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TEHREIEAE HARTE IR Tl A7 R 1Y — Rl X
i 5 1) Z2 3R B G . [EAPRHR BB 0 SCTE A
WE5EEG A 20 Ha29), HETE oy — 1R n
R AT G, UG T FE AR R
USRI, HHRA OIS, RERE(K
fitt A7 FOAL I, PR RE R D 1R E AR AR L AR L
GBLIE SO R TRR v S b IR A TR Ty
7 R A M, R E . AR,
XPiEH AR bR R EEAEH (Pawley &
Syder, 1983; Ellis, 2012; Wray, 2002 ; Conklin &
Schmitt, 2012) . THRBFTEXSTEF 2L IHH
215 DL R AR IS M S A A TR
S, HfES T AT FE A T E A
TR AGAIR, TESRPON R T 5 2
AT T AR 3 2 4> (Arnon & Christiansen,
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[EFMN] FLAER (1974-), B,
T IANERIDUEAE N B AT . W T HRAS -

[32EHS] 1674-8174 (2018) 01-0049-09

2017).

N IR B o A, 4R A 20 A
R E B IR EE FHER B E A (B
EIR, 1999) . ZJ5 X AMNIE s F I ih Xt
WG T MEN, il T ILERDUE R
AF 55 Bk B 22, 0 SR A 5 B A P .
SR R T MR T, i 2,
Ay RS T B R R
2007; JT XA, 2008; FREE, 2008; FifHE,
20105 FE/NIF. itiEEZE, 2013; FLAER. Sl
2013; AP, =E . F——, 2016). H—
i, P AR, POEIEAR £ [l A R I
M, mfF i 2o ik . L FILE A,
AT AT 06 3% — I 31 PN A8 DL T BT 5
PEATRY BME mUBURLE S, DL T s Bk . e
TR BIKE . WAEER R FIAS /2, HEBhIY
IR . A SCHT E N A= AR BRI RITAE T

WA, JEROREXSNGR A A bR %, W, FENSHEDOE
lingyue@pku.edu.cn,

O R I 2 R & 2R CHESCE ST ) B B th i S St e I

@ 7EH M IE SCHER A S0 20 A FRORFEARIE S FAIE LS (41 multiword chunks, formulaic language %5
%), HHJ formulaic languages fE A — M~ FK (cover term) #) H4%5Z (Conklin & Schmitt 2012) . 7E [ P 14 Ak 2 fiff
FEICHRH, IR R WA ZF AR, fHRTER TR B R REE S I AEER G RE TS
FCA A X VRGN, BN E DO TER RS A E SR S (Wray, 2002), T HALA W& W IERZ
PARAT IR (BB, 2008) . AN, A7SEAFEL T HIAPBLT- U AAF 5 DO TR DRI fl) 6 o5 Y0 R R e e 52
BE R, AT “EH —iREAE . AT e —iRD X R 4818 formulaic language —1iA] .
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bR AR 80 25 X AMIE U TR B AR AR
WY, MBS S UE P A T T [l 9
TEIEBBITSE . AR HR T FA TSt ids [ P A AH O
U SRR T A AR, e LT A
DUBEHAWTFE I A T PET o

2. IBERIBIRAN R

MAE B FE) K aHkF, Rt
RS FHRIHEI MR . Be . 52 15
FRAEIN T SE A B B R, —EH %)
e & GBI R G, HRAWERED
EERPEIE . BN, Wray (2002) 7641
HpgpE . FAE N T A S bR A 4 7 ) 6 At
e T IRYM I 0 A WAL A (Heteromor-
phic Distributed Lexicon model ) . %15 %Y o 1 iF
P EESRE Yo, A e BRI E
AV ) 4% D RE M R B A A7 e 5 4 Bph ke
e i, XHEF 7 g bR s A
AFEMSE . R AninEr, A)J& Ll
FICAAAE, AAFTEALSE iR AT 2 9 43 30
%o XEWREEYRIE T P08 )
RERME o RO FRATIA VRN A T L 44 200 B )
L | RTTIES AR R RN SE PR AR TR
HEER KBS WA, EHEA T 2K
PRI HEIE e A B4 e AE 2L, i IS
— PTG R R i B A TR AR N AN [R] 2 TH
ME S 458 (Buerki, 2016) . 1 H i %F 4R
TGS ISR T 514 EAME S 2Z 5
s BAEIEY P BRI — 2 b, B s
WEZ M,

2.1 NEERS LR H Kk HE

HYE Z R 25, (BEEA B R AR
WL, Thee . B SCHH K (prove-
nance) X DU FPRFAE (1) — Fl 5% 2 Fok 261750 43
(Wray, 2002), H B E & F LMK
P, HUORINEE, BRI 456 He A

FRAEfE A o 40 Pawlew & Synder (1983) AR
HIAE R = h 5 DI BEJ> . Nattinger & De
Carrico (1992) & BUE X - 2 8 %) 79 18] 11 44
W, Lewis (1993) 3 fet 3] P9 38 A 3 LK
RMALEIRER 3 55, FREIRHE,
EPREA A E 2 s e, Hifd a2k
W BE L FATTIR AR DIE T 26000 73 i br e,
A BT ) H

X OUE TR, WF5E AR AL TR Ak
72k, IWARbRiE E LR H RS | &
gefE AR Gl AL iERD) SE. BN,
PO BB (2008) HLHE S = A5 AT AR F I
TR TR PR3 R B [ 25 R A BEIE 454 o 5% BB SS
(2010) [RIFEAR Hhs 2540 23 O [ TR iR I . AE
ke BAEY . ShidMBES . JiEYOR R
HH, BT (2008) HHEIEI TR G )2
DR I e oy i il e (F5 0 . BTG

BE . BOURE) . PR GER . S
2 BRI ER) . RRIER UL,

W, SREAS0),

AN, BB — 2 B RN E ]
(4 5 2 FE S DUIE B B i 2 AR O o 2 &
(2013) AR i DUIFETF B 11 45 44 FIAE) B8 % 49 22 1]
() IR A RO DUR IR o R ki | 1 o) AN
HEZR = K2, SRJG PR G R 20 11
MR BT EZ (2013) YORDUETR
PN FRIE oG 2 0 45 2 B A I R RRAE
it LA AE B oy o0 A [A) 2 % 1 1 A% 0 A 208
Yoo Bl (il ) A ERBAZ IR,
82 A RBRIA S Fm AGE (A0 “BRILZAN )
SRR LAY BN B

B ERC2EE (2017) T 50 7 HiE R
FEd R B Z R soT AR (3R LA L) FIAHE
R E (B EEEE3) RS (KA
M 2-6 ), A REE L (CHFBAE . R
W B E) L B (R R

O X HMUEH A S IE IR B AR Z LR ARR—3R R WP AR S, Hoh A 4/ e 30), ke
TEAN RGO IR B TP L, FEAREAR S X SN 2 GUS TR R O TS ot Jg . ASCHRIE TR 2R T ()
TR T, NS0 AR SMGETER O SCE R T L8 . A AR T E B SNUE
HNEIRZ O LI, CHERDUEZ) . GRS EA S0 . GESSCTFSMAD . (ECHE S5 - (I
e ) (BRITE R E2 4 CAMSUEHCA ) ) KEBRBUEZE) . (AMESCEE) . (BUEHAFT) 5
5o BATANXLEEN FR Y F R RIDUEER T (BE80 ZH) TE& I BN, BK R

U B e H X SNDUTE 2 4% LN TR BRI TS R R
50



fLAER: XAMNUEH A ERPT AT

KB BH (FiEERICIE L&
BiR) SF2MEHT,

2.2 NiBERS E PR

M BRI DGEEY BT e 2, 0
A LR RIBR T, KA LBIE MR L
i, ZMEIES GIERIGE TR IR K
Ao i H, BORIES PR AEE LN LA
HH {0 (%) 43 A T () R

B—, DEWUER—B, RNREHEX 4
SRR T RER ., WK
(2008) MYAR 2 f B [ 45 b 15 B2 il e
o J Bk 1 25 A B R GRS TE B, g e tE
(2009) FEF “BUBZIET AL, (HiBEHREE
R P87 X — X 43R % JEBGE 1 & A ¢
B IRE AR AN S B e, (H 7R HOE Hep 7 SR A 45
— S GE (I IR E” ). A, ER
2245 (2017) WYIE 2B Yt g 18 S
B35 ) B, FEE — Sk iE S
B R, i G BE AT LA A 2)E
FAZEE e mr RUE A SR L 2KiE e,

B, R A = i
WE, UL, R i 28R S AT AT (E AT R
Mo X — 0 F IR -8 % R DUE S
Bl sy o B . AR E (2013) DAY B 47
(] (1 DGR 2 A R o i M, S IR A B 1) i o B
AR, S R [R] ) & AR AN ] . (H
B, ESCHR R PR R B R A R T R
X, B A% ST B A O B IA] b il SR R AR
EAFIERE LR, Bk, 158k
T ) R 1 2 5 BEAE S — A o 7 Y
P E, 2 /0 B O 5 1 B SR AR 1 A AP
2 VA A ] S R, o o R ST Y O, R A
PR ATRE

Jihh, BEANTT L ER (2013) AR
SR SCEE A B I — AN A B R AE T A 2 LA
He LA 4 ERERAE 1 22 /0 ok Sl 4 it 7/l 7Y R
WAL 2k, (BAR BB A — FRIE AR
A A B A — 2 2 H R R s s Rk
FRAE, XS IR R 2 a8, Qe Ry (1) i
iR, B CEEE B RGE (bl
By, WWME—" ), WA XRIEESGERK
BE (i B, AR ). HE#R
HRIBPMAAERE RSN (i “ ERAET
SRR ), i HRZBGEM RN, B

AR (G CRARRZT AR IR~ AT~
R~ IR~ IR~ R IR~ ) A
ABEAR S AL A IR EGE (I “FTFF" ABE
I, “~ FF~4T~7 ), XE—RMWAE
YUY SRR A B AR RIE R AR 2 15— H AT
KAV A, HEDEPAFE)ZHR A HR
RIT- T2 Z T, A BT ik F A [H
Z b B SRR R = T L% B B
(i “BUDpEL” ). HEQEY (0 “AE -
7O AEAGE (A0 “HeagiEL ) L IR
(PRl or JEIM Gy ) PR R AR
RN VAL B W — 2% b Bk, T
AR AT . TR AR 2
PR oy R A FE L % o] R A T B ] A 2
E— LR

B, B RPEEHTRIBERES
AL Z T BAE, X T BN [ IE B2
ZIAFEBRRESR, Wk THRSW ., &l
#(2008) M EorRh U tRiE R aE Y, I
HAR B B 5 4 A i 5 me (Al AR
FBE [ 5 L) o JE A (2007) 5 OE R S
(2017) (42t RIAIE L, (H4 k%
BODUE B B4y 2 tp AR AL G O RS
W, WA B EY L. SR s
WASC) JEANIEEY, A 2R 1) 4 e ]
FRZ MBS AR R XTIk iEk,
BE/NDS L M EZE (2013) IAHATNA ST
P HRAE B BB B R, WS BOR T IR e
A S (28 T A R B ), i HL
Xof 1 BT 5T A2 B VR AT A BR o

XFF IR, FRATIAN N — 5 H
Yy ATEHEBE AR . TE B E BRI A
TR, WA RS A HA XAk
ARG UEN] . ERESE (2017) [WAiHEDE T —
o, SR — R RS B AR, HX
— PR AR, AT S SRR AT T LASR
WE o DASZI6 ) 22 A5 e 21 B AT 56 Sk o 07 1 175
Heo den, A “ThEE—amk. ZFE. B, A

BR . B SEARZS A I O 2 1 R — R
Z LR R B A AL B A T L e By . 1)

BB B AR S, A —E bR R E
2 P EEHE PR ORI PR L R

ZekE, MREETEX BA-TEX
1406 22 8L 2 4t A i 25X DUR TR P A T AN [R] 43
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2, XA BT IRAARAN R T8 B Rk 5 7
fififtiid, TR RE . Hili T2
PRUEFR AL AP, S EDUETRS 2R
WNIRRE A, s T3 iR g, 5l
K TR 5 SRS N T e gy 2R b v
BRI

3. NIBIERSLIEA R

SEUEMF 5% S — A 1 228 ISR OB B aE oY ok
R A H BB S Rk R A RN, Ak
22 70 AT IR & 240 B E R T3 0E T
£ 90 - ACTE Bl A 1 B BB BLE Y . 1R R
— IR ARV R, HEA LI
R e Y0 E T Y, BT SR
WEFE P HESD N HUS T W 3 2R, oA T AT
XU b i AE B IR, (R T IR S
(R AL TRV AR TR (4 by, T B R Y
RIEF #0— D EHEFE RSk
B METPOETE PSRN oY WOk R 2 . it
EH M Z M B S IAE  2 15 A
2 JIT SR Y .

3.1 NEIEPLH I TR

T HC AN TR 18 S 58 B — A% 0 )
I R W SR n N SR Y TS K = SN e
DA KIE 5 2 B A R R AL AT RE (0 SRR .
BAE, EAMEE 4B T 5T
R, BRI EAER. B, PR
PO R AR G i A7 o S g s e 2R
SFNFAFA G ALEAR (ERP) S25%, JFAG
H ERP FEARBEGHE SN T A A e MLH . 55
., WFSRVER N T ESE Y R B S B R
Her D HERAE S TR, P& 2RiEIny
o8 A5 B L5 F AT RAXT o #r . 56
=, PR BRI B B )L AR
BREEH, MR EERAFILE . BHEH
2 FIERFBAEAM TR M. &5, XiEsh
I sgmm R R 5 SR A AT, XA | 2
T, REAER . BFKE. I ERRER
RIVERA THEIRAMINH,

5Z M, DUEHEA S N T P F T
FKAZ, NN HBE SR E b 3 i 5y
P XSG FEZ L T IR A AR AL
FERAEILLAE . FLAER (2012) ff HANZIA B
AT A HT T R oK HAS B AR TR 132
52

PRARLT AR, R IR 2 A W ) T B iR R 3
fEAANR TR, FLABR. L#RJL (2013) fif
R GIVEIES T 0 A AEEES, KRR
B REEE X DOE TR PR U s T R
FH2ESE, RUMBAT RIS B AR B T AT
HIGEREEARRKESR . W, miEAAR
AR R S S RF = = | I 2 0 )
A B VR P AR R AE RN T, (Kong et
al., 2016; A%, 2016; =, 2017; Yiet
al, 2017). Kong et al. (2016) % Bi J 4 17 4
= JUN T RSEEN RS Q QTR R SR L3N T S AN
FHDOE P AR E S MHER A A B HEA O
PRI . L LSRR A B T IR S A AR
2T ARIE S is T RS EHEE B IGE
WHOIM T R, 2016) . AFBUE KB
TARA ) F R DGR E YOI T (O
W, 2017), VIR DUHEBREE R 1B H W IUE
BB T, (Yietal, 2017). ikS6HF57H
KIT BB S G AR 2 I LA DUEE
Hepg s (A TR, U T s B R R RAL
R TFEFHAE S I TS ARSI T £
IR T UE , iR A AR T RS
SERGIEHE o

PUE YN AT AR A B, (HAERT
FOEMEARTFBery i 1 F e ELERTS, IR
57 BB AR, EB T DUEE B0 B
PRI T AL BEE DUETR 5 i3 2
ISR T2, IHYOANI TR 2 bl 2 1
Z, XA B KRR,

3.2 BB SE

X242 ARE N A E T RS
g2, A FriBdos ZiE 2115 B AR R E R R H A
b5 Ik A B T, T AR X T Y SR
ot 2 (Wray, 2012). W58 KB %%
BrBOs N i 2] — e EREADER, |
R Z RN SR E R E R SRR E AR
B S 22 00, I o2 B0 — /N8 43 v A B
(Nesselhauf, 2003 ; Siyanova & Schmitt, 2008 ) .

Xof AU 2402 400 3 ) A 5T a1 ) Tm) 3 A
A RN AR 55 BRI S RS o b
HFEMER RN, SR KR b
) A G O, 43 B E o DOE T Y i 4 B R
R A, X b ) 35 5 RER E IR 2 15
5 E, BRI AT RE AR R, X 0 4 A
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(T, 2006; fLABRAE, 2013; PRk . i
F7, 20105 FEL% 2015), i, ELS%
(2015) BT iERERZREIY T HIESE “V
B+ X7 (RS . B . BUHIESE)
R, B RAE S T O 3
AR, Horh HA S R e A8 A B
o BFIT L R B ) B D0E T S AR
02153 FAEERRE O (T3, 20065 fL4
BK, 2013, 2016).

BE AN, 3 TR O P R A 5T R B
SO HEAE VL + X7 TR H A R 2R R A
fhshiml s . iR, XaRIUAE (HE%,
2015) , XFPUIEA I PEMEZR S R CHET A
7R T AR AR B S B R R L
MR B . iEF 2, 2010). X&E oK
DB E AR R A, Sk
2 ) F AR DU B 3 b A ) T e AR R
PRARTE B, 76N B L IR B AR i) A 45 A 1B 4% 4y
B 18 e b i 7 B0 o 22 0 D 3 B i o
ELAR Hh 7 T e SCHR AR () D IR R R (FLA
B, 2012).

PURS HEIEST WA GERBM) MBS
ik RIS T 515 ) Jr T A9 A 3R
BRI, ) B DGE TR B ) 15 R FEAE 3 £ 0]
W, DURIBHRHEAN DL SRR b3, 1
LR s B aE 1 E 22 A 45 288 B i 2L
2o HETHFIE B 5 KON 2 76 T3 7 1 F 98 X
i, DIAERIEYGE RS BE D, 5%
BT SE PR A R FL A PR o

3.3 NBIBRHF

222 Bk s AU () B BB S IR 2 T
HeE, G B SRR O R 4
FIBYER . N T AR iR,
WFFEE 2T TR RN, S TE B a2
e, FRIRIB IS S A T U IR R 45 2%
B AT IR R b . Har, “#
WREeTE e . BB BT XENECAE T
W2 ACR, B R Rt —ENS
%o X ANDUE FE U R i BT A £
5%, M ERRDGE BRI A R0R R

3.3.0 PUBWNC R “iE” WF5T

] A — o2z 35 8 2 g 5 LB S U
TR, DB EE A B RN T, i
P 2B A, AN [ TR)E R 4 v i A0

EHORTE . Willis (1990) 1 3= 22 = 45 i) Y
BOLFETC, AL 5 = 4] way [ “by the way
the best way of 7 &% & UL % i . Nattinger &
DeCarrio (1992) WI4E AV %5 15 (lexical phrase)
TAER W AR AL, Lewis (1993) A9
FLAEHERC . [ RIE . M) FHESR Z R TE B
XA NNy, A ) B R R B B R A E 2
2 35 FE AR AR B HHF IR T A B il G
HERFF AR T, AT BN RIER B E
Flo [H X BB U] 3 T S B 07 A 3 ik
Z T EAEE, TR RE XTI S A S AR S
FrvErg sz, BRI S B B R A
NI

H i DT I T 2 0L 1 e R 4
WRAMH KNGS 2k BREIRDUE RN
FRUL S T — ey iE e (RER& K B
WL s . BE WA, HIFR kB R
FAEER I B FoE AR . REURE | il
SEARUEAS B SR, DR 0 45 2815 B S s 2
48 FAEH AR (L0, 2005; X,
2013 JA /N EE | FR#E, 2013; FhE, 2014;
ik, 2015; FLAEKR, 5Kakfh, 2015). 4<Z1E])
(2005) AW K b iE e stz iy, i
ST CIEILRY” o (HIX — AR AR
Ry o R RE L B i RS )
A3 78 53 W9 Z BTAR MESE I

3.3.2 PUBHMTEYI T

YOI 5 6 B0 1 — A 52 M gl 2 i O G
HHEFEILS AREEMEH, FEd s
ML Z Ry, TR L b L AR
IS % (Meunier, 2012), XELHERSTE
A RSN IR . BT, A DR
GEFE UG X DR BOb T AR B 7 o0 A (SRl
&, 20105 25, 2013b; #hEEE, 2016), &
WIEZBA BN AL TR A TR
MR ETA I, A MNEMAERTF g 52 1
(R/Ma, 2010), BEE 2 B 2 BIE A
B ORNEIME . Aoed, BRI HDOERYN
PAwiR (25, 2013b) . 7EWIRLEA IR EH
TR R R TE P DL S R [ R AR
XNEERBEREZ, W%h HA R 210G
P, HERPEAEGEIMIIREA S —, 2
MR A, ZEA KT ERE ()
b, 2016).
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DL bk SE A5 R Y AT A AR M —
TBAYH G B RN DUE b R G B 5
FIAL BRAT HEAF AL A 0], X AT W] AR R 80 )
HHEYRR, ARFERIE, Xy
R EE > HED TH . hRAM o
Br, X SE b 5 25 S 1) 5 ol 1 S A R E— P
WE. A2, ZOMNTLRRHAETRKEE, S5
BB KRB B 3 Hrda L, X85 g 2K AR
FAEDUE 2O F IR S TT RS . TR
W GETT B Fd i, TP R L F L 5
SRR ORI B SRR U, LU EOR R iR
FE A R A

3.3.3 WEHHCF IR

B S50 5% e B Bk BB B2 U A T]
/b (Meunier, 2012). F4, ZiBEJHR %R
B “He BARRRUE IEIMS, B4, ¥
R E SR . Kk, s S
REEATFREAEYEST WA KERA
HARF R IE S M I AIHE, MR s
— A RBEY AR A, HETtE s
TR R T B 32 S B0 F B T B R 5K
1), BEMSAEHE2: 2 FIE 2SR (Jones & Hay-
wood, 2004; Boers, 2011). 7EE #5450
Berp, FREAURREBARA B E R
W, IR R th RA IR T
T LASE i . A0 Lewis (1993) 48 Hi i i) i 3%
(The Lexical Approach) .45 —iE#2#ai ok 1 #r
M3 . JrikAepd, MR OHIES) T iR e
WG (HIX — 2023k B ETE G — 28 iR o fif
PRI, X T EMARE (R, 2010).

FEXPAMIUE Bk, AR R EFT T
AR PGS 2 A BT P28 T iR
e, VAR UG B s R A o s ()R e
2007; JT LA, 2008; K4 F . WK,
2009; ki, 2016). HATC &8l 7 —Lk
W TR RN . i, Ak,
2 E A (2011) . FLABR (2013)  F1 b B
(2014) ZF AN LUBEHHS I8 S, WITIUE
MG BB E IR TE B2 ik . XS e
ety AR, BVER A CiE e
% (ERIBIEFENE) . BYERE RIS
i) iEdE g GEBURE . % miE
) 7 SRR, RIIBER AU RS S s
Py 215 Jish, PR AR R -1E

54

Yoo ek, NIRRT S CEk
J s A S35 | 2 A B ) A S, AR
J 5 R 2 A A NS ) O e 2l R O O 4 R
AN, IR AR AR TE AL T B I AR e A R
(Bfif& B, 2011; 73FPH#E, 2010, 2011), JEF
A7 B0 RSB ] ) 2R L 00 R B X — T vk R
WA, BE, HTX—Jrkdmr g
ME A SC b b A B0 B OZ w4 B
(chunk) 7 TjE— B FR A A0 HA 215 Tk BB
(formulaic language) , A B 5% & 43 Bk Ry iX —
JFEAR B “m)al - HI ek (/D
J7 . WEZ, 2013),

BUAL, S I F OB TE B 20 5
HR R FF A R 0t Y T 2 JE S 1 s JEL B M
T OBRSE R, Horh A e R
SRAGIE IS, AR I BT LA A 1
A E AL (R, 2007; FAME. B
fE, 2011) . MRPEZZCERA MRS T PR
PUE" RANVEKE, Ve o E s, dE R
FEFEIC S A GBI . PR ERE T LIS
FEEAEMDOEIE SRR, WA DORE AR
0. ds ARNCIC R, BRI RS BhiE B
IR AT RFITEY, PR TG
Yeitin), DRSNS I A8 B 0 {8 s 1 T e
P S RN 2 2 B AUF 98 IR B X R 2 LR
LRI

IR SR R BRI R e B R
DO AR FiEYm s e )y, R EEDUE
HoFBOR . (H S IE W Wray FR4E 89, U0
DUEH I ERRIE BRI IO T
Al Sl R B SOOF AR, X7 B
SRR WEREMEN AR (JA25¢, 2015), JE2Lbh
G 0 HE A X — [R) T 3 A A A S i
oK 2 B2 E 2N DB B B ) 202 T BURCR
)5 LS

4. #5ip

HHT, XHOMUEBHIERR A2 A4
BRI . TR ZE IR W LUE 1, B 5r
W7, DUETEIR TR0 25 A 78 HL
IRARMEP AR Z ML, R SET T B0 L
WEF, TERACIEY KOS IERZ b, dE—2
XHESR A TET S R 13U 45 5 T Rt £
USRI IR R NSRS AR . SRR
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Jiifn, XPAMIGETESGART 2453 M5 1Y
SCUERE TSI B R, Tk SRR . Hi,
DUBE SO BIE F e W e 2, AEE BN
SN IR 2 I (RS o g | RS B 1 i s
18, RZBHTAERINGES, SR IEEA
KR, AN BEAR DR DUETE B ) 15 FIH ey S h IH
I AR Z R, 4 J5 1 S 1 A BT T 555
AR IR A R AP, SR B H AR
P B LT B gm0 B9 IR IE R 4 BE ) o Fe Al A
B, AR MBI RE ST TR 2 A E PR B s
AR 7 ) RS, 45 B T Z2R007 MoK T
B, (DU I P ik 5 RS B 22 R AR
FEME
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Mirativity and Its Realization Form in Modern Chinese
Hu Chengjiao
(College of Arts, Anhui Normal University , Wuhuw, Anhui 241000, China)

Key words: mirativity ; modern Chinese; realization form; nonmorphological method

Abstract: Mirativity is different from the evidentiality, the modality, the counter—expectation and the mood categories. It
should be seen as an independent grammatical category. Mirativity subsumes five semantic types: (i) sudden discovery,
revelation or realization; (ii) surprise ; (iii) unprepared mind; (iv) counter— expectation ; (v) new information. In different
languages , mirativity presents different distinguishing features in its realization. In modern Chinese, its assumes four typical
nonmorphological forms of realization: giving a specific mood, selecting a commentary adverb, using a discourse marker and
adopting a specific construction.
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A Review of the Research on Chinese Formulaic Language
Kong Lingyue
(School of Chinese as a Second Language of Peking University , Beijing 100871, China)

Key words: Chinese formulaic language ; theoretical research; empirical research

Abstract: Formulaic language has been a hot issue across disciplines and research areas recently. This paper reviews the
research conducted on Chinese formulaic language in the past 15 years, bother theoretical and empirical. Results show that :
1) while there is much theoretical discussion on the classification of Chinese formulaic language, the perspectives of
classification are limited in scope and the criteria invoked are fraught problems ; 2) there is an increasing number of empirical
studies with an increasing diversity of research methodology; 3) while progress is obvious in the psycholinguistics studies ,
advancement has been slow in studies of the teaching and acquisition of various Chinese formulaic sequences. This paper
further reviews the problems encountered in this research field and points out some areas of exploration for the future study of

Chinese formulaic language.
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