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BRI AT mER R ACEAERLEHETAANBEMRE, LAFBOME, R THEFNHRER
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YRI5 IYHEA L R o o ST P 5 P | T RE 22 R RN CAGE LA S AR 5 AR
I A — U TR AR TR 25 X R B TR 5 A W O G A I G TR IR E 2 TR = iy
BEFFT 4 Z — (Pellicer-Sanchez, 2017) , IHESMAFFTRIE T 1. T BN ARy g B > 15 2 X
(ANES B , TC T AE 3] o i 3] S, ST TB A R 18 5 /DR S B s T gk i b, Bl
HIERHETE 520 R R, NTIFIE X BLS0E J AT 0T, R BB AATE 5 O RHE 1518 5 R g
AP | KBS (e TR 1A (A0 Biber et al. 1999 ; Sinclair, 1991) , FL)fE3 K . AEA5 5231
FEPR e T AAZ PR = R = P BE. MeAb, TR ik nl 35 Bh AT ¥ e BE R A 35 e 2 B, AndE T | R B A
(Biber et al. , 1999)

SN, 20 et B\ TAES R B B LB TR (rule-based grammar) (Y E TG F A
WA A A R AR R SRR I B (19812 123 ) 358 A A AR Ly, AR T ik
TR RS U N], RARSZ 0G0, G 200 T8 F REMh &AL, IR ReA IR, SR, ffiE LA R
H AR T (usage-based ) (YA CTE L 1) K& e TR HAE N IE F I BEAC W02 iU W AL H 43
IR 5 TR TR S TR R SR SR TR R BIF S R AR R, 1 — 2B S O U TR IETE F RGP LG
HAVE o AR SCH 38 3 g I A B ERATE S AR RN SR R SCERBIEE , AB B i IR AR T = RGP AL E AT

1 EHAZ O E B L

TEHRASE SCRAIE B A4 BRI O — b, 2 PR A2, 6135 1 A I Al Bk il (Rl iy alss 50 2
T, B AAE T AN [ U IS 2 18T AR 2 B WP O STk KT IR B R B 44 R o 1E 20

il

Wrs B #7:2018-11-15
ESWB:BZYFAHAAFELAA AT LR E RGN FREEEIARA LB (16BYY097) 69 M- BB s R
EEFEMN BEF, &, PRIFRIEBEFRIAR, AL, TENFE T F P EERTERL,
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Wray (2012 :239) i | A FoRgy , AATTRHES AT IR0~ B4R o n] W, A AT A — 250 Bl )
HERENS 7540 M 1B (9 BT A 4 1E o DRI, Wray (2002) 383 A4 B2 % I Z AR E R G S, 3T Wray
(2002 :9) 4 11 BB PR &, A SCR TR HeoE SO < DL ATE AU AR FE i v, AN 32 1 T8 o A BT A R
U 2 H AT IR T 1% 3% 2 5 AR 22 1) 2210 BAL, A0 1 A AR iR FEIC IR A B iR A 2
T BN S 2 A AR FRIT UL SE SR SO T A B RN SR Z R A AR, BN £ 1]
MIFETC ) FAESE R Pl DAY R B RiER . 2l TiRHa AR Bk, (s A iz 18 & 1
GIEUNOE )iz i

TR E RN 3 1 R AR LA ] BRI F RGP AL OO E RIS 280 T ARGtk iy & 2 Ak
TE R 2 2 SO I Sk —— 3k 15 125 B B 19 30 % A —— W STE L A A% O 67 B, 20 g B fent
T H AT e —Fh i 715 7 K B (language performance ) (1% 3 T 5 _F A9 AT, EX A
I, TR ERA B by 254 B 2 (structural patterns ) o £ 7 20 40 60 4E X, 4= i vk 5 T B X, Chomsky
(1965 :1981) 4 i 1 I W 2447y ke, RI-5 akd 1 S 0 552 b, 5 T — P 105 5 B ) (language
competence ) | [l _F1i N AR AERHEED  ARE T 8 i E AR ILIE 7L . Chomsky (1981:123) HiBkHI4
I3 %0 (core) IETE TN 2 (periphery ) 13, A% 0181 AT LU 36 1512 19 2 B0U5 DR #3430 2181 200
LEM A AN i AR B A 2, BRIt 7 s T T I, A O 52 38 ik TR e UG, A o e TR
BRI B gk A R R R 2R R G I i 2k

BEE NS 5 A AE RS 5 2 AU & R TR A PR R AR T 0%, O T A 4% =, 4™ 4 k4 B
¥ ( construction ) 8%, “ BIE B 15 B 7 (structuralisms ) (Ellis, 2008 :2) ;15 3R i 58 AT PN T 4R . 33F
17 7V HEBENL . INFIE S SN 9 X (construction ) S JE A 2 LR VEBC R, 765 15 4L TN 20 & 14
T, AR 5 AR T A AR 27 > 3 i B AT T30 5 45 7, B im) 3R A i A R 1 o SURRIE 5 4
SE BT ST AN R B4 & 16— ( Croft, 2001 5 Goldberg, 1995/2003/2006 ) , #8150 78 1
BT 5 2 U N SO RAT , BRI ST HE B, ploE SO RIS H LB, — A B 20 F s, Hh
RE ] LR Ry —A A B ) 1 A3 SCEAAT, SRR T R BE LA % ( Gries, 2008 ; Howarth,1998) .
PRI, X AN 3 SRR TETE 5 R G A O AL E A5 AT ST o

A N ANEL I R R — P B A EIR R P CR  HA IR —E, Bk, 3 A 21 fitdd
DI  IFIEE AT T AR OCTR 35 2 IR BRI g SEARL, B ik iR RN SCEA AR ] 4RI Rl R vk
BB dL e RN B R R ERAE RS R TR I

2 ERARBEHRRE

HRATRER E T EEBS FR2ETHZOAME, H 2008 4Lk, 223 (Ells, 2008 ;
Granger, et al. ,2008 ; Romer,2009; Wray,2012; Brigitta et al. ,2016 ) FEF A6 AW FEAR A , 18 FHAH S )15
B A AR TE S TR UE /BT A TR AN TE AN T 430, B S, Rl iR B, R iR PR TR 5
RGO E R BEE T B

Ellis (2008 ) % J i 27 78 DA [A)3E 5 22 BAR rh i ML 3617 A 5 R B, TG e AR AN Hi iR L I 1558
SEHCFIIC SN R — EAE TR OHAL . 3X DU E AR A S5 3 SORIR I 25 A B M S TR
BHEE T # AT AIET RS, Ellis #9305 B TR 2917 %% J) ( Granger et al. , 2008:15)
Romer (2009) 37 1 75 F B 252 0 118 5 2 A S S IR AR AY | BV >J 38 s ) ik 30 A hies el B
e FEBCEEAL o3 i AR 2 2 A RN ANE A BARAE , Bl A . BT B SCA IR i kA k
TR TR 5 22 BRI O 3 R AT A IS I 58 00 A I RTESE . Wray (2012) X Z2 4] B > 1 J )
T RS 5 A AR T A A XA 12 4 TR I8 5 2 B W B B R, e AR X A A QT ik B
G, B T 2RO s, AR5 T F 2 %A & (Ellis, 2008) , Brigitta ¢ (2016) 4
g4 Srpr T 2RI RS R H AR R e WA OGRS 48 R B A RN AR Y
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KARPEHE TRFE AR, AT Z B BA — S [m] () J 2L RRAE , AR5 I im0 A0 SRR T, T HL X S e 3
HRAE T3 TIE R BT 458 -

FATTHEAR X FZEMFFT IR AL AL A T D7 B B, LA R 3R T 2 L 00, A 3R T 7 < 1l Rl vk
FPHEIRR , BRAE , LR HRTE AR, 2 A% G0 TR (rule-based ) S 46 A= ilUiE 5 2% B 520, AH G TR
Hett o AR S B0 ARG ) K ka3

F 1 ERAOW R B G EH

5K EE AR P EEREA
1935 structural patterns :
John. R. Firth 1951 You shall know a word by the company it keeps.
1957 contextual theory of meaning
2 E X . .
A X charles C. Fries 1952 structure of English
1935 : hematical th h
Zelling Harris 1982 operator grammar; a mathematical theory of how
language carries information
1991
multi-words: two puzzles for linguistic theory—
Pawley & Syder 1983 nativelike selection and nativelike fluency
Nattinger & DeCarrico 1992 lexical phrases and language teaching
FIE F
A. P. Cowie 1998 phraseology : theory, analysis, and applications
. phraseological items
Hunston & Francis 2000
Pattern Grammar
. John Sinclair 1991 idiom principle
B EEE : PR
Donglas Biber 1999 lexical bundle
Croft, 2001; Goldberg, .
1995 2003, 2006 2006 Construction Grammar
A 4niE = Barlow & Kemmer,2000;
Behrens, 2009 . ) .
Tomasello, 2003 ; 2009 usage-based theories
Bybee, 2010
Gries & Stefanowitsch 2003 collostructional analysis
T X #
Michael Hoey 2005 lexical priming
Alison Wray 2002 formulaic sequence

2.1 2B FAA T 49T L —A XiE ik

Hunston % (2000 ) £ 4 498U 21575 ( Pattern Grammar ) J2 55 48 15 M5 & 1 Birmingham ( Sinclairian )
(IR IR B0 (115 5 288 2% , T4 Sinclair LS FIENSAERTHES) T—2 . B R —F RN a1
WFE A B T I H (phraseological item) , BEAN & FLAS BRI AN 2 25 TR A S5 4 (RRE P A 3R] ) |, T2
PATAV TR A Rl G 5 JELTE S 10 70 110 2 B ) Gy S 1 DR 28 7 — &, AN 4 JliA 2 SCEAE ™ (Hunston et
al., 2000:13) fy st ] U, , BYTE 1 0 8 B m) AR A R 401 sl — 2 iRl G o

ot B RN FESE A A ) 122 % 2 Firth  Fries 1 Harris, #5551 %9 840 Firth (1957 :32) AR
AT i S Y [ R A TR BRI o IO R BRSO , A A 3 TR S A AL o Fries (1952) XA
T SO AR B SCHEAT DXy, IR SR 5 SCRIZR Y (pattern ) A7 56, JRH5 5 2 AL 300 2415 S e E WO 45
PR SUBR R AE—ifL . Harris (1955,1968 ) tiA A IE A HME QL (BRI 385 U SO AT i gy, $ ) 1 —Fh T 5%
T AR A B e e — A 30k (operator grammar) o A ARl —Fh A& F AL —1 A
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WAL ARG, Pl FNE SRR R 37 58 e 5 FO A Bm] 1 OC R L 15 5 1 B U 8 i 2 ki 2
St M2k n
2.2 EAEE T A T 69 R LR

M T BT 5 22 Be 08 R i TA G I SR R 10 i M 0 SCRE, I I | 20 42 80 4R i, i
RIS R R A A AR I R VL . ARG A KA I, A F i o i i B ALK h
KA A, Wray (2012:231) I\ hy, BfE WERHEDT I BN FIMBFIE 2, Hal T Ve /)2 B R o
fiff 5% (4N Biber, 2009; Biber et al. , 2007 ) MIf#EBMENFSE . P~ HcA 50 LS 2 John Sinclair(1991) [
25 JE ] (Idiom Principle) #1 Douglas Biber %5 A (1999) ftia] Bk ¥4 ( Lexical Bundles)

8 JF & B Sinclair 2 FERHE /A BUA 2 R 2 Je 4 04, A & BB A KR 2 T
AR A — PR, BV AT TSR T DA B S /N B (Sinclair, 1991 100) , Erman 4%
(2000) P ZGE &5 RALENIE T Sinclair B . Ellis (2008 ) A& BRI — 2 BT A A 5 SCAS S AR ~J 15 T )
P, R, fl A Ay >0 o SR U2 1 55 00 S e ), BB 3 AN S IS B, T < ) S
PR a4 A R X7 (Sinclair, 2004:29) . R TR SCAS L L 2 A Sinclair (1987/1991,/1996 )
PR T A AH B RS A S U] BRI R 2T S 0 ST L T D R S R AR X B . RO
DN SR > E A AT FH O 355 T T A DTS2 455 o i R A0 /) 9 A 1 22 RS 255 9 TR0 5 177 ) o i D 2 DA 3 S 4
T AL P RE R AT RS I AL AR U X ( Brigitta et al. , 2016:174) o Sinclair (1991) A 43 ATn
TIEF B, FATE e 28 i, AR5 12 HFF ORI o 20, 76 Z il 3oy )2 1, A ml g, A& 5
WM XS ST, JoA ZEE, 0] LUK IR ER R T (Wray, 2012:254) . fdyn] WL, 2J 15 R g
% 50 0 R R 5 1 SR R 2 SR AR, SRR E S R J2 o Sinclair 41858 SCHFSE A O BRI
THENUE R R T S SN A B B IR RS HL 520 ) A, 2 KBRS 5 537 19 568 ( Romer 2009 ;
141) . Sinclair 3 i XFRNCI H FIFE EC AT FY , R 5 B IRE—F 75 A1 (lexis-grammar ) BF5EHF- T 38 B
A By PR A TR A BT S E R G,

NI [ TR B8 25 AR G 52 i (m) AU 56T BHEE IR 5 22 9T, Douglas Biber 7818135 V5 S HIAAH 98 7 T
B T A C T I IR— i B B i AR . Biber FIAL A A B\ AE 1) I FIE 78 7 T SR B A 1457 37
WLEE A N S R IR LIRS 2R A (MWUs ) | = A8 = AN DL SR 5 41 ]
Yo U AR G i MESFR BN 2R 12 M FRIA 7 3” (Biber et al. | 1999: 990) , “ KZ %k
RGBSR — R M A5/ B (Biber et al. |, 2004 377) , S50 1 (Al 5 M A& GoiE T B 1)
A BN 44 TR B E SN TRl T (Romer, 2009 ) , EEIEPT NS5 H B, FI AN a result of " BLF “it is possible
to demonstrate” , TRIHAT AT RN R SERL A S5 4, AT T BB EE &, th IR AE Z PP A [R] (0915 5 1535 v ( Brigitta et
al., 2016:174) . HILAT I, A HORE—FPiE 5 #2577 I aIE S5 M AFZEAS BT L A9 AS[F] ( Biber et al. |
2004 399) .

2.3 AmiE = FALA T a9E AR 8 A

G BTG 2 AR T SRS R R S8, TRl AL R e M K 3] — 45 VNS & 2FlT T
AR A, SR AEBEH K (non-modular ) (97575 , A R 5 R AZSINHIBE I 19— 3R 43, 15 5 LA RS H
AL ; H ST SR RTRE e s ma i 3 IR 2K ARk I TR 2 A5 5 . Rk, AR BIRE
AMUE T B S AEA UL 68 J5 A 3R 00 ), A 5 48 A () 52 0 B A ) X 10 TR RIS [R] 8531 1) 1] X
(Bod et al. , 2003 ; MacDonald et al. , 2006) , “#4ZCIEFEA AT IR BIRNCI H 2 18] 04 3 S, BT LI
HEHEA SN B o L, FCE  R  B B e BRI AT 2 A R vk " (Wray,2012:231)
Fillmore P SABIF A4 44 1Bt i I VB2 19 >0 ik o T e 8 1) T o s B 9t i DA 75 2 S UG e
PATA] R E B LA SCREE TS BT X PERR BE (Bybee, 2010:194) o PR IANHIE 35 2200 A0 T 10 1ES0F 58 0
FEA 2R L A Tl p A Bk S S e

A OS5 43 Fillmore (1988:501 ) Ay« #3552 b I A7 b F i Gk b o7, i 2 Ak T i vk
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RO AL E . Goldberg (1995/2006) 42 i 1 BUAH X T EEHLE A A 202 “ B A5 ZAHOC 118 LElih
T PIRERIVERCXT” ( Goldberg,2006:3 ) , 3X $EJE X041 45 “ 1) L FLin] | 2] 1 LA K38 43 T3 S5 7o F 4 3 i 1A
BRI (R B 25)  DRERSTIE U A7 T KM, AR R Z 18 2 0 B A s “ A X 28 RE 6 — B 4>
PR FA T TE AR (18] F:18) o w25 A B i A AR B0, 76 10000 2 SO st e X0y i ¥ 2A
EH EEMME, “WIRGEIE R, v LAHO R S5 a2 ZAL 1A B, o ATIE 20 (R F . 228)
H A TT UL , F T AR 52 o D TR A B T o

BTl A A I AR B AR < AT T 22 bR 22 2T b X, Bl b 7T DL 68 N R 28 18 FIIA RN L 2 7T
PU¥BIE S (Slobin, 1997 :265 ) , 44 i 12 AR Tl FH A0 3V o ks LT WIS, A 5 81 490 4% 1) o 4k
WIS AR R 5, R n 55 RERA R 08wy, BV R =CRy i BT Thae bl DL, to s
TR e F 2, BEE TG R A Y R, T T Rk 2 S A R A R i SR R
) T AR 2" (Goldberg, 2006:45) o BTl I A TEE AR “ Tk A5 1 02 I 5 0 A v
S AL B ) 257 ( Beckner et al., 2009: 5) , PRt 55 R T iR OREEE 09 O i 45 10 IR0 0 0 AR H A AL
Stubbs (2009 : 27 ) A A TETE L PR AR IERHETE 5 51— IR o
2.4 I FAART 69352 XL #

AE AR TR DT 58 BIAS AL 45 = . —J2 Michael Hoey BT 7 27 A0 B A2 LG 42 Hh 1 1)1
Ji 8liE (Lexical Priming) ; —J2& Gries 55 (2003 ) 4N HITE 5 7 FIHRHETE 5 27 W42 A F5 e 45 14 0
# (Collostructional Analysis) ;5% = J& Wray $2 H AJIEBLEEE (formulaic sequence)

Michael Hoey F 2005 4EHji T 75 4% 4 Lexical Priming: A New Theory of Words and Language W53,
P TIRNC A Ais . X —FOR RN NS, LT AR TR S B, DB IR AL A 0 A
Sinclair TR EEAL” (Hoey, 2005:158) . Hoey RV IE g sk 8 1 a1 A FE I & T 9 1E
AR ENC AR ARG, T RN & T A . XS TR RN AR R A A, TR
IRGAR G TR X PR G A4 2R " Hoey ARG RO AN BRIAAE TS T i sh il =4
H b B3] R AR R ANV Y 455 (Hoey , 2005:13)  #m ik U8, 1612 2 B IR 2 B AL 5 i 45 2R 1 5 B U2
o A A R T I AR . AT R TR S RN Z S RS, A S — RYNEES 18I
852 4 H 2R G2 (5 TC FVDRAL 099 265 v B ARUJE S, 308 a2 5 P 1 L ST L B ARL 09 2% 7 g 45 A
R (Wood, 2015:53) . Hoey $&H! 1.0 BRIE T FIE Wi 7eif 5 S5 FNE = 4577 T 2 B AT R s A B
X F7 T EE Sinclair B EARFTHE T —2

Gries 25 (2003 ) FFEBCAE A4 73 A ik S — T M N ) AN KA L 52 0 48 B IS 7 v, E b o VAT A
BHEFATIT 52 Z R R WP AR Rl G o S8 O M ik S5 I e A i e, & T 1oR
AL AN S IRNCAHSC A S I ZE EAE R ( Gries et al. 2003 209) . %7715 1T LUFI R 5 45/ X
() 22 FHERR] ) 55 TR AR 52 b 2 ] A I5R AL ik B8, AT 9 10) T 3 1) T B §R) I 1 25 4 2 TR L
BIZYH SRR T e S EIR R (] b 211) o Behg i, $5 o 45 #4430 A1 i 32 5 A Hp 2k e
TR E R 2 B AR L T ) v A, AN i Y B iRl JT 458 ( Verb Argument Construction ) Hj
LRl 2% SRR BB R

Wray (2002) £ 0 TH IR —Fh Zia i, SRS TCA TR 5 12s B0 22 7 BRI T ARy Oy
Bio BB TTEMNE S Cowie (1994) 1 Howarth (1998 ) 5& i SUFE I GFE L , i3 TR B S &
Halliday (1961) Fll Sinclair (1991 ) jz 5k~ 1] W4 3L iy oi ok U5 E

3 IEBREVEATISCER T AR 2R

RENIE_E IR TE P Y AR A SCHR IR 15 HL i 5% ) [R1 L X5 web of science Z4fE FE 1) Social Sciences
Citation Index (SSCI) . Arts & Humanities Citation Index (A & HCI) # Conference Proceedings Citation
Index-Social Science & Humanities (CPCI-SSH) = K& HE AT T HR , KRG F R L1 linguistics | language
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linguistics ,education educational research £l psychology developmental JU-~40i3,,

G2 gE Bk P . 2000—2009 4 (8], TE B A BT 5T 35 3 H B AE linguistics | language educational research
XA . TTE 2010—2018 T H W], A 10 FiEHA 58 3CE H IAE psychology developmental 455§,
PN, T LA O B R JRem AT P, R B T R U N s A | T A8, BLPTRE S R 6 T 2017 4R —
J&H Arnon & Christiansen 25 1] “ The Role of Multiword Building Blocks in Explaining L1-1.2 Differences” ,
KFEAEW T Topics in Cognitive Science |5 % —Fe J& Carrol & Conklin £ 5 ] “ Cross Language Lexical
Priming Extends to Formulaic Units; Evidence from Eye-Tracking Suggests that This Idea ‘ has Legs’ ” & #1F
AT Bilingualism ; Language and Cognition I~ pH LTI UL, HHAGIA AL B 5 A0 50 B W A6
TR R,

80 & 90 44X, M I A K SCRE BEARIG 2, I K =A%, BRI IR IE S P O8RS o SR
CIZIT P BT = A EL R ) S A £ 1983 4F, Pawley il Syder & 2 (19— 44l (18 5 24
TR TR K R« SADIAR T 5 20 1) RS (RUAS I 25 (R i K], B8t 22 1) B0 ( multi-words ) J2 fiff PR 3K 79 A TR 2
FRSCHE B 1 RO ROTETR 5 2 AL, SR TR 522 B 0G5 AR 2352 000 2951992 4,
Nattinger FI DeCarrico i U4y CIRNCALEFITE 5 20%) L 2% MRIROFRERS LIEF ARG,
1998 4, Cowie {4 Rdii 44 Sy (R 2 39S AP RN ) 19 % 3, i — 2D 2508 T i ek se Bttt o0 — 7
T, VAR 5 2 A )t ZERIF S 5 i oA ii A o 9 s i 4R I 1A 0 S

4 MREBE5RE

BT BRTE ST AR Y BRI R LA SR O A RIS SCHR Y ERIE , A SCR B E IR BIFFE Y 44 B O
6], BAFAE P AR [F 2 A o — A SR A ) vE B SCBR P Ty T o BT R BB R ORI 3 8 B
1) 2 SCEAANE AN S B T OIS ) B3] T ok A [] A 3 e B i e (A 45 A U B i B 7 ) 5 TR AR TR 5 4 3
R P EE B O IER . R ENTDNE S AR 2 e e 0y e 5T K8 A RSO 1 5
B B AR A 0 2 G H W] Dhis T RHZE Sk e T 2L X HE R 22 . 3t Hoey 3815 S 3L FI
Hunston & Francis AR5 75 10 5, B088 AOWERFERT, BISTE 5 5 Al X5k A, BUSFE AT, WA TE 5
(Romer,2009:147) . Z5 FPFiR, ATAT LR HIEPM R O 248 G F RAM L ZORE, AR .0 H
A7 e TRIEF BB BEE TIPS A BIS A AR 5 # U N “ B T ] i a2 e 5 T
Rl A T A AR IR IE T R R SRRV LRG0 R T TR P a B S R B A
WAl TEAREE 5 A A TIB SRS A2 el T i B o A

TR A3 0T, FRATTAT LA A B S 500 2 S AT R e (1) 38 T8 H 1 F I 18 BRI
P 2T 1 BB X TR H A A 58 BT TR B SR A S, T SR TR B N T AF 70K 23 IR i TN A e e, 5
DR 5 M EIE S A58 TR SR 7 R B R AL s IFE 0 S T A (B TE 454
FA T LB B N AR R B R B, A R (2) i TR BlE SO TE X—Th g L e
X7, R T AR X — D B R T S ST AR RN TR A A, 5 ZE O me A I SE D £ O 1, e it
5 A5 S RIS TN DL i S RE R0 A, R IR S IRAR A 20 BRI A% O B ABE 238 2 2D B Ry i B 20 A5 B I AR R
(3) H T 2ERHIRNL R e MAEBC A58 3 ik s IR 20 S RGBS 2R 6 % I TE I I 13 1) 2 4E
JEE 5 M R 3R R R I 2 bR HRU A S 1) P B BRI 5 i A T e
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A Study of the Position of Formulaic Sequence in

Language System: From Periphery to Core
DUAN Shiping

Abstract: With respect to its ubiquitousness and processing advantages, formulaic sequence(FS) has become a hot research
topic in the field of linguistics abroad in the 21st century. By combing and illustrating related linguistic strands over time, this
paper finds that F'S has gone beyond the marginalized state and risen to the core of the language system: phraseology-based research
has laid the theoretical foundation for its later research; usage-based construction grammar in the field of cognitive linguistics is
deepening the research depth and expanding the application value of FS; hopefully, Corpus linguistics updates the research route of
FS, has promoted the research methodology to transfer from competence-based top-down method to language performance-based
bottom-up method. Based on the framework of complex dynamical systems, interdisciplinary research based on will become the
future research trend of FS. Experimental cognitive processing research and statistical learning are expected to become the focus of
the future FS research, and consequently contribute to promote the formation of research thinking of modern linguistics and applied
linguistics.

Key words : formulaic sequence; position in language system; research strand; construction grammar; statistical learning

RERR:BEEE

.94 .



2019 4¢3 J1 s B (XA Mar. ,2019
F35E H2 Foreign Language and Literature ( bimonthly) Vol.35 No.2

SRYEZ XA ZE—BITERWL S

PR

(R kB, RIEIL IB/RE 150080)
i B AU R N3 R, KIE S L5178 AT £ B R AT R B AR TT b . AT S L A
THCH BER(BEFE TR R) & XA e R G GE ORGSR R TR B R A E T LR BT A R B B BTG & R (b
BAER B A b Bl b xRS L3R R B R RLTC R R R AT A MR, MR AT B T A R A
FATE 2037 % S Sk R 5L FHAR, B AR 45 38 ARRLTG 398 R HEAE 5K B 217 3% 3L 4 0% ] BLAE 75 A ARAR Y 9
KRR 2 LB 5 & SO 538 SUR A B AR B R A6 47
& 425 H042 XEARERG A M EHS :1674-6414(2019)02-0095-08

0 3

it LIRERSE B Bhin) 2 S R R MBI fE B AT S EA e il BT R B, RS
Oy SRR G W2 R R, W 22 SCElml i ST AR Hh B B R T2 G IR R T e
FANTE et S B AR EOT R A SHESE, JFAE M FEAR L X & AGBC R AL b 9 732 L 22 X3 i)
i SOBAC BT 73T o BT, Sl i SR AR B AR RE TR AL 73 M e — A BORT i BE PR A, T 2 3
T AR AT IS AT ST T H & B0 R IR X AT 45 G A 2 ) 3 SR AR [k
1 R GEST, M0 F AR R AL T A DL FAR 18 18 T8 T LIRSl i) i SCRUBIC oA =22 ] 3 57— b FL b
KFR,—T5 B2 HAC /AT REAE T B AN AL MR AL 3l iR 22 SCITHE LXK R BT, 53 — 7 i 8hia) il L2
SCHERTTRA T A B T % AT RS I ST A AT IR AN S TR 2= 405 K4 J2 i DAy 5 AR B[] A % 4
B S A SRR 0 AT 20 R, NI E AT 2 AL S — PR BARAE O e i B E &R
AR SCHTARI AR 3T e BE IR BRAT Xk 3l 1) 22 SO SOOG AR SE TR AR, [R) s BE A X A0 LI K HAAR
KRB AT SC AT R REBIE 7 A AR Wi

I SRYFEREZEBT

il

24 L&A (rnaronsr penenus wim paciiervienus/ division meaning verb ) & H AR5 5 H AE W AR A —
FKohia), BRI HE AT Ao A e SEE s U ARG . < 4r 37 BRI — & B Y, (F R TR FBo
BARFY) T o AR — BT A B EEAA S, 4324 Ly in] (9 [ R4 S T 4 AR R - A o A Oy UE
BRe e TR AR 5 R USRI 53, DN 5 58 B i WA 03 288 o0 TR o D28 4y 447 AR b B4
DUR BEATE SURFAE - 1) AR, RIS 52 th b AU AE — > AR LU 7 BT X RGO 2 32 S %14 52)
TR AT AT B — & i T ERSER, % THRAT LUE IR 0L 1] TR i a] Do HA I B AR 5
2 N33 W) BRI R — 0005 3) AT 4 B s o i, B A4 g T DA HE B AR 4 Ry 110 43 AR B S 43
AT LA EEAR B B AE )] DLMARFCH) b o3 8 ok s 4) BRI, 73 2447 240 (R T 52 IR 254 52
B PR SEY BHAR BRGSO R 2 AR ) — SRR, X6 52 S S ) (14 5 e 3 T A
(), AT O T o AT BR SR B B ST 09 o A9 an Tl A= 77 B H R AR I v R BEE I o 27 SRR AR

Y5 H #5:2018-10-21
'ﬂzﬁrﬁﬁjl\}; %"%’&"‘g‘m’lk?&%"?&%fﬁ?ﬁri,}_%U\f?%xf}'zﬁ%h

.05 .



