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1. Introduction
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(1) a. “The chicken is tasteless.”
b. “Can you pass the salt?”

C. “Could you pass the salt?”

d. “Could you pass the hot sauce, please?”

Perez Hernandez (2013:131, emphasis mine)
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2. Literature Review (Stefanowitsch (2003))
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e.g.
— “Can you X?”, “Will you X?"



2. Literature Review (Pérez Hernandez (2013))
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1) Cost-benefit specification link:

(HE S 3 DT 2 DAL CF 42 I B9 2 R
2) Optionality specification link:
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3) Mitigation specification link:
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(2) “If you don’t mind, could you just clear up that
CanUSiDn for mE?" (Pérez Hernandez 2013: 134, emphasis mine)

1) Cost-benefit specification link:
(RIS DT A DO BARRIASIC BT 2 K5
“just”: Cost Minimizer
“for me”: Beneficiary Satellites

2) Optionality specification link:
(RIE SN HFT L D8] & 2 FIC B 5 %5
“If you don't mind”: If you don’t mind

3) Mitigation specification link:
AR T2 O LA B AR 2880 S 2 R

“could”: Past Modals




[ Point]
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BASE CONSTRUCTION:

FINAL

CONSTRUCTIONS:

Can you X?

-Can you read this for me?
-Can you help me?

-Can you wait for a second/just
a minute?

-Can you just ...?

-Can you at least ...?

-Can you help me a little bit?
-Can you simply ...7

-If it's not too much trouble,
can you...”?

-If you don't mind, can you...?
-When you have a moment, can
you...?

-Could you...?
-Can't/couldn't you...?
-Can you X, please?
-Can you please X?
-Can you possibly X?
-Can you kindly X?
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Figure 1:

The construction network
of “Can you X?”

(Pérez Hernandez 2013:
142)
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EE A7 (kiE R T b, (Stefanowitsch (2003))
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3. Methodology
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4. Patterns of illocutionary-force specification
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1. Mitigation specification link ™1 £ 12 K- T,
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2. Cost-benefit specification link @ Beneficiary satellites (Z X > T
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1. Mitigation specification link » & L2 K-> T, fRER 24K HH O A2l R
T HHESC

Mitigating Exclamation Fast Negative Megative Fjast Conditionals Mltigat.mg Please Fll'e-p-crsed coordinate quses slwlmg Vnm?iw:s signaling
adverbs hodals Modals |question tags EXPressIons social closeness and/or inherent politeness social closeness
Can vou be so kind as to XY 0 0 37 0 1] 1] 0 0 25 1] B
Can vou try and X7 1] 2 33 1] K] 0 1 1] £l 0 15
Will vou X7 1] 2 T0 1] 5] 0 1] 1 13 0 10
Will vou be so kind as to X? 1] 2 a5 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 26
Would vou be willing to X7 1] 1 o8 1] 1 0 1] 1] 0 0 4
Can I have X7 1] 2 31 1] 2 0 1] 1] 23 0 (]
May [ have X7 1] 7 5 1] 0 0 1] 1] 33 0 16
Would vou mind X7 1] 3 a9 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 13
Would it be possible for vou to X7 0 1 100 0 1] 1] 0 2 B 1] B
Would it be ok if vou X7 0 3 99 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 13

Table 1: The number of the cases where each expression in the mitigation specification link is adopted in 100 cases for each base
construction with modals
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I BTV DT Z Ol RIS
-_'_'_'-'-'—l—-—._._.____ Present Tense Past Tense

Will vou X7 30.57% 69.43%
Will vou be so kind as to X7 5.22% 4. 7T8%
Would vou be willing to X7 0.01% 00, 99%
Would vou mind X7 0.50% o8 500
Can you X7 TH.TEY 21.22%
Can vou be so kind as to X7 33.30% 66.70%
Can vou try and X7 66.67% 33.33%
Can | have X7 T0.38% 29.62%
May I have X7 94.57% 5.43%
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Table 2: The percentage of the present and past tense usages in the base constructions including modals in COCA
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2. Demaocratization (Fairclough 1992) M %
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'-""'-'--—-._.______ Present Tense | Past Tense ST
Can you X7 105056 28306 133362
Can you be so kind as to X7 2 6 i
Can you try and X7 20 10 30
Will you X7 40454 Q1897 132351
Will yvou be so kind as to X7 6 109 115
Would you be willing to X7 12 511 523
Would vou mind X7 14 2761 2775
Do you wanna X7 4298 183 4451
Why don't vou X7 Joba2 9172 45234
Do vou mind X7 3952 15 3967

Table 3: The difference in the frequency between the base constructions with modals and “do”
which include “can/will/do you” phrase
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2. Cost-benefit specification link @ Beneficiary satellites (Z & > T,
FRRR 2 (I HE D Al R 9 2 3

Expressions
Beneficiaty Time Cost Benefit acknowledging
satellites | adverbials | minmuzers | maximzers | the cost of the

requested action
Why don't vou X7 36 0 13 0 0
How about X7 26 0 6 0 0
Do you wanna X7 40 | 2 0 0
Do vou mind X7 48 2 & 0 0

Table 4: The number of the cases where each expression in the cost-benefit specification
link is adopted in 100 cases for each base construction with lexical verbs
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3. £ @ specification link & )
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%249 A 301X “Have you got X?" D Fx,
(100 17 85 #1233V T specification link |

W ho Tz, )

(3) Have you got any British beers? (COCA)
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Lehman (2024): bodily-visual and prosodic constructions
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5. Conclusion & Future Prospect
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1. Mitigation specification link ™1 £ 12 K- T,
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2. Cost-benefit specification link @ Beneficiary satellites (Z X > T
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3. F @ specification link & FH\V 53072 VST
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