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(BN SE K% S B2 B, 5t M 520 550001)
 EAMKEEERRIT T, MAANF R BB — R, FF kK Traugott 7 Trousdale % 2 # 3 & 5 1% 5 # L
HENN AT R, — P BT RALCHOMEEAARNEE, FEEZR UM AR E LR - EBES,
B, X - R EHEANKMT A MAEE RO X E AR T E EHEEL EERER EF#ML
A S U AL, R AR IR X ] B R AT A K Y IR
SRHEIR A R A R AL B R G R
i E 42 S H0-06 XHERAREES A MERS:1674-6414(2019)01-0016-06

0 3IF

N A I B NTEAR SRR RN TIN5 T A r A . TR TR =AY 728 S A AL 1 vh
OBV, T F IR ERf S St Py EXwl iz A i = Y ) pE s SR, A&
Z NI 5 22 R 2T AR S A TR e 4 B2 i (T A0 -5 1846 5 T A48+ ( Noel 2007 ; Fried
2008 ,2013 ; Gisborne ,2011 ; Hilpert 2013 ; Trousdale et al. ,2013 ; Traugott &Trousdale,2013) , Jjisf 4 218 LT
FEWN DI N) EET . MR AT A 18R , 1 41 Lehmann (1995) F1 Hopper 45(2003 ) #£
W1 AR AR BB R e Rk o HE 2 R iR L U DI BE ; FHAN Bybee (2010) LUV AR 5 Z [ AFTE 1Y
LRI 5 A N — TS 5] — R R A AR

1 L B any i

HIA DI B E & A AR — R, BRSO mpk OB A CE & 60 AR — AN i B 32
PLRAEH A . A=A TR 75 P A B SRR e 5 S5 R 2R A R A Sl , 15 5w =R
LTS =)k - B GE— M B LIRNE - 18 S 2k FBerpE X B BT Dhag . #=K
AR BRI IRYE T IE W B R 25 /K (1959) 9“1 F 455187 F1 Hudson (2007 ) (4 1a]1#E (word grammar) FUAH
L1 M XALATE 4T RAA R SRS 2k

REGRE T BB AT G200 038 LA s, (s 5 5 51 JEE 5 D0 e N S AN O R 55, Hhig
T LA 2 1 R P ER S AR PO TIT I8 R 2R & R TR B R BUEE, R S AE e R R AR R T BE A T RS
B, WEEATS RGN BT R L EZORIE T 5 H kb 248 h HAWSF 5 1 RAE R . x4~ FE B
fife , FRAEAFE B LS TEARF IS 5 RE D SRR 22 57, 5 R ARMER BIE 5 Z 8] ir B A 1y 2k
HEATS RECHE S SIS K REE— DS BN RS, mHIESMT 5SS HRgE
IHMAFF A T XL R B ST S MR OCRMEA KR, L, 3H S5 R0 st HAs a1
LR AERAENL B LR o RERATS RG0E M AR F RGNS E Y, Z 0%
TIEE R L FEORE T NSRS BNt 25 8AT A o

5 H #7:2018-09-30
HETH: B RA4HF A E K0 A “AmiE S FRLEEE GENARATR” (15ZDB099) # BBkt i R
EERI e, B, NP L RSB F T, , 2R F kIR T 5 RAE T FRIMNER TR,
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AR A A I B S A (SO 55,2016) o AL RIRFFRAK TR 5775 R0 NTE
IO R R X T S5 REeiIpissie . A= esm s 2 il s 1k 17 i =08 e L
Ak A AR A BN TR X B AT, 329K 0E 5 S50 19 284k =2 18 5 i 5 1R 1Y (Barlow et al. , 2000
Bybee,2010) , HXALHIE AR — DL S REE, T2 — D ZERINTE S MBI RSG ., ZMBRG
il T 245 /K (Saussure , 1959 ) £ H 4 5 TR)C () AR BARAR I R G0, SRR TR 75 4504 I 28 1 sl A8k BRI ME A
ZHM MY e T RE/RINE S S RS, 1 HARA T IR 252 A =ik ny 3
WTRER SR T0 ] 09 S AU AT — A R AR AR AL U T8 T B8 A2 AR, JETE T Y A
AR B, FE A EORIE R SR ALY ( Goldberg ,1995) o A0AAIAZ WA« (1) 15 L4
PR IR A AL 20 B RGT BI3Z 1Y F) 12 4544 ( Goldberg, 2002 ) ; (2) 1 & 45 MIAAAE 2719 s BRI 25
BT DA OC R BG4 . ARG A BT A7 2 PO 2 R AR I o A 2 A5 L) 3
I (Langacker,1987) ; (3) #5175 A9 722 5940 22 07 5 09728 53 52— A R0 J XA 2 e AR s g =26 2 1) ) 24
( Croft,2001 ; Croft et al. ,2004 ; Bybee ,2010 ; Goldberg ,2013) ,

1.2 HIXALFAL T 1935 % B8 0935 A

Al (Word Grammar) i) FEEEARJE i Hudson (2007) St A . M1k N iH 52— AR IR R B9 A AR
S G ARTE S A S R S A S AEAE R NG R o TEIE H IR R G0, 1K SEPE XS OC R 2 AH
HARLE BRI . TETR 5 S5 Th AR 2 0015 SOW 8 BN A T S R BN 5 1 RAED)
REAINE 5 RGINRUE AAEINAESE 5 S 4528 B 1 Diae . A=A PR3 T 3R] i ik e A ¥ F 5 S
B, AN FUR TS 5 4540 K Ao AR AR B8 43, 1 ELI AT IR 80T JBE VS 881 5 45 0 22 WL T8 Ak 1Y) S A
fik o R, # A iy B A SRR R B T8 S RSO R ME A IR DY B, S8 118 5 45 & 1 RN A
B SR 69 7 TS (Hudson ,2007: 59)

P AR T IR IR T L A Hh A T RS RIE AL O R R | AR A 9 ) 2 SEUAE AT R
14 (Traugott et al. ,2013: 44) : (1) F=Uid i P28 HEOR I 2 B — & IE 9k, BRI X i T
— 2GR I AR R A 2 L e AR SR M e . (2) A iy ARk il 6 TE AT iE A
L B S E AN IT R 2 B 1 SRAE . AEZ ARG R0 26 v AT R S B 1 i, U B
NSy 2 ma 2R 2O sl SO 7T 2846, B i ik, (3) Mg I — R4 As ik 2
S BT SR REOC R 7 A W - B S XS TR i A, (4) #=0 TRNE B Z 16
(BB (gradient) 2 | HHEFMHHIEEX MR BT 20 AR A TR, 240 A Ak 1y 3222
J5 AT
2 M UARPEEXENEH

HUE T R BEHTFEAFHAE T FUZ LS o BRI ERET B, T2 B0 TS B HER L ) 4 ) %o
T WSS SRR SE MR B RO ST 0 . TR ITFEE 55 T, MRS AEA RIS A IE Ry
ERTTIE R A T A, HB e st s A RO o T A 5 T AT S8 s A P BT 2 i 5 & B Y
it [AIS A E RIS FR A7 7R3 — R T B A (AL
2.1 G fTa A Hy XA P 849 9] A

FT A TREYON 65 R — DR R G, T AR Z A A7 AR A 38000 i ik, i
XA E AL AR AFE R AR ST — AR E AR I BEAR S . Bih A ™ Hh AT 5 2 AT il A% i
B AR T B AR AT, O™ H S0 T R e ma A R0 2 8 o AR Ak P s B T LA
i WA AL A AL R ALK BB (Traugott et al. 2013 1) (1) Wi NI BIEANEF 450, K 2 A
PO AT, K BT 5 2 Fi B — BN DR S, TS A B4 A i 7= A o (2) Wil A= AR B8 5 4540 5
e 28 B A AR 2R, U S DR I R A S 45 M TR AT 5 4 M i R o 2
b, R BT A ROMA A 2 A o (3) ISR IE A2 D 24 AR iy s 7, IR A L2 AL A8 45 44 JU A ] i
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SRS . TR IS T A AR MR SR S o S R SRR Rk R TR N X S 4
P —5 0, HAETE 5 S5 A 0RO E B . Uid A e L B R i ) T e e S MU i
SMCZ AR ZR NI A S50 B A R a5/ Z R AN UE S . B PR 294k Ve, 4 =X Ak
2R ARALER RN L TP BUBT BT A UEIE N R TE R A Ay LAl L AR B X - B s S R
B IE R 5 A 2 A2k o SRR AR R A 3 A TR AL 2 I 28 rhiy e i 2 5 U B %
RUZIANEE SOGZR (UM 48,2016 5 X EE 45,2017) o SEbs b, A Xfb i iy A B2 — AW, B o
fih & Z2 Pl X R SC R B
2.2 dod A M KAL P 6 B ] A

T (T Qo] DA B £ BE A — SR R 2R A SO T PR AL AT BE PR (4 O 3R AR, 12 T IS 35 S AR
B, A AACIRTIX— R EE AT HL O IR AR LRI AN S B . A=A B AL 32 2 [R5 how ™ Y [, FH4K
Fa Ak A B =, TR A A Bl PR 32 RT3 why ” (g [) &, O B TR 5T Rl ke A d=qk . 2= A il R,
PG S AL EEOR R T MIZE . Traugott (2013 :38) &8 “ 707 ” (neoanalysis ) F12& Ho Ak ]
XA IR, IR R L AR RN A4 ( parsing ) f2 i3 S AL 0 72, 2 A A iy 2 . AR
TR AT R RN A BRI IR E M SRR 23K B Al RS LUAR N AT BB A 4 Ak Y = 22 ML
AT R 3 BT A QBT BT 9 D R« — 1 v R B AR =B 0 03 5 (3 DA IR 9 2 s TR i
WA AR, R TR AN S R AR o TR RV, BEEE AN AT BB 70 B OB 4 i, RO ]
AR AT RIA

Lightfoot (1999 ) I\ , HHT /A 7E T AL 5 0 ] 12082 T B Ak , 10 B 20 Ar” T 2 T e XY
AR SR Ao ST AL AR RE X 15 5 45 R M AR A= A AE . Fischer (2007 ) AR AR TR I b £ 250 E
RAFEANINER, BRI HOXT I 75 Al FHEET TAEZAb 3 . De Smet (2009 ) A\ 21 5 i AL 2L
il PRI, Traugott (2010) 554 1 3k Sa sl PRURIAHILER A] AR ME , 288 LU SR AR At R ANZE LUBIL I X 43T, AR 2
F Rk S AR O VST, n] L= A AL, ] RUR P2 Ak, A FL AT o, 2 He Ak R i Ak AL ) st
2, BRI AR AR B SCRDE A TIC R, RSN 5, B9 ZBA M EH O A 45 AN [H
AEFE )T, TR A ) 25 SECH S5 7725 . SR, Traugott 2535 H RALAL I 1918 74 HJR BR T8 0 Hr 2k
LAk, AR AR R 202 2L SR FE T B 25 58 . anBa% i ( metaphtonymy ) A1 32 AR [RIRE 255 B4 =X
(7= T VEAER AR EZEHLH] . R A gz [ AR AR R BB et . e AR BV E &5 T
A B, FF T R ARG = AR Ak
2.3 dod A A5 M AL F 035 3% °) A

THEEXT R 2 A B il e AR AT, 218 S T AT AN AT BRG], Bergs (2009 ) ARKHE SR LA
ST ES S . SR, AR TR R — M EACGUN AR 2R, & AN R B 5 A ™
AAER . BRI SR ZE ML NALITE S RS SRR R — D EERE, 4
KA B FPER H A BTG 3o UG AR 20 e 2 80 Wr il A A =X iR
fife v A 2 A0 2R A VR, 75 A X 08 2 BRIt Z R L iR e . /=A™ A:
TEAR KRR PARSE SN ASTESR IR S . TEIEAGIRS AT LA fi % Uiid A A H 4 i B b s w5
PRS2 0] 0 B S AR B PR A A 7, B S P E RS M . Dias AR I8 ATEA 25O BRI S
AIVE R T BB X I A Xk =, DN I el 35 338 Wi o 0 B8 1) A8 Ak & 2B A8, O ) A 1) T S 22 B H 19 77 1]
et IEBER A SIS T M 09T SR, gEmak R r Ay R A MRS B AR E R
SRR LR G R R 2 i 2 50501 5 4544 118 4L ( pragmaticalization ) F1 2 154k, #=XA0 A9 TE BT 2
AFFERAC T84, KR AL ST Ay Seti s Rt X AR R R
2.4 AT R oM KALBF T 5 Fh oy ik 4 B AR

F AR Z R BB R G R i R M Z T b S ARk ek Z 4 A B, B
B N EAME . B9 AE S G dris . A FEA = i B HE S T i =4, i3



il F A RS R T B A G TRl AR

R SO E R R G E AR AR SRR . XA Bk R B I et Bk BUE | ORSE Y A AR
B B PR R M , 0 LA U R rhnl 2 5 0 SCIREE , FRATT AT AL b W8 5 A e A ) A
HR A5 53 1s FHE VRS AR G 07k o 8 PR T R T 5 1 A WL B XA = Dy s 0 5 A 8 e
(AN, AT LA A2 T SIOW AR S oA i DX )2 1T 2 A8 S 9 F A A AR R o o i vk s
TRHEENFFE G 50 , WA = A e A 58 1 A AR B A5 8, Hilpert (2013 ) fiff 32 7 92 R 28 S 144 1) 11/
DAL IR A . M0 B A AR TR A R ik, i EEEXT L R T
TR R S AR 1 BR , J5 35 DU PE R S 1 ) R R v L 2 00 g Xt T AR R 3 A fam A WL
AT B AR AR B ATE T IR T A A . Traugott (2013 ) 55005z I8 P 7 i 43 Mkl
AR FIRAE . 55, LR RIDT BT AR S & 09 T ke IR LT NS iy se K vy, JRER RS A i
GER] LAEIE ) SR A . PR, B 1 i — 1R 5 G A X LA T RS, A 20Tt 1 il i ) g I Y AR
4t (Bybee,2007:945) . 1E40 Given(1979:12) 5 : WA L4805 5 DI i s b A , S AR M B A et g vk
5K B2 BT IR Y R R R A AR R B HEY . EEA A A R L R R 2
X RE— R RIS Sk, RAEI RIS RS S T84, A Be 2 AR T ff LAY
XFGIR U] K A A AR
2.5 4T B i #) X AL P #y X B 4L 84 9] 2

W H YO SR T E F XA K 20 T S AERE 5 A AR S, AR R 2800
RO LI 8 R TR S 45 ANE 5 AN AR (R AT G s i R TP eI AT
BRI L BB F AR 2N AL b, 2008 T 3R SRR 2 ) AL RAE . B AHIE 5 A JE
KR 22 1 TE 5 2F SRR T 918 5 UL %38 R M i1 5 AR BRI E 5 AR I IR A7 rh — i
SR T XA 2 SR E

Langacker(1987:59) I\ , AN TXFiE 5 4500 BN AE G S i 20 1 [E 6 A2 BE (entrenchment ) . 15 F
SEFI AN S0 B ) AR B 7= A B U A s2 A . AR, AN SRTE 5 5 MK AN L IR 4 8 1 [ f A
JER SRR T ER AT B Sk, —FloHT TR 5 45 0 2 20 W L [ 5 T ok, IR BT A iR E R
T E AR A A Y 322 3R (Bybee ,2010) . SEFR |, AL RS S 21 T — RIVIAA
G A TSR, EERIN R GO T ICIZILRE  ESRTE SR H 4k B T X e\ B AL, [ Ak
RIABETE NN 45 RAE R 52, BEA 18 5 45007 RS WA 18 F 45 M 45 A0S . Bk A58
S AT LLEAR X PSS 450 e T WE A — SR BT A T o Nad s o A7 () (R 75 B2 45 A1
BT Z A TR HES ] ATR EE S N BB A5 , 1 SR TE RIS LA THUMOARAE , 4R 5 45
F R E B R AT

Schmid %5 (2016 :24 ) 4EAG = E AL E B AATTBEBR R A4 AN 80 20 I 7 () 3 R, B A2 3 5 # Al An 4 1
SO, 037 B RO N T R 0 S LA SRR R R A IRl . Bk U, M X B B & 7 =i
(1) TR RIE T O sk a5 5 58 218 5 o s G5 FRAE M RR FEAS AR R] 5 (2) 1B [ AL R B 5 R 1 75
TH NIRRT AR50 5 (3) 278 B A =X SR 2 AN B AL T 18 5 e 0 A U e B B A% . KA
Langacker 1 Schmid %5 A (1) =28 W, #4246 AT LB A A A — N2 R 3, ] LLE i XAk & 2R 1Y)
—AHER R, A Z AR TEA T ARG, AR R E
2.6 e foT F i M XA P i L4k 6d 19 A

KT IRNCALHRE ARG, 2 R ORI A BT 1 R . 38 7 A M B AEAR 2 5 TR AE AR D
ZAb EATEA TSR E T B R AT HOE B BRI TS S DL R e A TR R R SOk AR
% BT F AR A SR A B, BRI IR AL SiE AR Z R e, M s AU AR iR
FEFIEEACHRIS B—Fh B R 24k I =X — 2 SR, T X B B 38 5 55 VB N iE 5 A i — A 32 235
5o IR IEE I HESR RN AE L Z AR —E A E DGR, HAS RS A Z S ialL Fak AE T AT
Z A R RERAEN . WIRNC R B E , Z BN 3R NI oT O 2 BH IR A U AN [ AR E
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TESEBCEITE SRR N o WIFRIE A BEARTE , 2 A R] 8 Wi R TR AR U A [R]85 Ay 5
B FTRASE, SR TR A A R AR B AN TR T AP 5 A ORI . Il 454 SRk 25 b R
SRUAA R 75 Xk A 5 AR (BRI M2 B 07 AR TAT S ST AT 5 Z R A 36 W R A s
SCRZER o R, BAT A TR AL AT ERE AR 22 05 T A7 735 A BN R A AL 7

2.7 AT EM BB M XA R
PUET B S E A BRI alk vk oF O E AR E O BN . 2 AL

T3 RS ) BRI 5 PR R B R, 1T ELS DT BP AN 2 T SR A = A i e . A E S (e
FIEASAERRHE, IS E R SREWRE, K, BEEW2OECmE PN — 1 EERNE, B
AAEEAREAE AT R s A R, 7 A8 A A B 2 i Xk

2.8 e fT B HEAL AL A T 09 M XALF R

ST AR B AT 5 25 B S A B R v S R A, RG5O B SO 450 2
MURAESC B FE TP R (Y o 05 5 4540 IR IR AE AT SB35 v ol 5 S P 0 B, IR s A FE AT
B NN AR SR IRATA GRS 5 S5 A Y s fil i, R R R s TE R i R n A ik
(ad hoc constructionalization) A5 LASEIRAY o JEARTE TR L, = 2R MKBHES5BSR I HRE ) FLEE T35 I Y
BSGRERE T EA R o MRS B IR B, ONARE MR 5 454, JF 8 o i e i i B AR A B TE
D et AP o 2 SRR IR B P 8 38 E A TR B Ay D i o 7 A i 4 I8 A A A8 B AR v A
SHISER RN A P Jm MR AR TR A R A (] (Pleyer,2017) .

HEATE 5 T LAR G Dy Ae R Ao AR R A A A 58 09— Aol L% . E IR A AR R A =X
o= MR A A e AR B R TR 5 28, W18 5 T B SIAVAUR R (R IR EESR . ik BRI
¥ A AR WL LB, DLk g = AR R A L S o B, iE I e s AR ATRE 7, X 5
IE T R RS R — B0 . INHFIe A EE AR S N 7= A, DR s i OB 205 B SCEAI RRAE 5 21
&, O A ST B TP (A E,2017 ) o PRk, AR AR T AR A 9 32 2000 1 LT 2R 4
AT kA AL, AR T ERER AL, A LR RS R AT 27 ZE LAk SR ar b B B AR v D%
Bk A H M 35 0 (adaptation ) R4 FSE WA A5 R 2 R Al 237 A (B R 52 e 7

3 &R

PR EAY TN 5 A IS 3 X, 3 1 3T A A = A A, 28 T AL Ge i 5 AL
FEHTRNC IR B WO FEIRNC AL B AR S BV E— Sk, S8 T 15 & AL s 2 398 L
M 58137 (Traugott 2014 ) A5 Bl TH /R 15 F AL A MR AL . A =CI0AE y—Fh i 240005 = AL R i 5%
Dy, HAMS A e T8 LR 5 9T 00 SRR 06, LA 9 46 P T B E R T A 2 A2 TR W R A AR
P A R A AR R SR R F S BEAR TR T 38 5 T AL SR A3 =, HE 3l TR & 2 3R R R R
JEF5EE

SE 0k
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Advances in Constructionalization: Issues and Exploration
YANG Xu

Abstract: In the branches of Construction Grammar, the constructionalization approach attracts more and more scholars
attention. In recent years, constructionists like Traugott & Trousdale bring more the research of language changes under the umbrella
of constructionalization, further enlarge the dimensions of lexicalization and grammaticalization, and attempt to establish a unified
interpretative framework. It is pointed out in the present research that this endeavor faces numerous issues such as the
constructionalization nodes, the constructionalization context, the constructionalization mechanisms,the constructional entrenchment,
the research methods of constructionalization, the research of Chinese prosodic grammar, the continuum model of lexicalization,
grammaticalization and constructionalization and the language evolution. This research explores these issues and presents possible
answersin these fields.

Key words : constructionalization ; constructional changes; issues and exploration



