RIBEM 2017 58 4 BHCREE 60 )

“Hi R BRI R I S D a2
T TR K TR I BT

If=% B Ja

R OE ANGEEEER AXSEEMBE L E AR, B XA B KR X A 2R EHER G| &
MAXELEWRIEZFHLERK. UNEALHEHAELIES. ETEFKEZIREHEX
“HRR AT PR SR 2 L IR X OB R 36 5 /) R R A T 0K AR LA [ L £ A I B OE L AT
Fit. PRAE TR RIERE B EH 8RB0 6 51 3R 0 28 2B R, 707 AR 7 3
RUGEHBEST ERAETFBESAME T, MR OoFMEEHBHNETIEZEN
B RBE,X AR F50 HR R  R  R A A, R B YRR RO R T A v R LR A 1A BT IR I
B LW ZHUMZREF, RER N EFEMRBESMURE S EBEER. HRERY,
F ) 22 138 48 A BURIE 18 1 U2 1R R AL B A B TR R BLAIUE S 0 il s R KX .
XA DGEEE HE O HRT mOSH SUZRRAREBRLELE HENEHE

O 351 &

B BB S MO, B DUE R EIE G IE S £ T4 A g MR 263
W 1 B 2 B B O A AR X A o KM [R) R O B R OR AW B R FHE , KRB R S R
T 4] f B2 K 45 37 B9 18 B £ T BB B 4 (Aarts 2007, Rijkhoff & van Lier 2013, Valera 2014,
2015,8848 2002, 3k F4E 2009, EEEAK 2010, [ & BH 2013, F{=38 2014, F{-3& . & H# 2015),

MAARDEMNS, ERMUAE: —FTERAEERANEEZYRAREERFEN, B
—HHXRHEHFLERTELHEHEN”, CRMEE 1982.39, 4 2002: 101, R E
20094, ff B 201357 HEE BB R INIUERIRGFESIREI S, AR EE T R DUE
A28 54k R A =2 E] AR A 7 1o B — — R RS 2R 7 (1985 :4) , 3 HIA X B DUE A B T ENERIE
B E RS . FEIE(2015) 3 3 Rk IR IR A, DUE B n AR BT A0 AR S A R 2B

L5 A 35 0 B4R SR 51 2 B A R i R BB R DUE S iR i E B ThEE Z — , AT 4
R BRREE ., R, XM EHRDGEALHRBATKEE . B —, 83 “HE 2
KM KTER” MBI KA PR ALERHBE Z WEHARENHEE T B
Y7 R R B R A N (F B 1996, WKL 2009, KT MUK B AEE,
REERBTEM AR, EBEHENESETRAOCEWELHRESE WA T RANLHLHRE
HOEWEL, ERTREESERSZ— B THEMIE K%K (Bloomfield 1933:104 ~

* ARSCHRASEZFAHBE ST B B R UUIR T A9 51T 15 2 0 B SHEBT A7 (45 15BY Y169 B BT BY .
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105), A4 IR, W0HESE (1981,1988) JR A 1K (1991) . 7] & £ (2004) M B MK (2014) % A
B IE IR A0SR 78 EE (1984) (3848 (2000) . F 4T 1 (2013.,2015) A& [ ¥ (2007 .2016) %, R B &
UK, WE B2 (2006) . A EM Q2007 MBEMHHE  XNBFE . FREQRIDE, “XABHHIR"HH
“HRCEFZAE.UTFCERAH2FWT  XEAEEHEEMESESELBIRRE
(FEEHE 2008, WHEME 2009, &AL 2013), HE M TR B HENRACBEHNELRRE
W, EREQO0IEH , B T EFIE U EX (BIE-FY) . RADRRBEHEREAEF
K A-FEBEERAGE, “SHMEXNEENREINEHELL, BENDBEEIL R ERRE -
BTV RE, B A RE R IEE Y, HAR QIO M N E XX A ERE TARER . —F
.2 REPFHERLZARAESSLEIFER, BRITFERAFHEZ MM ER:; 5 —FHE,
DUAE % DB R B0, iR AR R AR R M B R A th Rt AR B, E{CR2010 M H , HA
EEFA R EIES EEAHE AN IARL A A BRI SR HAREN Yy RBAL”., @R
SR B ATTER SR X AR 7 4 TR Rk 9 L2 AL R FE sk Rk i &

EFiREw ERG S ERR UG R RIA X R EMEARUEENEREREPBA KRB,
(BARDUE R B (58 5.6.7 BO FCEATUE TG R Y 1,2.3 BOERIL MR b5 1 K 3,
XEER“EARN MEZERYE., AT, ARFZEZRRIGEERES,“ B HE M A
HFEUTHER.

L R RS EREEREN B, T WRER SR, 06 (D FE(3) A bR E N 43,
il (2) Fil (4) .

(D/w X AF/nh X#&/n Y/ w 8/u BIR/v /w &/vl &/a % /n Fi/c £E/n AR/n

BKi#/n £%/n ¥/nd ¥/u —/m #/q XE/n . /w

(DM F/nh W/ul/w B#H/n F% /0 )/ w —/m H/n #/u BR/n/w EXK/v T/u it
£/nt 4F/p £%/n FE/nfi/uFE/vH/uRi/aHAE/n. /w

(D7 /nh Fr/uB/vi/u"/wEHE/vVEL/0"/whE/VER/n /wEE/V./wH
B/n/w /v &E/uE&FE/n§/uBEd/n,/w YR/d&/d&FE/v X%E/n &
¥/n, /w

WDHE/r 2E/a FB/n H/v /W K/~ E&E/n,/wli/vBH/n,/wH/viE/vRH
Sh/nd /0 /w xS /v EX/n FEAh/n,/wEE/vAE/n&B/n K/c T¥/n . /w
BWilk/n /wRlk/n X&/nZ8/n J1E/c 8¥/n /w ) #/0 /w HE/n HK/n
£/u Xt /n,

2. MR S HRIM B ERNIEEANR. b, 8 G) P, 4 TFRMEMER S IR
“ERETEINRE R AL TR EARE RSN . FE,EHC) P, A TRAEMSB N B H
“Fr bR R A ) TR HIAR T R BhiE .

OFAEX/n k#/0n BH/c ME/v T/u 2R/n FH/vEib/n J/w HKR/v /w &
®/n%/u Bd/a WA /0, /wiER/c,/wXk/r Bdh/n,/w R/ dBRF/vE/p &
HF/vRERE/0 Kib/v ¥ /uEE /0 B/nd , /w

3. IR RIEFRHAYE AWM EIRERN, 6 (6), B WHARE R, (7).

(6)/w F/a PRARBFEMEE/ni /u THh/0n BX/v %/p XHAE/ni, /w

() /w B %B/ni £/d&x/v AEH/ni /wik$l/nEHREL/n /wHKR/vVXE/n T
/n ZR&/n /w BIR/v EF/n . /w
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B % T, A0 SUZ AR GBS0 h 18 T, B T B 5E Z R DUE RS X AR
BT AR AR, B AR AR A LR, o B A R T AR DUE AL B
BT BEFE R RE R, R & E SR 0 S IR IR .

— Waigit

SR 18 25 7 B 1L 8 i ( Two-level Word Class Categorization Theory) 24t % B AL IUE (B
RIFIES b TROHEPEBRAENBES BmiAE DR FE0EEZ S, RIERE
FERTARANEAME E(BP“AMMEKiE/word token”) FiAt BHE S R 45 = 1 il FEH (B “HE+5 18]/
word type” ) MRS, EFELFEEF LA L NE REN RRIET W (Beckner et al.
2009) LA B Croft(1991)#l Croft & van Lier(2012) B 3 5% (% 515 5 18] 25 2% i W0 i 48 8 iy — Fob
FITEBE L ISR (Wang 2014) , ZHIRIAN 4 HTE MR SRS E W AN B T & 4, B
AN 1A 3R] Y 37 2 S AL A AR 35 1R A R 26T B AL S R R R R TE B L R L E FE AR B IEAT Y
(AEER.ER.EBHS ) WEAIR, TEIMERIFAMNDENESHE XEMH (meaning
events) 3 15 35 B LB L BEARIC A BEAT 267 MEFS 1R RO 1A K TEBE AL A B — A B IB L B R K
TE R B ASGER, B0 RAAL/BE EFE RN R E RIS ERAR", B AT
R, TREEMRAESEEAANE P (MEHGET BT IR REMEA R EE
A5, BEFE R 5 B 2 ThRE/ 3825 5 (0 O3 38 (130 53 20 R 26 U 931 %) 495 D10 A 5% 5 MR 38 1) Y 7] 38
I8 (KR 32 B H B SUEH (meaning potentials) , 2 H 7E F 15 2 i &) 5 1 B 4R 3L ok 49
MAKGESETIER . FERNBESERXETEREMAEREE, S E X ERE
ESERETHAEPHRGESET NI FRELGES BT IENNMAMLEER TR
LHE RIS AL B, HohiE SR S R B P R AR E B R M ELAUR

SRR LTI LR, BB T ST LIER R . E{058(2013,2014) £ FCHAADUE
RIS 5 O MCERBERFERRGE 7 ORI EREEN KBEFRRY L
ERADGEMBAREESHIEDEFEAELRES R ERE DI ERE, BRANRDUE
17 $ B B B A9 DUE 250 Lol K 249 RA LR SEIE i — 2, BUARDUIE 17) #4918 “ e 29 SR U
BENIBAOEENIS, T8 FH Q015 @ 3 ™M LIER R ZH, ADERL S
SR IEAR %, FIBHER“E A E N AR 47. F{08 R 2014) LI TE sneeze &) 317 A
ERMHMAL A, ETFEREFRTTHASHRNXR, AoTRE T HA L8 BT in 4.
Wang & Huang(2015)7E“% 29 J& ¥ KiE S5 B 5T B & W (PACLIC 29) i K & 4%
BB PR T DUR R T B AL B X AR BUE E R E E AR E S R . LR RS IE
B, SUS A1 T B AL B0 i B EE A EIS A E A M B .

TR, RITEREFESARIGEERE(GHRIBEIERED T U B TRR
FAMHT . MR E0R BEAEL(2014) BT 32 i) 80 3L 24 AL AR o , DA 1910 5 248 01 2 20 53 3% 19 Jy Tl %ot L
F B TR B AT AT . BB, B X 4 TF AR i 1R A ik A AR IR A i GE
FHEE), RIEMPTE XA H R e Ak P B & B8 5 BT IR, 4 BIAR IE N PR (IR FR
B4, B S & o H AR A ok R O BRI B L e b LA B AR SR A 2 RUARR , LU R B AR A
T B B 24 10 8 B A ) T
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Z— RAEBEGR

2.1 MBI

B R, IR EERERE R A 1573 £REL. A 1 AR ESHRES| (B —FEENR
WARE AR AR ) AR 99. 4%, ETHEBARE RIT#TLBEALST. Hb
“HRR” B9 1E PR R 2R 1319 4, o 83. 91 % s iEE A FIEAIE 253 Hl, 5 16.09%.,

ECH R N ARGESETIER P KR AEEY,LH 1170 4, 5 8501 88.70%,
HR BB, F 149 6, 5 B8 # 11.39%,

2.2 KRR

WE—FR, “H R WHEREEAUEHENP+§ -+ HR RS b, B HBE“Ad +
MR AR+ NP 5 S, HPp NP+ +HHR”EE. 3L 81 i, & S5H
54.36 % ; HIRE“Adj+ HIR”“H AR+ B +NP”“IH 507, 53 B2 22 61,17 B F0 15 6, & S8
14.77%.11.41%.10.08% . #H—EHEE“H "W, RIS NS P ECHRTCR A

ZH.
F— “HHMERAFESLEMPHIHHER
u B LB (%) B R
NP + # + K 81 54. 36 (E 4]
Adj + R 22 14.77 B F 2D RE (D
3451 5 10. 08 ﬁ‘ﬂéﬁ:g%\ﬁfﬁ\kﬁ‘ﬁﬁ‘éﬁﬁ\EIJE'JJBE
VP + iR 5 3.36 FT W/ NH
WA + VP 4 2.68 Rk B FR T T
Hit 3 2,01 Rk FE < LI/ FF : LR
&it 149 100
M AFRTBTES -XWHA,
= Wi

3.1 R4 W AR A IR 28 18 R (8] B

ETEEZERENAERA BMERERBEHRGETETAINRBN LR REEERE
MABIER, NEARENRBFTR(EIAE 7T RHEFED, BHERBENRHERRS
), T BEZEIMSITMME 218 W &5 (Beckner et al. 2009, Kretzschmar 2015) , {8 4 X
RIA LR R R AR B AL C 2R B REMMALEE, B/ E R E
DUEALBHE S B W0 E T 38 shin g i), K o B A U5 1R B B I R AL B N Bh 4 3R
i), REEFKIESE 2008 F & M MCRARDUEE AR CER), 717 H 72— 1 1000
AP B8 & R B - 825) . B THIRINER L SHBE EMX(E/R . EAH 2015) .85
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BB R R EDGEM RS R M ET A ARLERERA R AET .

3.2 EALHAHEEHESIE

HHE DR A1 28BS ALHRS , X A F 9 R P R AR R IR TR AR, B B 1B B m A MK
WA ERAE. SHRRSAOEWBRELAR EREEL -8B, Ba, hHaRPEER
A AT RESE IR) YRR 2 3h B FR S TA LI B B A L O S5 i B e 7

B EX, BEEER DT BV I0 8 530718 B 7 72 19 181 28 78 A (lexical flexibility) 8¢ 8] JC & 28
(precategoriality) BIBF 5% FF 18 40 k i1 % (Rijkhoff &. van Lier 2013, Van Lier 2017), EH
S E AL B AR B R, AR SR R B8 L, LUB SRR E AR “H AR (5 BUR AR 78
B 1951, BANIMH 1979, REEE 1982.1985, Fii & B 1994.2013, 3R 4% 2002, Y K4 2009.2012,
2015), BB , WA R &E F ER 14 0] &1, MK B EH OB AW? EMW
B (E S0 (2006) BT 5, 328 18] 1) B A A% 00 A2 40 fr] 4cb 38 98] 9 () — 44 (8] R , 1 () — 44 i) R4
RE—NEHHEEARM S, Robins(1989:182) 8 , WA BIBEEM RN FE G E THH
syntax(CAJE) R B IR TAMERZBNX AP RISHEIZENXR. 52 HEE
BER) o i) 2 1] . B 18] 56 /) 1k T Wk 2l 18 2 (syntactic categories) SEBR B4R AR T HESE 1A #1445 37 B
BARX S, AR RIFERES % BB NEESNR R E S KR KA 52 WE (B SERER X E
), —ANE Y R 28 8 R 7E ) e A b B B 3 B9 (Chomsky 1970, Halle & Marantz 1993,
Marantz 1997, Brattico 2005, % I5 %] . # & J& 2011, Bisang 2013), ATk K, X 5B H B
(1924 6) F A FLiAl R A PR A& H X 8L REMEZS 1951 EFHEFSFELE
T“BAILH”Z . IEM Hanks(2013:415) fF 5,20 2 FEMH AR AEMEXWIFEZET
FHISER A T E A, R P B AN AESHTRE. FIEREADE TR RE2MEE,IER
LETHEES EEAEDHEIER., Wetzel (200D 3, FFAMANEIFEN XS FIES
SHSHREEREE . MMM, RATIA R, X 43855 18] 98] 25 78 W5 40 70044 17 14 1) 28 S B 1k
BERAEENHIBME.

EMER, FLAHRINLREENR LTI LEHES TARES . MRELIE. ER%
BRI R B R & BREFACET " HE" W B L"MREE”S MRIE,HEX S AR
EHIHES VA MRAEELCRPRESEELEMMABRES, IR L. R4 8 (2013.
35 )R “PUBRARMEZ R ARNZERERNE, AR T EENEHE . BRRFZABTR
ZIAIRF), AL B ERBIAN R, AR NMEAMN AR EERARNM AR NES,. 2R
EKHMBESBRUSMOERT. S5, BFEARAES R4 2 118 E 88, 48 2 15 SCiE s
Bl 3R 1937 £ (Carstairs-McCarthy 20026, Leech 2006:126), i ME iR R S EEZ @A B E
Fayia, BB ENCE - ER,ER— B R, S FE R —F X AR R,
AEBBE AR NESHAN ., ER, MEREREERDEFEN R —FCHEREH
Tt s” SR —2"0E M. IEn Hanks(2013. 7)) B, AMTFE U E X7 # 6t
B, AR E X EFERTZSOES”, HL, WML RniF KR B RE“BER,
MEATWAAEEEFEEL. —IMHEERANEXEBERTUAEZIELXR>HETE
YT ERRKIEE T EEARNE RS . MTHFEHEFBRATS, AEXELSHRE—
ATERE BN E T EHEEREAMNERENANECNRFENR. BUEEHHE
BEYEAZAEETURMEREN., AERZ EXBENA-R"RERTERER
MEhMERAZANE X REEHRA. A TARFETSEEERAANAEME L, NFE
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FHEWLEFHESTZEAES, AKNE—ERELARESANHREGENA . fieH
(2013:36) %5 Hi . @ A4 1] L8 S R 4514, BT B 1 TR0 2 el 3 Tm) SO e TR) — PR W . AR,
FLBEIE 75 2 T A9 1A E (RIS SCIR ) R R R M RV IE R 2 UM, R B H AR B S M4
BB X MHRBEAFEE. R ATHREMEER F -8, BREFEENEERE,
FEMBERMNALER AP REHEBEXEBNE —2". B2, KM EBREWN. W¥Y
(1996 :3) AN “FRE MBI B AEEEH RN BN HEBER EERX, FUS R EE -
i A E 4 IR AR T . ”Croft(2000.67~72)#8 1 , Hengeveld(1992) 41 ¥ A [F] 15 & 7£ A 2
W E R T SUEARAE X H0E P T R T 1R 9 £ T BB SR U] ¥ Th BB A o I LR 26, TR
XHUE 5T 35 (Quechua) 2 At 43 8718 A 17 26 0 A ISR B T 8 AR HERE Z LI AR fE (L
B AR R EWERD , REE 3 B (lumping approach) , B Z 8% — 4~ BE 45 16 F T K [ ‘0
EINEERHA LR Z A AR ENIEFTHEHEL BARNEXARFTEMR B L,
DIAXEERT AW R BN E —&”. RS FE, B RRERKHE, HANBHEX 2
RAMIELEDERERE. RIDANAXRSRRHTHE T, R RHE SR,
B take a walk. have a talk 1 “walk” F1“talk” 1 £ 3417 , i IE 4% 38 (Dixon 2005:460),
BT, ERETIHMNBEER. RLEHARERBE T Y BAL”, Rl B
IR — A TR BhiA (IR AE 2009, ELLHE 2015),

HREEBLRE, RSN EHNRER X HE"WARESEH. KiEH “parts of speech”“word

968

classes”“form classes”“lexical categories”“grammatical categories”F1“syntactic categories” %

RIBHEA XL NAFWE"WITREPEEXEFER AREIEARBEREXEARERE
AR BB IR, ek & A B X B (Rauh 2010:1~3), H A, “syntactic categories” 8 % F
FARBERRE T GEEFENELR”, BREE B R )17 X §Y 18 C 8§ /38 1L 3 2K (lexical
categories) , 1415 4 18)18 40 . 3h 1A} iR 4B X RE RO G B TE e/ 1B 18 2. Croft ZEH % ¥ Syntactic
Categories and Grammatical Relations: The Cognitive Organization of Information(1991)
WD R T 1B R A ik P IR 2 T e AL () B, T AL BB S R TR P R IR T B AL .
MIGF e R R (2011 RO Hi & A B8 ” (Distributed Morphology) Xt I 1E i8] 25 [7) £ ¥ 17
THRBRXEAEERRESEEAEDEERSL, HPEELER TERENVRZE
FITEZE) M R 77 FE MR B B - 7] R VT 3538 2 T 0 3k R W 1R) 3 /1B 28, T At AT T 7 18 e B
MM “ET "L i (BELKD M NEFTMERES. BRI, ZHELE TREKE
BTES WS BHEMESH.OHEE M (3R Itkonen 2005.:221),

AWEEBRRE X EC(BER BEME % EE MRS RE S, BRAEEWE X
F., ¥BH(2002:89~90) B AR X 4 T FARDIE 18 VL /2 T A4 18] ¥ 0 ) 2 )2 T B9 3] 1 , 1Bt A
7“8 R T B9 18] v B 2 R0 A IR , T TR T e AR B s A B AR M R R A
PRER,FEAEAMER”. XMW ABEB LMK, BEE,. X TFIEFEID
FFHCHI B ZE N R G, R IR 18 K e AL TR 10, M BHE 5 2 117 P S 1) B9 R 25 U8 tE Bk
“ERAFAE,WIERTER”, MEMEMAESTEEANEME L(NSMHGEFTETH
) BRI R A AR AR R RO 2 5 6 R (8 A BT SR M S BB ) R EI A K

WAk, R 2 s E R W A R R B L P R P b L& 2. Hean, FHZE L (von der
Gabelentz) F.72 1878 g5 i , DUE R RS EOAE AT IR E F L2 AR H1R 2 (551 B Bisang
2013:285), Vogel(2005:67) 5 i, BYUNEXHWIET B THREEANEST BRAE ALK
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4%, B R AR R AR B LR TR AR . R A (2009 )3 H: “BRARBUE B ILF BB K13)
FER A L BZE R EALE IR R B X — 0 N i A 5 f R, BB H R R R iR £
Beg—% , R IM—NE RS B (2013:6) LBFE” N B, A R “ BUE B # gl Al
DABOEE 4 225 I AME B MEEIE R E T LU B DUE 4 18 L3 iR B AR 3 AR
FEFAZEL., Gil(2010:150~151) AN, “ERMBEPRIES, JLTF A MRHFAE HEN
REER, ARREFEYHANEREINAEAETIEIREEMER”, KL, LA FE
MW H LR RNER. ERENRREENE LR, EFHRREMRAPTEHN
(Beckner et al. 2009,Bybee 2010, Kretzschmar 2015), i B (Gt B iES EEIAER#H#BE
RIS 77 7E 48 34 1 (Robins 1989:213~214, £ {238 2014, F{_3& A 2015),

VARSI, AN » 20738 B R 24 1] B =22 BT LA B R — 18 28 2 6 0 A8 =X B B R, 1R A I
HEFRAT—HOEA BB N 2HTH. —NBERER¥R BER EFEFRERN—
MR BE RS, Gershenson(2013:10)H,“ZHBBLURMEER ¥ ERREHARE T T
—HEEER”. BR.UTEFIHMNEXBENRK, ZRBRNFHMERELE. Munné
COIDIAK  EHHEERRAENBEZ— RAENBEMNESERREHITHRRKGHE
TEYGRAFERBANSAEE(NBETERTSEMN—YiFRZE); EBEFERRE
i, 2B EP R E— 2 P BRSNS RS Z RS . RATA Y LA TE s LI
FE g 5 % b, 32 A7 B R

A Fl—%E%%. BER—2,shi7RshiE, 4R R &, &7 M3hiRid & A ged sz X,
R — A HEFERI A WA AR AR, N TR AFE L (A3 , BEAREAE 08 W
RAKMFAFEEE R, BEARTLENRARNBHERR. RITAIERRLBELHEH
BN’ FREETFR—BWEEK. B2, FLRQEIDET(HRARIGERAMICEE S BOKWRER
W, %A Sk BB DUE B & LI 1311 &, TR Q01O EF(4 BE M 3G HE A ) CGE
THOMEE RN, KRR FHANREEHLERLFAERLTIL 2643 K, MATHEELN, &
FER“H AR AL B — A A KRR BT 2 KR ST R IR AE (Robins 1989
214),

B. FE®RAYN. REFER, “BE"EALHE. EAREHNHE REBEARLT. B4
AEZIE, MBI ZHEXARBE T FER. AR, RENBZ ARG LER XA
HAGH AR, MR R E BT R RIERE LR, AR RKRN . FETE
TSR AR B BR R P B RS FR BB BT ML Ak, TR T ZE AL BB 5 2 IR R 3R R s iF A
FLLE B FEER OB SATRERE”. CEA73R AL 2015 66) R IRBCAN T 15 o8 LUl G ME A5 A1
M HERZRIRA.

C.Hih ik, REHSER, MM EAELARTEMIL . BARBTEMAL, BH
HABTT R, (B, 2E“ XA $5 i IR, AR R BE A 4 R 1B B Th BE e R J iR AT Y
eE BN B RRER) , LASANESE N (ETRAXS AN ZRAEEREIRXE, 2
W, Jezek 2016:102)  HE BT . A if, HHE R FFFBEL IS L X B AR ) “ th iR
BERAESIET A6 BRI N &IA, B R AR R a8 BT NI,

B EN—HE2HELESEABTENR ¥ 2K LA (parametric polymorphism)
*ﬂiﬁﬂ%’#qﬂB‘Jgﬁﬁ(POlymOrphism)—‘#,—~m&ﬁﬂ%&%%%ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ%g}%ﬁﬂﬁ
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LA 1 B R SR B TR B S (INBRAE R AR BT R B3R ) B R B A R R S B R | A%
o A 1) BT 1A B G R B ASE A B R (0 5 A S g 1 AR RPN AR A BT B Y 9 B A B
£). HARN, WEALWHLRERBL ML ZEMENZE, FRX 4L T HE RN
AR L R, X 74T B 1A VB L AR R At E e S AR,

m & i

& ERTR, 04 B L BR b 2 Bloomfield(1933) 434 518 2 M ) 2k BT 48 5 M I8, i
DZABHBERTEARAETRIESARE —MER. NNERRAXEHLERLE . EFER
A XA B H R A FOER, KR EIERERGE T BT AR AEIR R
ARAZAREEAZER), RECAAHAEN(HEEMER); ALK ESTE@AES,
BT REGRRAAMSFRE A MR RERN B AR RE LR RBHRBFRMA
B, W EEAMEARBRHANL AEESENER) . FE T, FBIGERAXFEBEH
AR ERANER RO GGE., BRETNS AR Z AR RSN, BB EEMH
/S U Z2BERHARES BEAEPBRFERAKNARRENTIER A% P MEAE
HEEERM A SO MR 2 GEL B R ARF AN S RARBE N BN IGEALBRENS
WEEHR) . £ TIEFTEAMNSHEREN RE, IRE HZ B AR B K DUR 7 KBS
L i B A BB S 47 st R L LA DUE S5 40 07 18 B 1R 2 VE AL ) AT

B2 Wk

BOAL 2013 (YN V'EMMIADBEESR . ETERENTE).OMNBRRIE 4 1.

oOH 2002 (BADBRAKTFED LR - HFEPHE.

WA 1996 (BRIGERIISRIBAE ), CRKREAEE), K5 AL RE ST ¥R R .

B 2014 (HREHANRES—MER—T KO SHMEIARY . CHMNEEE 451,

BER 1924/1992 (HEEEXE), LR BHEPHE.

ERH 2008 (“NP+@+VP'E&MHHNEEER),.(GEERESHE 2H.

B HHC 2006 (HeFLFRLE —FUNKIETERRTHIEE (I HEHLB¥E 104,

MIGFLEERR 2011 (M“AAESER"EIUENIEER),SIEIEE 2 .

R BT 1994 (X TFRIMIRAEPEY (P EIFEXE 1.

FEAEE 2013 (HADBEBBEEHREEIE 4 50O LT L FEREH R,

SAM 1979 (UEBEAWEE), bR A FEBIE.

ERMERMEER 1951 GERBHIHE), X PEFF B HELE.

£ B 2008 (“XEABMHEETAFPHILAAES — A CXEBHHB SHOEHELHET HE,
CHEFTEIE 4 4,

WHRE 2009 (REDUERIAE) GEFREE 181,

WHEE 2012 (“GA7HRE . MM ).t BIGE# RIS 11,

WHRE 2015 (ARMERFADENFEL (CHBEFEIE2H.

FEXE 1981 (“EAHHM WP HE" A — N @O HEISRE) (P EIECERE 4 8.
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Shao, Jingmin,On the Types of Subjectivity and Paths of Subjectivization

Four issues are discussed in this paper: (1) types of subjectivity; (2) lexical paths of
subjectivization; (3) syntactic paths of subjectivization; and (4) the evolution of subjectivization,
Key words: types of subjectivity, paths of subjectivization, degree of subjectivity, evolution
of subjectivity

Kuang, Pengfei, Categories and Functions of X in the Structure of “Verb + X+ Temporal
Quantity Component”

An X can be inserted in the “verb -+ temporal quantity component” structure to
compose the “verb +X-+ time component” structure. X may have various forms, functions
and features. But X is mainly adverbs, and sometimes conjunctions, verbs, pronouns, and
quantifiers., X can be either a single component or a combination of multiple components.
Functionally, X can be connective markers, negative markers, subjective quantity markers,
focus markers, non-reality category markers, style markers and so on. X may be either
syntactic components or pragmatic components. The grammatical meaning of the structure of
“verb + X + temporal quantity component” is more complicated than that of “verb +
temporal quantity component”,

Key words: temporal quantity component, constant, variable, pragmatic component

&

Gao, Zailan, On the Multifunctional Clause Marker “Zhisudyi ( Z FrEL)”

“Zhisuoyi (2 BT LL)” is a high-frequency function word in written Chinese.
Traditionally, “zhisudyi (ZFFLA)” clause is considered as an apodosis clause, and “zhisuéyi
(Z BFLL)” a conjunction like “yinwéi (H HX)” and “suéyi (fF LL)”. This paper firstly
questions the view that “zhisuéyi (ZFTLL)” is a conjunction, Then it argues that “zhisudyi
(ZFiLL)” clause actually acts as a subject, a topic or an attributive of a sentence instead of
an independent clause. And lastly the paper points out that in modern Chinese “zhisudyi (Z
FrLl)” is multifunctional. It functions as a nominal clause marker and an anaphora marker
instead of conjunction. The function of “zhisuéyi (Z FfPA)” in modern Chinese is the
inheritance and development of ancient Chinese.

Key words: zhisuoyi (ZBTLL), conjunction, nominal clause marker, anaphora

Wang, Rengiang & Yang, Xu, The Word Class Preblem of “Chitbdn (4 A )” and Debates over
Endocentric Constructions: A Study from the Perspective of the Two-level Word Class
Categorization Theory

It is generally accepted in Chinese grammar studies that Chinese word classes are
multifunctional, but there have been heated debates over the validity of endocentric
constructions sparked by the classic example of “zheé bén shu de chabdan GX A4 89 H IR the
publication of the book)”. From the perspective of the Two-level Word Class Categorization

2017 4ESB 4 W * 95 -



Theory, this paper is intended to conduct a usage pattern survey of “chabdin (HiR)” on the
basis of the Chinese National Corpus, and to address the relationship between Chinese word
classes and syntactic functions as well as the theoretical status of endocentric constructions.
The Two-level Word Class Categorization Theory, which combines fuzzy logic with classical
logic, is proved to be effective in solving the word class problem in analytic languages like
Modern Chinese,

Key words: Chinese word classes, heterosemy, chiban (H k), endocentric constructions,
Two-level Word Class Categorization Theory, fuzzy logic

Li, Zongjiang, Topic Markers in Modern Chinese and Their Evolution

“Topic” is a pragmatic concept. But since the founding of structural linguistics, people
have mainly treated it as a structural component. In this paper we focus on the discourse
sense of “topic” and term the element marking a topic “topic marker”. Two kinds of topic
markers and their evolution are discussed in this paper: (1) the element used to introduce the
topic, like “ydoshua (Ei})” in modern Chinese, known as the “topic introducing marker”;
and (2) the element used to change a topic, like “zdishuo (Fi}i)” in Modern Chinese, called
“topic changing marker”,
Key words: modern Chinese, topic marker, historical evolution

Jin, Guitao, The Development of “Classifier + Noun” Structure in Cantonese

In Cantonese, the “classifier + Noun” structure firstly appeared after a verb in the early
19th century, referring to something indefinite. And it began to refer to something definite
in 1840s. From the 1850s, it could also be used before a verb. The emergence of its definite
usages is related to both its syntactic structure and the analogy of “gé (4~) + Noun”
structure,
Key words: Cantonese, “classifier + Noun” structure, definiteness

Lu, Guoyao,Independence and Self-reliance: A Vision of Chinese Linguistics

A serious problem facing present Chinese cultural and academic fields, including
linguistics, is worshiping everything foreign, which is harmful to the rejuvenation of Chinese
nation and should be demolished. The author proposed a “correlation between national power
and academic influence” in 2005. Presently, the author has got an inspiration from the study
of early American history and newly proposed a “theory of postponed cultural and academic
prosperity”. China’s national power has increased greatly and it is high time for us to achieve
cultural and academic prosperity. Chinese linguists should be independent and self-reliant,
and stick to the principle of neither worshiping nor opposing everything foreign. Thus, the
vision that Chinese linguistics is strongly positioned in world linguistics can be realized.
Key words: neither worshiping nor opposing everything foreign, correlation between national
power and academic influence, theory of postponed cultural and academic prosperity

Xing, Xiangdong,On the Drawing of Atlas of Chinese Dialects in the Northwest Areas

This paper demonstrates briefly the ideas of drawing Atlas of Chinese Dialects in the
Northwest Areas and the related thoughts and practices. It includes the following points:
(1) the selection of the investigating spots; (2) the design of the questionnaire and the
principles of investigating items; and (3) the investigating systems and the drawing of the
atlas.
Key words: geographical linguistics, northwest, Chinese dialects, characteristics atlas, ideas
of drawing
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