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token=1671005677&lang=zh _CN#rd
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¢ construction
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construction

building block, 4sR1XFh kST
J& FTE 5 0 & # Croft 20014L7F

EH— R —1E S

FEGIEEZE BN R EIE S 4, X—HELTHWERT 2 3818EEE, Filan,
Quirk et alft] (4fCHiEIEEY (A Grammar of Contemporary English) . Jespersen(y]
FEZESE. Chomskyl (ALY FEIEEMH 71X —iF, XLEEA/EH [Fconstruction
FEFR AARRET i, XM R EXRE T AR —PDEETH: HrfEiiE s 4% e
NN EZ DA E . A, RIS RREZEEF, EHFE-DLIIRARIE, AT
BB FE, RIBAELMGEN (R , —RATEIRANE R IZFE G AL,




¢ construction

2 [E 450 3 YGE = 22 5248 B i construction & — /NG FE &= L IARE, oy
et =m X EB Y K. #lun, Bloomfieldit) (GESig) P RKEMHIXA
ARNi&. Bloomfield (2002: 177) HjconstructioniX —#t & EfEfg = X

ki, fhidfdi B 7 grammatical construction RS .
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= EMETHIRIEVED, construction SRIBICATEE S AL, T

HHRIAEG CHSgEE 2L ), HZEA A KA

T8, BAESHRAE RIS, constructionZ i A
N sE 4 EiERE) (T —1 “MaEER L ) Lt
FATRTCAR] . A FHwordRIEAR T E 1iE = Hfr e 2

BRI E] O, T4 B — N construction &1 & 22 YR IR e MaT . BT 1 o
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Faak L. T (20000 P —

251 FEEE (19900, EAKAE (1991) 7 =

75 3 TR E (1994). KAV (1999) TR, EAHE (20000, 9KAAVE (2005)

K& A (1998) J

1) 2 FAT (1999). Fif&B] (2004b) | 9K{FVT (2005). Flif&B] (2004a)

F B/ E G | RiEtE (20000 PRt (2007)

i& E8 (2006). AELE (2007) FE. ERE (2009). F=tE, B (2007)

AP FEHLE (2003) AL (2007) £
g S hF (2000) J %
b SC i (2007) p/5 %
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2xN e RPE EsN WL L2EN. ¥
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2002 O 2006
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RNk RERH: W, WREE Wi, MUiMRE Wi, 15X, RiaR2
[0 & o B SP 34 L

1991 1995 O 1999 2001 2003 Q 2007
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i AR O, PNEE BIRikE, 15 1. QA RGN, ENRE |
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75 5] =94 X EIME
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F Ji S EIED 1978-04-01) B2y
(4) FREWRRICER SN O « HIESRKE: 1ETFEF 1955 L MEXAHII3MA
8 | (5) SGML BJi\ (architectural form). ({ZEMMR) 1996-04-15) HHEA architectural
L form
1% | (6D 1€ Scheme FHAEMIR, MABHE 2o EIELEER MM, 28 —5E | B scheme
HLE. (HRBECEFEMA) 1999-04-15)
(70 XA B FEAE A NE : IR R, W R. ((FEHSFRE) 1985-06-30) | # M F/ | &
L | (8) BAZIRG B, ATER, SINFERRNMEHRE. (B | BTG T
A} 1989-02-25)
EE | (9 fELLEJUERIZTRT, BRI 07 RAEEERIEE T EILEE. T

CUHH & Hos2E4) 1996-10-20 )

(10) “ia)iC—i5%i%EMR" ([lexical-grammatical patterns], LLFRIfRA “HA™

(CAMBFZESEEFE) 2004-12-20)
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(11) Langacker & %t (image) S{#43% (construal) SFTLMEIE SCRIEEZ (]

HIFFEE . (CHES2) 2004-12-15)
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“M7 gl 7 F i S g g o W ey g gy
e B \ MBI _py COTI_pa_ COHM

iR T HRIER, (UIE)) 88 A(. ... NELEREHR
SBEEASE T HRRS. ( GESH) 1983-11-15)

\\igfi%@323ﬁﬂWﬁ,%@ﬁiﬁ%%(«ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ%#ﬁ»
7-02-15) .

%ﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁ B, 4RI IHR: E+E, firiES
R 1 +LARAERIHRIN, P, ﬁﬁ%@_lﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁ%&ﬂ%

M.  GEBUE H:ix\’%i@w» 1994-12- 03\
AR 8 45 44 1)~ P AT PR s Ul ‘~M¢ R “H%+DIZ_BEHE WA

MK L 5»@@%%mmwﬁ%éﬂﬁ%*<<%%$%%ﬁ\\\ =
1998-06-30 ) . — \\\\ /
—

\ :

=
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= NERAEFEEET, 24 iEE T, construction/ “M ="
AR ANE ) 7

o BHVERNMER, BHVERCKETE, MHRFKIEME: BIERGHARIE, X
SHEOKFEAE

= Hur “f” 2Ltk HEE L2 A= T RE I Bl A A
177




o) B ] 5

- BURREASE R E N, PrESKRAYAR I S5 B A E AR
A

= .

“oGBRERIEG WEELRFENAR, m—HEIHES
TR E R, EMATHRARZE T EERZUEI T,
— MR AT I B SRR AR A RS E B E . 7
(Humboldt 1836[1988]: 154; #k/)Fi%$1999: 205)

= Lapolla, Randy J. 2020 Forward to the past: Modernizing

linguistic typology by returning to its roots." Asian Languages
and Linguistics 1.1:147-167.
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vV
HRT, BATTTEEH 8150 went homeiX FE ) H) T4 2 KRS F 2 KA
R, ULHEZ KEE LR2EEMER, AN arEHuiEE &
2 B e R AT A B VS AL (RIFEYE) S5MI
7, A IAE S S I TG i S IS B "3RAE R =AY 3
J7? L IBVER R IX N T TR AR, (BR381TL)

HIER 2, WL, JESMANEZ BIERA R FER, EOVENTER T
ek P AT NI R ISR CEANTRE ERAEEED) (L Bolinger 1976:3;
Z I, Langacker 1987)

Bolinger, Dwight L. 1961. Syntactic blends and other matters. Language 37.3: 366-381.

Bolinger, Dwight L. 1976. Meaning and memory. Forum Linguisticum 1.1: 1-14.

Langacker, Ronald W. 1987. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar, Vol. I: Theoretical prerequisites.
Stanford: Stanford University Press.




H&1PE (compositionality)
2N “iB& 5 #AEE” (linguistic gestalts)
FRZ N <06k L8>

(experiential gestalts)
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Jak&, William Foleyf1Robert Van Valin (1984) 7 ff o8RG
7% (Role and Reference Grammar) % 7= 73Rk 8
EVERR, B Hie TiERR R

Foley, William A. and Robert D. Van Valin Jr. 1984. Functional syntax and universal grammar
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

LaPolla, Randy J. 1990. Grammatical Relations in Chinese:  Synchronic and
Diachronic Considerations. PhD dissertation, University of California, Berkeley.
https://personal.ntu.edu.sg/randylapolla/Papers/LaPolla_1990 Grammatical Relations_in_Chin
ese_- Synchronic_and_Diachronic_Considerations.pdf

LaPolla, Randy J. 1993. Arguments against ‘subject’ and ‘direct object’ as viable concepts in
Chinese. Bulletin of the Institute of History and Philology 63.4:759-813.
https://personal.ntu.edu.sg/randylapolla/Papers/LaPolla_1993 Arguments_Against_Subject_an
d_Direct Object as Viable Concepts _in_Chinese.pdf

Van Valin, Jr, Robert D. & LaPolla, Randy J. 1997. Syntax: Structure, Meaning, and Function
(Cambridge Textbooks in Linguistics Series). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
https://personal.ntu.edu.sg/randylapolla/Papers/Van_Valin-LaPolla 1997 Syntax-
Structure_meaning_and_function.pdf
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A Construction
Grammar Approach
to Argument

Structure

Adele E. Goldberg
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Constructions at Work :
The Nature of Generalization in Language

(% Adeho E. Goldbery ¥
RMER ¥

=
@ hi ks

Explain
Me This

Creativity,
Competition,
and the Partial

Productivity of
Constructions

ADELE E.
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TEN LECTURES ON
CONSTRUCTION
GRAMMAR AND
TYPOLOGY

WILLIAM CROFT

1. EIEEERE (2021.03.19)

Radical Construction Grammar:
what we can use instead

® Syntactic role categories are defined by
semantic maps over conceptual
spaces which constrain them

® Symbolic relations allow syntactic roles *
to be related to one another semantically

® A syntactic space defines a constrained
continuum of formal constructions

MORPHOSYNTAX

Constructions of the World’s Languages

Draft, January 2021

William Croft

Department of Linguistics
University of New Mexico
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Prof. Randy ) LaPollo
Nanyang Technological University, Singopore

-

The Creation of Meaning:
it's Allin Yow Hiead

BYHENE (BIFE])

https://www.bilibili.com/video/BV1DB4y1T7Qa?spm_id_fr
m=333.999.0.0

https://mp.weixin.qq.com/s/VaaXO-kIfRAeiEeatK FJA
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= MRNE B ) S A

= AR AFFRRARTR

= FETIAEI. &R

- FETEHE. WILK

= G RAE: MM e R (construct-i-con)

—MEE

(il
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MRV B 5] 2CHTIE SR A

= BB TR, AR AP AT
AR A-E SR, e AR S “9E” TR E X
AR - MEAZHEX. —PEXZHIENA
) AR E DI 4R 2 o0 R AR AR

AREHREORY, MERESRMSEE, “RITHK” B, “NPVP NP
1%

AAB W ERCE, ARSI T, ANERZIMREE R B
Fhh, MIIRE, FEERR>AESTARIERE (RS2 IEREAh7e)
gp R A AR —#F, ABEAIGE— “Rl” & T




= A FETERVARIIR 2 TAR BTk Al 2 2 “A)a0” WA=

HFE-D AR — D FEERSRE, 552 HE W B i .
( Frank the tissue off the table. )
W B — S, [ EeEEe— 1 %E

(Joe gave SaIIy the ball.)

R BE NS, ERFEHANFEFE RIS

(Terry wiped the table clean.)
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- GHR | KA~ OEBS | oo

Bl RRM | AR ABRIY | D SR IS ARE

EFE-shia-KiE-RiEhEiE
ZRMA FNEFR PR (SVOCo)

B 5.22 wIuemmrL% Ak
BB (R Goldberg 1995; 70)

= HRBFREN, DNENERRpHESESK, X
PR — A b, FH5e B R JUE R A
Az AR € XA e ?




RN, —TEHAR M7 R RAEE, RS kiR e
KEII Y MO AT, R Goldberg i s XA iR

= CR MG HMNHCE - MEA-ZXWECN[F, S], HCrE: (Fp
B X (S B FELE T T AN e M C A Bl Rk 73 B AR SE 5 27 iR = 15
P24l .  (Goldberg1995)

« ARfagal,  REE AT e i 23— 7 T A g o A AR g B
WARAE R TN, WAy — 0. Bhat, RO Leag 22 rl B s
Sy, REEAT AR 2 98 5, AR AT DLVE 9 017
(Goldberg2006)

= HAIEMAUA G A-DiReECN, BEAARNERENMRE,
(Goldberg2013)

= HFGE—FRILH A EOCIZ RN, EaEIERAL DhRe a4
FERIEAE b, fEIRA TS 4E B N St A %2, (Goldberg2019)




PR AR R

o FURHR. AKyM (compositionality) . JRT (atom) . @JH
(reductionism) . #H: (modular) . 1+1=2

o JEFURHL. JEAKME IS (gestalts) . A, S (holism) . JEAEH
(non-module) . 1+1>2

phonological component phonological component

syntactic component sw-atactic component

semantic component

I S T T R G R I TR N R R >




B NFH) . iy

I RAEEPOA N NFNTE S 5, IRZINE S FE8EHA — =%
I AR AEE . BINARI AR T as 1, X HEA “Am”
& NG = = 8 AR

WRBE RN =T AW ER UL

(1) ¥EF AR AR Mz 69 A " PLHE (Language is not an

autonomous cognitive faculty),

(2) iR ¥ E{k(Grammar is conceptualization) ,
(3) i EMA¥ AR SN H(Knowledge of language emerges

from language use),

Croft & Cruse 2004




U H A0

EE B Y $8, TS T ROBU RTINS A
(domain-general) [MIESEIMA (domain-specific) ; 4
FHN L8 BRE 5 AMELE At Fn 4 s /B L, Aidds
52 M. M BEAETE T A AT 2 08 A KT ) ) e A6,
B U, AEOE AR RS 1B S SRAE S AR, AR
IR L6 S 3 FH I\ RN RE ST = 2 2135 S We 2 FeATIZR-& SCHRk A B s
FIRANT

%2 1 BTV Mty e F A G 1

L[FERE (oint attention) H:[F2Eft (common ground). AHTIE#H i (audience design).

i{fj (imitation)
Radr . F5nar. J1E4E 1% (force dynamics). FAA{k Creification). -7 54> & (figure—ground

segregation)

TAEIEHZ 5 A (cross-modal association). #HEift, (chunking). JEBf{t. iR ANAE
e Bah Galil, ZifasD. Baith. 2] GETGHIN )+ T 242D




ST

3 B AN X 2E{H TR 4 BOE F LT/
E Frit B/ B =38 Fr ) Nancy C. Chang £ Benjamin
K. Bergen S§2& # 7E A 8976/ 57 49 “ 1k 58 #4 il
#: (embodied construction grammar) " , § 7£ {5 B # =X
BRLALETFRY % i B 43T AT T AL (formalization ) , §t37 — AN LA

.ln a 0 w
2 e S
! 1

» ] 8

= LB g

Vi, BX B BE R 11035 35 FRARASAY ( simulation-based model
of language understanding) ., X—ifF & ML ILAIIE
BB ( Feldman, et al. 2012) By 7 80

HNANAEBESFHRNBEHRHRN—THIHHE K S
( Ostman ,2005) .

AR X 2013
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Figure 1.2 Language as a simple Tinguely machine SCh m|d 2020 4
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(1) fF5 kBt (symbolic relation) CONSTRUCTION
(2) 4H&xBE (syntagmatic relation) * g prop
(3) EE&xREL (paradigmatic relation)
(4) JEZi=xBk (taxonomic relation)

(5) &R CEL (pragmatic relation) **

&5+ (Anatomy)

24 Diessel 2019; Schmid 2020,

T oRlk. HAKRES, fFAEREKRR (Nesting)

RO R AT, BISETE A S5 2E ekt ik, AXpiE . B WiR2
X, G RIBGRSORIESE, BRI ERIIES, PR E.
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B B (R Z) WA R

FAXAREL MR MR T IR k2P

B ERHR 2R AEESRERCR BERR

i =

NP, +f{J+NP,+5hii] NP, +NP,+5hii N, +zid+N,

D AR ALIEAR B - F Ao 18 45 M 09—t % 3t

e N ey e,
= Ge) CoaT

“EEARARE (G /2 (GR) T Z ) 69 %)

¥ 1E 2022

Wl £
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AERESNITS

= VAR &R (XJ7H A PAZ W2 A2 1990/1993 4 X 1
RR AN, BT BEAAEDGETRINMAD

= EM. B

= . PERS

= UEE, B

= —FRR (. B AR—FO

« AmEERDIGENENR . & 1EERID
« fERCWmE . TEYEAL




a. ek B, —— B+ ) et R EX/\ %H?é

= b fHBEAEVD K b ——"BEFE+HHE AL T e
= C.fhEEVD K. — M +HHEH AL
= d.PKREREET DN — AP+ E

WAV LR Bk, IRAESZ — PR EREK.

= “apple & apples”

= “clutching at straws < grasping at straws” “fih i | ik 1”7

= “treating injured people < treating their injuries < treating their injured limbs”
= “Mary saw something wonderful & Mary come upon a wonderful sight”

. “He broke the window & The window broke”

Wil BAE. (RS — e . R ERIE)




Clause

Sbj IntrVerb Sbj TrVerb

Sbj sleep j Sbj kick Obj Sbj kiss Obj
Verb Object

Sbj kick the bucket Sbj kick the habit

Sbj IntrVerb Sbj Aux-n’t Verb

NN ARG B (idiosyncrasies

| didn’t sleep

QLB TAFHANTHFOR.  OSRIAW, HATIN=ATEAY.
B 1R R SR Pl 2019




FELEPNITS

« SSARPERD: PRRMME, X, B, 1F3E
= WARZEA . Dear editor, once upon a time
« #h2=1ER): bro, jolly good

= PETEA G PRENTE . PRTER




AFAMEE

UTTERANCE TYPES

DISTINCTORS UNITS

PATTERNS
subsidiary

autosemantic/ autofunctional
only distinctive function

compositional
holistic

phonemes and graphemes

SPECIFIC UNITS VARIABLE UNITS PARTLY VARIABLE FULLY
PATTERNS VARIABLE PATTERNS

fully specified variable

simple or complex at least one form specified,

content and at least one slot variable

function words word-class categories

all slots variable

grammatical patterns
derivational patterns,

lexico-grammatical, and e.g. NP, VP, or PP structure
partly specified grammatical clause structure,
patterns agreement

€.8. NOUN, LEXICAL
VERB, ADJECTIVE;
COMPLEX UNITS PRONOUN, PREPOSITON,
CTION

SIMPLE UNITS

formally atomic

formally analysable
unanalysable

e.g. un-AD], N-less;
complex lexemes and white/red/rosé wine;
V that, V to;
IT-CLEFT, WH-CLEFT

multi-word units

e.g. girl, play;
I, you, and, of;
ate, went, kept

e.g. girlfriend, paperback;
kith and kin, how do you do;
get up, step down;
insofar, into

Figure 2.1 A survey of classes of utterance types

Schmid 2020: 24




3+-part word 3+-part lexemes, 3+-part patterns, 3+-part schemas,
forms, e.g. e.g. e.g. HAVE AN, e.g. DITRANSITIVE
shooting the breeze, SHOOT THE BREEZE, THE N IS THAT CONSTRUCTION
had a go at HAVE A GO AT

1 two-part word two-part lexemes,  two-part patterns, two-part schemas,
"3‘3'“'1131‘1“33"1t}'alf forms, e.g. happier, e.g. UNHAPPY, e.g. UN-Apy, e.g. PREFIXATION,
S1ZC shoots SHOOT OFF V OFF PHRASAL VERB

simple word simple lexemes, simple schemas,
forms, e.g. e.g. HAPPY, e.g. NOUN, VERB

simple/ happy, shoot SHOOT

small

>
fixed/filled variable/schematic

variability/schematicity

Figure 11.1 Charting hypothetical constructions in terms of complexity/size and
variability/schematicity
(adapted from Stefanowitsch and Flach 2017)

Schmid 2020: 229
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« FIEE 2 —MIES W, SFELL A
= AL, IBIRIESS
= AEFRRIRT)
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s (525, H5E)
FMzE (HEFP A

THEATER (BAD

2t (CAD

BRI A HAE), AT

W
s>

OGO | SRABTZ I BR AT

FIEEAT 3 X EgAE . HEF AL !

WiH2022 (iES A PR ——E<B4E2FH>) , W “BERIESE .

http://jszy.whu.edu.cn/yanghsu/zh_C

N/article/1316115/content/1791.htm#artic
le
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SEaM 45

= HEpr R “RpSRT “apR” “apsl A a7 SRR,

2016)

« PR AT TR RPN BURF IR R A AR A I A AR G,

PLOCER IR fr 2410 “487 Fh). “H7 4], DURFIRSS M 44 110 3
WBIEER). #ER], DURREIE VB Z A IA) . A B A)5,

= =PEEE AR BRE VAR T I R ORI R IR, 4T

MAE SO R HORAI ) RO “Ript” , SEME TP R
KEE)FREF Oy “A)2R7 (WIBRiEA]. BER A5 .




G5 TR B LI EN

= e XFRAEEE X, BN EKER PR, s 2m A BAL
B ATE R A Be e 2.

= % fERCH, constructionft)E AR B, HiZ&a combination of
form and meaning GERAAME XHAHE) . K HE A Ameaning A 22
[EE ), BEEME. R Zform-meaningf)ih, B4 RWAFEEN,
KoM RN E, HERBAE L. HRM0EReE, K20
lexicon (iAlJC) Algrammar (i&y%) , K Alexiconfigrammarsg —
MNMELAR, FRICILENELR; Wt vl, MNERFATERE R R
e, EAEAERAIICIZE . AT Pleconstruction il & iX 4 & # 1)
— N E X

i, Rk G Z{0HL () 2021




TR R AESE . A AR i
FIATIIA?

= >JiE (idiom) Fyt
bite the dust
The bigger they come the higher the fall
Why not fix it yourself?

Let alone ( ), It-cleft and WH-cleft (Prince1978),
Have a V (Wierzbicka 1982), There-constructions (Lakoff 1987), ‘Time’-
away (Jackendoff 1997)

= M IEVERSEE SIEF RER, BEE R R —F CYHREETT
), HEMBAIZEHAE “S1E” M (UME EH4 80, 904
), R/ BEME RN A M XE S BN — B,
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Increased
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Recent advances

in Chinese Linguistics
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Edited by
Zhuo Jing-Schmidt

asinodsiq pue aBensuey osoupy u saipmis

John Benjamins Publishing Company
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= 52, KRGEEE—MIES W,
ESREL TSR iR w . HEAR
A I S B IX R E S AN TV
BB AR A A0 T VA M !




T, #IGEERARE (2021.03.19):  https://www.bilibili.com/video/BV1Dy4y1b7xF?spm_id_from=333.999.0.0
AR XEE. M EVEME T, bt AMEZEE S0 T AR+, 2020.11.
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