DOI:10.16027/j.cnki.cn31-2043/h.2014.02.001

2014 2 182

114 9 114 9

HoI R,

(FEZTKFEZHFE, LT 100083)

AT KR H 09 PE MR a4 ey Ak bt ie T MK ER R, FMAHAX
ST R0 B A M R s M K R IR A A A B T MR RR SR P A A e B
PR AE AT M KRR TR AL R, LSRG RAT MXFR P B H X
AR,

MREH RE AL ShE THe HXEH

N N

Fillmore Kay & O’Connor 1988 “let alone” Kay & Fillmore 1999
WXDY “What’s X doing Y?” regularity and idiomaticity

construction coercion

o N

« ”
o]

(1)He put the napkin on the table.(feiefm 455 2] T 2-F L@, )
(2)He sneezed the napkin off the table.(#udTefvte B4 4T2] T 2-F T @, )
caused-motion
+ + + o put”
o ‘“sneeze” i

“ ”

x RRARILEE RASH AL T KA B A MAEE . 12&ZD175) K F 4T 248 FAF L3R
(2010) Ao b 7 iF T R FARBAHR B (P B AR LS EREE2F I, A %5 10YB01) 09 ZL4F, AL
JE B AR AR 1T 3] e b A 69353, AU,



argument augmentation o

“sneeze” Goldberg1995
instantiate
fusion .
‘6 ” 5 2
sneeze
o ”O
o
o
5 [ + "
o
language value
]
linguistic value N

N

Gold-
bergl995 De Swart1998 Panther & Thornburg1999 Michaelis2003a.2003b.2004.2005 Lin &
Liu2005 Traugott2007 Ziegeler2007 Bergs & Diewald2008 o

N

2012
2011

N N

2012

2011 .

N

2009
2011 .

2004a.2004b

2011 .

2010
2009a

2008

2009 |
2009b .
2004a

“

2011



2011 .

2011 322

2011

" Michaelis 2004 25

Lexicalism

2012

o

2012

o Goldberg 1995 238

“«

“sneeze”

Ziegeler 2007

“sneeze”

2011

«



o
o
N
“«
“
o
”
”
« ”
«
“« ”
.

prototypical effect
pervasive .

(e}
o
N

aspect

”

“ ” 43 ”
o
+ ” [ ”
Y

“guan +er—guar ”

o

‘“ ” “ ”
[ 2

+ 2 o

”

o
o
N
o]
(e}

2012

13

2000



2012

1. “ ”
/
/
(3) k=t BTt T
(4) ZTFIedB B R T
(5)("§) X B EF BT
3 13 bl

2007 R « ”

feature-checking .

“« ”

(GRk=47%% + B T)

(TR +454E87T)

([EABXHRK+ETET)
+ 4+



2

+ 4+ + +
“ " mismatch
“ " construal .
N generalization across constructions
/ 0
“ " merge
/

(6)He sneezed.
(7)He couldn’t stop sneezing.
(8)He stopped to sneeze.
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