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SUEFIE B Fa 5 “E” FrREERBITENZEE
HFritiEs

FRIE L
EFOEIERSE, FE

mE

AR I T KARERE, KA Z BN 77k, MPEARREH RG SATFREF T
A FAE 9B Faf g RAERSEREIRREHTTEMFLE, HRLI:(1)
FEVEARRET, HEAMKXRAFERRMEE R EOXLOMRR. 7 58 R A F AN
RAEBE. FHEE. RFIVLEREE. FHEE. LEEFURFAESE, B FHRE
R A A ESZE BB E. 24 EREIE. AEES. RERNHEEURNEER;(2)
A AR X 3 G ARTRIEE B AR EAM R AR A X, B AT 3 #8935 5 RAER
BOAEA, xE R RAE AR AR #NGAT BT F I £ B4F4E, X
B AHMET R PAER m AR IEREE®. Bk, AFTANRRA “Be—a%” EAH
FEKX, AURENRAAF P URAARIFENL. BEAERELOERHL, #HEY
SINEE. ERFEFATERFL, UHBFIENESZ AZEAN A 0 RRR. FRE
— R E I R A S AL Z 7, AW B OB T MRS HF A EF R RAER
T T LIRS HF AR

%417
EEE TG, SEALAN, 5 E BRI

jllf3

1 3|

ERARVOENZEEFGHRDT, “F” Fah5 “®© FHAREBETHREHNHF (EEE,
2010). RE—_FEDR LEAEEE, HAXRLEBFEXRR, BEIFEHENRERAK. RE
Goldberg (1995:3) #y “MX L [E X EN” (Principle of No Synonym ), 7 X #yZ F LR AT &
EXREADGRNER., BRE “F” 5§ 9 AKX, —HFEAH —MELNESRES
Pex F, XIEWIE T T CAE N L X —h 86 IEE R (Form-Function Pairings ) By 4% Ji, 4o

(1) a. ZILRFEEXER %L,

b. * X JURfE &K R Bk,
(2) a. Mt i& 4% K& B RIB IR o
b. * #6435 e A& R B AR IR BE o

* WIAAEH., B R HEH: zhengboxinzheng@]163.com
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XA R A B R T ek, MR T SGE B I H T EME . BT ARERLE
EHAAHREZEER, HhFIZ7Hu g EAHRNRE. REFRENZALAP K,
BREFE—RR: —FE, AAEIRARZANTEFRERN A RIEAHTEHE, ¥
FENERRESEREER ABHE. Z—FE, ERARFEFEIMFRERERE-NE
Fiwg. BAMHBENAAER (WEIE -+ BHEE + 28 + 218 E1E ), Am#EE TN
TER. XAMAEALEAR EFIFETERNP R — RS, AT EHE~ Y
fE T EFIEAE, 0 (3) 5 (4):

(3) * #Fa9 LA 2098t T ARJE (CC 12} AL H F — A,

(4) * fRay3Ed {CD# ) K% {(CD# ) A T4 {CC I } %7,

ARt PRFAR G HFERFHRR, RFRKALFHER (Usage-Based Approach ) #F
TEN, ZEREKEZRFETHES FAEG )T 5L (Theakston et al., 2001; Boyd
& Goldberg, 2009; 1%, 2011). Hik, BEFIFHMAIBGHAENE, FRAFEHR
EEZENTHNERASERX., EFE L, KHFRRXA S E X454 (Multiple Correspondence
Analysis, MCA) X —Z BT B ST HA, K. AT RES T H KAKEH 5B IE AT
AT E, A ERAMXEDE. BXHEEAFAEAERET R AIMEKE X R, M
EO“E” FaE 4 FAEARBRPHEAFRAMSE, BRX 2454t AFREER
RBETFNEFHEH R EAFEASE. IBLEREREL G RRENRE, AT ZEH
A GR M EAF AN IR, N ERT XEFHN R RESH,

2 MERERIR
21 “f£” Fa5 7 FEBEETR

“f FHE B FHRTGEFRFHNZHYE. BRAARKLZETIAEERB AR
TiE, BHRHEEHRECHEES BE@ L ZE R AL,

EAEEE, FHAXLZRETERBENVAZR. FHNHEE, B FEHERXA
mE SR, FHAEERFENR, W M FHNRETHERM 8 AR R (B AUH,
1948 ; £ 47, 1954; T, 2004), flan, “XAIRKTFS” FHEETGERAIE, 2 “X A
RAFCHT? MTEEZ., WIS, B FaALERALALE X RA T (Ao “4787 “hig”),
SO (0 “ER” HEY) WEZTERME; ML, “fF FaxtshiEa g REgd,
FAMFER (Li & Thompson, 1989 ; £ % 57, 1995; fR##H, 1999 ; 5 H K, 2004).

EEXE®, BERATLEFTHE LR GEE, FRERINE 07 T RMEHEX
FENHE. mapHER, NEXREFRTEETARFENAFEEEMD T ; W “F” FHKE
MBFERZNENEZE S, 2R EMERI LW ESEHE, FHib € FARERES
T o“fE” FA (NFEE, 2002; FHa, 2004; x| EM, 2011). whéb, mEHRXERLM T E b
GaEEZR. B FALERENALE RN ESEH, L REAE CE R BN, T “fE”
FAEENEMGE F AL, MENESF (FEE, 1986; K(EI, 2000 ; 5KIEEZ, 2001 ).

HEEREE, ‘B FHANGEREMIRETFRAE, FRANRLAEEFTAMKE
BEALE F B (KIEE, 1991 ; 3KAAIT, 2000); WAt “f6” FA WA TN £ &+ FHIEREE,
ZANZMAEARE N EEERE (H =8, 2002; %H I, 2004 ; Miyake, 2005 ; 1714,
2016a, 2016b ).
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PRHARAZRETE - ETERARNAETHENESR, E—ERE EREHKTIES
RGO E M, SER, ZRAXTEABANDH, HoFHETANANEEFEIL
THAN, MRZEHEFWHEFEATH - MEERIE, AUREREE -FNER UL EHTHLHE
HZX B X % (Gries, 2003; X4, 2023). HFEX, HRFFEXA L EEIH, ETHRiHHE
A % 2 A LA B o X AN iR R A WA R AE. Bl x4 e An ok (2023 ) X145 # % (2024)
SRR R AR RN BAFRAAK S TEEE IS5 HEA, EEAA%. BEM. &
A BERE Z ERHF T LR KL F B SGEARRES X “F” Fa5 B a8
A, KB R AR EE AR R OA IR R, T T A AR AR R Ak
AR, B UK 3 — R AT R R

22 “f” FA5 B FHOIGHR

EREHFRAL L, “F” 5§ 07 FHNEIBARES F6 EHEIHE. 298K
DLk B R 1% 247 (Error Analysis) £8, I REF B A T RA PXF@BEFF0H > 18R (w
B, 1994; K&, 1996; B XM, 2009 ; R, BRFir, 20184 ) RH M+ MEH
BT NAZER.

AT, REMTREEATFNERANE LN, “ER—RIR” W THERZAT ¥
HEFMNERZRGPMAARI, HWLEITFEFIH1ES KN E BHETAE (Schachter, 1974;
Kellerman, 1995; x| ], 2002 ; Ellis, 2008). EEEHZ, —E&JFNAREAETI ¥ H
W H B D TENIES PR, ZERTGEERIL. 4%, BXKEAFEERN
hie R, EARME ST —MBEMEE R, IERFEERTABRBUIH A RKERER
SRR AR, TG R R IR AT BT B4 &~ 80 (Larsen-Freeman & Long, 1991; Granger,
1996; F 2T &, 2020, 2021).

Fl, FIFEEHENELHREFFENRRARKENANNE R, TEOAREEERES
SRR, FEARGHR (FFLE, 2020, 2021). REFH/FHRTER WEHELE.
EEAKT. HM BT FSIBEENTFREEKI GO H (RN, 1993 ; 2 K&, 1996 ;
BEUHT, 1996 R#EW. EB=, 2018), RAR TALZMN., kMM, ATtk ZEE—HWHH
= (EHE. HEE, 2004; =4, 2018, 2020) ] BIEN, [EEREFR A EZEEL
SEF I HFE AT R ETN, ERBTEEOEE? A1 BE R (BEA (R ) £
T HEIE S KT HRAT LR E, HZP#ITTEEAREIEH R X ER Y BT s bk.

23 IEEFMRMSEARSINEE

HEFHERANFARTBREET LEZ HZ 24 (Multifactorial Analysis) K 4210 ) 7 i% B 47
(Kuznetsova, 2015). #affrit, ZE X AN EEH AN BB ESFEAR L EHZWEEA N
MEEER, RBEEFREME. B B ERFZMES E K (Gries, 2003; Baayen,
2008; Glynn, 2014). ZHE M A X TERAGARBARER T THRENZIEER (FX 4,
2020). ZBEREAABREREL Z THIHEA (B E0. 2 EFN %), ERAH
RERTAIES TN thE e, 8 idx1E 54T 4 4F4E (Behavioural Profiling ) #4% 48 & 1.,
RERABTEERZIBWEFSHAKXR. ZEREMMP ZRATEZHHRAZEIARG L
e, Blanzhis —/dmiAA A (4o Gries, 2003 ). X R IE 62 (4r Gries & Bernaisch, 2016;
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Rothlisberger et al., 2017; B E Ay, 2017) VLK B % (40 Rosenbach, 2003; Heller et al., 2017;
Dubois et al., 2023 ) %,

EHREHAFRE, ZEFLMEAFRIAL LR KNG MBS, 6w, Levshina et
al. (2013) FJf 2 & x§ B A Ay 2 3608 o fir 238 0 A7 AL B A K18 U R 1H, B LAt
b= A EE X 4E B R Liesenfeld et al. (2022) XZf £ % REMT 5 B AR X,
B REI. FWILEXEEREXFELIBAEE, HE 7 A7 b7 AT
THEZE. BER BRNFFOTREAZBEEZTERENA (WELE. KEH,
2020 ; Tian et al., 2022 ; X[ 4. ¥ %, 2024 ; Tian, 2025). L3R B 3 x4 % it R B0 &
BAALHAT 2 B AL, EWR T ARREH WEAE A, ZAURM T 30 B A K 64K
WP, B FREFAHMR IR LRAERE T 5B IE S 77 kb 4.

FAHRFHNETAMEZERZEANER, FHib, BANESTHESHN TETL
EEHMNEXREE (MK, 2021). Deshors (2010) RAF I F B FHA, & IIE A
B3 UM KA B AE A BB P B F £ 5% Gries & Wulff (2013) MET 4 H A,
WHRB b E G EE R ) EF R ELEBEY AGHAER. LIS T kX
Te BB AT AR, JFIRE T F RPN (s iR HHE, 20205 FEA, 2025).
GEMN, RTHREMAAEARCZE S HEWFE QR B0 RTRES
M. #ib, AARERETHEANHREXNEME S HELATBE, RA L EXR AT
EERB T OARBARE B § 87 R T I 0 R R AAE, DU SR At
R FHE AT T R ROt R AN S

3 ARt
3.1 #fF 3R [8)jA

A RARE L RIE —EFAH B FHE 0 FaANERERERLLRAZE.
BAKT &, A 503 B B2 DL T B A2 TR R

F— BARFENER FE FAE E” FHRAGRFEREA A A M
=, BRTPENEAXRABAERREZEFEZR?

3.2iERHARGIRER R

AT A 1EE R R B HSK 20 & ERE 2.0, AJRiETEF & B BFSU ToRCH family
Chinese Corpora 5 LCMC.

HAEENE N GNBROFE, ARSEFFRARAN “TFH2 + mEE" ENLI2EF X
(KA. REBREA, 2005; 2B, 2019), HEILF L 60 05 80 KA TS HAT
WXl Fm. R “F” 5§ 8 ARERT, FAIGKRE “F” “—fs” B> 3
Bl RG], AR o BN A E IR 2333 LB RGER (b “4B” F 41200 5, “fE”
FA 1133 %) MARKFREES. wiEx FEESEER (2000). EHE (2004). x| 4.
FahmA (2023) FWAAREE (K1), HAU[EKF+FE/EH{FEEHEREBEIESN
% R AT BAL
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b7 X8 ¥ 1 (2026)

A RATET R

HEXA FriE E & & KT PR AR A
FHEH A £ (np); K38 (pn); 2018 (vp); /M (s); &EE (ell) CauserForm
N HAK (con); % (abs);
HEEAR FiE (eve): B2 (15) CauserSem
BREALEN FHE (y); B&E (n) CauserAni
FEERM HE (y); £FE (n) CauserVol
(&% 75N £ (np); RIF (pn); 2078 (vp); /M (s); & (ell) CauseeForm
N HAK (con); % (abs);
&SP ES HOE (eve): B (1) CauseeSem
b g FERAM FHHE (y); B&E (n) CauseeAni
- FEERM FHE (y); B&E (n) Causee Vol
BREEY X KRR (v); Kb (adv)f %Eﬁ.(.vv);vr(ij]é%:); ZhR (vasp); PredForm
> 1& (idiom)
ERFEHSM & (y); #&5 (n) PredDyn
2 REIEA T AR (y); BR (n) PredTel
BN FHfE (ca); 8 (en); FAIE (pv) Force
s B (pos); # M (neu);
& X # AR (neg) Prosody
A, LA (n); P (a) Text
3 s BAEAM X f# (shi); 48 (ba) Causative

AR ATIEH B 32662 NMERAE R N BRBARGE B, BT FEALA I 10% AR #AT — K
B, Kappa —HMRRERE T ALEN —BER L E T 085, RAMERELA RAT
By R

33MRFAZE

AR K % B3t AT (Multiple Correspondence Analysis, MCA) 1€ 4 4%08 S it F &,
FrafiE L BEHE RFAUFE (AR 442) w7 k. HF, HERTEERT N5 8T
FactoMineR # factoextra 2 7 & # 4T (Lé et al., 2008; Husson et al., 2016; Kassambara & Mundt,
2021), HAEMBEENHE T ca F2)FH F mjca() BHHATIHE.

ZEXNNONTER THEEANIN L)L T ENE 2284 (Greenacre, 2017), H I,
VA M) Z AT A A AT R ey R A I AFAE (kg 2019 BF, 2021; K.
&Y, 2022a, 2022b). SHE BRI R, BTN B BIE R I DB RG] N AT, DUBEA R K
AEI4TUETRAEA G, ZEM AT E T S EREEE ML S, f% A G
T E W NEKXEK (Glynn, 2010). ZEEFEEEFULAANERER, 5B HEH
PEE R T HAIME S XEBKEZ (Glynn, 2014),

9 28 B AR ARRAE A B ARG e 8 A T B K A L B B R B AR A T Y IE
TRE, R ESETETHENHRESME. BINEFERE 5 TN REL BH®
BA, TERRI U TR T TSR F AR AE, AT T XA
S 4 A ) R £
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4 HREE
4.1 BUERIREN Z EX M S 4E

ELZENNANERT, ZEZABELTRFNERGE N ENEREZR (Husson et al.,
2011). BAKTiE, F—4ERAGTHBERALANTRE, EOMERAAREL FM R ZE N,
M S EENKRERBEFRRORETRFEN. ERKREENY, IR NELZEREET
75.8% MBEL R, HMhEZFFHAREERAEANHEERS. DhEAXREE—. £ %
FEHFI RN EE ST T 4 o =Ly B 3 M RPAE.

H1AENWETT “f5” FHE5 9O FAHE_LEZEAN M, HPEE=fAkrmEdy
X, REZAXTIBEERME. “BF” FANTE - F_EHENER, 1 B FHULTE—.
FoHEHSE, AEEXNEIHFERE X LKR.

B 1. KB AGRIE ) % B XA B

MCA factor map
v

Dim 2 (8.95%)
n

2
Dim 1 (13.84%)

GLHETEENEENTRE T, F—EEFTEHKXEIELL (R=059). HEHAE
M (R=0.541). £RFIEH A (R=0410) =L F I 2h, ZEF £ FERARH LKA
FHRAESERBENA TENER. F - EEETEHMFEFIE L (R=0565). FHEAA
M (R=0.531) 5# =W (R*=0.389) ZTUFAER 2, % — 4% + FRAEF LA A FAH K
AL £ R

HEFEREZN LA, “F FAHEAEFSETEERREN L ARE, FHEKE.
WM EREIE. EHESE. REAFEZEURDAFESE, ZEFELRAIWMEEHILORER
A, o

(5) BA#MRAAZ ALY A tm W 4% 5 2 R B % 3. (ToRCH2019 C07)

7 T REAFERBRET ARBRE I AERE. AR RE. B ERFIE. AEEE,
AR EZEURRIEAFEE, IEFEIRBEIRENZERMPED AT EER, .
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(6) M Eie e K& Rk 15000 A% 2 7 A, (LCMC_G34)

BREBHNE, BRWMARRZEE B FaA574EXNFE LB ENLAMm ( EHUR,
1948 5 £ 77, 19545 %, 2004), ERFRKA “fF” FHRFESRIRNX —E R X2
Y RENG A -, XKW FAFERT AT, HEFRTEZEL .

o B 745 <387 747 oW 408 (Centroids )2 T 95% #y B {2 4% ( Confidence
Ellipses) ( W& 2). BEEAMEERESE PO B ERESE P Y SEIT A0 EETE, TN 0%
BRI E B9 B 15 X ] (Levshina, 2015; 3, 2019).

B 2. “fE” e e e B AR E

Confidence ellipses around the categories of Causative

10

Dim 2 (8.95%)

Causative

Dim 1 (13.84%)

H287x, “7 FaA5 € FANEGCHELIRZ20H, XEAHEHAEREE
HEAHEENRUTFER, FTHEEFCHANESE. X — 4K LFH T Goldberg ¥y “M X L [H
SR (Principle of No Synonymy ), [& Bt #4423 7 M & & (2010) X T 2 {FE A9 XA AN A,
Bl —# & 2 {F X, {85 4& A (Basic Construction) 5k 4 (Derived Construction) £ 7
Z 0.

Bl 3. “f” g4 “” FamEsmE R

Concentration ellipses for the categories of Causative

Dim 2 (8.95%)

Causative

Dim 1 (13.84%)
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o, A EAFHENAE L FE P NERPAME, AXEE “F” F4f 8 F4
H BT A E E AR A T 95% B E IR ( Concentration Ellipses) ( 1K 3). 5 & EME A,
G AR R R B N TR Ak TR A S A P I SRR ST, R SRR A A R R L AR AE
( Levshina, 2015 ).

H38F, “F” Fa5 € FARNCHFE—LEE. KRBT S 8% 0N K kA
{1 (Family Resemblance), RE B AR EA s, H_FHHhE “FARKEEFFHEME
REE” AEFEZEN, HWBW |8 E FEAEES (Rosch, 1975; Rosch & Mervis,
1975). W8N GRAEE, XMBBAFNENETEL R IEFIHTH “AFiEEE
ERAAY BRWERA.

4.2 BIRFERMEHNZEXMH LR

4.2.1 R T K 2 F0 N B 45
ERAFFMES, WAMNELERBET 79.6% HEXR, EWEHEIHRTEFR
FHAEAL B R T, T SRR 5T T A R UE R N

B 4. (AT R AER £ E XN AT E

MCA factor map

Dim 2 (7.33%)
™

Dim 1 (14.79%)

WHA4RTT “f87 FH5 “ FHEMKTFENEFLZENXNONER. F—4%4FF
T HEEAAME (R=0639). FHEIE £ (R=0.567) fuff EH £ M (R=0433) = BT
Wzh, ZHEZEERMAAEINAEREEFFHARELNZR. F_4EFTEHFEFHA
(R=0.327). FERERM (R=0307) foff Fi& X K (R>=0.308) = FUAFAEW 2, %% fF B4R
FMEFEM R EFEEM ML EZR. AT, WEE 4T, BEHRESCEE 4HF L
TELH. X—ERET THRATFIF ALK BN BERE . EIB/WH, FIHHABE
BREIPEALEBEMREN, MU AZLRESHAFLEEH R AT (ORERE. 52,
BRI AR LRy “fF” 5 B8 WARESLE.
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GEWNEEIN, RKTFFIE “F FAONERERAREATARE. FHEEESH
AEEE, BAMNA A (7). (8) fix, A TREAMEAEFEIKNFERERICRES L b,

M ETEARE, FREEATELRIZOMAEARFE), (KRREXFZG—EAP))

(8) o —s2 12 ey dhdh g Aseir—k, ((KRARITIHY)

‘B FANERFERSMENAERE AN HELS LAFESE, BAFG 40(9).(10) T,
ZRTRAEAEREN T EFEFNEETA

9) KElaTayaRAER, (el KA RIA))

(10) HIFsHIE KGR EETH KT . (KRR T / S4AEF)

HREAFEGEEAK TR EFHERHANETEEMES S FMHE, wES 586 ir:

5. Ak AT A8 o AR A R

Confidence ellipses around the categories of Causative

Dim 2 (7.33%)

15
Dim 1 (14.79%)

BsET, WAWNANEGHEESY —SE 520, BEF _EEGREE. XAGHIT
bR AR AR R - ] Bk S T B A R AR A% KA
Bl, B THEM RIS R 0w ARE, TR RREN. 5% AP R - AR,

B 6. Ak AP o A1 B o A I

Concentration ellipses for the categories of Causative

Dim 2 (7.33%)

15
Dim 1 (14.79%)
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HewWEPMARTS T RSR AN MM R, EREF, REWEHAEMRAFFNEF
ERRAR N EA Y, EREE_SERAPHIFERENESRER, EERB TR AREN
REZABREEL M. X0 A EWESE—ERE LR T F 3 i XA XA
FEABEMIME, wfl (11) A “fE” FNEFERKREHSRLTR.

(11) * XAefE {CCIe ) RSB Rkst, (XFAKLTHFH—AEZIT))

UG, ¥AHFEREER THAENER, EEAKEESHE, TREEHRA
B2 R Y A

4.2.2 BT R A I 2 X4 45

EEAFRNES, F— F_EZEARBET B4% NRERR, HF 4R
B ERIEA N7, BB ST 4 Sk TE B 74 B B TR ARAL

j2x}

7. B AR E B % BN AT

MCA factor map

Dim 2 (6.74%)

Dim 1 (17.26%)

BKFHEMNEN L EN NN EROE T, $—%EFETREALENE (R=0.675).
B EA A M (R=0.659)F1 5 FE LK (R=0.641 ) = FUER s, EARSHEMR N ES4ASE,
F—REFERMALIHANEREEFEEM BN EZR, ERFSHATNBEEF .
B REFERFEEERME(R=0.290). 4 2 EH X (R=0.301)5 4 £EE4H 74 (R=0217)
SRR, ZAEENRMEAEEAKTFNERGEmEN, TERMHREFEES L RE
EHHEMNER.

BARKRE, BARTRMNEREHAGEAR R RMEEmigat, SR TRMNER “fE F
ANERAFERMENLAERE. AEES. SHEFE. LEESE. TRERBEESRAERE
&, A kEEERMN. FENOESORST M,

(12) IHF, HFFERLT TR, (TR PR G—NAAD)

() 23 XHEXEHE, FRAREERY Y —F —i&5, ((RHKRIFARKG—INAD)
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B FHHMBERGEREARERE. LAESE. AANEE. AREE. ARERE
ERHREREE, MARARFAENZN. FREARERTMGEMETH, 4o

(14) 2R K B letb g s Bk — k. (T3t KRR K9 — AN

(15) B4R G AR CAMAFT o ((F “ ZAFd R KE” HBEH))

FRFEAFE S R R T BT AE R 95% WEGMHE S EFME.

& 8. B A A-iE e B A A B

Confi s of Causative

und the g

Dim 2 (6.74%)

1.0
Dim 1 (17.26%)

HE 8 W, EF—%E ERAMKANBEORTT BEFHX LM, RWFTFHF A0
ERAHERETORE. EF_HFE F, HRTRATFHENILFES, SATEMEFHE
MAMECEZER FCEAL R B0 S, IxAGHKFFIF O REEETRME.
EREEA R EFMESTY R — RS, G TR ARSI — e LI B2 K1
EERRGH w2 2 F S SRS T da ks 4n 1L .

9. B AT B -1E By B oA R

Concentration ellipses for the categories of Causative

2z}

Dim 2 (6.74%)

1
Dim 1 (17.26%)
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HOMmETMEAN—FIEEL, GATFIZNBRENAZRACHELZENN, HH-ETRK
EHIE, WERMAAE g P EEAE O RA T X, WA, B e, AR E A
MEERXBW LA, IEEGKTNE, WKL AMYERETRDAGEFE, wfl (16):

(16) * & {Cl-zy # } INEHF 3] fE RAAT R 2 E R EL A/ E T {Clba}. ({F
SRGEME L R))

43 REEESRMENHLMESES

4.3.1 AR5 & AR A TR IEE

HRKI, PEFAHFEEIAFEN I THLE 5 REEH RIE BEH . Xtk
F BRI N 2t B E A AR5 1E SR SR T R T AR SR

TR AR IRIEH BREKTF A H, WU THBREA R FIENE AN R0 KM XL 4
fE. ZEXNNANMERD T, REHMAEXNE —SENTREER AL FHEHEFE S,
HE_EIBATRE; Mz T, SEREEMANEMLE (WHERE. BR) AAEKFH&
FTHEF_EEFZHEIN. X —ILF Az THLE F 2. VanPatten (2015) 3% H # “4
WALE RN~ (The Sentence Location Principle) # i, ZEAMFRARNFER T, —EFIH
i FREXLEBGEEL., EXERFELHRFT, BZFAENTaHYE, EARLSHEEREN TN
E AL, EHAEEWN AR EE (Townsend & Bever, 2001 ). Fith, =2 33 & 3 5478 1E &
REHRKFLRAR I GRS, IMRKEME K THRAZHE N, KA RpHE
4 2, B B A A4

RIREZGFAHW A — NN B KB TR L LR E T4 E. #
TR, EKRTENERE —EENETMTELLAETERETAAN. BEFEXXRFESH
AMFIERER. XARBIETFRAT “67 FaAMELE. FHEEKF. 90 F4M0E
. BAARBEENIA (FIFE, 1986; H W, 2004), EHT T B BFHEXMREN T
WEE., REWAWIIER, S BFIEFSRAKEENTEAEZCE X ENLHE X &
K, MATEIMATNRE A EEAREXNGEL (WHFEH), TLERERN 2
EJ& (VanPatten, 1996), #h4h, AEBRF R “4b&F” X—BAAHE AMRIMEHBME, 4
BT R A E AN A G # ¥ 5] # R4 (Branigan et al., 2008; Li et al., 2016 ; HiE+H . ¥,
2020 ), X AN F AL L Bk T 9 M SR X SR S A AL

4.3.2 RIEHE 5 & AR H A TE IR 2 7

REPNEZRFREMOCHME LSRR ERABMEAMN, EFREREZR, K BHATF
NHNEFTmPERMGEEREZR, AARIAN N HEL GEC A A LN AR R,

BAMAKTFIZXCEE TS —EENLORE, BEF - 4FZ L H “¢F” Fa5 7
FHHHRESLTES, RXERELE. XEKPSE - HEFHRNHEMLE (nEEERMESE)
WA N R o A R AR AHAE, HGHBEMASHE., X—ARRBT —EFIHFEL
IR EMEEARBARART, 2XBARTFEF IR, JTHEESZRELS PR
Wz WA, ¥AFEPETHEAERLEES. REBRFEBABOEE (REH
AN, T B E G E KSR IEFIE S AL KT (McLaughlin, 1987; VanPatten, 1990,
2015; Robinson & Ellis, 2009; VanPatten & Williams, 2015 ). #3% 2, kA T% 3] 3 04 X 3% 4
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FEARE N F — R AL AL, (B R AL AR AR B BT R, TR X T ST AR Bk PR A
T3 J v R By 3 B

MEES KFHRS, BRTPFIEZNRTPEERANE _EEHNFI. 2 EX N
GRET, BEMEESF _4FE kA —EN iRy, FEERE. EREEVALKSE
REEAREFHIENTREIARRES. INSEBARTFIFXTERENESHREZAAEN
B E ALY K, R B FARAREREE (0 “FT77 “B—W) PHEEFES
B_HERRIEINE B, R, SARKIEML, BAKTFPMNEFREINRNEET - EENLE
REMARE (RIAAECEFRE), ZRBTXEFIENEEAN - ENRKETN T
fe, HpPEENEACBEEAMT R, TUNE, £ - 8ENHIE 2SI FHEELE
BRI ER SN, XA NMEIETES IB/IEN—NE L EEN Z 4 (Complex Adaptive
System ) B AT ( Beckner et al., 2009 : 16), BiE= J G HFELENANEm, TR LERHZE
EHEBRARTREFHER#5hENRIE. GRATPFIFELATAEMER mRKEE S HEE
EEARNFEHRENER, BTERAFZNEHINEEFIRTE, ATEIHMAITE HIEL
A,

G, —EFIFEARTRARGELT, RAAEIENESFEEFLIALESE
B IE UM e, XEIE T A TE RN A. HATZIFFHIWENREN, EZH
KA AT TR B S Lok s, F B, X—mHaEN AR BEIRE, WERILTIES IE
AR, IFIHHNHRNmPEEFFELEANGEN, TREZERNZNEFE5MENER.
BARTEIHFNmPEREE O ENESET, BEEEAFAEZMATELEGE, XESFFZ
o FT AR AR g A R AR IE PR B 4. KW EWE T ZiEm iR AR R —
MNESMH. FAE TR,

5 &

RFG AT AR RH 4 2L A XIE Rk iE 4 BT A T RIES T HE “f
TG 4B T RAE AR RAAATEE, FRLA: —FE, B FHE 9B
S RO A A ARE o 2 I A TR 7 AR AL A A B
FUHE. RAHLRIEE. S, RAFEEURAAEE, 907 70 R R Y
HAHE. BENRE. ANMLRIEE. HAEE. RENEEURRAES: 5 E. .
BACT % % 5 KRB 4 B (KM BB £ AE R AT R AR, AT, AT 3 4 9 40 IRAE
REA A, A AR X RAE QR TR, SN BACT BN A0 I 4 — 4 % AR
HEE kR AR T4 B AR E H B

EF LR EI, AT S EHRAEREE B — D WERHES FIHER.
EHEEHA, DL E HE R AR AE DA, ERATHERERSELR. REHA
P 5 RIBER A MO AR Y AR, AR 0 5 R B SR T AW S A S kR AR
EANBATIE, HEETIAEEEE. EEAEN. FEYREDGBERM, A7
AR T A S E T R YR, B EE N3 — 8 AL LR 1 % T AR A A
B, NTHHEE A E . s R A G
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1. @& 1B, Diml 5 Dim2 {2 gk A8 A< ik 15 2038 o 22.79% #933E% 5+, {2 Levshina (2015)
HHEZERN 2T EREREREL. W TELIHBRELETNBELTRNEER
., FE AR K F Greennacre Ff T & ca 72 /58, 8 mjca() Bt HAE EH T &, ARt
GERETHANEERZRBERET 758% WBEL T, EXRTHNELELHBBEE KL 5T
WAEIFHE .

2. AR MCA ERFH M HANEELTENRAEEE, VBT KTH4 (KXkiE. &AT
HAME. RAKTEME) EAE LB, KA MANOVA b 2 B HFEAH Z R, NHEBEHR
HETEE, ZRET, EE AT APEIRE MCA 56 HALE 77 LR B 2 0K E
( Pillai’s Trace = 0.071, approx. F(4, 3460) = 31.99, p <.001 ), XiES 7 = AN B %K EH A
BELR.
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Abstract

Drawing on a large-scale corpus, this study employs Multiple Correspondence Analysis (MCA)
to quantitatively examine prototype usage features and acquisition trajectories in the choice
between shi and ba among native speakers of Mandarin Chinese and learners of Chinese as a
second language(CSL) at lower and higher proficiency levels. The results show that: (1) prototype
usage features among native speakers of Chinese show significant contrasting distribution
pattern. The prototype usage features of shi include inanimate causer, eventive causer, adverbial-
verbal predicate, eventive causee, inanimate causee, and verbal causee; whereas the prototype
usage features of ba include animate causer, concrete causer, verb-complement predicate, animate
causee, concrete causee, and pronominal causee. (2) Both CSL learners and native speakers
highly depend on causer-related features for construction selection. However, lower proficiency
CSL learners operate with a simplified linguistic knowledge schema and show insufficient
sensitivity to prototype usage features on the second dimension. At higher proficiency levels,
multidimensional prototype usage features gradually emerge, and learners’ linguistic knowledge
system converge toward the native-speaker baseline. Based on these findings, the study proposes
a “core-periphery” hierarchical teaching strategy: instruction should prioritize core features
such as CauserSem and CauserAni and then progressively introduce additional dimensions (e.g.,
the prototype usage feature related causee or predicate) to support CSL learners in building a
constructional knowledge system that integrates and weights multiple interacting factors. This
study clarifies the multidimensional feature differences between the two constructions and
provides empirical evidence and pedagogical strategies to support CSL learners in building a
linguistic knowledge schema that integrates and weights multiple interacting factors.
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