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An empirical study of translating metaphonymy
S

Metonymy interacts with metaphor in figurative language and their interaction is viewed as
metaphonymy by Goossens (2003). Though figurative language such as metaphor and metonymy
has been recognized as potentially challenging in translating literary works (Tymoczko 1999,
2004; Deng & Fang 2009; Feng 2015), translation of metaphonymy has received limited research
attention. To gain a better insight into the impact of translating on the use of metaphonymy, it is
necessary to explore both translated texts and the reasons for the translating approaches adopted
by translators.

Employing task analysis and semi-structured discourse-based interviews, the empirical study
addresses the translation of metaphonymy in the context of translator training by focusing on
trainee translator’s approaches to translating metaphonymy in Chinse literary works.from Chinese
into English.
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Metaphors in Chinese ceramic discourse
MifEss XIRE

The study aims to investigate metaphors in Chinese ceramic discourse, based on a self-built
ceramic corpus in”Mandarin Chinese. Descriptions of ceramic art, viewed as a significant and
popular artifact, contain and convey important clues of human conceptualization, but few studies
have focused on- ceramic discourse and examined its linguistic characters and conceptual
mappings. To probe into the unique discourse type, a corpus is compiled with 101,456 characters,
which collects the literal descriptions of the ceramic collections in the Palace Museum. Metaphors
in the corpus are identified by means of the Metaphor Identification Procedure Vrjie Universiteit
(MIPVU, Steen et al, 2010) and a reference ceramic glossary for ceramic jargons. Systematic
analyses are conducted to extract descriptive features of ceramic metaphors in five distinguished
categories, including shape, color, size, texture of the glaze and surface decorative pattern.

Preliminary results reveal that visible and familiar natural entities are utilized to describe the
artistic features of ceramics. Humans, animals and plants are the three most commonly used
source domains in metaphorization. For illustrations, the shape of a ceramic piece is often
conceptualized through the physical features of a person (eg., 4if%); the color is frequently
defined by plants and animals with distinct colors such as plum green (77 and eel yellow (fi&

5



#3%). 1t is found that cognitively salient features of natural entities are consistently employed to
describe ceramic features. The study is significant as it explores the unique metaphorical strategies
of ceramic art in Chinese, which is expected to shed new light on the conceptualization patterns in
artistic discourse as a distinct text genre.
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How Saussure is misinterpreted in Cognitive Grammar
£ ST

As the father of modern linguistics, Ferdinand de Saussure influences all aspects of linguistic
development with no exception of Cognitive Grammar. A scrutiny of how Saussure is understood
in Cognitive Grammar indicates that Saussurean linguistics is misinterpreted in terms of five core
ideas: (1) langue, rather than parole, is given highest priority; (2) the internal relation of
“signifier-signified” counts as the pairing of “form-meaning”; (3) “arbitrariness” is contradictory
to “symbolicity”; (4) “arbitrariness” means “unmotivatedness”; (5) arbitrariness is not the inherent
nature of morphological and syntactic structures. This paper is intended to reassess these five
ideas and argue that they depart further from Saussure’s thought.
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ZJEREN “KE” UFEEM (quantifier construction) , 7E 20 40 10 £E/0E 60 AL
FERINFHAIE S, B 70 #/05, “K&E” XFERME. EEGFEET, =I5k
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Biber )2 4 Hridkit i IR A1 5 R AT A AT Dh RE4E EEHEAT TR MY, LA R Z A AE T #r
T 5 R AR N TEIRRAE . A0 TT LAE SR TR (38 SCRFIE. (U380 AITEVRRFAIE (]
P AR s, BoitIts T AR TR A I 2 e ik, S5 RERW], B A AT DA Tk
DXL , - e TTEAM N Biber 2 4 70 M —HFE BE 20T th LS TE R TE IR YA 32 24
SRAFAE, IEA4MFE T Biber Z4EorHTiE, AR /RIEIAIZZ R H MR RAR AR RIS T H
RLEERLK TR 5 FH 0 =N 2, a1 WSGERE T KEna 15 FH -2 1] 4 5% 28 A e A Y £
B

Constructivist metaphor approach to China-US trade relations
Xiaojuan TAN
The main stream of constructivism in international relations emphasized the significant role of
ideals, norms and values in shaping national identity, national interest and state behaviour.
However, the meaning-making process of ideals/norms/values and national identity and national
interest is far from clear in constructivism, which adds researchers’ difficulty of putting
constructivism into real practice. Although some of them put forward the discursive-based
approach to address this issue, they have not achieved a unified definition of discourse. Paying
attention to different functions of discourse and role of multi-modal “metaphors” in the
meaning-making process embedded in discourse, the constructivist multi-modal metaphor
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approach in my study, which combines constructivist approach of international relations and
conceptual metaphor theory, is able to provide a holistic analysis about how international trade
relationship is constructed via inter-state representation and interaction. Comparing metaphors
embedded in China-US trade relationship in Clinton presidency and that in Trump presidency via
quantitative and qualitative analysis of corpus data, my article not only reveals the dynamics of
China-US trade relationship, but also discover how Chinese and English metaphors embedded in
dominant China-US trade discourse might shape China-US trade relations.

—INETERIEERZEIN “Give / 48" W4z ERE R EE#TR
&I
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HRIN G EHE T, MR ELBEHE; (3D NI AR H2E W # B L
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TR — ORH K P 22 R 9T B AR BRI G A DGR IR, DT A At 1] 2 Y A X A E
LR AR X A TR o AL

BFIHFARIBE T It Be X That Y I IFHRiEHR TR
T ALt
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Prosodic comparisons of narrow focus in different discourse contexts in
Mandarin Chinese
% %
As semantic prominence, focus can be encoded syntactically and/or phonologically. Focus
encoded with phonological control, namely prosodic focus, is phonetically realized with
expansion of duration, pitch and intensity on the focused constituents, concomitant with
compression of pitch and intensity on the post-focus constituents in a sentence in Mandarin
Chinese (Xu, 1999; Chen et al., 2014). Two types of narrow focus, including “completive
focus”— the answer to a question with no contrastive meaning and “replacing focus”— the
correction to reject the presupposed information with contrastiveness (Dik et al., 1981), are
investigated in different discourse contexts in terms of prosodic change compared to broad focus,
i.e. “sentence focus”—clausal structures with no pragmatic presupposition, usually the answer to

‘what happened’ or ‘what’s happening’ (Lambrecht, 1994). Acoustic analyses indicate that there
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are in-focus expansion of duration, pitch (mean FO and FO range) and intensity and post-focus
compression of pitch and intensity in both types of narrow focus. However, the detailed statistical
comparisons reveal that completive focus is acoustically realized with more robust prosodic
variations than replacing focus, suggesting narrow and contrastive focus may not be encoded with
more salient prosody than narrow and non-contrastive focus given no syntactic control.

ESASEESE
B
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IR, (HZ DAE R ERETE SCITFL AR L TR R R F H AR, RAEMHZR TR
BHESE . AFRRREAT DMEEARPE R, REARBEE, RUARBL, KK
SEAR ) X AR AL T DA 2o AR DA 23 9 1) o b1 AR 9] 12 AR50 AT DA AN [R] A 1) R 1 i)
A LRI, s, AERD
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3. 4. (bR IR

4. 45/, GRARE, 2F2IH

5.4FW ! (RATL), AT Sl Mt %)

6. Sl CRAMA DI RE 2 )

TOhEREL Catithdesz, o)
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A socio-cognitive interpretation of identity work in conflict talks
FBILAR
With a focus on identity work in conflict talks, the paper adopts an interpersonal pragmatic
perspective and establishes a framework by integrating pragmatic identity theory and
socio-cognitive approach, to describe the main features of identity work in conflictive interactions
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and tentatively explores its cognitive processing mechanism. Analysis on identity work in conflict
episodes extracted from a Chinese TV series reveals that identity work is driven by conflicts in
identity cognition which present themselves in two different ways, namely discrepancy in identity
cognition and contradiction in identity cognition. The former refers to the case that different
elements in the same identity frame are foregrounded by speakers and hearers in an egocentric
way, while the latter refers to the case of two different identity frames. It is hoped that this study
can bring new understandings to the social, psychological and interpersonal attributes of identity
in interaction.

The relation management of network anchors in sale broadcast:
A cognitive analysis
(I

With the popularization of e-commerce, online shopping contact has been gradually evolving as a
widespread social interaction in recent years. In addition, as network technology keeps evolving,
more and more contents on net becomes videolized. In video age, to satisfy potential buyers’
growing needs, more and more online shops begin to broadcast, or pay for professional anchors to
promote their merchandise. On last year’s double eleven, Wei Ya, who ranks number one on
Taobao anchor list, helped a new shop reached 70 million yuan’s amount of sales on that day
alone. In network sale broadcast, the two-way asynchronous Internet communication, with all the
merchandises intangible, not only factors like business skills, credibility, and commodity quality,
but also the way the network anchors manage their relations with the potential buyers affect
business.

Based on conceptual blending theory and in light of Chen (2018)’s revised model of rapport
management, this study sets out to analyze how the anchors manage their relations with the
potential buyers in their broadcast.

A corpus-based metapragmatic functional analysis of the construction

“What are we/you talking about”
£ I X
Based on the data from the Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA), this study holds
that “What are we / you talking about” is a cognitive-metapragmatic construction and will explore
the functions of this construction from metapragmatic point of view. By adopting a qualitatively
analysis. from a cognitive-pragmatic framework that incorporates Caffi’s three metapragmatic
layers in and on the ongoing discourse, Austin’s speech act theory and Hubler & Bublitz’s
functional typology of metapragmatic acts, it was found that speakers use constructions such as
What are we talking about and What are you talking about to monitor the sequential organization
by controlling turn-allocation and floor holding, to manage relational work by performing
behabitive and exercitive illocutionary force of thanks, criticism, ridicule or complaints for
identity construction and evaluation, and to monitor the counter-argumentative sequence by
topical controlling or referring to previous utterance for discourse organization. As a typical
metapragmatic utterance What are we / you talking about not only acts on the metatexual layer of
discourse management, but also on the relational dimension in communication. The results of this
study can also be used to provide a new perspective for the pragmatic study of cognitive
construction.
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Pragmatics and the diagnosis of neurological disorders
LS

Taking the diagnosis of epilepsy and dementia as examples, the study highlights the potential role
of pragmatics and conversation analysis in the diagnosis of neurocognitive disorders. The ways of
patients to describe their diseases and how they respond to the doctor’s questions can be analyzed
to assess their linguistic and cognitive status. Pragmatics and conversation analysis can provide
new tools to explore the interactional competence and cognitive impairment of patients with
neurocognitive disorders.
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A cognitive and pragmatic approach to rhetoric research:
With special reference to the cassini reports
ik R

Rhetoric research is featured by its multi-disciplinary perspectives. The cognitive perspective
focuses on revealing the conceptual motivations of the speaker' s rhetoric usage, while the
pragmatic perspective takes into consideration the audience' s reception in the context. The two
perspectives constitute a new approach to rhetoric research for their complementarity. The rhetoric
of personification in the Cassini reports is motivated by a cognitive construal based on metonymy
and metaphor. The figure of speech interacts with words and constructions to create the poetic
effect. The ad-hoc concept built under the optimal relevance of pragmatics guides the audience to
interpret the rhetoric construal with its emergent property. The cognitive and pragmatic approach
describes the way that the communicative effect is achieved and provides a more adequate account
of rhetoric usage.
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Confirmation/agreement seeking in talk-in-interaction:
With special reference to the interrogative particle “HAO”“Ig”
in northeastern Mandarin Chinese
A %

This paper examines the interactive and coordinative functions of the discourse particle HAO (%)
in the Northeastern Mandarin Chinese from the perspective of interactional linguistics, using the
data of natural conversation. In previous studies, HAO("%)was often regarded as a modality
particle at the end of the sentence. This paper proposes that HAO("%)is different from the
modality particles which occur at the end of sentence/utterance, like BA(ME), NE(Wg), etc.in
Mandarin Chinese .HAO('5) is an interjective particle, independent from the preceding utterance,
and should be categorized as utterance tag. The “ HAO("5?)" tag is a single word question that is
attached to the end of the immediate preceding utterance and is highly positional sensitive for turn
construction, and therefore should be regarded as a discourse operator(Norrick 2009; Onodera
2014), or to be specific, the one-word tag question(Couper-Kuhlen & Selting 2018:Chapter 8). In
the framework of the epistemic gradience(Heritage 2012), this paper proposes that the epistemic
gradience of the HAO("5) question is the slightest compared to other types of questions, including
polarity questions in Chinese. The tag question HAO (") is not so much used to seek information
as it is to confirm the content of the just-said within the speaker’s utterance. The HAO (") tag
question can not only be used to seek confirmation of the addressee, but also solicitate agreement
or supportive answer from the addressee. In the narrative style, HAO (%) also can be used
inviting the hearer to interact and coordinate to reach a common ground. This paper tries to give
an unified explanation of the HAO (%) in different speech context.
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Understanding the dynamics of motivation for learning Japanese among Chinese
learners: An elicited metaphor analysis
AL
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This paper examines the motivations of Chinese learners of Japanese across three different grades
through Elicited Metaphor Analysis and semi-structured interview. Year 1, Year 2 and Year 3
Japanese majors (55 in total) in a Chinese university were asked to produce metaphors that
reflected their motivations to learn Japanese. The metaphor data were analysed by two coders in
three steps: Labelling, Sorting and Categorisation. It is found that Year 1 learners were
enthusiastic about learning Japanese, using mostly leisure and eating metaphors; Year 2 learners
often used journey metaphors to indicate the difficulty they were facing; and Year 3 learners were
more concerned about the benefits and practical outcomes of learning, using mainly learning other
skills metaphors. The metaphor and interview data together confirm the dynamic and situated
nature of language learning motivation. The data also reveal that Japanese learning in mainland
China was associated with an interest in the culture of Japanand subject to negative interference
from English. The study concludes with implications for enhancing the teaching of Japanese in
similar contexts.
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Is inhibition involved in voluntary language switching?
Evidence from transcranial direct current stimulation over the right
dorsolateral prefrontal cortex

XX HEFE  Angelade Bruin - 2R B HEE
Why do bilinguals automatically switch languages in daily life (i.e., voluntary language switching)?
Does this involve inhibition of cross-language interference, or does easier lexical access to
specific words directly trigger switches to another language? To reveal the underlying mechanism
of voluntary language switching, the current study applied transcranial direct current stimulation
(tDCS) over the right dorsolateral prefrontal cortex (rDLPFC), an area associated with inhibitory
control, to investigate whether and how inhibitory control is involved in voluntary language
switching. Interestingly, during the enhanced inhibitory control (A-tDCS) and weakened
inhibitory control (C-tDCS) sessions, bilinguals showed faster naming latencies in repeat trials
compared to switch trials, indicating a switch cost. Moreover, the cathodal stimulation exhibited a
larger LPC/delta oscillation in switching to L2 compared to switching to L1. In contrast, the
S-tDCS (sham) session showed no switch cost, faster switch naming latencies compared to those
in the A-tDCS and C-tDCS sessions, and little differences in LPC/delta between switch and repeat
trials. Together, these findings suggest that enhancing or weakening inhibition interferes with
voluntary language switching.
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Figurativeness and proficiency in the processing of L2 collocations
absivy
Metaphoric language is prevalent in everyday communication and it has proven to be one of the
most challenging blocks for L2 speakers on their way to full mastery of a L2 or foreign language
(Littlemore, 2006, 2009). L2 learners’ knowledge of figurative expressions is much poorer than
their proficiency in vocabulary (Cieslicka, 2015, p. 209). Therefore, it is not difficult to predict
that metaphoric collocations will pose great challenges for learners in the acquisition and
processing of second language. Then, what difficulties will L2 learners encounter in processing
metaphoric constructions compared with non-metaphoric ones? Can L2 proficiency and
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familiarity modulate the effect of figurativeness? Will native speakers follow the same pattern or
not? This study will try to address these questions with a self-paced reading experiment. Reading
times will be statistically evaluated with linear mixed-effects models in the R statistical platform.
The results showed that there was significant difference between L1 and L2 speakers in the
processing of metaphorical collocations and L2 proficiency played a significant role in modulating
the influence of figurativeness in the processing of L2 collocations.
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The Potential of Eye Tracking to Support Peer Assessment for Learning of
English Writing
5K ]
Assessment for learning (AfL) seeks to support instruction by providing information about
students’ current state of learning, the desired end state of learning, and ways to close the gap. AfL
of English writing faces challenges insofar as feedback from instructors tends to focus on written
products while neglecting most of the processes that gave rise to them, such as planning,
formulation, and evaluation. Meanwhile, researchers studying writing processes have been using
keystroke logging (KL) and eye-tracking (ET) to analyze and visualize process engagement. This
study explores whether eye-tracking can support peer evaluation. 30 Chinese L1 students studying
at Xin Zhou Teachers’ university who served as subjects completed peer evaluation of English
argumentative writing tasks while a ET system traced their processes and then produced
visualizations that were used for individualized tutoring. Data sources included the visualizations,
tutoring-session transcripts, the participants’ assessed final essays, and peer evaluation reflections.
Findings showed eye tracking in combination with the assessment dialogues they facilitated, made
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it possible to (1) position the participants in relation to developmental models of writing
evaluation; (2) identify and address problems with peer assessment; and (3) reveal deep-seated
motivational issues that constrained the participants’ involving in English writing.

FLH NHESEZENEETE

Move or not move: An ERP study on the processing of fictive and actual motion

events

AT
This study used ERP method to investigate the processing of fictive motion and actual motion
during natural language comprehension. In our hypothesis, the motion component of a verb is
preserved in both actual motion and fictive motion constructions (“The army/The bridge crossed
the river”). However, the incorporation of a motion-event sense into fictive motion requires
reanalysis or reconstruction both syntactically and semantically. The ERP results reveal that a
P600 effect on the motion verbs and an N400 modulation on the sentence-final complement NP
were uncovered in the processing of fictive motion constructions in relative to actual motion
constructions, suggesting that the processing of fictive motion requires increased cognitive efforts
than actual motion condition. The neurocognitive mechanism underlying the N400 and P600
effects reflects the higher cognitive load in both syntactic and semantic integration process for
fictive motion constructions, such that motion verbs with static entities can be difficultly
integrated into the motion-event frame context involve additional mental simulation of motion.
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Processing Chinese evidential causals and evidential conditionals:
An ERPs study
R M B
This study examined neural activity associated with processing Chinese evidential causals
(Yinwei X, Suoyi Y) and evidential conditionals (Ruguo X, Name Y) during on-line
comprehension. Reaction times and ERPs of “Y” parts were measured when participants read and
judged the acceptability of two-sentence scenarios. The results showed that the RTs of processing
evidential causals were shorter than that of processing evidential conditions, but there were no
significant differences between them. More negative slow brain potential was elicited by

evidential conditionals relative to evidential causals. The results suggest that comprehending
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evidential conditionals involves mental shifting so that the processing of evidential conditionals
requires more cognitive efforts than that of evidential causals.
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The time course of different degrees of causal inference

in processing word pairs
Bz M
The present study examined the time course of different degrees of causal inference in processing
Chinese word pairs. Reaction times and ERPs of target words were measured while participants
read and judged the causal relatedness of two-word expressions denoting logical causal (T -3
%), epistemic causal (] 75-H3%#), and unrelated ({5 4=-31#) condition. The results showed that
the RTs of causality were the fastest for the unrelated condition, slower for the logical causal
condition, and the slowest for epistemic condition.  The N400 elicited by the epistemic causal
condition fell in between the logical causal condition and the unrelated condition, and the N400
was the smallest for the logical causal condition.The epistemic causal condition evoked smaller
LPC amplitudes than the logical causal condition at midline sites. These results indicate that
causal inferences can influence the earliest semantic processing and later integrative processing of
an upcoming word. Further, the results broadly support memory-based models of discourse
processing.
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Voxel-based morphometry reveals increased grey matter volume induced by
Mandarin Chinese learning of Indian overseas students in China
O
We used voxel-based morphometry to investigate whether the experience of Mandarin Chinese
learning induced neuroanatomical differences for Indian overseas students in China. We compared
grey matter volume between 17 participants who have achieved a medium Chinese language
proficiency versus 21 matched controls without any experience of Chinese learning. All the
participants” AoA of L2 are under 6 years old and all of them did not have any experience in the
practice of musical instruments. The results revealed that compared with the controls, the group
who had learnt Chinese had increased grey matter volume in the left precentral gyrus and the right
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middle occipital gyrus/right middle temporal gyrus. Multiple regression analyses revealed an
association between the HSK scores of the Chinese-speaking group to their grey matter volume in
the right middle temporal pole. Our results demonstrate that Chinese language learning induced
increased grey matter volume in several regions known to respond selectively to Chinese
processing and provide new evidence that the right middle temporal pole relates to Chinese
language proficiency one achieved.
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The explanation for the motivation of lexical cause and morphology about
countable and uncountable nouns from the viewpoint of embodied philosophy
5K
This paper based on the Embodied Philosophy proposes a cognitive world analysis method to
explore the motivation of lexical cause and morphology about countable and uncountable nouns.
The Embodied Philosophy, -which can be generalized as three basic principles: the experiential
nature of the mind, the unconsciousness of cognition, and the metaphorical thought, especially
with the emphasis on the first rule, has become the theoretical basis of cognitive linguistics. It is
more powerful for the explanation of the construction of words and morphology about countable
and uncountable nouns, as well as language formation. Cognitive linguists hold that human
concepts originate from the recognition of self and space, on the basis of which conceptual system
has been gradually formed by means of metaphor and some other basic cognitive strategies. This
fundamental idea can also be used to explain how words and morphology about countable and
uncountable nouns are constructed, which offers a further evidence for the criticism of language

autonomy.
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Biological evolution enables the human brain to be ready for language, while an individual’s
language experience and social interactions tune the language-ready brain to a language-using
brain. However, the mechanism of how early language input initializes this brain tuning process
remains unknown. Here we show that deprivation of early language input resulted in reduced
inter-regional connectivity within the language network, and the effects were found only in
Broca’s area in the resting state analysis and angular gyrus in language comprehension only. We
also found that the dorsal pathway was selectively impacted, both functionally and structurally, in
late signers with little language input. We conclude that the critical role of early language input,
regardless of modality, is to trigger a process of building inter-regional functional connectivity and
forming language pathways. Our discovery provides empirical evidence for the neurobiological
mechanism involved in the critical period for language.
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B A, i SR P - R S 2 - R BB R T L AN AE (Pinker 1984),
RN R S8 AT BRI 52 2] 3 T35 7 520 (Marantz 1982; Slobin & Bever 1982).
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How to make construals for language activities more dynamic
Fuji Ko

This article aims to give a cognitive linguistic account of providing dynamic construals for
classroom activities within the context of second-language teaching. After a brief discussion of
possible conceptual issues involved in construal operations and image schemas in conversational
type activities in teaching present continuous tense, it will be argued that a suitable cognitive
linguistic framework is needed to model the various complex dimensions of teaching grammar,
(here in this article especially for present continuous tense), providing the solid foundation for the
productive activities. Following a short introduction to various parts of construal operations and
the nature of schemas in cognitive linguistics, five types of conversation activities for teaching
present continuous tense (interview, discussion, narratives, arguments or debates and role play)
will be positioned within two influential models of cognitive linguistics, i.e., “linguistic construal
operations” developed within various constructions of “image schemas.” Then, a link will be
established between the concept of linguistic construals and different types of image schema,
which provides a toolset for modeling the implicit knowledge structures underlying specific usage
events in communication. For the assessment of the suitability of the proposed framework, the
article concludes with a discussion on a good lesson plan criteria from cognitive point of view
which can provide a measure learning value in language activity.

The effect of A0A-L2 on L1 and L2 network between early and late bilinguals:
Evidence from an fMRI study

Ao
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The age of acquisition in second language (AoA-L2) influences the neural representation of the
first language (L1) and L2. Previous studies investigated different activation pattern of L1 and L2
network in bilinguals by using task-fMRI and mate-analysis. Although different activation patterns
have been observed during L2 processing between early and late bilinguals with high proficiency
level in L2 (PL-L2), few studies reported the effect of AoA-L2 on L1 and L2 network at resting
state. In this study, we acquired resting-state fMRI (R-fMRI) data from 10 Cantonese
(L1)-Mandarin (L2) early bilinguals (acquired L2: 3 years old) and 11 late bilinguals (acquired L2:
6 years old), and analyzed their topological properties of L1 and L2 networks. We found that early
bilinguals had significantly higher clustering coefficient, global and local efficiency, but
significantly lower characteristic path length in the L2 network, compared to late bilinguals. We
detected significantly higher nodal strength and nodal efficiency in several regions for the early
bilinguals compared to the late bilingual. Meanwhile, correlation analysis showed that the nodal
efficiency in the MTG.L was significantly negatively correlated with the AoA-L2. We also found
that for L1 network, the inter-nodal resting state functional connectivity (RSFC) between IFG.L
and OCG.L was significantly higher in the early bilinguals compared-to late bilinguals. For L2
network, we detected four inter-nodal RSFCs (IFG.L-SFG.L, IFG.L-MTG.R, SFG.L-MTG.R, and
IFG.L-MTG.L) were significantly higher in the early bilinguals compared to late bilinguals. These
results suggested that the AoA-L2 influences the topological properties of L2 network, and also
induce changed RSFC in the L1 and L2 network. Our findings provided evidence of different
neuroplasticity pattern in L1 and L2 network, which was influenced by different early L2
experience.
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Testing the effect of informational factors on Chinese island relative clause
H 3%
Chinese island relative clause and its constraints have long been a controversial issue in literature.
When the relative clause modifies the matrix subject NP, as in (1), overt extraction out of this
relative clause island is acceptable. However, it is unacceptable to do so when the relative clause
modifies the matrix object NP, as in (2).
Q) [lei % e ] Kikjl IR tC N ] I I PN
[[[ei  wear ej DE]dressj] very pretty DE] that-CL person i
“the person who wears a dress that is very pretty”
@*[[F& X% [ei & e ] KHkj wWI A A~ Ai
[[1 like [eiwear ej DE] dressj DE] that-CL personi
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“the person who wears a dress that | like” (Hsu 2008:24-25)
Researchers seek explanations of this inconsistency from both generative approach (Huang 1984,
1989; Tsai 1997; Li 2002; Chen 2007, 2017; Yang 2008; Chen & Wen 2013) and functional
approach (Jia 2015, Hsu 2008; Zhang 2009). However, no empirical study has been carried out so
far to test the effect of information structure.

In this paper, three judgment tests are conducted on this island construction (as in 3) through
manipulating the different informational status of the head noun, the topichood of NPs in the
clause and the activation of the gap site. Data analysis are conducted using mixed regression
models.
@) EF W I [eiEXke ™ Aj 11 JBiE EI

[I' meet-PERF [ei like ei DE person j]] DE that-CL painting i

“That I-have-met-a-person-who-like painting was sold out.”

The results show that the informational organization does play an important role in processing this
island construction, which both proves the necessity of exploring informational factors when
explaining island effects in Chinese relative clause and offers evidence for cognitive approaches to
grammar from Chinese.

The effects of bilingual (bidialectal) experience on children’s acquisition of
referents for nouns
X HE

It has long been observed that children learn the meanings of new words in their first language at a
remarkable speed. On the basis of only one or two-exposures, children are able to associate a new
phonetic form to its reference, a phenomenon called Fast-mapping (Carey & Bartlett 1978,
Markson & Bloom 1997). This ability of learning new words rapidly has been attributed in the
literature to some innate constraints help children isolate the meaning of words (Yang et al. 2017).
For example, when there are multiple potential referents for a new word in the context, children
will interpret the new word as referring to the unfamiliar object rather than to the familiar one,
based on the “Mutual Exclusivity” (ME) assumption that one object has only one name (Markman
& Wachtel 1988, Golinkoff et al. 1994, Markman et al. 2003, Bion et al. 2013; Kalashnikova et al.
2016, among  others). Nevertheless, this assumption goes against the lexical acquisition of
bilingual children in which an object has multiple labels in the two languages they are learning.
Therefore, it is‘interesting to investigate whether ME still applies in lexical acquisition of bilingual
children who learn more than one label for most referents in their environment.

Using object identification tasks, the present study investigates whether bilingual (bidialectal)
experience have influence on children’s use of ME in learning the meaning of new words. 45
children aged between 3;0 and 3;6 were recruited. Among them, 15 are monolinguals of Mandarin,
15 are Mandarin-Cantonese bidialectal speakers, and another 15 are Mandarin-English bilinguals.
The results show that the experience of learning two languages or dialects has only limited
influence on children’s use of ME: Bilingual (bidialectal) children abandon ME only when the
new word does not conform to the phonology of the languages familiar to them. If the new word
conforms to the phonology of one language they are learning, they take ME as a reliable
mechanism of word learning, interpreting the new word as denoting the unfamiliar object. In
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contrast, monolingual children stick to ME regardless of the phonological features of new words.
The form-meaning mapping established on the basis of ME can be retained and retrieved as part of
the lexical knowledge for all children. The results indicate that ME is a default word-learning
mechanism in L1 acquisition.
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Mandarin-speaking children’s acquisition of numeral classifiers: Nature,
strategies and problems
EISERIN
Chinese numeral classifiers (hereafter, classifiers) are a unique linguistic device that assigns
categorisation to nouns. For Mandarin-speaking children, to master the use of classifiers entails
not only rote memorisation but also the ability to internalise linkage between classifiers and their
noun referents based on the cognitive analysis. Thus, it would be interesting to explore how
children acquire this complicated grammatical category. This research attempts to probe 1) what is
the nature of children’s acquisition of classifiers; 2) what strategies do children use to assist their
acquisition; 3) and what problems do or may they encounter during the whole procedure. By
addressing these research questions, it would pave the way for further empirical studies regarding
child acquisition of classifiers (but not limited in Chinese language) in methodological design and
analysis. In pedagogical discourse, it would possibly be guidance of language teaching from an ex
post facto perspective. This research will mainly concentrate on six significant empirical studies,
by analysing and comparing their multiple methodologies and interpretations to unfold the picture
of Mandarin-speaking children’s classifier acquisition. Through triangulating findings from the
chosen research, it concludes that the acquisition is a complicated procedure that may involve the
lexical acquisition, cognition, memory capacity and other underlying factors. Children manipulate
various strategies across stages of learning and these strategies may change over time on a
case-by-case basis while the most significant challenge in this process is to ascertain overlapped
meaning between numerals and classifiers. It implies that the classifier acquisition is closely
related to children’s cognitive development, whereby further research should draw more attention.
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Mandarin monolingual children and Mandarin L1-English L2 child learners’
spatio-temporal representation
Spatio-temporal representation is an important area in the studies of Whorfian Hypothesis. English
primarily uses horizontal metaphors to describe the direction of time, while Mandarin possesses
considerable vertical metaphors. Such linguistic difference may influence English and Mandarin
speakers’ nonlinguistic thinking about time direction. The current study follows the methodology
in Miles et al. (2011). In Experiment 1, 39 Mandarin monolingual children and 40 Mandarin
L1-English L2 child learners arranged visual stimuli in a 3*3 grid as they preferred. Among the 40
English L2 learners, 20 primarily learned English explicitly while the other primarily acquired
English implicitly. Results showed that Mandarin monolingual children arranged visual stimuli
vertically significantly more than English L2 child learners; implicit English L2 child learners
arranged visual stimuli horizontally significantly more than the explicit learners. In Experiment 2,
the 40 English L2 learners arranged 2 sets of visual stimuli highlighting American and Chinese
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cultures respectively in 3*3 grids as they preferred. Results showed that stimuli highlighting
Chinese culture were arranged vertically significantly more than those highlighting American
culture. Besides, immediate cultural contexts potentially have a larger effect than L2 learning
modes. These results suggest that Mandarin monolingual children perceive time vertically more
than English L2 child learners and that a new factor, i.e. how L2 is learned (e.g. implicit/explicit
learning), potentially affects L2 learners’ spatio-temporal representation along with other
previously proposed factors such as starting ages (factor of when) and immediate cultural contexts
(factor of what). This means that factors influencing spatio-temporal representations in the
bilingual mind are multiple and their interaction deserves future attention. The role of L2 learning
modes in influencing the bilingual mind is discussed with respect to the Working Memory Model.
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Effects of task involvement load on L2 vocabulary acquisition and their
association with language aptitude
MRH HR 5
Vocabulary acquisition is a central component of second language learning. While there have been
advancements in our understanding of the factors contributing to vocabulary acquisition in L2
students, it is still unclear how language aptitude is associated with the effects of task involvement
load in this process. This study investigates the effects of task involvement load on incidental
vocabulary learning and their association with language aptitude. One hundred and forty-four
participants were assigned to five groups. All groups finished reading a passage and completed
tasks that have different involvement loads. A pretest and two posttests adapted from Paribakht
and Wesche’s (1993) Vocabulary Knowledge Scale (VKS) were employed to assess learners’
development of the target vocabulary items. The LLAMA test (Meara, 2005) was administered to
measure participants’ language aptitude. We found that, in the immediate posttest, the Gap-fill
(with search) group showed superiority over the Reading (no need) and Reading (with need)
groups, while the Sentence writing group significantly outperformed the other four groups. In the
delayed posttest, both the Gap-fill (with search) group and the Sentence writing group
significantly outperformed the other three groups. Our study also reveals a moderate correlation
between language aptitude and vocabulary learning.
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Promoting metaphor-related reading comprehension through task-based
metaphor instruction
S

Metaphor is not only a rhetorical device, but also a way of thinking. The improvement of students’
metaphoric competence is now acknowledged to be an important aspect of their cognitive
development. Previous studies have recognized metaphor instruction as an effective approach to
enhance students’ metaphoric competence. Based on Layoff & Johnson’s Conceptual Metaphor
Theory, this study attempts to explore how students’ metaphor-related reading comprehension can
be facilitated by task-based metaphor instruction.” Two groups (a controlled group and an
experimental group) of EFL learners participated in the study. Most of them were freshmen from
non-English majors. A six-week teaching practice was conducted. Before and after the teaching
practice, students took a reading test, in which-they finished multiple choice questions and
answered open-ended questions. The method of instruction included following procedures: (1)
The teacher introduced the basic theory of metaphor. (2) Students identified the metaphoric
language in the text and in their daily life. (3) Students brainstormed some related Chinese
metaphors. Then, they discussed about the similarities and differences between English and
Chinese metaphors as well as the reasons behind them. (4) Students created conversations or
stories in groups, using the vocabulary, grammar and metaphors they learned.

FHH NMESEENHETS

The conceptual metaphor and integration of modern Chinese V-R compounds
from another perspective: Shifting EXISTENCE from SPACE-orientation to
TIME-orientation
HIFX
We adopted Langacker’s Cognitive Grammar (CG) as our basic framework for analysis. We
illustrated that the core mechanism of CG is a constructionist program that opens slots for
specified items to join and therefrom brings subtle constructions for further syntactic development
along with semantic relations. Based on this view and a generally-accepted idea that Language
describes worldly events, we came to discuss how the concept of EXISTENCE, the most basic
and neglected property of worldly entities, is reflected in languages. We pointed out that the

perspective of CG is a SPACE-oriented referent system (SORS) of event describing, i.e.
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metaphorically TO BE IN EXISTENCE IS TO BE IN SPACE, taking the temporal constancy of
entities and of their properties for granted; we argue that, according to Kantian metaphysics,
which closely corresponds to our daily intuitive, TIME is more fundamental to our senses, and a
TIME-oriented referent system (TORS) would therefore be a theoretically more appropriate
perspective—we coined from Langacker’s notion of “atemporal” a new term “pan-temporal” to
mark the significance of the conceptual metaphor TO BE IN EXISTENCE IS TO BE IN TIME.
We developed an analytic system of TORS within the constructionist program of CG and
re-transcribed Song Wenhui’s (2007) analysis of modern Chinese V-R compounds based on
Talmy’s Motion-Event Semantics, which as we found is also a SPACE-oriented program. We
found that TORS would better simulate a bottom-up (i.e. generative) perspective of sentence
producing, whereas SORS is more of a top-down and post hoc (i.e. interpretative) perspective; as
for Talmy’s verb-/satellite-frame typology, TORS denies such a distribution and explains how
different V-R compounds have different properties.
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Cognitive features of the concept FOOD represented in the Chinese, English and
Russian linguocultures
VR
This article deals with the similarities and differences of the concept FOOD in the Chinese,
English and Russian linguocultures. The main purpose of the research is to guarantee a better
understanding of the worldviews of three nations in this sphere. Both direct and transferred
meanings of the verbalizers shi / food / eda are considered, as well as the phraseological units
which contain these lexemes.

The results prove that the general idea about food differs in Chinese, English and Russian
linguocultures. Firstly, in the English linguoculture the subject can be humans, animals or plants,
while in the Chinese and Russian linguocultures nutrition for plants does not range into the
category of food. Secondly, in the English linguoculture the function of food is to keep the subject
surviving or growing, which has not been clearly mentioned in the other two. Thirdly, in the
English linguoculture certain kinds of liquid are also accepted as food, while for the native
speakers of Chinese and Russian shi and eda usually refer to solid substance only.

Besides, more cognitive features related to this concept are observed in the Chinese and Russian
linguocultures than in the other one. In the Chinese linguoculture there are features of “eating”,
“dish”, *“cereals”, “board”, “edibility”, “ritual of feast”, “eclipse”, “serving for consumption”,
“life”, “salary” and “sponging on”. In the English linguoculture — *dish” and

“thought-provoking”. And in the Russian linguoculture — “eating” and “dish”.
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LG AR 2 SO S0 B E (K R 5 2 S I — AN 85 75 5 TEms 505 RE
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Critical metaphor analysis: The case of American reports
on Sino-US Trade War
% R

In the era of electronic media, a prominent feature of English newspapers and periodicals is the
extensive use of pictorial metaphors to construct, instill and publicize the Western value system
with the help of familiar concepts or schemas, because metaphor is an important tool for
constructing a discourse framework system and shaping ideas. In 2014, Charteris -Black proposed
the theory critical metaphor analysis in the book Analyzing Political Speeches: Rhetoric,
Discourse and Metaphor. The theory reveals the hidden ideology behind political discourse
through the corpus analysis of the social and historical context of metaphor within four steps.

We should adopt correct attitudes and behaviors to deal with the development of the country and
the world, and realize the counter-control effect of discourse on politics.. Through the study of
conceptual metaphor in the content of Sino-US trade war reported by US media, it is helpful to
analyze the complex relationship between language, ideology, power and social context more
comprehensively, to interpret the hidden political intention.and motivation behind the choice of
conceptual metaphor types, and to understand the political and economic situation in the world
today as well as the foreign affairs of the United States.
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Emotion and the production of verbal impoliteness: A social cognitive and
pragmatic account
R
Recent years have witnessed an ‘impoliteness turn’ in (im)politeness studies, with lots of research
devoted to unfolding various face(t)s of impoliteness across genres and contexts. This paper aims
to contribute to human understanding of the intricate relationship between emotion and the
production of impoliteness from a social cognitive and pragmatic perspective. Based on a detailed
analysis of a video clip posted online, this paper demonstrates that there are in this world some
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human beings who are emotional animals and whose social (inter)actions are, more often than not,
subject to emotional states and that verbal impoliteness is likely to be prompted by such negative
emotions as anger and hatred that are caused by desires unsatisfied.
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Metaphor and framing in cognition and practice, with an application to
metaphors for AIDS
ART
The notion of ‘framing’ as an important function of metaphor can be applied to the related
perspective: cognitive and practice-based. We analyze this perspective by applying it to a
corpus-based study according to Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) and English
Web 2015 (enTenTen15) Corpus in Sketch Engine of illness-related for AIDS concordances and
collocations and demonstrate its value to both theory and practice. By analyzing the data which
includes violence-related metaphors for AIDS and through the application of this framework, we
can find that there are merits in applying the notion of framing at different levels of generality in
metaphor analysis (conceptual metaphors and linguistic metaphors), so that we can have a deeper
understanding in cognition and framing in AIDS. This article tries to study metaphor from the
perspective of frame theory so that it can provide a new angle of researching metaphor. According
to the theoretical and practical advantages of taking two levels into account when considering the
use of metaphor for communicating about sensitive topics such as AIDS and people’s positive,
negative or neutral attitudes towards AIDS. There is a need for ‘rich’ definition of framing when
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evaluating, comprehending and commenting.
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BRI Z A0 FEIALT JAEE 2 RMMIE S b, SR RERIIE /N IERITE R A
4SRN, BB LRI T 2 A LETh RS o S IR I T 328 BRI )b 52 R AR K ke A
TONBLERS, “H5kFE” RERREESH WITHE7, TR Hkmt 7, FEDEN KR
R HER TR S X RIER BRSSO kAT 3) A sy 7
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TN B RS RTE AR LT EE
5K % Ah
i b take a walk”. “give the car a wash”—RZE B FRAE K AL BT 4544 (Trask 1993, H: 7
2007), OB BT LAERI". “HHTOCE R EE M B RRAE BB iR S50 (RAEER 1985).
R4 Brinton (2005), Jeift lEALANIASS ML 1AL, WRAEXIZLME (2011) PUEHLLELL
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Al GEAShiRD bl & Tiail b, ki (R s DUB A aia g5 /i LAXT LG, 4R
W B AR AGTEVEAG F R 5 [R) B S HLER R STk, AR S A 23 s . 28 K& I
A BRI ZE R, SRERIFERAL . WA BRI, X RIR P RSEEE M T IR . A
W WEBIEALA R, ke L ESEE R A & DAl ik, (HEZ TiE%k, %
Ak B T2 iE4k (marginal grammaticalization); T GE K EEALBhiR], [RIESZE 05 1 )
TCAFIE VR . TEEEAHLE b, 635 i fh sl i) = B ARV B AL A B o0 i, 10 D08 A3
BN EA JETEmE A AR I AFE R R

THEAEHE (11 A3 H)
E— EMSER ()

MEREPREMOERESARYEHRENRR
—RAREN “PREZK BEXRERS
whog A
Femar P9 AL T35 5 2R T B RO OR AR R AR, A R IE R E s .
SR, BRI AR ANR], ROSCBIE TN BT AN R o A SCLLSE [ SRt AAoxt 58 52 5 Bk i i
DB, MR B AR DS B Y, 5 AR A T e 410 T B e A 6 2 W28 T AR Sk 51 K%
CORFME” BRAFIERAE N . BRAURI: 1D SRR AR LA B S5 A2 55
38 EAE ST S R EAA IR 2) SO R SO R B A R R RS o = i K
JEEA: R A A AR “HEZB0E 7 AR BRI SR BB S PR i SR B AR AL
BRESHAFEMMAZES; 3) £RARZICHEFT, XXEN TS 285 5 i)
SRR AERRRIE, B A A e, BEm it essm i aE, 2 RAAIRZIE .

Levels of experience: Creativity in multimodal flight metaphors
WO
This study discusses multimodal metaphor identification and metaphorical creativity on the basis
of analyzing novel multimodal metaphors in a Hainan Airlines flight safety video. A central
metaphor, FLYING  HAINANAIRLINES IS TAKINGATRIPAROUND HAINAN
TOURISMISLAND, is elaborated multimodally via eight submetaphors with the same target
concept mapped from eight source concepts in a series of episodes. A quantitative analysis of the
multimodal FLIGHT metaphors shows that verbal and non-verbal, visual and audio modalities
interact in terms of parallelism, complementarity and supplementarity. Next, the study presents
three steps for creating a novel metaphor, namely, pairing, defamiliarization and contextualization,
based on an analysis of the conceptual structures of FLYING IS CAMPING within the framework
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of Kovecses’s (2017) four levels of metaphor. This culminates in the proposal of a bidirectional
model for the relationship between world, experience and metaphor, in which levels of experience,
encompassing bodily, neurophysiological, cognitive, psychological, social, cultural, and linguistic
experiences, motivate metaphorical creativity.
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A contrastive study of the Ba (&) -construction and the Jiang (%) -construction
in Chinese: A collostructional analysis
J H
Previous studies primarily focus on the meaning and syntactic features of the Ba sentences in
Mandarin Chinese, and the distribution and use of the Jiang sentences in ancient Chinese as well
as its relationship with the Ba sentences in terms of historical evolution. Less attention has been
paid to the contrastive analysis between the Ba and the Jiang sentences, despite the alleged claim
that these two constructions share the same meaning of disposal.

This paper offers a contrastive analysis of the Ba-construction [ +NP+VP] and the
Jiang-construction [Kf+NP+VP] in Mandarin Chinese from the perspective of collostructional
analysis. Using data from the UCLA corpus of written Chinese, it offers an empirical investigation
into two questions: 1) How do the two constructions interact differently with their verb-slots in
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light of collostructional analysis? and 2) What is the impact of register variations on the
distribution of the verb-slots fillers in the two constructions? To address the first question,
distinctive collexeme analysis is utilized by first finding out all the collexemes distinctively
attracted by the two constructions and then splitting the verbal distribution into semantic classes,
which can help us elucidate the existence and degree of subtle semantic distinctions between the
two in accordance with the distinctive verbs for each construction. As to the second question,
distinctive collexeme analysis is carried out again, this time in the four broad genres of the UCLA
corpus of written Chinese, in order to find out how differently these two construction interact with
their verb-slot fillers in different genres.

The statistical analysis suggests that the disposal constructions in question demonstrate different
preference over the verbs they attract and a preference pattern of the verb slots across the four
genres is also revealed. All this findings imply that the Ba- and Jiang- alternation is not a purely
syntactic one for structuring information.
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The acceptability of bat+resultative constructions in Mandarin Chinese
RHE
The Chinese resultative construction, a form-meaning pair as in (1), is formed as verb+result XP,
with the result XP referring to change of state or location of a referent of an NP caused by the
action denoted by the verb.
(1) ta zou-lei-le (he walk-tired-ASP)‘He walked and as a result he was tired.’

Chinese resultatives can be classified as subject- and object-oriented (Rappaport Hovav and Levin;
R&L 2001), with the two differing in whether the result XP is predicated of the subject (see 1) or
object in (2).

(2) ta ca-gan-le toufa (she wipe-dry-ASP hair) ‘She wiped her hair dry.’.

An issue worth noticing is that ‘wipe-clean’ in (3a) is a commonly discussed example in the
scholarship (e.g. R&L 2001, Croft 2012). Nevertheless, its literal translation into Chinese (see 3b)
does not sound natural to native speakers. (3b) will be more acceptable if combined with ba as in
(3c).

(3) a. She wiped the table clean.
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b. ?ta ca-ganjing-le zhuozi (she wipe-clean-ASP table)*‘She wiped the table clean.’
c. ta ba zhuozi ca-ganjing-le (she ba table wipe-clean-ASP)*‘She wiped the table clean.’

The ba-construction is composed as NP1+ba+NP2+V (see 4), and often analyzed in terms of high
transitivity in semantics (Hopper and Thompson 1980), as an activity is transferred from an agent
to a patient. Various resultatives are not equally acceptable when used with ba. For instance,
ba+subject-oriented patterns vary in acceptability, which has so far received little scholarly
attention. All subject-oriented, NP1 ba V-mingbai ‘NP1 V so that NP1 understands’ is acceptable,
NP1 ba V-dong ‘NP1 V so that NP1 knows’ is marginally acceptable, whereas NP1 ba V-ni ‘NP1
V so that NP1 is tired of something’ is unacceptable.

(4) wo ba na ge pingguo chi-le (I ba that CL apple eat-ASP)‘I ate that apple.’

To test the acceptability of ba+resultatives in Mandarin, | carried out two questionnaire surveys
among Chinese college students (71 in survey 1 and 84 in survey 2) with the technique of
magnitude estimation (see Bard et al. 1996), which could detect small but significant differences
in acceptability. The results suggest a continuum in the acceptability of ba+resultatives.
Subject-oriented resultatives with the interpretation of the subject making efforts to achieve
something thoroughly are acceptable with ba. Acceptability of ba+object-oriented resultatives
depends on the degree of transitivity interpreted by the sentence and number of syllables of the
result XP. The cognitive explanation | propose is thata high degree of transitivity construed by the
sentence is compatible with the function of ba as a marker of high transitivity.

Serial verb constructions revisited—A construction grammar approach to the
“Da”-constructions in Mandarin Chinese
EI ST

Serial verb constructions (SVCs),- pertaining to one of the most fascinating grammatical
phenomena in Mandarin Chinese, refer to those syntactical constructions in which two or more
verbs or verbal-like phrases are accumulated together in a single clause (see Aikhenvald 2006: 4).
Goldberg (2019: 7) reviewed her understandings to the concept “construction” self-critically and
redefine constructions as “emergent clusters of lossy memory traces that are aligned within our
high-(hyper! ') dimensional conceptual space on the basis of shared form, function and contextual
dimensions.”

This paper shows an attempt to apply this new comprehension within Cognitive Construction
Grammar (CCxG) to revisit the SVCs in Modern Mandarin Chinese. Specifically, this paper
investigates the so-far-understudied “Da”-constructions with a corpus-based approach. The corpus
from Center for Chinese Linguistics at the Peking University (CCL Corpus) allows us to
reconstruct the ,,Da“-constructions with an advanced research. Based on different possible
constructions appearing in the corpus (n=263), the following generalizations could be observed:

1) All “Da”-constructions share the same tense and mood value (see Haspelmath, 2016: 17);

2) The resultative construction and the transitive causative construction are the most salient
argument structure constructions (ASCs) in the “Da”-construction;

3) If the “Da”-construction is a resultative construction, the second verb is always intransitive (e.g.
Da Po, Da Dao, Da Shu); However, if the “Da”-construction is a transitive causative construction,
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the second verb must be a transitive one (e.g. Da Gong Zhuan Qian);

4) If a noun substantive comes out between “Da” and the second verb, this substantive must
semantically coherent with the second verb (e.g. Da Shui Piao);

5) The “Da”-construction is only productive and entrenched, when the verbs after “Da” show an
etymological, cognitive and semantic solidarity with the verb “Da” (e.g. *Da Sheng is
grammatically not acceptable).
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IR A IR — R Al A, AR TR RSO B S, AR R i 2 AR, B
AME B, HREKIRTERE . Ml EAAEGE I b, SIS E — M e T T
BemlOnt 2 G I AR L o GEAER, 1 A SN R B AR 22 5 (I3 23 577 A < i
FFRZ AT AT RRIRE 5 454, (B R LB R A BRI ML . AL
AR EE B, H LS S 3 AR S R AR B BT #r 1  iRra) b 44
B HEDF SR K IR, AL 2R B R F) P R R I sCR A R i ik s PRR L 2%
XERE SRR B HRTE SOR R . BATANA B FEERIT TARIE 5 2. SMEHEE.
XAMPUERE . BV — 2 NS HEER

BRA WEESHRIEE (2D

“XX F” #N TR R AR IE 5T
T
PR B, < RHTA AR A B XX e SR IE R IR — R 448K, R iikLt
Ak BRI T 0 B O AEIB 2 N B B (3 B X AN 22 it ik B AN AT S
AR o it W0 25 1R A Je 3K — 2L (R FA T RE I 9, A FATTFR) A2 375 v HE O PR A A ey
e PEB AR o TR A T i A% 1 N BV R IR Z ) J DR A 5 J (78 5 B AR SORER
W 5 AR B —RE 284, PR, FRmbL ] —x X — @B R T 5 HiE S 0L
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HEAT M7 o SCE MANFINLEIRIR T HE 5 B35 5 3, IR BE 9 DUE RN IR T — A
RHIDTER o

XYZ N BPA R 53 T 5IA RIS
1 S

PLAEIE 5 5 S & S IRl 454 CCL PUBERERIA), AR 7 D0E
XYZ #4308 5 AR A RS RERCR . DGE XYZ A0 0T A9 A INL (NPL) 2 N2
(NP2) 1 N3 (NP3) ], SEfisE XYZW DWgityZitt, W BERARE RS E R,
ZAE AR RGN AR RS, A S5 Bt D el A2 7E 460 SR M S . Mk
A BN Bl R 20 BTSRRI U R A BUR R 1 AT BRI AR, X R 4
Fe. A T. B XYZ MRSei B XYZW DU Jegs i tt . iZm aCRB sl A 4k
THPERZEI R, Blan, KRBOIIEINZ B, BT XYZ WERLPRI . “RIh™ “BEg
Ab, A — AR IE S W F 7, IERR I ER RN 1% 2 R I 2 T e Eh in Rl B 2 T8 7s
FEALA S PIXTE S XY-ZW CRIBURRII-BERIFZ T Z A E " K R 15X T W(HET)
Z (BRESE) AJnAR AL 58 i B, (H R J2 2 AR DG AU B IA 1, st B &
TEER, X&HESHEFHRER . XYZW PUItisE XM R AT T % s
OB HES A BEA NN . POEIERE2E XY Z 44 sARTIL ) 1] 84 & A )
ENES A R PR R B LRSS 0, R R AN %] )R T
REHERE, AR SCF ERIE SUEDN REA BRIEE R e A RO A NZS ] 1004, FN
BIE 24Uk, RIBENE G I F A, SR TIEREIN-RE . FA4-2) 5t
B, Gk B E R, R aRIRAE SRR, BIGES R R R D S 2w
YR S B4 1 o

PUE XYZ BB T RAEGRERRCRIN, IEA EERRARERRCR . e XYZ #30
FIAFIE B RBCR B2 QU RIVR, DLW 238 W IR RS B 5 ke, XYZ REElm
HRIR AR BE AR S RGBT (meme). JRFERISR XYZ 4 2 A6 9 i 4
Ha)s O B BN N2 R, e Sl A AR SR (4L o B A, S IR IS A IR A RN 2 i
LB RE T . XA AR XYZ MR RERERCR . iR Sl B2 — M S 64T
Ny XFRE—FINFAT A, R E T A RIB T2 5INFIE 5 AR R R/ . IR anFi 46 ]
(2016:1) f5 i “MRIEEB S HERE A M, R INA 28 TR 515 5 A B K
X, AR e AT IACE 5

ERERA THIRNE “BAa” AR
*i| A
PUARDUE “ft FH ) g 46 1y J R 202 “QINL+V+Q2N2”, FEIX NS5 M 13l V1T 5 1) 44 1]
2 N1 A1 N2 2300 — e RB T R> Q1 A Q2, Fldn: “—w#iiiz AN, "t a)”
FEBARDGE R FURUN) 2 10— NG5, A SCANENE F A AR Mk, Bl
AL ABTFE R BRI T B A N S PR IC AN I AR B AR SR T AR S A
gt BURDOER B A2 — MBI AT, Frh A i gt ) # 2
REMMCTR L S, & AR — IR, (HIF AR X R RSB, A B S
BUSEI SO AR AR i ShRC gt A ) BRI, EAREE —Fh ok
RSEEL, AR — R SEFA R G Rgs . “BEH A g Rl SUAE AR kR R, R 2K
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MRNIEARIE “—BR” SHEARTR: “EZ&/E8R" F3NEE
HREE F X

IADLE I — B G R RIA KA X, HAERA Z e, 2w im A r) U
FE o PEAN S AT, E S A R0 ML R B S B ER ST M AN T A . IR AR e B A A
(Baseline/Elaboration Organization) < it 7 Ronald Langacker A %115 v2: BE 8 1 ¢ 87 8
(Langacker 2016), AN MES S5 A KNI T HA L MBS, &S 55 UZEJ
M B RS E L, A, RE W@l F— 29, RV
& ARV — B4 G REE VAR A T A B 45 R . DUE G 441
VIR AW FFRIRFES, HAE NN 25 15 2 5m A0 P ) B IR T S 26 /1)
Beghit— 847, RIENENGIRL, REBSEEMER O EHn L=, PRk
“— A ENHTIRER, 2R\ R R — D RIS P R, T R 2 g IR 2R R —
BEAEN, B ESEBEIERER SRR, Bk LR, X—ELEEEEEMHEES
RAMBENLE S, HAEHA SREZETARIL, WIFR T YAt 4 5 2K45 88 A+
TELE B2 3 AR

IWHIREESRRR) ™ LB, MBI S — Al B R OB SK,  NEAE N B LR B St — 20 e %
2khth b o A E ALK RIE R A7 I GG, W B R IR RS R R 5T R R
B E], DU ISR T o IX AR 5 2 0 R B AR s T R A A6 Al R
(PR X 2012), {EE$R 5| MR RSB, Ot 7 EE BRI TR . SERRfE A,
FAge— B H R I HIETIAE, RITERR IR ) E IR 15 B0 08 TR e Sk,
BORIHAR B A R L Ak S E T BB RAS IR RIS a5, B ARG
B[] Z A BT, X 5 5 2 P R B UG  “FE R/ R R 5 Rk B R A
AL, TR AT+ B B S G N A R P 5 IS S B A 3
JR7R e TR R AR AR A 2 M B S R B A RS 7, RIS SRTE F 450 A
KON TAE R AT B S ik

IWHEERA THNER S ERAK AR
H /D i
FEPOAEPAAERF AR . Flan, “NFALAR Elmi e me NS Bilgmi
HATCAUL . (HARAEOLT, WA AN . Blin, “HE B PR AT LB, (H2 5
ER™H TR MAT . ARG RIIATAREY, ERJEREEU. Fln, TPk
R fe B PR AR AR AN S B K S TR BRI AT LA, (EUZKIER (2014) A3 P
KRB AR Y. ARSI T, Bk = 55—, AL
AEANE? BB, At AT? =, R AERLETAT, BAENRTEL?

“GRFIF BNEEEDIR—LL “KPR” St
F R
“WEORFHE N — R e IR R, RE SR — KR Sl 5FE, AXE
FEZRH], MR FH S5 H v B R B R S-SR AR T RS R, NS EE A R =
WL ARAE COURDGESRCR ) (7€ G A2 e R AR Sl sl id 1) i
12 (1994: 300, SARINKITEVE T i (37 5 oy Ji T AL Tt . (EF ER I 0, AT
LS I 3 Sl i A i FH DR I Ab i 563, 2T DMERTFE ({E/E 2005; 5Kfk 2004
S8 AL IR I AR (WD KB G L (O R OB kTS, TSI
SRR AR NE) I S AR, ATCU AT SC R AR T R, RIS RIET. 1
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TGN AL AR L, BATAD WK B A8 i T B 5 T AT T i )
g, JHAER I ed B BB B s, e ik i) — i s eI .
B, BATRLAHGFAT, H TSN BN AR o X — 2 HT BR AR IR, KRR
Rk WZREL . BORSE S BONRFIR I0TE & LR FIRE R A R TT

HBEXARSDARLENFTAR—ADNSHFEBZEALNA
RTR
AN G HEAEE RS TEA, RATE R R AR AR ke e L, Mitsid
IR RN TGRSR A R R TR A S il Z el IS 2, Al R RIS TR, W
Fifi b s B B A AUl , Bt 55 S r 1) A4 TR R A A R B, B TP 40 TR A T
Prigdy), RAMKSIEFHFNZ 5%, SERARE 55 E5E4, BibRiee T a4 i
FEERIL. EERE T, MBS EREE R ARAASIOR, £ 5 TN T L AE
SCORR R IR VR R G L RS R AR 2y R 2 S, SEIIZ R E
FARNFITE . BTSSRy h 982 2 3 245018 HI9ETE 0 2 2 A i s A B s

B EANFRBERIARS R SR B R
B

ARSI HEFH) SVOVC AL SVO Bl VC BOHE &R - DA AN T B — 35 W2 DGR 1Y
griT, BEDUEE A A)TE SCRAR LRI B TR DL, DUEESIAAREL T AT E
VESRFA AT ZE I B PO B EE I R, RS R R A B EVE R B . S A3 X
R U E B SVO NS IR M ThEE 5 VC BO &l O H b I fE . AEE B A
SRR AMGR T, S RYEESH N, SVOMEABKFMHHNELR, RURESHA, Hix
FAFHESAR SR T A 15 B N Z IR SRR D0 AR IR I 2 T & A2 ok
5 VC FrRAE AN H AR S DB, AT SEELEE Sl ) AR B R

“HAXAX (B9 7 1 “X 4 X’ BEGHMERMEEHER
il

[E b 238 4 753 5 X0 9l S 75 € MGTE 15 € , P I X AIE T 75 %€ 12 FUEDE 2 15 A (138
HEM A XBX (AR FX A4 X (B 4 RpntE, HHHATER
SEMANE. e A, HABAERN. "B AE, Bk, #aiidi k.
SO R e R VEREAT 1 OREUIE , IF NTTIE R E AREN T, 0 T & R
HEMIEHIhRER ZR . A RPTERDIREEEA . B WABE X Ml R0 waH
KA BUE AN FM R AT EE . B sURTEHI DhRE 2 B I SLI ), FEARE. #
BE. SAh RE. For (iR BRERED .

AHIEES RRE IR — AR AT F ERRAT
[y

WEERIGE 5 450 P AR B B0 D7 TN AL SOV L, AR B L R B Y e ) AR . R
RUEARA A HEAT AR, D EIEEAE SOUUNITE 0P A~ 48 B2 1K) 22 AU el P I SR B 20 B 21
FHEOBORIE, SR ER AT O AR TE VR B A A o DA REETE SO E AR A RTE R E
BRSSO 15 18 R4 DL K G ik 2008 SR A& ik s 1A S 5 ) 7
BB ] STRRESS . R AITER A S

In line with the Prototype Theory, non-discrete aspects of language structure are accommodated

78



into the scope of research of Cognitive Grammar (CG). Close observations taken on CG from both
semantic and grammatical aspects from the perspective of Prototype Theory indicate that the later
could be seen as the philosophical foundation of CG. In terms of semantics, Cognitive Grammar
proposes the encyclopedic semantics, the semantics-pragmatics continuum and partial
compositionality. In terms of grammar, it covers crucial issues including the gradation of
grammaticality, the lexicon-grammar continuum, grammatical categories and grammatical
organization.

HEEA: EUEEMIAEIRE
i
ASCHET Langacker, RW.42 H FASIHEABSHELL 15854 N (grounding theory), Il 5 %
EE T B DO TR 1) 44 1 RE T BN R, AR 9575 44 17 4015 5 IR e N A) P47 P B KA
TSR 1 B SO DOEEE /N S SRR B AT TR IRV BRI = — 25
VBB I 4 1 MBI A 5 1] AN i fRon AR, ERSEF R, mPGEIE BRIt
F&. “—+ A+ 417, “BEIa+ 47, NSRS s+ (FEiF) +47”. el
FHABEAPOE NG 5 8 A 1w, JCHE DB E W 2 0SB T B A) L2 B 45 4)),
S AR DUE V2 T TV FR AR e R E A A B ek N P =

IWHTEEM A THIMRIES &A%
KA

AN FTEVE S TE 5 A2 F 2k -in 1. (Baseline/ Elaboration organization) FIWL &5 H &
HE DO E G, WIEB &GN B, BRI, R TINENER G TR S AL
HSE4 (continnum) (AR d2 N AITERVE R T RC AR B RHE X, BiGH REE S
W (composite conception) 120G 77 T\ EA K LA N BRI TEE M, A DUE B A nT BAES
AP A8 FH () AR T 11V B T B R A X el FH S L AR g s B, B A Rl AN IR R A T =X
FTESHTRE /1 5 U0iE 3 1) B RHERAAR R A I B G M AH G, R, HAH A AE B A T =R
REI T A —E R o AHECT A RORVE, INAEREUA N DO B &, (OIS ML
3, AN M PLEEE S (phrasal idioms) #4t—seE k.,

EAA WEREESHRIEE (2

“Rz+NP” T\ ROAEBS ML HIFA SR
W]

NRFFA g3, G 1 “Ha+NP R SR U RE - 1. SRR S 28, g aph
A NP} 7 IR S (iz+NPfood) OAIS|HI L (HZ+NP-food) . BT A 5] B CHRZ
UG SCANR i CARR gL Dy FL AR R LRI, 42 R 2 i > J e [ i & ) > B e B
FENUH,  E O ) DU AR AT AR T K o Pz +NP 4 2 it 10 To A A S5 ST 51 FR SRR
"R, B TR AR AR, AR 2 NP R AR LR AR R R AT
X ] gt BL“ug B ) \ ok SCEL TR

FOXEAREAERLHFHIZFHLF]
M=t FEHHI
AT Her M 7 SRR B A T T WAL P RE . AJE R RIE P ATE AR L. JEIE R -

79



PRIV e A2 ) AR — ELAR KRR P b 1 Ui (ELAE D I 3R v D R R A2 g i A 0
WREFEH S H A P e . 2205 7 DIt Hisae, “since” R 5 A) (T8 CEMAL S5 T DUE“RE
(BR) "KEH). “because” FI“BH/R A" TR 7> A)1E XHRL P T WRIEZ I 2 B AT BLRIA
FOWLIR L RT DL AR 2 WLt P R4 F B WL SCRR I AR o e 1R SR A2 ) 2 WA B A AT Ll
FEA: MR, ROWE, SRR, IR AR s L . S R
IR R A = EZL LS ES AR R

WH A TENEAR BN AE-EER AR

FALHE T LK
W B AER RIS THIRE 055 TR AT AR FIBL ) B S U2 S IR IRRAE . WA S BERS 4
THEVE UL NS5 [ E R VE Ry, G548 0 5 B A sl R AME N ), NEJA R 5%
WA E TR, IEE DA ERE W A AME S sar @A RIPEOT, a0 likely* R E”
easy“ A 5. FE T INFIEER H AT G2 WA 5 # HIHe, FT a7 teifrl, xR TR I8 7E
SRR v A A0V I S AR TE T REREAT RIS B i o BITFE IR, $RTFRIR IR0 i% 51 e 5k
B 3 W AR & ko, (H3EEE DURIEEhia vt TT0E BLPE 5 (schema) v
oo XFEEIHTRDL, BB E MG S AR S s, AR AR R s 3
S L AT REHI 990 AME A IR EE, b5 5 R VP ST, AR ABRPE A0
AT 17 P ik

A SHRNEEPHNEERXAR— “GERBR” WX ARG
SR/

[R5 2 R PR /2 Goldberg (1997, 1998, 2010) *tH: 1995 4EFhiaiE X S5HiE X KWLM
RIEFITEE, (HRAXFAEMRRAE AN AR — E R IR . R T, fE8hia 510
Rl R n Re e A VRIS PR AR, VRN ST 20 Bl B IR BRI /EH, {22 Goldberg
149 IR 3R 5 2R BRI AS 6 s Wy B SR B IR — 5 o LIk, 0 25 8 8l I 3R IR TR A0
F TR A AR AE B R 5 A B G AR P B . — Rl AT IR T 2
¥ Goldberg #2& H 1231 544 Sz a1 R R OE Rt — 20 40 A BRI OC R/ AR [ RIS OC R,
FEH b ok 53] SCRAAS) TS 75V I ) 5 8%, 7 R B0 B 1A R R IR S 5 0 R R IR
FERER R g2 X 1R A T iuE B 1 IR T R A B R T

IWENE RIS TOERI X R & r0E X ERHHIFR
RN

7] SO 2 4] ARDOE & W —FhRE e m) X, DL R s 2, Honl e b bR 7 NP1
(EID & NP27. LIEWFFLINGE X 18 FHAIARISE A A 0 HAE SO RHHAT T 12 MR A, (H
X Tz ) T SO AR 2 AR B RS o T IARIEE IYEE A, AR SCHE 53 BT A
BRI 7O 12 0] 5008 SRR T )t b, $8 T s AR BORR 2 BT 3 1) N TR Ta AL
RAMILERATT, et 7 HAR BB Rp—R B Bk — =0 8. i
WEFRH: (1) NP, NP2 fil NP1 = 2 EHMEVERE IR, =3 I LB IR AR IR
J9: NP > NP2 >NP1. NP2 j& NP & RiGHE{ 152 1 — MR BRI A5 5 . NPL AT NP2 2
[ B 7R IE ZR, NPL A2/, NP2 2254 o it Bln b NP2 JEBE b (1) 5 AV RE 2 il it NP1,
SR NPL 38 XRHIE TR 2 A K80k,  FLATE SCRHETISA T LATE NP2 JulE N 133 75k .
“NP1 (HID J& NP2 B JEW L% R 2 BAE A FUIE T B NPL 35 SCREIR I, B B SRR
TEVJE T NP2 JEBE AT R AL AIE XA TE 2 F. (2) “NPL1 () & NP2"iE P A BE & —
AMEIEXCT X NPL F8FR OB P [ Se B AR, 2 — X2 Jums iy NPL AT NP2 22 [1]96 &
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R T/ LB R

DR DB 1E E RIS P& RIS

BRA
FE A N B R TR ARG (R TV  DABADUER T B S R 1 A0,
=X i=p KA S DA A o T ERSY U A VSRR i LSS E R S DR RN ED W
DR ANEALE L i S R RE LA FARL A o 100 A7 3 B4 4 R R B DUE XY
i, B ETR A M BLAEEL S . B S A S i TR, SR I SIS
TP I (0 A 3RS P fig AL NS T KB, o LIRS TR i AT 2 KA S, A5 I
ARBLTE R 5 3257 00 i i 48 W6 PR 58 L 2 A ) AL E AR A AL A A P s C— s ™ A A=
FREEANEEAL, DU 18 AR S BEAT R FE ANIGAIE, BE T A DGE 0 1548 MBI TEHE (08T )
A o

WHEZEMA THIERIANBIED: %, BERS5WEE
PEAE YR/

U4 TV A B “NPL NP2 A 44 T 4 B AL A it (3 RN A %7 KR
™) o HAEAL S A LA R A IR AR R BT X o X 2 ) R A R B i A L I
V44 T B 7 R ARG AL AE DRI th 1O S0 AR, ASCiR ) NPL AT NP2 2
T LA B2 ) R AR AR AR BRI P/ A, A2 ) B P (BN AT VA 2 B £ 45
XSS AR R ST (R R S R AR IR AR, 44 1A A B A
BL B R BT, AR A A RO . ASSCA TR T DU 4 A s A A
IR, HELE T DOE I A AR R

MAENZEMEFR “B N T N2” R o
T

BURDGE AT N1 o N2 XS 28 DUt sl 5 5 Jo XT38 . WA Bz e 30 N1 N2
RN TS SORA B AR BHE 5 (R 44 3] B A2 TR PR 2, T UL A R 20 REAIZA 20 N
N2 ZUg T A — Al ARG R. “f N1 NP SO: 5 IR 8 o5 L Y]
FATR IR BR AT ISR WIE IR L1 (077 TP B Al 1] R 75 T e ) B e o S ME VA o 3%
R 2SS RS BB 5 200 AR I A& AR N N2 (3 SO BE T B 56, N
N2 (3 SR 2 i 2 SO DA 52

WEEMRAT “V+up” MR X IERERE
FAR

AR T lis RN SO BT ER R 04T 1 S R 5 “V+up”, & T up” MR I8 = 3
At “V+up™ i S 2 SO ARGE RGBT T VRAIRIEE, KRR 1 IZIERILTH 5 ARG LA LA
Lo L BRI R 2R, AL SRR S T i 24 78 ARYEINENIE 5 218 T iR I 0
AAE AL, BATxE (AERiEshiain ) peup” i 13 K CEF T 7RI, Sy 4
KRBT XL GF 3E 7, G E XSGR/ R AN RN TR 2 A izt A S B il
HIESE, A28 9 Ko R up™iIE SURHI T, “V+up™ i b 3l Uk
SCHR 2 B up” B SRR RIATE 2, “V+up” (AT b NSRS . A RAiRs, BuEz)
LR B &5 DU, FEAER LA up™ A U R, SHEA S A2 AR
P 2 AL ARGERE R R
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REESERNA “4T call” NEFMRNBUEEIAMN
HFT BRA

Hhota B BERTIAL R 4R PR 5 RO AR S AR N S AR S RS BN, DG (XD Fiah
i (Y, EERIEERIED BRI, Kb X 5 Y THEEHE, R XY A YX
PR A, DA TR A . ARy & BER R 14T call”,  DIE2A3 Z206 JLl SUEE
RHEANRAT BRI EEAT 2087, (EA A A FEZE B SR SR N RE IR o XUk, ASCHE T4 A
FIEE A, BT UERE AR, B AT call™ BRI TR A ALk A, A
O BERNA T call"E B BN KL A T, 2R A O H B S k2, £
JRE RN T SCHIMERE R, IFAE ARG I S 75 4 W REA (A vh 2Z SR MR B R SE 4
R BN O BEREL, T O ) A FR % 1] -

B g NI BIER AT
R WER
PRI L R 45— N RAE KBRS S Py A 30 SR e o ARSC LSS, SR TTIEIE
FRFmIEl R . WETUREL, 1D FREEm iR — 7 i RIEE T AR S, AT & & B
BSX T IR E 3G T AR S ” Feds “iiBM T . BRATE S
PR BB S T S TR PSR 5 S, K 5 T iR RT3 RS B A M AR T ) TR AR A S B — SRR R e
WS e g SE IR XE . 2) a2l s, AL B IMEE 1] ) e i 8 VR AR A R A AR R
IRV T AR SSAPERE S, BN GO h RS, IR a5 1 s SN e . B
DLRA R —FERETS, R U AR~ N B 47 5.

WIS EMB THIGE “B” SRR ERHEIEE
R

“SE™MERDUER copula, 5HARE S —HEHAEDGE A E A SR H AL . LG ATHEI
F B SERT R ARG BRI b, SRS ANE SR SURFE s FIE IR R BT R 2R
I, BHGFOR R P XL TR 5O DG ] Rt T B R, NE T
W e fit | E A A .

A G 1E N ARSI, BRI Goldberg (1A F1#49 1% (Cognitive Construction Grammar,
CCxG) MR BOE R 27, B =X —HA A T LA 2ot o A 2 74 =X
FHOC I, [FIIERE S R0 SB[ R 2 " AH A SN2 M ) G &R A, ARSGE 24K
F g s SO, DU DOE 5 ) F g i Ay TR R — 5 R 5 5%
N

RHBFERN., LA FSRATEIARXE
B
H BT AR A AE R S A P B0 A0 45U A R 7T 32 BLAR vh AR AVE G5 R AIEE SOT T, 38 FRARIE &
FHRH =FH R AMRRIEA L W MM FIEEAN T, AT LB 15 3 15
=l AR FEAF I, R BAEAEAE A AP FI R ) S AR SR IR . B AR
A G AP AR ESOHIL, Bt 2R, ARl a5y, Jaa Wi “ 59
FERAL” . WG SR S e AR A R AL, (AR CEREAR, A 9
AHEGHED”. Wb, AR UE 4 0 B AR T AR —15 LEX
B AT AL 2R AL Ay 2T 6 &5 BT 3R SRS SCEE R AT AL, M Bl SOk X, 17 T 4
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FE L P R 5 AR SR R 2 R R

FLH IWFIE S EREIE T

An empirical study of the functions of verbs and constructions in sentence
meaning interpretation: A linguistic typology perspective
it

Interpreting sentence meaning is the foundation of mastering a language.So how do second
language learners interpret sentences? In terms of thisissue, there are many theoretical studies but
sparse empirical researches.Furthermore, previous studies are nearly focused on the interpreting
cues in native or other single language. So this paper aims to explore the functions of verbs and
constructions in sentence meaning interpretation from linguistic typology perspective. By sentence
sorting paradigm, 168 learners of English, Japanese and Chinese were asked to sort 16 sentences
(crossing 4 verbs and 4 constructions) in terms of their overall meaning. In consequence, the total
construction deviation (5.486) is less than the total verb deviation (7.849), and the verb spread and
construction spread also vary in different languages. The results suggest that both verbs and
constructions take strikingly predictive effects but perform differently in various languages.
Learners of English and Japanese tend to be construction-centered while learners of Chinese are
prone to be verb-centered. This paper would make for the construction grammar theory, enrich
SLA theory and help us well understand the development and usage of language.

BRI “MEEXY” ERNEFEER R
L A

Fmar A 2 BT FUR) “ANFTRAE R ” DLRIE ST RN “ AT R o Bt 7o 2 1 35T
T H A SR I ik . B 22 B S K 2 N “ R, RIS R
A AR S0 W PR B AR TR AR A LG 894 2 “ By alil” R URIB K,
ff IR T BRI ThRE T AR A 22 e st B “ BT SRR, SRR ANRE
WAL E VEA BEIE SR D9 P e A B AIESS o Rt 5 =07 ) 1D fERAETHE L
SCHEAE_E RIS B R AN FCARI-SE JE N B E AR A et s 2) ek 24k
SRS AR ARSI AR At s 3D 9 B HLURAL RN R BB ) R GERE TT kR
B2 RT3 — ARHI I R IR

T IR SRRt 3 E T HEREE N R =R 5
LRI
AT R P FSA, Dl AR B (E0h AR R W AR RE S NI AR B, PR S
A RN 6 S B ) R S 10 F RO SIIERF LR ATRIL: 1) SR IHEM L, W s 4k
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VLRERE XS 22 21 Wy PR RE 0 7 A R R S 25 (S ) B [FD RO s 2) W g B Bl AN TR A
FIRE ST D FIBUR AN, SEU iR BEE S99 WP 50 B 0 U R SCR 2, Wi
WO S IIRE IS AN 2 3) 2 B IR R WA Bah WA A . Ak, 3557
XY B AR EA SRR, 5 213 SR T LB E S W B RE I IR R . Wi 2K
LR HUM N A B BT R A S A, R N I E IR W S E R, A
111 4 T A 28R T2 21 3 W 70 B A g

RIBERANRIE: BT 3/ PR SHRBEHMR
FLAER

PE (idiom) SRALAR CEEE 5 A0 70 P BB e il i SOE R EE A T Y i = 2
W TE RAEWE TS it 1B IR A o K 2URT DATRIIS DL GO R AR A — I RO 20RALE
fif A7 0o BEA gl FLERAE A A [ 4k 52 2035 5 M A\ IR SR 52, HRAUR K1
PGV (KIF200 o H ATAAE i A AR AN P 20k 2B 3 A — B2 R DA G X S T
ARBE =, 7E B 2k s T B T AR 2D o ASHIT T3 T T R 2 e Rl S ) 2
A R X T X KISIRFE SRNG5S Bs in e B 20 2 2%
82, Xof B PR sQ R AR ) A e — AR o AT AT =S50 70 70 25 S i Ml AAERNE L i
R AEMEAMRIR AN B I v (0 B A AR A o 45 R B0, A R B A
IR A i PR AR SRR AR, AULF- 2R I v 1) P s s LA [ A O BRER AL, {H
72 P 2R AR AL R AR AR AR L B i e 24 A

RILIBES INATE POA B FAER R A
=
POA #Za i, B “P Y AL, DO OT B S L B M AR EE 2 0 R e ) —Fog 2
W AR E A T RS A, WE. DUE. RS I E
AR, HRO UM AR SCEEW], 2B B RCR BT BB ME A R RIS 5
FRIBE USRS POA #EB S A G, BA S 2 T 20T, (AR IR
JTH, A EAFLESERTS o ASCRIZ ORI RS 5 A . BR B R A AT S
WHIEUERHE HIAE POA FUAd R R AT IR NGRS, DR HE RIS 5 22 N BT 7T B
POA #p i P ke, e et 55 — 16 5 #e.

NBEREGSHEIESEA: ETRENSKEHR
iR BEH

DU SR TR TE DI REHOWE T 2 A7 il o AR B M P 2 B0 2 45 4, B 32 1 BT ELS5H (SID
A AE A B Ak (LDz) « =1 A B 454 (OF) A1 /e f B 4514 (LDb) , 5 %L [R]—1H j Hoxt B
SERAESES: A0 R 5IN/ING) T2 R 51N TE AT 5 RN AR v 2 o SRR B %
i E-prime 23, 103832 500 ARSI G 8 S A B FE L . Gi it 68 44 2 A S g4 2R,
KL SM 5 LDz Z [IFETETE T M 7y B B te, a2 H 5l NEEEE, 548U 2H
HRAESE 2 {5 N NVA) R, XS ERARIC I AR M GHE: OF 5 LDb AHELRA
FRIIFES S, E=FEET R L OF Oy EEE N, RUGHIRIRCER AR, 5
TERHZE T A it — B

BRI P REXFEERBRAEIFNETR
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FR Vs
T B WSS R AE R R T AE ) L3 I A5 BHE ARG B4R ORI . JE T IR HNG, 4555 sl 5 /K
JRK AR Z0E A 5 1A HORE R, TR 3 35 iR 45 R IOK 22 [ 5Kl TR 5 118
L85 R. i, BB P EAREIE F ORI SRR R stk 55, FUNEIRE I
VE S F W H AR S A BT U SR SRR KBRS A 0 [ e DU R
UEE RIS R S SIS 3R it — LB

AHIESEUATILEEFIRL JEHNKIERR
/AN

IWHIE S AT, 185 K IR RTE SR, 2 W BAR KIS b S0 4 5 G54 B
B )i, SR A FRER, RIaaabinT, ERRM AR, miaiEd
VAR v E R IRAT o TR F 2N, WEE R RIARL T RO BRI
Fo NKIEF Ao s 52 AR AR E SN, BIFEIHEANSE.
ABEFOCRINFIE 528, WS T ILEAE IR SRR, EHE. R,
SR AR T AT IR Rl A4 145, A B -8 L A R . |l
NPT CEIESE, WANE F 25 AR A R, HUPEARIE 5 2R EIE N 2] i
HUEH I BARERAE, WA 5 BIF T 75 AR A T

“W—HERIEER” B “H7 EME: AFLEMRMA
HEH LM R

—HE N P —FERILERE, AR AR AL CRRIRRAIED [ BN AR, IR R
TIE TR, Hahdr 2 A EBRPAE “—iB0” XA o (HIX e pha i s
P CELIN TALSI FF Z i — PR 2 DLOLEE 5 R, MOAEI TAAE D Tt
FERASIIN T 45 5 =N Bott Ay 20 M, WFA0 R I: #lngy— 1B e A v i R 4 1F 2 78 L
(AR S AT I0 T ek R P A 2 P AR I A D SR PRI 3R A s A D A gl R Ay
PR IILTE By X i) S Ffp s Sk 1 27 2 e

FN\H NESFEENHIESS

A B ENANZIABEOEE

=0
HETEEZ A MM A G oo E, 1952, RMEER, 1982, T HERZE, 1961, x| HHELZE,
2004; 3Kk, 2010; JhZJE 2016) AN, ZiaEiEG)EIGES BB kA, BIUEX
T EDERTE BN . DUERFFRIRAL T AT DOE & R BTE A FIA IR, (BHERIN =, B2y
SEWIRLEY, RS KDGERI M. BB T CinRissfe, 2008; k3250, 5KF0, 2017) ¥E
BRI 1EEE A S S S, (HIX SRR oo T HAh s = SR M S S AN HERI ) . A SCAE
Bk R E0IEE (Croft 2001) HEZR N 84N EA) G, ZIENEiEaAEAFE S PR
HEFEER R T A F R R %58 S 1N E BN GRS . 5] SVl 2 DL RS S el
AR

EFENEMNIY “4FE" AR E MR
tHH A
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R ABILFEEHESE T, LA FROWN Al LCMC AT ELiERHE, %82 “NP1+give/Z5+NP2+NP3”
(R =N e oA S 7R A i 7R A A ) 0 DA SO B ) 2 ) 8 SE R R 43 A R
H AR T A . FFCSE RE R OB e 2 s A Ay R 51 A NP3 Ry e i 7
% 5> NPLAINP3 AAF LAY 2 5% > NP1.NP2 Al NP3 ¥ o #iL ) 25 5 28 i i I NP1
1 NP3 JyE#L A 22 5> NP1, NP2 Fl NP3 ¥ ML 22 5 >y NP3 ARl 2 5%, 43
T EE BRI 2 T 287 R B e X m) 2o A B L B 2R 20 1 ) B AR DDVRTRATT X D DL i

EECEHIPNAE

FOX BN E RN ENIA QEIE SGAFFS LR SR
5
ARSCEF AR F AR 2, PO R s S AR E A S = 50 20 N “ R SRR
RS MG IRE”  =AER, TIZ A s U L], SR R
HE =R YE W15 SO I LB o DL B DOREAIE 50 8] 1) A vk SORN a7 A%
Fto WHFCRI, SJEDUEINS S AR 122 i AMEAR AR TR Ui 2, S B A i R vl
KBRS, JEBLBEDL “ort” 5 “4ia7 KB4 Az,

NS SRR ELRSE : IANEVEEL A
il
ASIE FRA RS IR B DI R e iy S BT X LU . WP FE AL 1) R R
e AU AT LK DU R R A 5 2 RSB S T R R e ST B AR . 2) FEARIEI
W7 T, ITERE g > TR 9 T8 SCTE AR A SORFRIE AN AR R 20 FEAN R 1R
7N, DORRR N B NWRBUY IR AR FRE . 3) RE. B IMMTEREIZI
iR 7 2GAE SR R AR AR DR € B Al O U B, X S I EAT “ Rl ot .

OB MR PR IR S EhiRE A R TEhe L5

FET
NERNCNAE G IR G5 K, SEA R I M 2 b B MR X BB A
RENE ST RN JE Do [ N A 223 TS PR RTE B R SE W ] EURIE TR, (HN DR IE A
JEURTEIE Xof LUF FT 482D o A SCHART 8 U@ AR R 44 1) 5 Bl ] B AR J S W R AT 0] EE I
WICHEE, R RIRIIE 5 5 B 4E 25 . BRI S TbiaioAxt, 8 ATEHH
A R AR R RN o A SC 3 B BB Hh 22 A UK AR R T i) 44 R S B, S5 A
TR EEREAT X U 5T o 0F 78 A, DR AR IR v 44 1] 5 31 B A 2 VB G A A S5 I 52
TP 3 18] b 42 ] 5 A PR A JR R T A ) 2 S SR (R N TR AR 5 5 A 1 T
R o

DUVEAL BT R TE R AL B9 T FAE X AL
W
DU A AR A I T LLRS 2 601 (AL B OE e, . “db” A RIFAE BT DLTR L (i
PRIET —AMJON *EAET) 5 R ALBTITE L AT ARG s (BER T LA GR
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fikk 20100 o ASCEIZEDOEALFTREE BN, IR S SIS 7 T 2
HEFERI AT, AFHMBLTSER: 1 TR Taiioy—, SRIEM iR =28, AR
AR B H AR K F AR A RERLAC R B AL T A% 2. SABsh NEhE, HiE%ERER
MBI R AR R B R, 2250 B R BT DUARBL Y 3. —RACATiS I il Ak
P A B, TORIEAL FTAS AN H ARAL Tk R AR AR LR B4 RE Tl AL .

IWHIA R A TN RIANIEIHERER B
il
FEE AR BIRE K DI REAEAEAE “ IRFIE S ARPREIE” OB T8, B 1B a2 15
XIfe . DB A ABE R DI RE KR IIIN “BRFITE SRS PE” B “BRFIE SRR FITE” 1)
TIURALHESE, FEELVE BN F B IR A o ASCIE NI Ccognitive
grounding) HEZLT, B LU, IS8 4 m IR T A% 5 _E 32008 44 ] N 5t
SR, BT B AT U 5 IS AT R

EFNEER ERNIRDA MR ER X EEMR
aL
NN RUE VR R 20 B a8 52 2038 S5 DOERNC I SCHART PR, AT & 17 V4 oA
W, IFART AR R AR . AT A S8 I R DO AR P AT B ATE B A R & P
R, 5 Bh 352 3 UG SR RHE D2 235 PRad S92 PUR RN A SO R SRR TE
BeRiR o BAT BB TR 5 AR FE s, SR ORXUE R, Mg s ol
FRJR R, EDCE AR o A R TSR N, BT R R XU R B, T R XUE IR E 7y
Bt ge, BEAT SUE R PE 3L M A2 5 T, B A IR R ARUR AN 18 5 22 5 (i R
K2R K B B 7595 AR 2 i B FOUE DR 1 B, R 55118 5 B AR A 8L 0

FOX B ERRETR LB
b3
BRI E B R AR AN B, T LS — AR SOR S B A S BRI BT
X RRAEAE FL R I 7T 8 2 BRI AE S 1] _E BB BB AR B TIN5 AT 58 St 9
B AR BRI AR AR AR SR AA T SO AR T BOM A3 T BOB AT 70 W A4, SR J5 28T
TERLZE 6 873 S R S SR R AR B R] (K3 CRNEIEAT T IRAKT LT WFTEACEL, SEDLIK
PRBIARAE A)3FAT SOT TR R T3 . W Z A i K ZE RAE T AERNEAT N L, 9
B R R A7 AL v FEARABAE TR DTE BRI A B ] A B R I R 22 e, AN R) B3] B 1
SURHERS M AEAT N . X — W 7R T 9E UG 5 TE G SR (1 A1 S5 TH IR FE 2 57

FetartfL I T 25 (8] B B 1AL B97E SCRTST
RFIAE
R AR R AE R R, i R BLE HE SO, R AR KEAES, HAESOT
UEIBHTZ A A SCHANFITE 5 A LA S5 G TIHE S 52, oMl K7 18 2B Bl .
WEFUARIL R FHIRTE SCRABORIE, B 4 s SOT B #RE e, B —4E.
it i N/ 1D E 2l TINQ LS P V& (=1 T SN NN N N i R 7:1 1 2 P N 0
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2 4 AT SCHITE e ARSI AL R 15 5 DI A I 4528, R e W] 1 AR e
AT AR BIRE HEPE I R R

hE “E” 5875 “dragon” BIIAFIXEE—RIEPEZHCEE
FOL IR T

K ANEIAE 5 200, 5 Eear#r A B e At 5 dragon” ()5 6], ik — 5 30 b e i B
B, DVESVAHMERE R E B S . SRR EA = L HRE AP 7 “dragon” )
KIFRAF; 2) WATEEMEE, BARFMRAEE S, RIET %5, 1fi“dragon”
KIR T35 3) MBS AR, DOE "5 15 dragon” I & X ANEA A . Mz, 1<k
B dragon” 3= B R 5 5B P A RNR R . FRATN IEAR & 2 BRI X 5], N e ik
FE YRR, DAL R AR E i, s ESC A .

B NRZEEFT (—)

B RSB IP X S SR AR R S
%5

Israel (2001, 2004, 2006, 2011) AN A]H my&AH SRS S A A AR LR 26 0¢ 2 %1 ) it 5 671
PR AR] IR PERRAIE s | 5 SRR AR AN e B DD 5B S IREAR I o (HIRA TR ILVE 22 il 5 bl I A
HARERHE, AR € PESAE BB, il 5 fbkia nT DU I ss i S iaiE 8. A
SCAR AR ane] SE AR il 5 UM R 15 B Th BRI A 1)L, $2 A S R v B il 35 AR 1)
BREE. ETHEXRRZIE ARG SRR E S, TR S fuonE
fRBRIE BT ES, BRSO EE . YHE NG i 5 SO i s B8 0 ik as:
e S E W RN DGR KER1A . W2 SR TG AT R X A
E o FIRTE S AL M S AR 518 ARG S ms ARG, it S SR RS RS R D AR
L.

BRARHEIE THANEASIT—L (ARB®RY #igAH
i 22 1

GRS 138 T L 3 LA U RS2 AR 52 1 R W B E Y, BRI R X — R R AT VT A b
b P TS 1R B AR VPN FIRT 52 AN FLI T 2347 s DR 7 B A T MG AR T B AT HE PG
WM (CDADY , AWFFEHET 7 UL Bt A, K5 IR A #EE (Pragma-dialectic theory)
e B FEABRE R RN 018 5 4003818 (Framing Theory)  SHAZIATL 1] B SR8 N AR TG 18 2
B, BLCANREHRDY 2019 4 6 H 10 Bt hfl, VB uhe 7Tz ss G Tk, ik
B: 3T Snoeck Henkemans (1992) X ffiFiB4 th i PU M AP ER, A BRI v DAY
KARTEAN S M HerP i B A 4 L IRIE T B B B0 B CL B IESE M, 3R SR A
FE X VR A AR BT SRS B AT DA s 7E AT 78 B0, 1S 7 R AL TSI — 4,
T 25 24 J=) WE i 2840 R R T 1 “B IR 3240 (M s, 51 532 AR AT HHE B W I3k — 20 ik
TR 2R 2 AR A R R TE A PAN

FLFIRFREEM S
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FLIRGA

FE0 — B LR ATRHL T AR FBGA A R I BUEE,  ASCARELIPR LA AR (RTE)
Hh R R R AL PR O B B BRI BEAT TR . R, ARHBATR SRR LT
RILHTRAEME N HAEENT. LT REFRNEGGREA R, £ Buafe
BARR T, ZORMENCN7ENSE N NBTR, A ZBRE 2 S, ANMEI 2R ) B
WELAR RIS AL 7 S T RIS Sk S 2 5 BUA I ST 3 SO A Bt i Be
i, R GRIE) hEURRME NS, EEMEEE R RN, AHERIROLRE
FEALT I BAR, TEAF AU v [ SO RSB, D ok 2 Ak 2 P TS PRI S il RS A
%, SR AR .

WEHEI: WA E5ENENEESTR
Mz

WA 2 S 5 A Y S FA N B SRR SR TE F 4SS (Talmy,- 1985, 20005
Slobin, 2004) . if X EIBARE F R FH MM —MIF A, ZHTZIEZ DaEAYE
Ji B PRI 2% ]

TEX A, B3 T S R %O UM 6. AR Talmy FHESE K, T
fE R RN 5, e B — 8 5o o 7E X0 1E X Bl (Malchukov et al, 2010:
52) 1, T AR &R M. ASCANANFREST X T AR gt 77 0057 FAA B T34 T #
BEASFNE 3 MR DA A A% FAR P SO OB 7 7. R kRE, T A1
R & AR RIE R AT A5

NEEE RS REEE R “E"
s
ASCHRE T EBLR IS R, RO B AR I 3 L St
A B U O AR 2 b AR = 3 1. ASH
9 FLE AR T 18 S BRI 2, i o e L R i B A RS R 3. 1
SURT AR S B, BEAaNARE, ERME. AP UG AL, AT,
RSy RIT 25 S0 AU AT 107230 5 R R BT B A, AR T4,
ORI RIS BRI s

FRANRATIRD ‘B ERERTAR
T Bk

B HHIFORNANE T A MW TR, HIPREBOR R IBT TR o 5JR] e lb i e 2 4t
T B ARG K P I S B B L BRI B TR T, MBI N 156 IR FE AR A 1324l o AR
BN KA IR FEI SR A R BOR R I A FENL, BRI B A Fn B 475 2K, IRAR
BRI, RIS EIGARRCR . BHFUREL, BB R S NI RA R DA
K, BESHEREREER. £ €M, SR RERER A E R AR,
FEALB NI 2 SRS

DRBENFERRET “PEIEE" HESINARR—UESIREER
]l
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RIFIL BAF5 R

PTAESR, v S SO T (030 5 2R S 2 560 . MR T3 BB LB 3 24
TEW IR S 3, B MR S AL S R REE S 20 v B U, BB
Sy T 3 B RS U RIBHIE MY 717, 18 & 2 A TiE  Doe B XIS
S TR B A SR (B, A0 T o JE 2 SO 2 RN 7 V1638 A B B (3 & 22T
b, HE SSEEASE G, MEEIAITIEE S Do B U e, MARIR 2 A% A
W, MH, 15505 E A O 8 S B 5 8% . B RO h A (7 2%
MRl R E AR, WS E, (S%SEN, T8 S RO E
o, i E KA T E SIS AR TAE S A RO . B, A%
S8 S A B SRR, R e 3 o M T ) R AR AR, LT
FEHIHT LR TR % I ELbR B9 590 B9 000 R e 9 LA IR A= 25 S0 W R 38 9,

S BOVERLEERF 0 070, S5 B AR B 6k 2 32 SCR VRSB, AW e e s SR
P RGBS BBES ST B ARTA K S T B A e A S X —
BEA £ 5 3 JE 2 SO S S A% o L R S B R T AR S U B8 o A S SC IR B 7R B8 1 4>,
R AN, AR EA . R AT AL e EAFE . Do P ER LA T
M T BN I P BT E 0 7C, A B T 38n R B RS @A IR, HEShh G5 ik R A,
2 50 v R A R

ERFEEANAES ES0H: XRERASERIAF
RIS
S AR IEE S AN P AL S AT B B[R R IR . M S P U A
PRBLAZ B AR AR R B FAN [ 1540 RS2 b U AR AR I RIS 2B 2440 B B AIA
[l A A, Bl fEA TR 2 S5 BE T, H IR S bi it WAE S AME . 1F

IR E R AR, 52 2 BR85S RN G B 3K

AX “EHREE” OB EIAA ST — T LR E LM XA IE RS
FEAENEEEH
Pt HE

FEREAATEE R, SUNFEIETH ) 2 Heis H -0 E A RIE . 50 N RIS R - O 20k
AN, EZFR S E K EE R 3R R BB NS N B R AR 7215 2 A
AR R I T, 1B A ) PR IANEE, JEI I 2% B By b s i e A IR 2R
b S, OB G T AMEACAIRE T Ao T SEHH SRl K2t T 1S5 0 5 [,
25 R EA R O I s S AR BRI E S AR — R W AT, BURE
MBS0 T B @ KT A I8 b S P AE SO HE KRR L R &
HEUF, AR EOET N A FE b R N I E R AETE S BARATHE. Flai. Bl Pisk. e
L ORHEL SUWABE RGURie =45 O3], RPSE PN E KA 2 8], S [E] BE Py sz a], DA
L NE R S 6], anfE L i ERGE, RS . NIRR, M R s
SEFA" G — N RIRESE .

The cognitive motivation and grammaticalization pathway of directional motion
verb “4£ wang-3E lai” in YiChing
PR B
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In YiChing text, sometimes the directional motion verbs “fi wang/going” and “>k lai/coming” are
used in the same sentence or construction (That is called complementary pair usage),sometimes
they will be used individually.From the perspective of time and space,we address the cognitive
motivation and grammaticalization pathway of the directional motion verbs “4i wang/going” and
“3k lai/coming” in light of the following three questions:1.In what contexts does the directional
motion verb pair “4 wang->k lai” appear as a complementary pair in YiChing?2.In what contexts
do “f£” and “3K” appear in isolation in YiChing?3.What is the relationship between this
grammatical phenomenon and the conceptualization and representation of time and space in
Ancient Chinese?What has been the semantic concept of “f3 wang/going” and “>& lai/coming”
changes across Chinese history?From our corpus analysis, we establish that the motivation of the
complementary pair usages of these directional motion verbs is based on cultural factors
(divination reanalysis) and metaphors.Most of these usages are metaphoric,they do not encode the
movement of concrete objects, rather what moves is some kind of abstract entity. We examine “4%
wang and >k lai” usages from the point view of deictic usages, taking into account what is
actually movement? Especially metaphoric usage, including temporal transfer, but not only
temporal metaphor.

ZRBEEFRRZBFRICEAZKERIL: FLTBRERNIANARLE
RAAFA
B E RIS OBERAL AT 55, ATBLRA A FRIEE X A SCEE B R A
A iR AR RIE X = K1E 5 AR A FERAEE 20, AR E AL 5 RAL Bik
B AME SO BARLES, EREDOED . fa, AR 7 RAE S RIEARER
RFAE AT R AR B0 1] S 45 R R S A IR R, D9 DTS AR SR s 1] R 3E — A B Fe s (it 20 #r I
B,

RIS T i E R EERRE
AT

i A U VR Ak T H AL E B AT SR 1 B B B I T LRI R | (A2
WS, PRI A U TR AR T, SR LA RO 2 M HE 2R O A i A 1 (R
WU B TE AL, TRl S AR T A M I R A2 B A B X SE P H Y R R H RS2 AR
B PR S SCE SR R IR AIRE &AL o TS A UL H A E AL 2
AR S A A IR 45 22 iR b ATk, Mg mt 13810 4L
SR ERVEARFAE, WO PR T U5 T B AT o AT I S A ) AL LA o 4 v 1l T R T A
FERIBIEAT — € 5L i Lo

FHH ANRMEESHA (2D

R /NE P RIBRFEIATRR
fATRER
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S, ERNFEFHES B —, RAIREEAE, HEMSENEETR. SR RAT
FE AR 5 s B BB SR SR E G, ARSI ] 7 KRR BB BT » anfrrii )
RN BT, D2 Hh PR IR A 2 SO AR AT 2 2% (R SRR SRR AL 5, = S T
i IR 2 — o A SCARFE N IO B . B 5 2 THENIE 5 255 QU 58 S R R BT
FORR, S5EDOETE S MR AL MEEFL. WIEARID . ANERRD . BRI, B RARICSE
AN T A R VE A, DA R VBB S AR L — S ) R

“shirl+hRiR” BRARNEES RS H—LL “Bhiat+off” 1 A
g7y BRAEL

BTN AT % /N 7] Off (R FE. ASCHET COCA TERME, 38 F IS i 40 biid, wofsh il
+off" 14 2 3R] 5 44 2 AR L DGR FE JEAT 20 AT o 8 5 528 inl il SRS, 4G Rk,
B RS YE= AN, TR 0 S, 3E— R TR R 3 SR R b X 3L 2 )
MBI R, FTFRD], “Bhia+off M 0B SUR BT S, Fh 8 St By k2 R ngy 6
PR AR R . A ST I B+ of R R S A 15 e R, KRB, 4]
VEWEBEANRNC B . BRI ShiA+ofP i 2 IR R, RIS b 5 S SRR A B ENAIE
12, A X EEAS I+ G R R B g B R R TR

HEMRST U ESEFLIZPRE XGZ AL E
ERE

ARFFEET Talmy AENE SO B 2 SR A SR B B0, 38 DOE /NI SR S T PEA
XF B, P IRANIR I I SCORI S RN 2022 57, 7E Slobin $i X & i 8 (Thinking
for Speaking) i Al 5 42K 3 1M B (Thinking for Translating) (KRG A FEmE L, FVGE
FYEIX— 15 S X I 7 EE TR N BRI RB: 1 DUEMEE MIGE A
i SUERIRE T EH R T AR REE R ER; 2) PO ERES, BHFEEM
B A A A WL S S E# A AN, 1338 4 ] TR S G2 Ak IR 546
SEERNS, RFESCRBE SRR OCEE L ERREBNEIN ARG ER: 3D FREREZHT
WAE S RS RRT SR RIS & A0 R 6 ml A PR A, 00 A 52 2110 BRHETE 5 S5 i 4877
I FE o

BENRIESHELMR
IR

A28 50 AT N FIRFE ) A A RS X IE, — B ARIE RIS — MZ LR,
117 80-90 £EAINFNARF 2 T RERE o fie T B A JR 22— R NI 3 SR T S A ——
A S TS, RRONINEIR B2 T SRR, RN 22 [l B IR TF 55, AITTRAL 173K
Wi A A5 B 07 :AAR, MR 1 TR LA R L I7 AR, X gs 5
T E AT 5 RN IS BT AU R TR AR B, A AATTARE], & U sSEe EMA
BB AN T A LB o JE—J7 A B A A A RE R . AR RO — DS, TS =
ARAER AL —E G 5N, EAZbR TR A S FE R R RS T, £ty
ERANBERAFESBESANBNLREVIERELRER.

— BT SEE SR
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RBE - 8 25 P58 v ) B3 A = HER B, IX e in] m] DA T A AR RRAE, W
RN A . R A IR 228 20 A R R B ASCT i 2 FH R SR B A7, ot — 1T
N5 BRGNS NR — TH, Br ARATTI R, R i A
FTREARE AR, DRI 4 R WU R = R R T AT RIR R . X
MR, N B SR T AN A s i3 5, SRR, <2
SR AR AT A SR ? A RKSR R, KRR R KM ALAR RO,
ST RS BRSBTS AR

e FIMER B & 0 X — i+ i e, i MR 3 R R B G 2T, S R
o LA 7MWW iR i A", £k +,
s R RN AIGEL R R 2Rk SR B [RIBEAT 7e— A b, “— /o7, “— MR,
fE— T, T SO R SR M FLSEAP AR . IR — TR R, i IR
A IREEARRAL . — 71 2B G 2 5 I\ — GRS R 2 B H Rl O BN F 25 2R

Hi&ziA & 25 A &84 [E14E A1 B M HHIE X [ SR LA 0 HI 20
RIK

FA 7245 AR 1A VR B G SR A TR gl Aok B AR e & A B 2L S, oR
PRAE 7R 2% P A TE 2T BONAT 2UTE RIS AR DL B A I AR A 5 o 20 1] d 8 25 1)1 X
RAE A2 B VEAFAE,  ARGE B ERAE A R BT 1R 20 B MR i 2 S R AR 1) s A B A
“FER BB IE RN o Bl AR PR AE R GV AL A — S R AN FE I, (RS &8 A
AR R HOE Gedh) sur/ME GET%) I, FSRERESPR LK, FoREHE
ST A RTE R > H AR i AR A SRR AL T BB S o MEZ T8I, B985
DR, FORBFEYE SO AR 2 N .

MSBAMATHIRIGE “NP PRINP” 3K
Torik ikl

IUARDOE FAEAE—FRREER )« [FIE M m E 45897 (R3S 2016) , HA5Hn] LAEFE “NP
NP, W“BEZ R EE", “FEANFPREN", “HEPREES. DOAAIES PSS
#1® (Fauconnier & Turner 2002) AMEZL, ASCIAH: 1) “NP 1) NP &5k B T Fam 4
fR“NPL H i) NP2 465445 2) “NP i) NP i U R HERE SOk B TS B S, E—
NP 2 M 5 A il S 21 5T — A~ NP

AL 1D MR R HEE URRIE, BE— 2 NP AGESERER, FEHLER
125 Bl S A U BRI — N NP by 2) XFEZEHERTE XN (&S b s
NERR IR 3) SRR A4 R I A BRI, B R RIS B A R AT LA A
AR CYPIM R IR A REZ 2, 2 RO S 8 N TR — A B AT S .

HERERIED AR R R R
FHE
HH PG 7 PR 9% I 0 e R — B ) R R S IR SO S R ffe, FE I A v T
P RN RN TE SRR R AR W B A AT IR BE AR TR o AW FEIE I =+ OB T B AT, 45 2R
R HEGRESEEISA L, $RERRIE R BEANFEAS i A 5 A R TE SR DGR Y [0
IO, T 2 e JER S A T D i o B A P " ik _E A JR TR ) o AT USRI, T I REAS
M, AE AR LI RE A A RN TE B R B — S IR R B, B AR ARE St
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RSN A NRITESE, i EOOME St . ERDRER B, FEASHIT 7T 1 2R B 9B m F 4
PEEAE = KBS LA T 0 SR SC A B REAT AL B

MRDENDZBERAREE AR E
LA

ORGSR R E L, AN BEUE R AR, A H 5 WAy A A
“OCRAT BORHIE SRS O R0, AR ATEIEAR LR, 2 EIE . BATE Sl i
B BT, OB DU i SEAFAE — Le R 0B M LR o AR5 JRATT AR AR /N A B VERHIE
R GHSERAT T 00, DO DUE /NP RERR LS, RBUHE M RAERE L. Ba A1 T
XA B RIS, YO DGR R AR AR N E) O i AT T 20 S 1), s iR IR,
111 3% 22 FEAR /N E) B G AR L 1 Jt o 5 00, SR S . It — PR AT A —
FR R 77 A A P AS ]

IWHHSES FME THMRTTHAFR—LL Going to/Gonna Jf
X ik I

NI STE S B K 2B S FAARNE S AT 57k, PLNRISEE 5 22 bRk
AEHE S NGO FOERL, AT I AR AR RS, RS ER Y RAMAES S
HEMRAR, BRES ATt ZFRCAES (BFRES. W0 FERE R
S E D BE & AL 2B E AN T AR, 2SR R SR 72 AR f& FL R p i 0 Y g 3 0% — W A,
AT RAE NI A SRR R 2t b T8 5 2 vh, AR IE RS ) 2 3 T HVE A &5
4r. Geeraerts(2003)#& H 1 iE 5 A FANE S AnHE P AP A ST A BRI 3 SCRIIRIE 3
SRR M OB EURE S AR ES SR LGy, s R A S =
MR8 = OB 5 18 5 ASCA AR, NS S A — Pt B, RERE. 3
LN H TN A AL 32 22 DL [ FeiE s kL ZE (COHAD H Going to #11 Gonna AiEkl,
DAER M 32 SCRTYRIE 32 OB A A N IR VI i, KRG LM AR TP, A5 3=z A4
X AH 9% A TR

FH—H ANRZEHIR (=D

RESTBUEHMA TSR “VIE” FFEMR—U (EFS) HH
R Ik

AR SCHE TR e S DO ATIE R EE LA AntCone B, MRS AL XS (P iiE
i0) Ehgs eV BT T, BRI LS S 2 F A TR A eV BN
BUIRESZFME . ARBUE RS DL B ARRES R EE =26, 2. (Pudiric) v adt
R NBUESE AEBUER L B, HrP e b bl i 3.4V BB A7 AE AL
B B AL B B AT B B, L SO SR AR S SR DUR AL B 9 3, B AR SR DA RSB I N
AW FEAPAERN AV B BRSO TR AR ER R, D [ A% G SCA LA (1 D S A3t
TINEH AL .

P ESMZTEIE RS MBI A AEIER R
PSS
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W18 5 ASCHE AR, B DA IR DR (5 S IHERALE . (R, APASE 8 B ROy
TP E S S ) B R SEPGERA H TR R, TR IR R AE 2
MRS AFRZAL, Bril, e EAMSEE R R, i T a & e s 7 —4
HE ) EM

PRI, ABFFEIERE TR T MR TR, SiaMaRamEie, v o s
2, XANZAE T AOFSITEEAT 722K, S 5 AR AR B R R AR v [ A2 1 ) B e DA
Je B sAE Ja T AR RIRAS, 16 ESE, AR R i sS4 A2 A5 BAARAZ H A
A o

BXERTHEAREAR “-X” M K (HREAHR
R AR

ARSI 25 50 G- AN TR B AR I A BAT 317 RE D SRR 8 DA iAoy 3 S
HREXSAE, (HEAIFTRE I AR R ZAE, AR TR — i« 4504 BCC gkt
ERI T sk (51 0, MRS S TERE A B AR N T2, IR 9T — 3 O SCHEZRNI S ) o T T AL
S RE BRI R 5 T R R R BR GO R 3894, FErb 58" {7 A AMARFAE
TR B A R, PR3 aE MR BHESE, TR E AL RS . 8k
B3] T B AS [ T 0 FOHEZRAT S35 T e AT TT RGBT A —iais (SR R AE T [ — FSE B T A
HEZ e (K0 2 AN [ o AT 5 J 8T 3 R 2R L) B LI e i B DUTE ARy (78 5 RAE 5 A
S BB

Rl iEE SERGEE O EMML B O TTIANEIERE X LR
—&ETHEBYEMBAICRE
W W 5

X ) T Bt A R A i B SEA RS IR RS IX — 1B S B, | V2 M AP AE T I BRG],
B DL — 2 2G5 R T 5 3% 1L SR RS ShARRE (15 5 R0 - AR SR [ P9 AN 78 4
NESIR R YL FL . 508 5 O U SR O3 52 A AT I 43 SCURR 7, SR XTI 0
PR AN BN Z o A SR 2 e EHE 2 Hrid: (Triangulation model) , RV o 8 A5 4
O A EEEEE T, W Kiraly (1991) 580l B SR 1 fE, Hoets
Bl Translog-11 #H47 B AT 55, 105 iEd TAPs A 7 BA4EEUEE . S Mgmid AN [ KF- 3 ik
FT PR BCEREAS A (AR SR AE R . DR RS (1) AR Translog-11 () s & 44441
A= A, PRIT IR B AN AR B 12838 75 AT 30 S 7% A1) R 007 A% A0 IR B RN BT AR (1A
WM AEMEE?  (2) R4 TAPs B, FUHHRY % 2 AR 1325 75 F0 L se A fs A A
FEFOAT R AT, A3 R eI R 1R SR & I S SR A R R 2 (3D SRR R4
(BT 7 Z2 00T, TRV AN [RI 8 B % ) FIAS [R) R B 133 75 2 0o TG DA R 1 SRS (1038 3 = A
RNE 2 AT X6 0T P PR i AR A B PR B — 2 e S .

IAHRIEFE N EIEM RN ERE L
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TAAERESZ BAE R, BB, ERRERIOL . AT AR T R A 1 iz A, Rl
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FEREVET R R\ R E— USSR #R B
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A, “RUNEGRIER U BtAh, AR 0 AT 2 1 i 1 10
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TEXFIHENE T AL, PR E T SO KA R B4
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{EPE [ FEER DR ol o il 7l N ViFNEH 6 31T i W 3 1Bk £ | il (WA B | a4
FE AR RMACRIZ R . ARG T 153 Pimffg (BRI
T Ao AP AR =)l r 4L, Bl e ie s b, iR P 4ld & = o 41,
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RPARARR E T NSRS N FIAEA R R 1o

R RIARAEAE ORAE AR RO T 32 T I8 Bl K2 5EE,  [FINSRmipaE e, Bt a+b” P
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DOBRYEREIR “BE. B ZEIXHIARS
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B ETRRIAY A MY T A . “E . BTH AT RN, TR
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PRI AR TRV AERE s 53— A LEA RIS, B SO S/ NIRRT R FE ™ o 98 B B A AR B
ERMTRE SR “98 YRR TE SCRAE T2 . 5 feths 7tk K4
JEAERLET N o 2P SR 58 A8 — i — e el B ThRe e i) 4R T ) =4S,
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FEAR 5 AR FU A, RS R e A T FTE RS 2R 2 —, R AT SR A\ 45U 2 — (De Fina,
2011). ARIM, LA B SET AR ORI BRI AN S, Fa B HEEMERS
SN I CATS 18, o B R 45 44 2 DU & A R AN ELE I . AT, R AR
BE R, IERAMFERE TR TE XSGk, RESEWUM SRS B, “R
IR AR SR R TRAT B AR N RO, A B ma B AR A G ABL Y 0 R SR A5 2 1
FBRA MR, JEEDFERN . AW FAE ARG 5 FHHESE o i AR S5
o, JUHA BT IR TE R SO HAE . H B SRR A M R E AR, T ONTE RS
FE 51 5 b ARG (A B 7 Wb ) AR AT 2

PR R B SCE A A RS R FALHIRA 5
PRI %

BORERE F WA EZBOE L —. B AT, AL RSOt 3 28 ORI 18 2% [W]
W E S . AN BTG L 1 BEAR A R R A, RO IR IR R 1 B AR AN
BB SCRIMLA 5265, T T8 A AR SR SR R SR AN R o ST Tk i A Th A AE K& 1
BRI, ASCUARFRIER ], X BRI AR SR L A U A B R AT T
Foo ASCINH, TERSHIBEAARTE SCR BRI g 2 20, RAIOMS . S,
MIRELEN A FPAE RS — & LA ISR, X — I\ F ¥ & i R ] R AR B M B AT VA
5o DL ONFEAS, FRATHEAN A S s i AR TE SO =M B USCR A, s AR il R S5 L
i, E R R B AR BT T 2 BT RS

KRR A THIBUATE R
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RIRBIIS S AJNTE I 2 N ) — A BB, A3E A A S B SR N, s B2 BT 5 %
Btk B —Fbdm ABPA RS R s . AR A0, TR, 5EERNARE, X
BRBE VS A A PR 1518 A5 W 1l ANME— RO IE R H AR At 2 B A X 7 S5 4800 5 BR A )
W ri o WUBRAE H W52 hn e B AR, AEBUR & PR At . AT AR LR Jy B AE
2, CLRAAMERRHE R BUA T E T AT R, B AERTUIE 5 B R A RS R -
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