A) R 5
FREFNGRAE AR BRI | AT I B SFL MES D e B s 10 R GUE H |, Sl T TR AR e B
DRI 0l A AN S 0 17 2 2 ) ARE A S8R e Ay 1 ) 0 e R B S T L AE B0 | RN AN ELE B0 | R
BT, A SCHE 7R T DI HE B4 AR ( QN[ Status-Specific Offense | B[ Status-Neutral Offense | ) {a] A A B
T 1 810 2 ) D SR 4 i TR 1) A T B SR R v A M TR i 8 B 4 A (Gl ot S Mk R T )
B W 5 R (R R)1E A RS AT ) RIRL DD RS, IE QAGIEE 98 (2012) PR, B Ak A B s A T A 75 2 —
TR AT ], (ELIE A P I s L T [ 2 R VA A I TR 20 B 3 E AR G 5 IR R
GUPESRE) | . ABIFEREIR T SFL 3L A ar 2538 A [ A7 45 AT A Y A3 | B AR I AT 1 2 G B LSS RN A0 BT O i e T
e B T A B RO AT Y [ B9k | 1) s A T BHE2 | K SFL M-S Dl e 2 am P A T A as LR 2 7E
R R T — R RH T T SRR BE ST TR A R M A T R T AR 0 A Bt AR R R AE AR
PEMIR R SRS MR () BRE O 50 —  EA BR SR AN AL RTEAE SR L n TR g 22 5 Ry Bl LIE M D) fig 3
GRRAE TR AR T 585 = B AR SCE s AR AL T RS e | R SO S 7R S T e i W 1 g T
(AR Ep B ) DB IR 7RO AR S 18 AR b B B AE — [ M RN G ) e [ SR
HA O A A R 2 (R T R, 2023) o &5 B TIR  SFL ME S D Re B aR 0y E ] , e S0 5 PR TH A
SR HEREE R RIME . RIS T AEAS SCIERRE b, ) FH R R 7 1, S 0 2 SR v R A AR A (An R R I
TSR ) AT U1 B 40y 1 R 32 5 ) 8 368 LU 40 B, DA 57 B 2% R 46 A 1 v B R B 5 5 G A AR
TEAVEA B TR AL B RS B SR A B | K 2% TR B 106 5 8 2R 110 S0 1 e A B i AL o 2% BB A B S
FEAERACTE 5T (2 A T TR G YR ) 185 2R PR B 5

B3Rk

(D Blumczynski, P. (2016). Ubiquitous translation. London /New York: Routledge.
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