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derivation. The cognitive level of ruguo counterfactual sentences contains
subjective speculation and objective reflection. In this paper the degree of

trust is used to describe the cognitive rationale of their classification.

Key words: counterfactual ruguo ( ) sentence; classification; the
mode of logical derivation; cognitive evidence

Self-evidence: The Essential Interpretation of Modern Chinese Adverb

DIING  ++oreeerrrmmem Chen Yu ( 89)
Abstract: This paper investigates the semantic construal of a modern Chinese
adverb bijing ( ) due to the fact the existing researches that include
emphasis theory resulting theory and contrast theory are not exempted from
some theoretical and empirical challenges. Absorbing the merits from the past
insights we find that bijing is essentially an adverb that exhibit a sense of self-
evidence meanwhile the conclusion can be examined by the factivity test and
the arguability test. We also prove that the consequences of the self-evidence
representation account for why the former three theory have plausibility to some
extent.
Key words: bijing ( ) ; semantic interpretation; self-evidence;
essential mechanism

The Distribution and Generation of the Chibao Fan/Hezui Jiu Construction
........................................................................ Yang Xu (102)
Abstract: Chibao fan/Hezui jiu are considered as an anomaly for verb-—
complement constructions but the synchronic investigation shows that there
exist many other verbs in the chi/he position and many other nouns in the
Jan/jiu position. Their generation is described based on the Cognitive Profile
Theory on the premise that chibao/hezui” are treated as temporary compound.
The study suggests that constructions like chibao fan/hezui jiu” should not be
treated as a lexical phenomenon in a crude way but we should investigate the
lexicalization degree of verb-complement compounds and how often they occur
in the related transitive constructions.
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construction; lexicalization; semantic orientation
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