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Multi—dimensional Contrast between TG grammar and SF grammar
CHENG Yi-long

(Foreign Language Department , Changsha Normal University, Changsha 410100, China)
Abstract: Transformational—Generative Grammar (TG Grammar) and Systemic— Functional Grammar (SF Grammar) are two
streams in linguistic research. This paper tries to analyze the differences between these two grammatical systems from four
aspects, including theoretical foundation, linguistic philosophy, grammatical viewpoint, and linguistic viewpoint (linguistic
nature, syntax, semantics, and pragmatics). The respective limitations of the two systems and tentative suggestions are also
discussed in this paper.
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