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20 a | have one hundred and one questions to ask you.

b They are doing the experiment in a thousand and one way.

c A thousand ways mean 999 ways plus one, and one hundred device means 99
devices and another thrown in.

o

d Ninety nine percent of inspiration is perspiration!
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The Multiplication Effect of Rhetorical Constructions and Related Issues
A Case Study of Changing Fractional Amount Constructions
Shi Chunhong

Abstract Based on the constructional research paradigm, this paper first systematically
investigates the generative mechanism and the semantic multiplication of changing fractional
amount constructions, including the increasing fractional amount constructions and the
decreasing fractional amount constructions. Then, it structures the hierarchy of changing
fractional amount constructions and their sub-constructions. Taking changing fractional amount
constructions as instance, the multiplication effect of rhetorical constructions and several related
issues are discussed, such as the internal meaning and generative basis of multiplication effect,
the path dependency on the constructional generative mechanism of multiplication effect, the
network and innovation hierarchy of rhetorical constructions, the methodological principles of
multiplication effect analysis in rhetorical constructions and the reexamination of the
constructional property from the perspective of rhetorical effect. In the end, this paper
discusses the language universals of rhetorical constructions.

Key words rhetorical construction, changing fractional amount increasing fractional amount
and decreasing fractional amount , multiplication effect, hierarchical network, rhetorical effect,
rhetorical typology



