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From rhetorical constructions to grammatical constructions
in word classes: A survey of the degree of

conventionalization of yanjiu as a Noun
Yang Xu

Abstract There is a hidden “cross” behind the study of word classes, namely the dis-
tinction between grammatical level and rhetorical level, and the distinction between gram-
matical construction and rhetorical construction. The part of speech of token word on the
rhetorical level may become the word class of type word on the grammatical level, through
the frequent use in particular contexts. As an example, since yanjiu ( ) as a noun has
high token/type frequency and large time span, it belongs to both verb and noun instead of
verb only in the lexicon of the communal language of Modern Chinese. Finally we provide a
circle of “grammatical frame construction — grammatical instance construction — rhetorical
instance construction — rhetorical frame construction” and discuss their relationship.

Keywords word classes; rhetorical constructions; grammatical constructions; yanjiu
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