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8 ZE:Goldberg & Jackendoff(2004 ; 532-568) 3} 335 3h £ M X AT T 2@ A 5 09 b8,
RGeS EH LM XAER— AR TR, MM RARZIFTHHX S LA T ME
(Family Resemblance) , Fa&AaMltR € T #iEshE MR AL A TR R %, R EZM X0 L
AR, FIHALRET CHMR S IEEREN X, B LIE A 4 RFARA 32 kAR ke 2
#24F Goldberg & Jackendoff(2004 ) it — 4 449 547 , *HEAT KRBT T 69 4 2k &) ik AT T 70 5%
IR, SRR LN LMK D L AN In HUAE A1 R AL T 3% %, 0975 3 09 5P 30 A= 30
WAERET RBHEMNRXTHRFET S HOELETL X,

R EEH LMK XIE LT A ; FakAa Uk L35 K BB X,

MESES H314.2 XERED:A XEHE:1672 -0598(2011)03 0106 - 10

—.3l=

BAr R waE- SUN e s I B8 i W
THEIE LR G SEHN Y, AT AL G ik
MHEZE T 1S3 50 A B TR . B S BIFIE
ORI S UE L, OC B SCRIE 2 0T 1 1 ) =X
EEX X MEE IR S HAl 25 0 5 5 IR A
L, AT RAR B

YIS 25 0 2 FR G 9 B R AT LGB B )
Jespersen(1909—1949 ) , H fij ¢ F 52185 3l 45 44 =
IPTR A AP BRI, 155 FF TSNS
45 ff B (Tenny 1994) , 5l M i) I 7K S A ¥
(Jackendoff 1990; Levin 1993 ), B¢ M 7] ¥ 45 #y
(Levin & Rappapot 1995 ; Van Valin 1990 ) mi )\ 14

« [J&A5 8 #4]2011 -01 -27

3 i E ( Goldberg 1995; Goldberg & Jackendoff
2004 ) , = DL RF I D HKCFE DDA R TR AR RE
(Boas 2003 ) BFFEsh &5t 0, 15 0 T VF 2 A i E 1)
PR BUR . AT EZ RGBS 25 L e s
SCUCHECERY DL S B i) PR A

—KIEHENK KB

— FLVIOR 18 5 2 X ) 2 R S 7 T R F
SRR TR S5 XA RO ST A WL
5, LI Rappaport & Levin (2001 ) F1 Wechsler
(2001 ) AR 10 27 N X T 8l 45 4 =8 i i)
PR ] 58 A S 1 SR I, 428 ) ) 3 1500 300 S Ik
F2 L0 e 98 A B ) s %k T A 2Ry B 5 i LA

[ £ 458 12010 & F K bpd K FALAZE AT B “EEEBMXGIAEET FH R (K2010-115) ;2010 4
TR T FAALHFARIR B G FINF AR (2010SKZ1015)
(%M E 15(1982—) , B, & RANAFd, £ & RIS X F5EE S REH, 22N Fikmit T $ 5L

&) R BT
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Chomsky (1995 ) KR 2= 5\ Ry sh 45t X e
BLARE I — )l R . T JLAR R, JEiE Bl 4h
P — B ) SR T Y £E . Goldberg
1 Jackendoff 7 AKX — J7 T 1B 58 I, 2 0 I
FIGAHI M. FRATF 2T Goldberg (1995)
Goldberg & Jackendoff (2004 ; 532-568 ) Xt 5l 4 4
TS — 21950 Hr

Goldberg (1995 : 189) HHa sh 4k t4 Y Lyt
(transitivity ) $ 3l 45 2 40 AW 2. — oo 8h 45 5
(two-place resultatives ) 1A K #) 51 4% 2 (intransi-
tive resultatives ) , §if & M & X b “X CAUSE Y to
BECOME Z”7 , JE . “S V O OBL,,m "o H17A]
(la-b) ; JF HFG M & & L X BECOMES 77, B
XH“SV OBL,ppp” B sh &5 #=0, an(le-d) , i3
2Z[8] 38 3 7 5K 47 4k 7K BE 22 ( subpart inheritance
link) #4545 , &R J@ T ) — 442X, 4

(1)a. Mary wiped the table clean.

b. Paulo cried his throat dry.

c. The river froze solid.

d. The vase broke apart.

Sem  CAUSE-BECOME < agt pat result—goal >

PRED < >
Syn \4 SUBJ OBJ OBLpp/ap
Is: cause
XY S5
Sem CAUSE-BECOME < pat  result-goal >

|

Syn v SUBJ  OBLppsp

1 Goldberg ZiEFNEMA TN IE X LA E
( Goldberg 1995: 190)

B Ll g b OB SR S S5 51K,
AE Ky 3 25 kg 3G 2o 5 5 40 4k R B 12 B AR .
Goldberg (1995 : 193) YL FLARTE 1t B 7€ 42 n]
PAHITE SORTE 0N, 45 SRR 0 I T 1A 1 22

DR AEAC e o0, Haz RS A A= 3 A R R (1Y
SPGB AR, I X (B 1)) shah 3 ik stk
7 PR -

(1) Zoush gyl — A CR ) K
BT,
(2) Bl ik i Sh A e 5T e 152 o Lo
IR ZSAE A « ANBEATFAE IS 8] (W] B

(3) T8 2 1) 45 AR T 6 RS — A B 1Y
4 9=

“X /O

(4) ZEFARTE B oLy iR AN RE 2 Hh 3l inl % AL iy
¥ 251A] ( Green 1972 ; Carrier & Randall 1992) .

Goldberg & Jackendoff (2004 . 532-568, 1
PR AG & RI) X 3if s 250 itk T AR 7
Mr 553 B A5 o R 2k

(1) B 32549 2K ( Causative property re-
sultative )

)3 :NP1 V NP2 AP3

XD Bl [ Y2 0 73]

J7 2 8RR EE4 [ VERBAL SUBEVENT ]

4l : He hammered the metal flat.

(2) A8 R 3 25 #9 2 ( Noncausative prop-
erty resultative)

m)JE: NP1 V AP/PP2

X1 B0 Y2

J5 =2 Bk S

Al : The pond froze solid.

(3) AR B fili g% 4% 5 2544 50 ( Noncausative path
resultative ) (W FRVEIE W #2 s # =X, “ intransitive
motion construction” )

4)i::NPL V PP2

XD B A 2

A, J7 = SR A

B. 255 ghial ik G4 X1 & A

C. 25 ik FF X1 R

Ui : The ball rolled down the hill. The truck
rumbled into the station.

(4) (i f 42 3h 45449 2 ( Causative path resul-
tative ) ( 3 MY 2 {8 £ 35 #4 R “ caused-motion con-
struction” )

] NP1 V NP2 PP3
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T8 S XT Bl [ Y2 B8 10) At 3]

J5 2 ghinlk

40 . Bill rolled the ball down the hill.

AG & RJ(2004 ; 544-545) ) N GEAF Y
T SR TCEE G I8 2 18 T4 1Y) 3 3k B e )
R ANEIRTCAE 1Y o (A3, A4 U S ) A 25 4 e
FER) TG . AR B IS5 AL A i L
R AT ST, 17X 26t i HLV R B T 52 A
J& B B AR SR DI I SR 454 . b AiTiE
BICeFSZ B E M) (Full Argument Realization ) il
18 L —FE D ( Principle of Semantic Coherence )
X KR S i S 45 4 IR JT A BC AT T PR
FEAR

= KRB RIEHEHR

U IE S a5 N B — KR, X 5
FATAARAR] T 4ERR AR AR R RS, S
92 F,AG & RJ(2004:532,542) g i A POk
JB S A AR T BN A AT SRR 0%
FRRIPE T A ) T — > K M. Wittgenstein (1958 ;
66-67 ; 4l ,2005; 22) 5 :

FEAE FRATT RN games” B FN, T 45 1Y 2
board-games,
Games 5555 , —— | 28 Ui : 1 & A7 FL[a] s,
AIREANTHA ZERRFR N © games” " ——55 ok 4
MR EHENRGIRAM LR &, E22
TSN HO AL B X AR I S50 AR LE V1 2
ZH) games 1 i s — 2 22 A AHE.SE SR AHAL
PERIZE R G, A — e B AR ARl A — L D 2
AN ERARRLER . FRAEGAS S AP A 2 PRl i
XARIIOE R, Wl BAR 2 AR e,
R — DGR G 22 8] i 2 B 1 R PR 1 22 0 T 1) A
IME——ATE S IR A 26, 20 2 MR 5%
MDA R T N E S S, BT LA games”
WA T — DKk

T LA TEAE R AR T K, JE MR T A i i i

card-games, ball-games, Olympic

BRI R 110 235 A A 114, i o 3 o Y A
Z AR LA SR G AR S ok o HiE L,
FATTAT AR T A 1 B 45 53 SRR —
WIZhah ik L, i — AR , RS SR AR A
P28 R AE — 7 , 3 HL A AR DL A IR — B A
AR E——3h 45 0 SR E YRR AE SCRY
FARME , Sl U R A S E A AR, 18T
G BC A4 A AL 45 5 A Ik A1 — i 40 1Y 9 AR 1)
P05 =2AR B AR S 4 b iRk
IR R 25 20 56 2 9 H SRR, e ik i 3L
AOARLTE , P 2 WA U I E AT T Z B A5G AR

FIGAR L . R AERHE

B
EIETCE

2 WEDHEMARK

Pl 2 Ui B Sh A A — M K AR
FWAMINERIVE T, 23 D A H AR & 44 5
Oy FL XYY S ALk ] LU i — 4k
IR, AN R Ak 3l 45 Ky X0 S e A2 s 45 4
AR Pt Bl 4540 A, BURE AR AE Bl 254 A
AR RRAE 3 45 F 2 SRR AR Bl 45 4 X R A
52 JMEB AR S A AR T I A W
Ay 30 3, AR Bl i U S P Al SR Z LY
K FFNE LT % 18Iy R =29

O EEHEHXGEEL RN, EARFHARAL BT LN, — 2 ELMEGRTYEELA E A (fu-

sion) , — & & 5T v #) X, 3 k424 (sole contribution) .

@ iZIURZARIE AG & RJ(2004) 84 I3 5EAA 3835 M XA A — AN Rk 6940 Bk, 3 a0 89 335 LA A1 69 LF, A LR

’ﬁ-""%"\hii:—O

® B2 FPEAOEFHMEFNEARG S L, LEENBEN T E,
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T HEZESE AG & RI(2004) A IR AT
[B) R e ) B F AR R 4% 26 1) =X ( Dancing Ma-
zurkas ) FI: 58 28 41 30 (Spit cases ) AETT 112 S B 45
P QSRR LY, A BEAE D RO, BAT TG B4R 2
2, BTN 2IE—28 . B THE Bk IS AR
I, W) (1)

(1) a. Martha danced mazurkas across the
room. (FYHBkE IR 2E i bl )

b. The kids played leapfrog across the park. ( %
TAMECE B ek 5 5 2 b o)

c. John did cartwheels through the crowd. (%
Lol ERIIRS SISO UN )

AG & RJ(2004: 556)

EIRYE S ER e SCI WA 72 Wl e i a2 G X B
ShEE R, XL AR A SR AU S R
25 RETEV A Chost) D402 Sl in) 1 T2 15, T
FEMEERIR X1 B[ Y2 B e 3 XA
X AR (L) P RS G IR
B, Ul Martha danced mazurkas across the room. 1)
T FOIRTE 19 32 N0 18 Martha [ A 2 3l i)
AYFETE mazurkas, FF H I 4] A GE PR f# 4 Martha
made mazurkas go across the room. B{ & Mazurkas
made Martha go across the room. 15 & Ui 1% 46 /7]
FTARASENE, Mz ENTEFEIESRMER. &
AL EANTE R TAEEU AR sh 45 =0, R X1
#in) Path2 . X FEHU Bl 1A] %5 1% 4 danced mazurkas
BEGIB T (HE XA ) B — 2 S 8k
gt sh 25 R 2 LA —2L H 0
7 (uN S (NS R () N K T2 R vl e s e 3 1
(2):

(2)a. Martha waltzed across the room. (%3¢
I 1)

b. The children leapfrogged across the park.
(A )

c. John cartwheeled through the crowd. (3§ 3C
[ 1)

AG & RJ(2004: 556)

BRAT BN — BT B4 53 532, N ix 2
F T SO TR IRR g B ) AR B B A 5l
2544 7, ( Transitive noncausative path resultative )
TEISIE X D25 Z 0, e R FE —F AG & RJ
(2004 :554) XJ (3) (4) 4] XA T8 SCIL T
(5)(6)(7).

(3) a. Bill followed the thief into the library.
(LEIR BRFE R AN WA B 4518 )

b. Bill tracked the leak to its source. ( [t /R{fE

c. Bill traced the clues to the haunted house.
(HLIRIBERER ZR B ] R 551 )

(4)a. Bill took the train to New York. ( [t/R3f
KA S

b. Sara caught a plane to New York. ( % $7itF
AL LA

c. Ann rode a limo to the hotel. ( %I ZE AL
LW

d. Bill took/traveled the Taconic Parkway to
New York. ( /K BUGE the Taconic Parkway %I
AL,)

e. Chris rode the Oregon Trail to Kansas. ( 57, B
e I 42 BGHE B X /M BTN )

f. Ray flew the coastal route to Buffalo. ( 75 3¢
LG TR KBRS )

AG & RJ(2004: 553)

(5) /)3 NP1 V NP2 PP3

XD B I AR 3

T2 Ak B X1 B Y2 P i A

[ VERBAL SUBEVENT: X1 GO [ PATH DE-
TERMINED BY Y21 ]

(6) 435 : NP1 V NP2 PP3

XD BRBE Y2 #m gg4e 3 (X1 GO-AF-
TER Y2 Path3)

5245 ( INSTANCE ) : 2 37 ¥k 5 fF [ VERBAL
SUBEVENT] e. g. , follow, track, trace

@ AG & RJ(2004:; 536) 4% & T #0386 T EF 4L B AP fo RP(H K19 4245 M/~ 18 4215 ) #R A “resultative phrase” 5%,

“RP” (% R HKiE),

@ AG & RJ(2004; 537) # “host” 4 &) F P A Z Fr AP S AR A LA £33,
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(7) 435 NP1 V NP2 PP3

OC: X 5@ Y2 I A 3 (X1 GO-BY
WAY OF Y2 Path3)

S BRI e. g, take

B SRR e g

Hor (5) 28 RIS, (6) (7) 9 AG BT 45
PEZ T AG, (5) 3 K 5= 1H A 11 g
WSS T, R A 2RSS IT, X
R T Ie RS BRI, O HARRR TS5 B
) AG FEIRE MBI r 32 (6) (7) ,(HEK
AU 2=, A (3) (4) iy )5 #f 2
LB M Bhin A R PR, A SCRE T AG &
RI BIARTE  JEENTH S Pk Sl #8422 4514
o BEXFHRY o3 SRR s Th X B SRR
i B A A 2O 5 3 U B AR , TR ) B S B
fl p A A SRR AR o X R g s 1
— TP 0 Sl S RS R ) e R ——SK
4L (instantiation) o A 1 fift gk 35 4L SRS )
2, BUAEAE Sl Uk A4 Al =00 74 1Y 5C 2R 13 W]
—Fo HIHE ) HRIHIH

(8)a. He wiped the table clean. (fili3{% 5 1
T#,) Goldberg(1995. 189)

b. The bullets whistled past the house. ( F3LIF
W% KB o) AG & RJ(2004: 540)

c. The witch vanished into the forest. ( 2z ALY
RTRMZF,) AG & RJI(2004; 541)

(8) ™ a AR K4 E He made the table
clean, Bl 4 /& wiped the table, 1] LI He
made the table clean by wiping the table, [KJH E1]
ZIAISC R BRI k4. b m)J&E T & A 3l 4
#42, ( Sound-emission resultative ) , As °] DL i The
bullets went past the house by whistling; H G881\ K
THRAY A (the bullets” whistling) J& #4804 b7
T AR XML, shia U ARl =X
KPR RBL R KR o MR KBS
( Disappearance resultative ) , [f] b ] —FEtH AN AT L)

i, The witch went into the forest by vanishing, H §g

ride, sail, drive

11 The witch went into the forest and thereby van-
ished , gl il Y44 AL XU 1 19 56 R L J2 45
REFR AHRE(3) (4) FRIAIT, XLEH)

110

THEM R a8 T LY sh 250 h
RO ), B AT 3l i) i 22 1 (5 B A R SR 2R
AR A S 2k, 25 ROIRIE I 2R 7Y
Fifro BATR SR R AR 2R F R R 2
— BT R 5% R —— S Bl (instantiation ) o LA
JEULTE X 2640 rh 1 B (1 1 S5 A = 1 SO
oL, an(3)a i, i follow J&HA ik £ X X goes
after Y along a Path i HARSZH], (3) (4) YA
TUAE TAEBUE B8 AR sl 254 =X, BB ax s )
H Sl IR R A2 R ), i R T iR e AR S IR
W, A (3) (4) Py 3805 Bk AR 2
R, AT i X0 S—— Mk
C [ e AT (e

(3) (4) By i) Y A FOAL 2R R 19 5 &
e SR IS 4 B 35 AH - B 28 1) UG Bl ) ok
PR R G2 — Mt AR W7 A7 40 L%
(1) Hr g, ] LA & 3B AT RY 3l v 5 AT
R ] B e AR TR s AT HARE, (1)
H ) F # AT DA 3 R . Martha went/was  going

across the room while dancing mazurkas. , The kids

went/was going across the park while playing leap-
frog. , John went/was going the crowd while doing
car wheels. VE#A B IS © AT S U £ A
A U S — BB 9 5¢ &« R B ( co-occur-
rence ) 85 £E [ ( collaterality ) . "B FIZEHUNT .

(9) Je Wik AE Bl i 42 2 2544 52X ( Transitive
noncausative path resultative) (e. g. Martha danced
mazurkas across the room. )

¥ NP1 V NP2 PP3

T XL PEBE S Y2 B8 1A AR 3 (X1 GO-
WHILE DOING Y2 Path3)

() B/ - Sl A

H1(6) (7) (9) ¥4 BT 1 20 25 4 200 S
K3

K3 5K 2 B LUE R RMA K —HE, 1513
Vi S EAR B AR S 2 M A ST S 5 4
G —A>73 3, B X530 =AW 3 k3
RIS, BRI R 26 50 =1
AW 35 LRI ELRAER ENTHES AR
PERIRZ MR T L[] & T X A, B AT Z M IR
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(take cases )

(follow )

B3 #rsh SRR E

REENTE AL EEE L E R A

IR 9% 28 ) 5 (Spit cases ), ] 1)
W

(10) a. Bill spit/urinated out the window. ( L.
IRAECBR) 7 (BR) nk/ BRI 5b )

b. Bill sweated/bled on the floor. ( Lt /K B VT
K/ MR T AR F )

c. Bill ate off the floor. ( [V/REITHUARIZ IR o)

d. Bill drank from the hose. ( [t /8 M 7K &
MEIK o)

e. The toilet leaked through the floor into the
kitchen below.

CHRAN I e ik 75 7K (75 7K) 28 i iR B35 T
T ) B 5 )

f. Mollie yelled out the window. ( Mollie E}j % #
KEmk,) AG & RJ(2004; 556)

AG & RJ(2004: 557) {8 KA B e hr A
ST A N B AR A 20, JE PR O (1) ) =CHY H
B, SOAHA g — R i = (HERA A
W5t VEETEMAIA R T AG & RIL/E#H NN
BATH A L) AR TE B S A5 S
H B Zh a5z b o Ao T Bk R 224 X
[ FE, x 2K ) X NE L B 8 T ARl g4 s 4
Fy =, B3 B B 2 4 sl ie) B0 1 HEAT Sl 8
HRAREEEEE R sh 25, oy dE R T
WICATRSE I ok XA S — o Y
A 3o PR AR kB AH R S 2 A,
VEE R Z NAE Yl AR sh 25 X, AT

H(10) g a, b, e, £ ATRLFEAZIGL T ¢, d
Au] o BARE PR

(10) a, b, e, f R ED M T EHEH L
FHULL B F18, 1M o, d REEYHFAEE N
(10) AR YK F:a, b, e, £ FHBHIHL
spit, sweat, leak, yell 55 #3575 = i54f nl L1521
HAAH SN, & A0 & & B ml e R, 0
KBS o T e, d H ate, drink 5 TEIE L AE
Y Y, KR BT R e — 2 R, A
BARR S Lo MIE L ERF ca, b, e, fHRA]
DA 7R (S8 T Bk A R AF 5 18 1T & L) “ The
subject makes (something) out of somewhere by do-
E VB Ao ARG A A
Hodth” 3 BE A B S, ] LA Bill made the
spit out the window by spiting £, {H ¢, d 46 A1]
LAt Bill made the food off the floor by eating, Bill
made the water from the house by drinking, AJ DAiX
F% & a, b, e, { PRSI RSHEL Y, M
J T L ASCIR T R RAAS B ER 43 g B, T e, d
SRR G BN TN TGO YWY P =g N
BB, EATTAME R 3 SOIR TR AT AR ARl T 14 . M Bl
WIEICE a, b, e, f PR SIIAIRITTH] B R
BT S IE s RARTEA R AL EEERS , il — T
iAo e, d PR RS T A W] W B
¥o B EFR ¢, d HEMA T —MRSHFFTE:
FOIRWZIR, V2R PE /K o T THT AR A 1) 2 1 32 B
T ACUEIPIR S TE AL E

i ERTR AEE N a, b, e, fFEAIE LW
AR S AR I o, d BEHERR . XOAR— A
FRIB AR ERZE Z , TE BHNR IF 1 —SE ] T2
W SR B 5 S X S R Bk S Ras sy R BRI
BREFATE AR AR (H B S 52 5T B iy R 2% 5
MANRERE A8 B BRI G, BB AR L 3
EAKAF 4 Y (prototype ) HYAR B 7K 2K fiE i it
ABRXAFM o XRS5

(1) AR K W 1 Bl B 4 3 2544 3 (Intransi-

tive causative path resultative) (‘e. g. Bill spit out

ing something

the window. )
]34 NP1 V NP2 PP3
WS X1 Bl (Y2) B igAe 3
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2 SRR EEF[ VERBAL SUBEVENT ]

RAEREA B A AR A A K 32,
PRILA A 40 BEIESERIT A 3, BN X
I STAE AR A E T R — K . M5
03 35 L RN A HEARTRE AR 5E R
T30 M3 S RIS R BT R A3k 2
SC s A AR . DA i BRI R A 5
o AN e S A R ot 0 3.
W0 L Z B HARE B e — s
FRAR A8 30 2 S U0 B AR, A0 Sfd
MESH A5 S B RE S 45 U (BR T — 4%
B, 53— FAREUE) #RJE TR R KA,
1111 5 B A 3 45 4 2R I T EU A SOk K
o PIBTH X SO T EANTRZ BRI,
TERE XA HEIRINIA S 01 5

R RFAE

AR L

BB

B4 REDHEMARKEENE

M. 3hEE 3N B R IR R

ESCEAR BN GRAR AP B ) 52 b IR 52
S IP SOERIZIE A, O AR AL 2L e
SEMR AL 3 522 1) AR AR T R AT AR 1A
Jeia T W B R AEAT I o SR L P B
WHE TG R T, X 554 0E
EA Ao RGEEI  HRE S e —
B, Tk e 4 U RE A8 L5 R ™ Ak — ) 7
YRS E5H ANIE SO D) Z2 ik i, AR 1A

112

PRI B — DA B AT, 52 A
e —B UL B, X el K= 17 o —Fb
AHERY AL, Goldberg (2006:22) A A — 4>
I A ARA HARXT W P RE , 1A A& M 55 —A>
T IRA R Y o 8 1] 2 J2 WA AR X ( Surface
Generalization Hypothesis ) %) $ Hi B 245 200 i
- aF=

JUJRAS (20002 3) Iy i B4R AT LA B
B 73 R R 2R — 2 2 AR HLfE (external moti-
vations ) , 73 —25 2 NEPFRYE (internal motivations)
(PRI S) o AEF N LER T BRI R VE T, 3
SRR AR A T B I RES R 7T SIS L
FRVERT , X 22m) B WHE L — M =, &
O TE—E B EE I E L FE AL
i
EE
R ASIE
& 71 F g
B3
IAJ%KIE?H{%%

H X

Es5 ESEHE(RA(2000: 3))

%%KIE%E{

T

B GE TR BN Ry — 1 A7 B ) B 4 = A
2. F 15 (subject), 31 1d] ( verb ) BY i 15 ( predi-
cate) , #ME ( complement ) £ 5 T2 1% (object ) BLIR
1 (adverbial ) , 3% /2 A 2 258 50 1) B A 15 5% A Ak
A CEFE EIEE) o B AL B3 851900
SCHRAT LLR S AN BEA ] 30, PRI (12) (B—
P S2E— AT

(12)a. He wiped the table clean. — He wiped
the table and the table was clean.

b. The pond froze solid. — The pond froze and
the pond was solid.

c. The ball rolled down the hill. — The ball
rolled and the ball was down the hill.

d. Bill rolled the ball down the hill. — Bill
rolled the ball and the ball was down the hill.

e. Martha danced mazurkas across the room. —
Martha danced mazurkas and Martha went across the

room.
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f. Bill spit out the window. — Bill spit ( the
spit) and the spit went out the window.

AT LA M B — A0 B i TR 35 T
SIFRLE A T — Sy (IR TR ) o B4
X B E R AT A RE? It A kA TA
W7 A ) A SCEIL T S B b 3t O B 4 ) fhi
], (A B 1 A2 B B P i A g SR, A8 g s
(the Principle of Least Effort) X g% 5% 5 ( the
Economy Principle ) A] DI by LA e/ N A 6 H
ORI AT o BRA9E (2005 :180 ~ 183 ) Ay 44 il
RERS PRI RIG ) IZ s 1T H % S iEschsh,
FEILK ATH S AU EER . BRI IR,
TEAZ PR, SEBR X7 B A W 25 5 HE X 58 R 1) 1l
AR O, WO AR 2 58 W 2 451 4 1]
E TR XAE, AT T 32 bR e 2, TE R
UEASG | R R A 2% 152 1) BE it b, gt 2 S 7T R UK IS
SR B H AR B0 B3 S B3k 25, AT - 28] 1 355 1]
PREHRIRIBFOR . —BOA R, B ENTA
J3, HE T LUA 48 ) R W IR Z S A o 45
AR TR TR AL B vh 2R AT 5 18 10 s RO £, LAIK 3
IR BRI ROR , 9 sl 1 32 bRy 2 AE
O T R S R e AT AT, SRR, L BT
Mo SCPRETE L R BE B s B MIBGE R, B
5 BA IR TE R IR ORI TR — AN RE
AW, TR i P 2 0 2k B A S AR — &8 53 o
f11(12a) # He wiped the table and the table was
clean. MRA4fR4E Iy J5 ] LU G l— A i% , JF Hix
#R43JE HELY the table J& FIHME &, 7 LA KD,
e By e] SR RIRE R BRAR . SR T VS B T )
B2 BT 5 22 WA B A W 9 5 5, {453 ol
AL S ATE A5 DL A iE kA il an Bl
FREShZE A X TEIE 28 BB T NP1V NP2 AP3
XFPESHTETE X F 3R X1 8uff Y2 iich 723, —
S (13) BEANENIE § X A e

(13) a. John ran his Nikes threadbare. ( 2§
A T e Aok LA 1)

b. John laughed himself sore. (ZJEyZIFH T o)

c. The tourists walked themselves tired. (Jjf A
ERT)

d. They drank the pub dry. (ftbfiTHEHR I 1E 15
T7.)

PLEm) 8 TR S 3 2546 2 ( Unse-
lected transitive resultatives) @, 435 2 i B 1 =15
AT Bl Fr e R . X R EUE AR kAL, A
ARV — S8R S ) 2l 1) 1 ] i A 315 A A <X
ZH,

IR NATIAS W 3t J 5 hy A 4 2 36 Il i A7
Haiman (1994 ) P> B 27 Tl AR 2527 (04 #f B2 XF G Ak
T RGEMIRAR#RE . Haiman 4, R AKITAH
IR (institutions ) —4¢ , AZETH F WAEM &
A ZRAk AR e T R T T RS R A T kA
54k . Haiman F “ {3407 (ritualization ) 3 #f 5
HIE 52 S B0 “ & " (habituation ) , “ f#50” (e-
mancipation) F1°“ H 3fk” (automatization ) =~ 4H
KA AL o AR A R R, A ( stimu-
Lus ) 19 5y 491 o 2 {745 S 107 2 %o R840 10 S o 45
Ul 538 , B 2 S BORE i RN S B . A
ANEIESH, w1 DLREOE A 51k, dn) L
M7 S SO AR AL, (13) H iR Ky 3]
T E LB &5k, A (13) i)
T AN SCHL B 55 A i i) - 2 BE 1 B4
X MIE AR R 45 A i (75 3k
MR IR JEOR 19 - E S LA Zr B, AT A
R BAFILINRE , T e — A S, B — AT
5 L X PG I — A BBk .

G

AR S F A AR A S S AT L X
Goldberg(1995; 180-198) 1 AG & RJ(2004 . 532-
568) S Sh 25 A SUE R R AT T SRS,
B TEBEITE SRR HA XS A 73 52
W E AW ALK, W P T i sh 45 1
AERIT I R GE . R BEAFEE B MR

O XPWEAT &S A A% X (Idealized Cognitive Model ) £ ak k- (Lakoff 1987 68), % &4k sk 95

AR, Fke EFRIAFHA,

@ BHMXETREFEDLEHKX, RZ5 LT XGFM,

113



TRIWREFRGELHFM)

% 28 %

X (RMESE A, HERE S Raf), 8
BAEAREUL Y A 2R 2R B . b b, K
AR A S Bt B e 1B BT, PO B A
SEMKEE T I3 W AR 73 T o SRR L B
WS T B sh & o) SORRIZIE S i 28
T2 KNI UL T AN e A2 56 ) 5
AR RS . BE PR
Je AR WSRO 48 J1 248 W R 2 Bl (R, 45 W A
A 7 IR AT A TAS W 52 5k o 20 B 5 A )
2, A T EBh A5 2 TE 25 FF A% LATE A ihd
jERe o

] FL R 2 S e NS () AN ST
SUEH BT AR ( Goldberg 1995: 5) o 341 3
e H AP A — o ] B A A 5, T AT 9 58 B
(gestalt) o A3 HUJE ZL XS D18 1 3 45
T BE . TEROL SR A R ZES 7T 1Y
Wy BN A R SiE REGS 12 AP {F RP, 1ARE
1% PP AE RP, 2R o A I Sh &R s,
A BIRE AR, LA B RE - P (~iR) o 3h
T SO BE R FU R . AP PP R BR 4] ) 731
SRS fieo iy EOOm A A A A R R SRR P
HAGHEFIFARWENEILR . b b, A5 K
TEFEWEA X — 235 J5 U Fr) Bl A s 1 — > g B2
LAEM ARG, WG Z B R K
o LRI AR LA B T X L4 SR S
XA Bt e — M X AR AL
WAL Z G, L e AR, it sh
St AT F M A B S IA 7 R TR X R
Gi b SVER R 79, AT ATERY 2 E 2k i HESE R 15
FNFEI A0S AR
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The Typology and Motivation of English Resultative Construction

WANG Yi
( College of Foreign Languages, Chongqing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Chongqing 400065, China)

Abstract; Goldberg & Jackendoff (2004 : 532-568) offered a comprehensive and descriptively adequate account of the English

resultative as a family of constructions, in which exist many subconstructions that are linked with each other in terms of Family

Resemblance. “The family” is bound to be an open-ended system into which many subconstructions can be integrated. The sub-

constructions are also determined to be surface representations. Wittgenstein’ s Family Resemblance Theory is used to further ana-

lyze Goldberg & Jackendoff (2004 ). It is suggested that, in the light of external and internal motivations caused by human cogni-

tive pattern and grammaticalization, the English resultative renders abundant mono-stratal representations.

Key words : English resultative construction; form-meaning pairing; family resemblance; motivation; surface representations
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