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The Processing of Transitive Psych Verbs by Chinese
Advanced ESL Learners: The Shallow Structure Hypothesis

from the Perspective of Usage Event

KANG Jiandong Lanzhou University of Technology
NIU Yan Northwest Normal University

Abstract: This study aims to re-examine and further develop the Shallow Structure Hypothesis
within the perspective of Usage Event by checking how Chinese advanced EFL learners process the
English transitive psych verbs. Results show that (1) Chinese advanced EFL learners treated the L2
information in syntax and semantics in a way fundamentally different from native speakers; (2) their
L2 knowledge in semantics and syntax not only correlated with each other but also bore equal
weight, which gave no evidence to confirm that L2 speakers rely excessively on semantic
information; and (3) the cross - linguistic similarities and input frequency would affect the L2
processing to a large extent. These findings shed new light on the calibrating of the Shallow
Structure Hypothesis.
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1. 518

45 F L  (the shallow structure hypothesis)#& i , 7Ef# T —if A 7, —if#E
M—ifE 2w, AMERAE R/ il C 4 54 R 0TE 5 2 9RE T, A Tt
TIRANEAE B EE A R AN iR . BRI T U B 2 X
AR B o [RIRE IR UL FE Y, B A RREAS B B AR A T
WA HZ 5 (Clahsen & Felser 2006), 45 Bk iZ R UL —E L FEE T —
AN T — S50  ABAT A B B SOE BRI (5 B I3 477 . Levin &
Rappaport Hovav (2005: 14) 3§t} , A] LUi# 528 S 020 3 8l im) R 48 58 U L B 3l ) 4
o B, ARBFORE LD s BB iR R £E L, DUSAE R KO B AR A,
HEL AR SCRVR B SR8, S T g uE A FE 2 A R Ui A AR DG N 25 .

2. MRES

O BB 1A 5 AR 015 I8 A | B8R HT 4 (Croft 2001: 155), Pesetsky (1995:
194 H X 43 (Da F(Db FIFME L . Hd, (Da th BRI B &R H R oohids
TR BN )3 S22 G e ) A 1 2 AR RS TC R R TR 2 A3 )2
KA BETEALE o ISR BFR N “ 450 4 - 187 8l1A] (experiencer-subject verbs,,
fAiFR ES #lia)) , [F) 28 5 i S 185 SR A like .admire . hate .envy 5555 . SR, (1)b 5
(afHIE5E e I, i 2 P8R I 259 5 10 Jo k38 IR B m) v )2 MR B B il
1 SOZ PR e Jo ek s IR B )ik R ) TR AALE . 1%L
WK R “ 456 3 - 52157 31 1) (experiencer-object verbs, f&j #% EO 2f11#)) , [7] 2% 5| A4 5%
B SNRA shock .annoy disappoint , surprise %555, T ES zhia 1 EO glyia] ¥4 v /F
Ry Ky alyin) AR SO LG RR O K W2 BBl IR 2K K 0 B Bl ] 6 R (7 4 X
S BIREFR R “ES #=0 F1“EO #57
(1) a. Bill up#ie5e+s fear ghosts wseiesersis -

b. Ghosts ssiesen frighten Bill sy s s, (Pesetsky 1995: 18)

1C5 TR AR, 0 B D27 20 35 T R 20 38 5 i) () A DG i
GEAOCTE T LIRS TN ZE 1) B TAREARAE LA 6 T i3 fl— iR 4 ¢
FREIFE R RN Z R . HERT EEK (2018) #fith, & Fl—iE& 75 4]
BT HAFFEAR T2 7o 2) B THRAAHMAI A, X ZiE#& M —if & T ik
i E BN 22 5% . Cheng & Almor (2017) & B, —18EE& fl—ib & E1E SO T 7
TABAFTEA BT 22 5 o OB A SCH ST , AUR A T I 29,0 3R 3l inl iF )ik B2 A
KW, MBI BB CFFE 2014)  iEKE B E R 2016)  FEE TR
(Zhang 2002) , LA S A= st (7 o £ 55 20045 FR [ 42 | JE AR 20006 ; 2 4l X 58 9
2008; FEEEAR 20174585 . HAET, &AM X R L& % I8 DL B IR R 1 5EaE L,
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L 25 40 (B8 o LA, R 0 3 S 360 B Bl dA] 1Y 1 S vk T g TR
I, AT AR SR, ISR BIRE —30) 1-n Tad  vh 8 P> ELAR ] 2 —
TR SR BRI RE AR B SCIBR AL 5 5 L, Tl USSR AR B A A )
R, DA SR Bl BT H RO

A
il A il il P A
ESUR7E

> Efpuili >

AP
RAL
A

Bl S YA iE 25 ] [#] (Langacker 2016: 114)

fip e LA b B RO 7 Tk o INANE R OB B AR 7 Tl 5 21
£ (symbolic) , 1M 1 5 ZAFPE AR AT T34 “ i FH 4" (usage event) (Langacker
1987:66, 2001, 2009a, 2012, 2016). Frif “fdi JH 1" 5 i 5 M8 — 520, &
PEAEARA /N B 5 AR (o an « BIR) R E A AR o A R il
7 B LR AN G, 15 5 25 2 B S TR KM T A4S 1 BT AR E i A4 =X
%% (Langacker 2009b: 2), fE/]F I Tk F2 b, 38 o i@ b i 5440, v DL e i
SUAF B AR B RN (AN 1 R o BRI, Ak g AR A28 i
SO WA 2 535 I BARRRE . 18 UE B AR B AT LUAH BT (Langacker
1987: 76-81; 2016: 113), Langacker (2016: 113-114) M PU A4 2 FF X “ i F 2447 1F
7 TS . 1K %l (individual axis) . H. 8/ §# (interactive axis) . {#fi i 5l (descriptive
axis) . LA M35 15 il (discursive axis) &5 o Horb MR S ULTE EARXE FE R
HIAE T . Langacker (1987: 57)IA A, X Fi {5 B AOAT S g AR VA ¢ . B
SIS VLTS AR B BN AT N, B 3 Ui A AR T A R UK o A il
PRV T 2 A6 54 % L3 55 B9 UL % (construal) , o BT XA BRI A EE (S BOAYAE
HAEIE o U Ul IR A R AR A B SR R R U TR K

A SRR TRRTOCR T, S A7 A TSR ST R A AR o R M A
PE S i AR B TSR D “ USRS E" o R R B (e T LA T e ffe . AR SCRTAS
W BRI, (OGS T SR PO . AL (ground) 3642 ISR (2020),
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BN F s T RE 0 (an - % e VAL A SR EAE BRSBTS SR B0,
Langacker 5 i , Dh_ PO/ 4 BE A HLCHR , FHEARAE . ARAFFOKIE T UL L&A 4T,
X 25 FA B U R DG Al T A T 5 4%

3. R iE

BTV AR R AL P R

1) 7ESCE KBRS iR i Tk A 18 S0 Ak SR | LA kA B sh A A
FXF—1BH M B H S SRR 7 £ B i T i i UE R
FREAR B O 7

2) QAR s SUE BRVANAAE BOCHE IR A 8 4 A X B ARTE (N T 52 i
ey FESLE R, BEE TR A0N ange] 2

4. KWHR
41 EH—

Y — R GT A — ST A M AR R R E R 1)
S SO EER AR R 18 00 19 A A MR (TR T 0.5 2004) . [RIE, AR50 3 B
18] [ LA REIE (Croft 2001: 160) -4k FEFE my ML (B AR 2017) , i1 22 H (2)a-d 1
W SCRRAE (A=A ) X A3 bR i o 2) A)3E °: X 49 BS #4 20 Al EO #4 2K (Pesetsky
1995: 19), > HR 2y 1] B 1] Ji D) 5 F w2 4 0 0 L . 08 0~ KA (5 S5 4 AN
Ll P8 5 2 0L 2 BB A 2000), £ 32 38 2R MNCRNT . 3) 45 %R  AR R
COCA FH , 45 /INTF“30 YR/ E J77 B 1Al 5t 78 0 AR 3 GRS L B R 2017),
BRI F 30 /B 17 BRI E R R AR (R KT 430 RE 7 10 B B ) KR
D WO FE X A3 AR AR R AR o R, RO BRI AR SRR B A
U] B 0 T, 0 2 BT B0 AR A 24515 2. (Diessel 2019: 82-85) . Ktk , A B
FEBEAS T A5 X 43 BUSF AR N ST . 4) #1538 B 8h 4158 T 8y Je 24 2] 3%
WAL R H TR R UK. eI R A S KO BEFEAR KRR e 2
> H R L FIROK A (Olezza 1999), A I, A WF 983 1 15 5 7K P8 41 28 B 3l X
I3 N AT 1R K i 2 (TR - 1 ROk T4 FBRAE D i — iR AL (R FR « — 187K
F4) .

* & Langacker 76 H 2 A/E T OIf R BIBA 1018 08 3 BEE S B A Tl 8, {1 )2 Langacker (2000: 93-98)
BdE A 2 SIS I T A5 BARE AT G e DL A AR D B R . Xt R B i
RS EES S5,

SINEITE A R T R LN A SR AR N A, #0 S T AR 454 , R A ™ 4 X 43 (Langacker 2000:
121-124), {HJE, AN B RME SEE kb AT X L, R A 647 T K40,
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oY — [ A5 AL - i L (HH/IH/HMH/IMH)' 41 35 (ES #4930/BO #30) i %
(fRAT Ay A58 BB R oK A —18K ) FE AR &R . AR N 2
WU A2 (PRI 4.1.3)
(2) a. HH EINGIEAL | P YN EA | P
b. TH [(TEAAT AT i V emanin [R7R NI T i
c. HMH  [FRAMZ 1w V cman UM RN AT s
d. IMH  [AML T s V cman [ RN AT s
4.1.1 %K
F KA B AL 40 A AR LS Bl R AR S INAR IR SE 5, iR T
AR B B AR B % (TR TEM-8)' . WAE B 30 AT BUFEAS (5 1%
11, P19 N AFERS 23 25 4 P BAREIR 2447 %),
— B 15 A BEE BB B BUAE NS INAS IR 25 . R B 11 A4 A 350
A (BHS N Lotk 6 N AR 23 8] 50 %7 B4R 35.23 %)
4.1.2 xR
S A P B R AL S < 4 S E A ES 3fiA] (hate | love . fear £l notice) .4 M40
ES 3Jj i1 (admire . envy . loathe . Fil dislike) . 4 /> = 43 EO 2y i#] (shock . anger . surprise
F please) . LA & 4 IS EO ) i5] (frighten , amuse | disappoint I gladden), %3 %},
1A 16 A~ S ghial Ve TR, A HARA S Fl(2)a-d PUFPAS [ 25 AL Y
W SCRREA TR L o A 258 i 128 A4 m) FH4 i, BT A A -+ B HIL 73 A1 HE S o
4.1.3 LI A2
SEEy— R AR oT T FEME S5l R R T AR AEE . TR
TER T Z AT, #15 PI 44 JEIB ARG L & N3 T TP FEIE . e
[ 45 H 9 SCHE S if A2 2T 5 B R A L DL 2 128 S BEFLHE T B9 /8] (n gl 3 fir
7RG =B
= A AR ZFR IR IR T 5E AT 55, — B A A A BT 58
FE55 o Sl AR 22 e TR AR A7 WA o e 2 ) R A 280 T i) 5 48 5000 G s ST 44 2
I 18] +2.5SD) FIAE 25 I (8] o PR 5 4 (I ] 266 60/ 69 /i 5%) 0 128 /Sl 1t /) 7%
A 1-5 08911507 U0y . Hidr, “strongly disagree” 5 1 41, “disagree” 5 2 77,
“neutral "5 3 43, “agree” 15 4 41, “strongly agree” 15 5 43

" H=3 A4 17 (human); MH = ¥4Iy X 3¢ A 14417 (metonymic human) ; I = JG 4= 4 ) 44 17 (inanimate) ,

*TEM-8 &t & [ TR X vl [l ve G 0 i 2% 20 38 Al T 3L R A7 1 455 0038 (AR R 1998: 242) FIA @M (71 55
SERAME T B R R 2 BB 4 2000)

O HEAT I 245 0] 5 R A 11 ORI TR AR DGR T P A . A T T AT AR DG ST LR AR TR R
[ 45 (0] 6 A 19 77125, 1% L Cheng & Almor (2017),
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(3) The boy annoyed the old lady.

Comment: In this sentence, the sensation of ANNOY is experienced by THE
OLD LADY.

Question: To what extent do you agree with the comment?

Your Answer: A) strongly disagree B) disagree C) neutral D) agree E) strongly

agree

R EGUKTAR KA R R
ES EO

HH IH HMH IMH HH IH HMH IMH

M/SD M/SD M/SD M/SD M/SD M/SD M/SD M/SD
=g AR 3.53/1.21 3.14/1.28 3.79/1.27 3.79/0.38 2.35/1.48 3.41/1.01 2.75/0.88 3.79/0.92
K E S 3.71/0.86 3.79/1.10 3.68/0.98 4.00/0.78 3.16/0.82 3.77/0.87 3.43/0.99 4.15/0.96
—if W 4.92/0.28 4.85/0.38 4.69/0.63 4.85/1.05 4.31/1.32 4.31/1.05 4.41/0.86 4.77/0.60
K EH 4.95/0.38 4.97/0.44 4.85/0.38 4.85/0.38 4.69/0.48 4.85/0.38 4.92/0.27 4.82/0.51

4.1.4 FAE AT

T RIEF X R VAR T, 1) 2 (RS H S m BOK A — 15K

4) x 2 (/) ES 1 X/EO 4 20) x 2 (I 8 - AIA/ 5 #30) % 4 (i X : HH/IH/HMH/
IMH) 2 H R IR A 7 225081, 25 R 0w 18 L[F(3,123)=4.078,p<0.05,17,=0.090] .
A3 [F(1,41) =17.384, p<0.001, 17%,=0.298] . #i Z [F(1,41)=81.928, p <0.001, 1%, =
0.666] . LA K 4132 B 8 [F(1,41)=352.519,p<0.001, 1%, =0.896] =5 &t & , 156 15
SCRE B DL KA A B A R B AR SO Tl R R T HEAEH . A
5 H SR B AU B [F(1,41)=4.375,p<0.05,17,=0.006] , & BRI 20,
TEN T ES #920F1 EO #4) X, 20 [A] %00 14 b 25 [ps <0.05], BEHI7E B Anidin 1.J7
I, WK B S B EVRAEART M 25, Ak Jik DL AC |
B = FH A H AN B [F(1,41)=4.152,p<0.05,17%,=0.002], & LRGN 287, 760 T
ES #45XF1 EO #92CAT, 5 7K P-4 A0 40007 1 3 [ps <0.001] , {H— 18 7K V-2 3 54
O AN I 3 [ps>0.05] (AN &l 2 18] 3 [t 7% ), bk BH 85 7K 7 0 2 X6 400 R R0 B it
S 2) iR K P 2H Bt R AT 20035 - ES 8 3/EO R ) x 2085 K < AR/ 5 4
x 4(1 3L : HH/IH/HMH/IMH) — K & J5 22 50 81, 45 R s - 1 L[F(3,87)=12.625,
p<0.001, 7%,=0.303] . 41 % [F(1, 29) = 26.692, p < 0.001, °, = 0.479] . LA J 451 % [F(1,
20)=188.309,p<0.001, 7, =0.867] 55 FE AW i 3 , Ui B =& X} B # 0m T 5
AEBERZWAER . WAL DL RO A8 BN 3 [F(3,87)=6.737,p <
0.001, 17°,=0.189] . A7 B2 Wi 3¢ B, TG 18 J2 (R 0 18] [F(3, 87) = 6.440, p < 0.001,
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1, = 0.182], i J2& &5 49 i [F(3, 87) =8.510, p < 0.001, %, = 0.227] , & X 4] 2
) 777 28 e B . DL B URHE B T AR b, 1 R AR I e R, R T
I

LR LT, A E A AR S )k R DL RS B B A T TR AR
VR 2 R TR SUF BRSO

5 WE 5 i
(i A
2 2
BPOKTFH —iEKFEA BT —iEAKEA
215 205
K2 ESHAINTX K3 EBOM= T
42 LG~

S I A WE ST )R RS — A Fl, S R B R R Y
W B LR Ry o FR T RN B 3K T B A R T B AR B R TR TR L (B AN
T ZK W 2018), F2 56 — R FH 5 il PE 76 4% L i T B AR Bl o X AR B T DR
A5 SRR TR L, SORT DLk e S0 — 5 & 1 R SR . 3 Ah TR
— W N AT RE A2 B DU 0 o 0 R R B S AR SISO T B AR iR —
W

S AR FOE MR AR RE X E SR — R — 3 K EO 3
R 43 A < 5 U A R 7 BO sliinl” O i 48 2X 8 FR “EO w9 207) A1 5 1L A
5] i) EO 3fiin]” (%t 1 #4) X & #% “EO 40 #8 27 )(Zhang 2002) . [F] i, Zhang (2002)
INH L ES 8] AU AH OC 3l i8] 1 Ik FE 3L, BOR PR 40 43 o S 56 38 3 X
b 8 2% 2 # BO a3 EO a8 3 B 1F SUAITE 22 5%, KA 06 1 15 200 Y )
HAREH

SCHG A AR AR A ) )R (ES #3/BO it /B0 st ) 1 X
(HH/ITH/HMH/IM) |, LA B 511547 B (BEO it X/EO 1ty 20) . BHIAE 7 N “ 250 it
JC HEA S B I FE 6 2K
4.2.1 Z&K

34 A ESINTL— 1 B S R 2 E RS S NS5 R R 30 M
BUFEARCBTE9 N, Lok 21 N AFRIE 23 2 25 % SF 4R I4 24.34 %) .
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422 LI AR

S S0 PR S IR AL 45 < 4 NS4 ES 3R] (hate | love | fear F notice) .4 I
Wit ES 31 17] (admire . envy | loathe F dislike) . 4 1~ 1= 55 EO w31 1] (shock . anger
inspire Fl hurt) .4 D& EO 1w 311 18] (frighten . amuse , annoy Fl excite) . 4 /> 15 S
EO 5w 3l1id (worry , bother , surprise Fl please) . UL & 4 MK S5 EO x50 14 (satisfy
disappoint . gladden 1 amaze), 5370, 51 A 24 /1-38 X W) shia /e P00, B4
BELR SR F1(2)a-d PUFPEE SCAFAE A THE R . BN SE 0 i 192 4 a) . A T
R SHRLN I & A B ) AT T BERL Y A HES
4.2.3 AR

W T RHAELAELHIEN T RW LB HEITHNMES”, Ed
DMDX 4K 4 g #2 I 10 5 S WL B o S s it B2 rf, B 14 955 Windows R 4t HE ik
K BOE , WOR A PR O 1024x768, T AN A A, ZIX S HE K
6] B 25 60cm o 8 AN 526 7 42 i 10 S0 50 25 R B T 58 L, RS2 R 29 Ok 25-30
Pai

S BRI I SE S EOR —— I i S 4k ) — A e k. Hop
“ISAREET IR LI IREARLE  CFUHESRIR T T HESROR R BRI,
P T e B B+ 500ms ST, IR R TR 5 B 1527 250 ms, A2 R H 6 T
BT — AN 1 3 B AR A2 S . R, bR Je I A
Wr” 150 ms J& , 4R 2L 5 BRI A E 28 B 52 58 ) - 1Y ETE B TR 10000 ms, BORAZ
IR WHZ A T 53 2 75 2 IR R A IR o T IR SR AE « “+7 A IE
W, -7 RS DR RIWT, SCR T E A 2 s Eh AR SR . SCIR A5 RS 6T A AL
PR, B R BR A o) B) 3k 18 B8 s O T 3125 i) B] £2.5SD) R
i R (200 ms DL R
4.2.4 ¥ AF AT

i i RGN 2 TSRS AL B . 1) 2 (R AR/ R A X 3 (AT - ES
FIZ/EO gt /EO ) x 4 (38 X : HH/IH/HMH/IMH) = [N & J5 224387 , 45
7R B [F(1, 58) = 13.443, p < 0.001, 7%, = 0.188] . 1] V£ [F(2, 116) = 38.773, p <
0.001, 7%, = 0.4011. LA & i& X [F(3,174) = 63.711,p < 0.001, 1%, = 0.523] 5 3 % vj i
LU A e BbniE S0 Tk fR b ¥ T EHEEH . 15 S AL DI
U A8 TN T [F(6, 348) = 24.473, p < 0.001, 17, =0.297] , fAi AN 2 W, TG
W S AR A5 3 [F(6, 174) = 12.870, p < 0.001, 1%, = 0.307], i J2& &5 49 i7l [F(6, 174) =
47.534,p <0.001, 177, = 0.621], i SCHA) 6 0 3 OCHE . 2) IER R R R g 3R B,
TCAE S AR TR) 3 S i ], T SR ) 3 X6 L T A R ) 5 e AN A7 A B 3 25 S IG
i « 72(6)=2.888, p > 0.05; & Al : 5(6)=2.771, p>0.05], UL i X AjvE4 H
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X A I A R 5 M R A X N A A SR A 5 1S . 3) 2(RFE(E B
EO a4 ZX/EO 7 #8 20) x 200 3R < ARAR/ = S0 SR 2y 2550 R W, B R B S
WRAE H AN R [F(1, 58) = 59.765, p <0.001, 177, = 0.390] o filf FRAG e W, fE A
1], BEIE T A 0% N 35 [EO jm-EO £i: #(1) = 0.753, p>0.05], i 4 in] , BB 4y
ROV P2 [EO im-EO sz (1) =-12.867, p<0.001]. Ui WA REIE T A 245 B A0S
LRSI,

ZE LTR , TaB TR SUE B RV 5 B 3 DG, 3 A 5 I R A S e R
FIAY . BB AR BB E S AR RE N BTN T R IEIT A . ARAL
o7 RS 3] 1 AR A

K2 RBUKFLL RS RREE RS T | L A AR A T

; . SR (B - 22 D) IEAf %

GIFFS L < —
AT (M/SD) =1 59 (M/SD) i =g
ES HH 566.16/767.49 1512.87/1256.72 80% 100%
H 147.39/667.75 1539.06/992.33 63% 100%
HMH 256.79/1672.87  1256.76/1140.50 73% 100%
IMH 687.06/835.23 1437.13/768.54 90% 100%
EO jp HH 275.48/1212.53  1395.87/1209.96 7% 100%
H 739.67/534.59 1087.23/964.79 93% 100%
HMH 106.73/771.09 206.707/651.38 7% 100%
IMH 433.25/726.60 1392.73/594.03 73% 100%
EO x5 HH 285.70/1084.87  1299.37/1455.97 67% 93%
H 725.32/1100.86  1217.76/1084.89 90% 100%
HMH 153.38/611.99 1339.61/1621.70 70% 60%
IMH 201.98/442.08 1684.06/896.60 83% 100%

5. Gaitit

A58 S R S O A (] DU A A R XV 45 A AU A R G
(R BHEAT T FSE, 45 SR BN 1 LA WO A 50— 0 T B ARl A 8, K oF
TIBEMIEEAEARMEES . B REN IR ERIN T A EEL
S VER o R, A PRI 0 R s K o 3 gl ny i TR A
B AR X IR A AR AN A R T TR A e . LR IR SE TR SR
B I ) OB (HI% A & PH Clahsen & Felser (2006) 3= 57K [ — i 24 2J
FOHEAMOBUE SUE B IR . N m st DL B WA R B T BRI Ie, DLk Rk
PR
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51 X FMEMEMINMBEZITIL

ARG — D EZR S THRTHCRHE R, DRGSR A AT 5T &
HREIZNE . ABFFEIEW  RAE 38 T # b B R0% W . 4R, 5286 —
FW, iR 2] F 1) ES 8 3X (HMH) A5 588800 - A A5 BI04 850k 45 , AR i) 1 7
T2 B (3.79) Ho i i) () P 9652 3 (3.68) B i . SIS T H —iF EO 4 X (HMH)
WA ZAUEIE , ARAIR) IE 80 % (70%) B A ] LE 56 2R (60%) & (WL 2) . LA I 5
AT LA I LR LAy TR

G AR LR O RAER R A o [R1JETLLHE BF 5T, Langacker
(1987: 57) 45 i AS R S0 B AL B A oG . (U2 RPN BIRE &
HA R LIE R KR (Diessel 2007), KEHFIE R, M AR 55 A B4
S DL R AR DG R R AL RIVE ] e 3 805 5[4k (Langacker 2000: 99-113;
Richards & Pilcher 2016). £.0BEg)inl (0 T B 185 B B 2R,
FLpAR BB A B Ak SR (SE MR O #20) , A0 IR 2 32 BAR B M A= v v O
SFEME)(Verhoeven 2014), 525G — FISE 50 —H0ER MR A)vk CRIUVE o (6 X
FRIE) R0 835, = 38 BARN AR B . BB DL I R OCHR % , Y0 B g
WM TARmAER . R, SRR S H G, A6 % BRI E, 1 Z 0
S RN A A A D T N AR

e HAR A SR I ()2, A b R AR SRR B SO AN/ NI, R AR Dk
NIl (2020) % BRL, A& ik 7O B R BTG e R v R ¥ T EEEA . Hob  HMH
I HH %5 90 28 4 Ay PR AF 58 25 50 i s T PRI ME . R, — 5 AR A5 T RE BE AL
iG—A> SE FAF s —1~ OF . MM # 333 9O B (AR A PT RE 2 A EL R0 B 3y
)R A M R AR v g . N, SE F5 44 Fil OE #4 2UA e 458 51 OE =4l SE #45X
ARHEEE ST FEOE T N TR e, PR, A b A 2 19 B8 nl g a3 gt —
Hh 3 ES #4930 (HMH) FSE 5 — H T8 EO wo M XN (HMBED) N T 52 % . ekt
BRI IR RN E . RO, 5286 —BdR R Gt R A B 55, A
AR e M 3 301 SE #4920 (HMH) A1 O 44 20 (HMH) i T R X (G %
R FRAFAE , 33K 8 I A= i P A g 3k g e ko EL Aoy %0 o T 52 i B Oy B AR
ARSI X ] 92 o

[T, ARG HE AR | S5 I (2020), 1 HH 28 A A PERRAE LN 12 25355 i T
RIME, (HIL S8 KA. SR HIRI , T HH 2830 H 305 4k b o
A AN AEAE 22500, r DL L0 PR R B i LR &R D, S B0 A far
o, RER Q1IN FEXFEIE T MR GEELRE T ESEM. %I4T
FER G IR AEF T E AT AEE B E RN e . L, ZEAR IS ik
AR A T RXE . 55 4h, SE5 — ES A4 28 (HMH) A1 EO gy 18 X
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(HMH) W EA RA I T 58 WS . A e SE 5 — FSE 5 — 1) — 1 ES #20(HMH)
PHRNES, RIR = HTE S T B B A2 5. Btk , 5280 FBAR v RE 2 % mm 2118
BARWIMEN AL . X T EO £t 20 (HMH) Fl EO 4 2 (HMH) #H 5 P
KR BB BT AR 2SS . UL, BEE R 0] RE S IS R
MEH R

L, DL B SR g R 2 AR EZ BRI ZER . BORE F B A —
FEMRE VR o (HJE B RZ % B AR B (A E) E T KO LR T B L L
KBRS 2 R . ARERE S HAT i AR B i i 5 1 [ 1k
(Schmid 2017: 14-15),
52 XFTEIBXNFAEXZENITIE

AW FE 0 55 A — A A T R 28 A LA, 5 I o SRR 3 1 DG B 1
Clahsen & Felser (2006: 27) W FFAEHIS AWM, A 18 XA R MG A X prid
BB FEASTT 3K (Langacker 1987: 60). PRI, AR X — 3 09 & R IR AR VT .
AWFFEIER A AT T R v o SORVR)E B 3 OCIt . [RIA &8I, Rk —
TEE NS RV M R R AR 24 . 4R1TiT, Clahsen & Felser (2006) TA A& 7K —
T X SUA T B A RS T o 1 s LA b 5 %) 32 B SR IR mT BE Sk E TN
XF T B B AR 25 5o Hoh g ik A S G N R A A A
X LK T, M ASBFSE i it TEM-8 K i i i 583 4 9 ii K. Rtk , R
NI TS e DO e = I D W S A XA NG Syl B~ S i a1 o

HR AT (2013) MBS AT DL LS IR, B, — 7 T iR R L R AR
Tl i TEM-8 1 iR R 0EiE 2% > 3, g 4 5 AR 01 58 B vl bedk s 55 4 —
D71 ST 4T g N T AR bl ORIV gk i BRSO, AR H bR -5 A
5% VL S Clahsen & Felser (2006) 247 —2t: . ik . Eiili (2013) &3, &K V-1 —
HH LA RER B —EE W A s TR, BB B T iE I T frh 2% T
FEME ., L4585 Clahsen & Felser (2006) L S A FE —% ., [\IAF, {134
RIFE B T B i ORI A A BN o X S AR A R 5
=3, FAh MATIRIE T KR R SO E M ER RN R, i1k
PR b S AT 18 v ] e i A ) 3 AR AR I B ORI SR BRI TR | i e e i oK
BHAEZIT RN . v UL F K R (2013)WF 5T Y Hh T 2 2]
Clahsen & Felser (2006) 0 5¢ H 1) 55 2 e iF: 27 2] 5 AE 18 5 A7 0 R Bk R .
PRI, AR A A GBI 53 55 2 0T a8 2 1 AR IR 55 KA ™A e, A XA
FIE M A %) ) R Z AR A R 2015
BRI ETE T A IE S O RIS, i TR BIACBF IS AN AR K 2 T R H b | I AR AR A
W0 SYAN A A S AT 5 1 LR P2, 7525 B Marinis et al. (2005).
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6. &it

ST R L, AT B I TR S R B UEHR 738 WT B R I, A5 PS8
AR B 35— B R I T RA B A e H 2R WA T, AN
RILEIERIRT 5 56 i SOV 5 BAT B8 1 QM , — 3 e /) 1 T A
AR, 7E— R B2 T iR EH MR S Ko S0k, R S R AR 3¢
BFSE , AT ESE B R T S B 25 i, R BB SGE ), AR 8 B an i ;
7 HE 2 A, RS RO W, AR AT SE IR . SR, AN B
FE I AERI AR B, X SCRVR)EE I 38 LAY iR PR A 5 56, A BRI
AT
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