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HRAFINNES¥HRFRTFNITE
——%4E ) L& B (COHA) 6 B 1 -

$47

(MR SMEZBE, [ A M 635006)

B E. 20 Fk5HFk,200 2 FAT T 60 £iEE FARRIANIIE T FIREH TR

SRATHLINGBETF, AEZFA R TRRNBER AR EZFET B0 EES

WAEY, XA R ik fiE T FRA S EH A E T L SN RARE RN EAAET AL AE

THEMO I ENTRE EFHI L ENFRT B A AL, T ARG L6 55 m

HEA T COHA {23 £453I0 B A . 4) % 35 L3 AL @ 49 4F A, iX 26 5240 568 COHA 42 K

WABE T I 2 ikdnit 5 FAFRAFHNE , LA M L ihFiE S FH AR T BA /69 T AIRIE,
KB COHA; 1 %353 3 ;iksmid 5 5 84 E

FESES HO XEIRES:A XEHS:1672-0598(2013)06-0115-10

— RINFIEEF

J S A NE 5 2 ( Historical Cognitive Linguis-
tics: i /R HCL) 52 Py 50 i &5 2 AN FIE S A BB
BHAHE RS B — 138 250 it e Ju 48
R R F AR RN ANE 5 %, GE A
FEIBr2 i) PEE T I 15 -5 1F, T IR M Rl 5 2
% ;2010 ££C 57 S NHIE 5 2%) B bR 5 4 HCL
() IE A (F8,2012:927) , JJj 521 & 2 ( His-
torical Linguistics: f&jff HL) 205318 5 28 i $2
(2Rl (PR, 19910 1) , & LA s SOk k36
DA TA] 2y SR LR AIE T8 T8 5 7R AN [F] i 1) B iR 285
4k BB AV e B S AR 0 SE R
BAEA—TTIEXR#RHA A 200 Z4E 5. B
T s SCHR TG 1 LR [ e ] B 3iE 4 i
A TR BN IE BT, I, J7 SRR 5 2 e

« A5 B #172013-08-14

TTARARAS I 3 6 R A SCRRR FHAH DG B I8 Ay 12
HEAT HEVE AN E Y, AR e (1991) 45 H 9 - I
SR SER TR .

Bl VR4 1 & J  IAHNE 5 ( Cognitive
Linguistics, fij % CL) 3 JL+4F & & Bl ik, B A
Wi R 2 Y LR i, OB T T AN
SCEFIIA NG 1 0O 30 4 ok S I H B 1A
HNEE 2 GANHNANL 2% G EERE 524 L AEE R
2 NANE I A2 FA AL 208 5 2 5
Hp JESHREN AR WA S Z 4 HL # CL (1
fill A s HL M\ 1990s 4EAR I 4 56 1 CL, fi L HLS
F R g B 5 AR AR I — R vk A
1990 4E A1 1996 4EXEFEFE B T HOIANANE 22K
MPTRES¥F S 500U Ln 5 pi % 85
S A D7 S SO ALY O 3 [ B

[ A 4T B8 v E4F /72013 FKehA8 B (13SB0136)
(MR A 82T (1979—), 8, &k, @l EMA; W) LEFRIEEZRHFT, EEML, T ERFilsiE

T HRBEEBEBENETL,
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TRIWREFRGELHFM)

%30 &

WHf2s. 2007 4E 8 A HIFHEE 10 Ji B PRl HiE
BAERSE, FEANI G ERAE CL BB HESL T o
A HL Y AE G ], SR HES) HL #1 CL A9 HFFEAH
HBEMEE, 5k HCL pbt oy B, LAiZ 48 0
G PR TEIL S . Winters et al. (2010) F 4 HY
Historical Cognitive Linguistics ({J R INHIE S
) B, B T s 1 2 (HCL) 3% )27 R
R, F3E (2012:928) X HCL /R T4 R &2
B VOAEIE 5 N EEHELE B TR S &2
T 22 14 i R e e, RS AR R A, 20 A
HR] AR O FR , FAL Y HORIAS S i AR, A
AT S AN YR TR AW SE T 5 0 7 T 0 )

ZABRIANRIESFSIERENES

HL F AL AR Iy 52 SRR, M PR
A MG R B IE SRR AL . CL 2R
WX —WFTET5 15, I 4 Bl AR SE 1h) i e Je——itk
— ARG A T T AR BIE T ((Usage-
based Theory, i #x UBT) , i & BUACHE & W7 Y
— AR B ), o i HL ARAT 5 S Y BLE
WAG . RS T HL A1 CL i HCL R 540 K
FLSCTERM 23 BT, X B0 7 A U 5 18 %8 5 il
TR DU LR W B K JRE , 4% Rl S0 T ACUF TR 2R
THRESR R ATE L R B 2 B L O , O g s AR
B GIERER I — A SR A IR SR T H I
fili A AR TE R, s 7E TR R TR L R
EIER E SRR AR A 5 RAR1E 5 & A
A (i) il Rk AR TR A ) iR
TEORHZE BRI ARAT B TH 5 S AL 19 X Se R R 0l
N R RIS W AR I3 5 24 P s AR A A AR 1
R FFSCUESE o 1A LATE & T2 1 L0 O 4
fiti A9 A A B A BB o Taylor (2012) 451, 4%
NE RGO HRA RN (frequency
effects) [——[AIZRE5 14, A7 S 451 HLH B S5
H BLA AR 5 5 AE [F] — S5 A LRl HE i
B APR R . T8 S A I RIS 5 e
T FEe S A EE A P e 8 P T LA o e i
FEHTE ML B RIE AL (entrenchment) FIfie
T HAEREANE T (AL AT 2 294 ( conven-
tionalization) , ] LA filf FLat 3 24 , AT 5 kS
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VA AN ) OB SCRE DT TS . B AR
RN BB TR 5 SRR R T o R HE S Y
J3 S WF 98 RN e B R N TR A AR ok
HERFAR (2004 ) 7€ LAHE A Ry Al 1) 35 5 B 9E) —
SCH, AT S SRR A Y AR B X e
BRI T SO Ho N A ST T k4 i 1 B B, A
TR AR SO I AR 1R S 2 TR TE S
SEIORT R R . VAR & % H g BA0H 56T I
AR SR 58 1 5 g5 90 e i B4R 1, T Rk
JEEAG R B I I TR SE R RE R M S B i
SR AR PIE R AR 5
P1 SN FR S A AR S A ) LR, Bk Z
(4 7 SN 5 22 K AL R PR I Hh A
F AR B RE TR AT SRR S 2RI
BLET

=.COHA R ELINMIEBESEMAR
FLEF

SE1E 7 S 15 B EE ( Corpus of Historical Ameri-
can English, f5i#k COHA ) T 2010 4E a0 dy 22 = 1Y
Mark Davies (4% # i FH: & A1 75 |5 Br B 5K ) - fit
EEFRE R . COHA E—A~HAG 4 1217
BERR 10 4F g — S 20 B2, i E) #5 1810s ~
2000s 37 200 4 [ e B SE- 47 ( genre-balanced ) B 7
SRR, B T/ AR ARACREE /N Y
KRB, I HAME A bR TP AN AR, ORFr 1
T AR AR A 1) - R S RS R R B
i 200 4F DI SETE IR JE A Ak g LR T
o % AR AL IS L ( Mark Davies 2012:122) . CO-
HA B & A, i HCL (8 42488 7 — 430
RESRRAIRTSE & , E— 2D HESh T HCL FE R
32 3% 5 Rl G, ROR H# i8 T HCL #F 58 19 8
ML

T COHA X Hrp (935 BF 4T 1 1 480 19 34
Jebrit (tagging POS) 4 1y AN i A AG BT
(‘architecture of relational databases) 122 I HE K6
KISt (interface) , COHA REIE 52 BN T 200 4F
PIRETR TP iIail OB VAl R X OB AER
SEFFHEIIIESE . Davies (2012:125) 48 i %} COHA

4.



%64

ERF IR INETFHRFATG IR

HEAT IR SR T 1) T A J2 CLAWS tagger, iX —#HRiT
T HJ& BNC, COCA F1H B Ui RHE /Y br 1 L
Ho HAERRPEA 2 o Davies (2009:164) 45 i fib
H ot JLREIE £ (COHA, COCA, BYU-
BNC F Time Magazine Corpus) & i B#HRZ ¢ 22 %
PR, IR 2R T IX — B30 P2 45 4 1) 4 A 2 R ik
JE R PR A TE R PR A A B K, X 4 423 Y CO-
HA JEFTATAR S 0 AR AE 1-3 RO 58 AL ; [m] I 56
FEE AR AT U E B TR AR AR o T A5
(Davies 2009:166) , & g i1 H & B ke ik € (ad-
ditional feature sets) fR & 5y % 4 | COHA X fiiE
B &, HE— 20 4 R KA R I BE 1 24 1
COHA Y= iy i) 245 1 Tl G R 588 2 280 ORIE T

H R Uk R I RE AR E R A . R 43
28415 BH COHA 7EX) 518 Hh 13l B )ik
T SR 25 SOk 55 0 T B s 5 7 T A ik A )
fig , U/ HAE S e HCL W58l B i i 4

(—) COHA XFiRC B EL TR

COHA 1y ZEe 77 X R & Bt 1, e AR 1 )
e e K & B AE o] — > 98] B 40 15 B 1810s 2
2000s T 200 4 REFE 10 4 43R ARG L. 5]
n, 7 COHA £q & 51 ) WORD (S) Abfiy A H17]
“research” , [A] i} § 7 75 =X ( DISPLAY ) i % [&] &
(CHART) , 5t ] LA 45 21| B 5] “ research ™ 4 [J7 52 4
ARG O bR s, an gl 1,

SECTION 1810 1820 1830 1840 1850 1860 1870 1880 1890
e

1900

1910 1920 1930 1540 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000

FREQ 16 107 156 136 142 161 138 219

368 838 1590 2165 2400 2424 4256 4587 5349

175
PER MIL 13.55 15.45 11.33 8.47 10.62 8.33 8.67 6.79 10.63

20.23

16.21 28.03 34.06 65.30 88.21 100.09 | 101.78 | 168.12 | 164.16 | 180.91

SEE ALL
YEARS
AT ONCE

— | s— ) B

— | | —

(=)

pEED D

|

|

1

BT, FATTAT LA— B T 9K 3 W 8¢ 5] §135] re-

search 7F 1810s ~ 1910s J5i & ik sh A5 fL A K, i

1910s ~2000s i3 AS {28 [y 1 G b 0 2ok 2
UL R R T H 2

1INk E & i [ be ] going to 7 COHA

research 7£ 1810s—2000s 4 [E 10 £FHHF MBI IER

R D3 S AR AR AR L - 75 COHA K S i (1) WORD
(S) 4k A3~ [ be ] going to”, [ . /i J5 ik
P& 152" [ be ] going to” i [y LA R AZ (LA
DL bR 7, e 2.

[EECTION 1810 | 1820 | 1830 | 1840 | 1850 | 1860 | 1670 | 1880 | 1890 | 1500 | 1910 | 1920 | 1530 | 1940 | 1950 | 1660 | 1570 | 1980 | 1590 | 2000
FREQ | 47 | 204 | 513 | 572 | 1011 | 1503 | 2011 | 2500 | 2660 | 4142 | 6400 | 6577 | 6586 | 6806 | 6886 | 7028 | 7233 | 6797 | 9385 | 9832
PER MIL] 39.79 | 20.45 | 37.24 | 35.64 | 61.38 | 93.40 [108.54]123.06|129.12|187.44|281.93256.38|267.70|279.53(280.55263.11|303.71|268.45(335.88|332.53
SEE ALL
YEARS
AT ONCE
i
[ [ | ‘
2 [be] going to Z£ 1810s—2000s i £F[E 10 £ R A RIMET{LIER

& 2 WA SR [ be ] going to fYf FHAR
g TP 2B TR Py i AR, T 1990s
LAl A K ) o g U

H1 T COHA U5 1) 2R 4 35 3 A0 K3l 47 U7
AAFGE 18— AR UL BCBORE: 3 7 47 £ i B 10
AT IR, 3 fok HL B A /s P A 1) 8 1) s T A
—AEE I 18] BE5 75— IR 18] BE A 5y
MRESHE P AZ AL D0 , XA B A TR 7 5 R 5 2145
E IR 18] B A 1) 218 ) ] g e v WA 2 )l o i A 3

AP 1] B HE A 3 e vy e v A1 [ I 3 A7 A O
B REE I — R B A B L, ian, FRAT
ATLLLLHR 1880s ~ 1910s ][] 3 #1155 S0 JE 45 1)
F11970s ~2000s H: (1] H B AY = 45 A AT 4 28 1k
HEAE COHA AR A 0 WORD(S) &b A L]
s |, 76 SECTIONS!1 ¥ 5 i i) 1810s ~ 1910s, 7F
SECTIONS2 4b 3% 5 B[] 1970s ~ 2000s, [&] B {5 7%
J7 A5 3R (LIST) , R 5 ia 1748 R 5148, 515 2
ZERME 1 PN,
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TRIRS FROERAF M) 530 %

&R 1 1880s ~1910s fE MR AER B IR 5 1970s ~2000s fE FA BB IREH A7 LD

A 1880s ~ 1910s Token 1 Token 2 PM 1 PM 2 Ration
1 well 7545 0 88.02 0 8,802.42
2 especial 1063 57 12.4 0.53 23.2
3 good-by 1515 86 17.67 0.81 21.92
4 practicable 933 92 10. 88 0.86 12.62
5 disagreeable 1540 162 17.97 1.52 11.83
6 homeword 947 104 11.05 0.98 11.33
7 decided 933 108 10. 88 1.01 10.75
8 marvelous 1049 135 12.24 1.27 9.67
9 queer 3299 498 38.49 4.67 8.24
10 utmost 2 500 432 29.17 4.05 7.2
B 1970s ~2000s Token 2 Token 1 PM 2 PM 1 Ration
1 soviet 13090 43 122.75 0.5 244. 69
2 Communist 3658 20 34.3 0.23 147.01
3 longtime 1349 8 12. 65 0.09 135.54
4 longterm 2 834 20 26.58 0.23 113.9
5 ongoing 1224 9 11.48 0.1 109. 31
6 environmental 4274 34 40.08 0.4 101. 04
7 Palestinian 1 681 14 15.76 0.16 96.51
8 regulatory 1167 10 10.94 0.12 93.8
9 nuclear 7025 63 65. 88 0.73 89.63
10 minimal 1 085 11 10.17 0.13 79.28

721 BR,1880s ~ 1910s i A 19 = 401 R 25 1B H1 ¥ %518 Soviet, Palestinian, environmental ,
1) 5 1970s ~2000s fff A S AL A S AR .2 nuclear XX — I E] B [ Brak 215 & a8
1A H] 1880s ~ 1910s fdi i Z HIE AT well, AR 2 SCAR) — Y Sz e IRIK RIS | 2 Ay 2 3H
especial, practicable X $EHR Z A K I BYIE A5 & IR H 425 DESCTERIREE )R AZRE M)A,

DO &1 PHHEHAT Hldek 1B P45 5 6 /AT 519 environmental , € £ 1970s ~2000s H7 /8] ( Token2 ) 2 s I
4274 &, 4 1880s ~ 1910s( Token 1) 4 s 3,34 &, PMI1 F= PM2 47| % Tokenl #= Token2 %I i 33 69 4 & 7 18] 64 AR £ AL IR
% ( Normalized frequency per Million) , % ¥ 47 Ration 2 PM1 #= PM2 &) }t{& , f£3t+ & Ration B, 4o 3% token 2 B FL&G KA
0,87 PM2 4 0, %} %) ik 47-F 7 (smooth ) & 22 | V438 %, 45+ 4 0, Environmental ) ration % 101.04 & # &€ & 1970s ~
2000s B 1a) B i I G IR 58 K A2 1880s ~ 1910s B 1) B b IUIR A 49 101. 04 45, & 1A 4= B ;2 24 Ration 9 K/t AT H /749,
R EHE ZR BT AERN, BEmeEMEBKES LS HAME .
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ERF IR INETFHRFATG IR

Fr g COHA HhRg s IR [A] B 1 R 1) 28t BB AR 4
HuTE AR B S A 2T s R S sk
23 JH , P L RE B G DA YU R S S 3] e 1 1)
Py L B At 2 5

(=) COHA A ER R TR

COHA 1 g 48 1t 5¢ F38] 9 JE 2 ( morphologi-
cal) Jy T 7 SR A8 Ol . FRATHE COHA iR
FUE A WORD (S) bk A [ * cracy |, R J5
4k % %) ¢, SECTIONT &b fiy i} 8] 356 1810s ~
2000s, Iz TR |G BN LR GIINER 2, Bl
FATAE COHA hAF it 2 200 4E LK DL -cracy 45
FERHT 10 AN 1Y BERR 10 45— (] 2 B2 1) Py s
EARE O, B3 2 FRATTAT LA B4 L] i AR
AR R e R TR Y : 4 democracy , 7
1810s ~ 1930s ; bureaucracy 7& 1830s ~ 1990s; [fif A
SUn] [ A O AE 2D 1) A0 aristocracy FE
1850s ~1990s Hy &I 11% 317 ¥/ 3| 1990s 1) 53
WAL T 83.3% 5 ik v] LLE 3 A £ a] i

e technocracy sl 45 I A4 25 20 T 7 2B 1Y, Bl
i RE SN I B (R4 ) 1) o 10 i e FH A3 3
W m . N COHA 3R By 3 28 5¢ 8] 1Y JE 28 7
TR S A FRATTR A B . 1 A FIIA TR S [ 14t
SIS I T ) AR A A A A

COHA [ 1 A] ALEZ 18] B T8 25y s M R A% Ak
TEOLAN B AT LA LGB0 B 8] B dn] (19 T2 285 8 1%
DULRYARA, I3k 3, WEEE &1 vh in) i ] 285 5 T Y
X AR AP I AT DB G PR A S [ SR RN A 25 1)
SMAEAEOL, B3R 3 o B KA LI ) : meritoc-
racy , marketocarcy , technocracy X ££1a] H 7£ 1970s
~2000s HA[E]A 7340 , A3k B B B ORS 9E8 F Y
e AT CHAR EST A S Suk i E
TR I A B R 1 3K 3A 3K : plantocracy ,
plutocracy , aristocracy X &6 7] 15551 E{di FH7E 1870s
~1910s Hi[a] , 4R fif FI#E 1970s ~2000s B[] , 42
Hh SR T 5 [ 5 — I ) R e B ¢ 5
IR M B AT S SARDL

F2 Wl-cracy LRMAHEREZTHERV

-cracy word All 1810 1830 1850

1870 1890 1910 1930 1950 1970 1990

1 democracy 15072 10 332 493

2 aristocracy 3802 10 232 317

3 bureaucracy 1772 6 16
4 autocracy 452 1 8
5 theocracy 205 3 9 24
6 plutocracy 200 1
7 meritocracy 46

8 technocracy 43
9 pro-democracy 37

10 gerontocracy 17

453 643 1098 1280 1046 619 1112

235 294 160 186 106 93 53

15 41 90 107 305 256

20 127 42 12 17 11

9 10 3 7 9 8
35 13 13 9 4 3
2 6 15

1 14 4 7 4

1 1 17

1 6 5

CAIL A9 th T2 4E i1 1810s ~2000s 3T 200 4F Y BLAY B A B T 2 v S /s 9 3B 20 4F B4, BIr LA 1T
HIAT R 2 AL AN S TR B BT RAY , OTR 4G U 1820s, 1840s X BEAE (3 Wy B s (AR M B e MECE T £ T )

© R2W¥, AT &A@ ENE, X LI 1810s ~2000s ¥ £ fg 20 - — A6t i8] Z) R IX AT 10 A3 64 5 R
FEFAHE R, BT 04 R RIAF K (raw frequency) , f£ COHA & 8% 52 IRk & 4 B2 45 10 44 — A ud 1 2l B 2%, Bl A
RRAMEREDRARRGRER D B, IFEHIET AN REIHE R 74T AR (normalized) T 4 F B 7, %%
#4945 R AR R FRIX 10 A48, COHA 4t 4b % %) BT A 89 vh-cracy % B #9137 5F &30 B & R (R A4 % 5] #9-cracy 3£ 4 192

/I\)O
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FTRIFRFFRGESHFR)

%30 &

(=) COHA Xt a)iE A B TURTAR

H T COHA )i RL 4T T 4% i 4 22 1P
AT ZEARIC (lemmatized ) F1E] AR 1, T Al
AL RS S )75 28 46 (syntactic change ) #E4T
WA WE5E. Bilan, FeA1ar LAAFIH] COHA W%
73 A E A (split infinitive ) FIE 73 284 & 3 (non-
split infinitive ) 7£ 1810s ~ 2000s 3T 200 =i F 45
BRI A, 53 B4 E RS “ to + ADV -
ly +do”,dENZANENRZTE “to +do+ ADV -
ly” ;34 BB TR R ) "o = ly. [r* ]

[vs]"(U,to seriously take) F1“to [v = | = ly.
[r= ]”(U,to take seriously) %y A 3] COHA ¥
KR A WORD(S) 4, [F] i 73 28 F R & ( SORT-
ING AND LIMITS) &b 57 H 1.7 COHA i 2251
45 RAE 1940s ~2000s 4F 1) 25 B Al 5 R A8 1k
T, )T COHA K R 45 R AT A 1810s ~
1930s ¥l , B A L 1 iE A RV e % i
N HIR, FRATHBEHCT 1840s ~2000s X B[R] i
BNIDE TR VG f A

3 1870s ~ 1910s £ Wh-cracy 5 R RYIA 5 1960s ~2000s £ B -cracy 45 R i A EL ¢
A 1870s ~ 1910s Token 1 Token 2 PM 1 PM 2 Ration
1 plantocracy 12 0 0.122 0 11.51
2 plutocracy 116 24 1.11 0.18 6.05
3 autocracy 211 66 2.02 0.51 4.00
4 aristocracy 1145 553 10.98 4.23 2.59
5 theocracy 56 46 0.54 0.35 1.52
6 mocracy 6 6 0.06 0.05 1.25
7 democracy 3328 4560 31.91 34.91 0.91
8 bureaucracy 116 1125 1.11 9.38 0.12
B 1970s ~2000s Token 2 Token 1 PM 2 PM 1 Ration
1 meritocracy 44 0 0.34 0.00 33.69
2 Pro-democracy 36 0 0.28 0.00 27.56
3 technocracy 24 1 0.18 0.01 19.16
4 gerontocracy 15 1 0.11 0.01 11.98
5 bureaucracy 1225 116 9.38 1.11 8.43
6 slavocracy 5 1 0.04 0.01 3.99
7 kleptocracy 5 0 0.04 0.00 3.83
8 marketocarcy 5 0 0.04 0.00 3.83
F4 “to +ADV -ly +do”F1%0 +do +ADV —ly” 7E 1940s ~2000s £ {8 FSAZE T B R
LR 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000
To [vs ] sly. [r+] 3991 4071 4025 3 835 3901 3 884 3729
To #ly. [rx ][v*] 160 237 371 595 772 1478 2058
To #ly. [t J[v=]
4.72 5.82 9.22 15.25 19.79 38.05 55.19

i %

M4, TRATAT LB B A E KL 10 +
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%64 F B IR L NmEE

AT RAALE 09 T A

JEAE R MRS I, R W 4. 72% $1] 2000s 4
55.19% 3400 117 A5 IRLE, ARSE R AR 70 A &
G5 “to +do + ADV - Iy” il FI# % H SR AR K
gk /b o A LR ML A2 75 3% (prescriptive gram-
mar) 1, AR E RS T AR GIRLR
BHER, BRI RIS % T COHA KK F
MTERAS SRR F , 73 R E 3B H 45 900 %l ol 1)
TEFRAS R IR IE I A BUCIE 2 R
RIEGTHUAL B H s AR ML E TRk TP R T A
FE XX — AU IZ AL I 1, RO 5 5605 H R
HAAE R E X Z F T EALT

FATEF] LUAGF COHA HEAT BT 52 TR ) 1k 45
DTSR RESE . e, FATH LR 5 FI AT CO-
HA [ AH DA R A, WEEE be-passive il get-pas-
sive IX WS B Bl 25 19 4 FH AR A 7E 18105 ~ 20005
AEIT S AR ARG B : 7E COHA [ #5%& A 11 WORD
(S) &b A~ [be] [vwn]”HAT LIKEZRE] be + V-ed
AR BN E S, B be-passive; 7EKL R A HALHY
WORD(S) 4k A [ get] [vvn]” g Al i 2R 2|
get + V-ed JTEA W TG #E SN 454 , Bl get-passive, i
Ay e HE R SR, lRERNEK S
FiR .

&5 get-passive F be-passive £ COHA H{E FsiERH R TN IER

GkSi A 1820 1840 1860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000

be-passive 73 174 155292 150 060 176 133 189 344 211 826 193 277 174 384 164 839 151 890

gel-passive 98 370 614 912 1178 1542 2366 2665 2960 4937
get-passive% 0.13 0.24 0.41 0.52 0.62 0.73 1.22 1.53 1.80 3.25

CHR T R PR, AR 2% BB 20 4F— 2B R
TREOR 1L )

MF S FATAT LB B get-passive {5 A5
it 5 T[] ) 2 o 2 A 720 7 1 G2 1 388 0, el S 0 1)
AF 0. 13% % J@F] 2000s 4F11) 3.25% , R ixX —
ESI LY S LA R RN N TR U

(PH) COHA 3+iE X AR LA 5T

A 3 AR I XL 1) 1 1 ST R AR Ak A A%
G55 P i e K &R iR B T A TE AT (token ) B
BEHLAHAE (randomized ) TEAF , 44 J5 A 57 H: 3 454
LA 5 HAE AR ML, #EWS 9% J7 ( Davies, 2012
142) o HZ A0S ARG 5 BT R R, B fE T
AR S B ) 15 08 S s AR AR DA TSR o
TR TE 55 2 P B — A S 2 FRATT T LA
b —AN A P B ) 1 7 (Firth, 1957 :179)
URFRATRE Z AR B — A1) (1) T A F5 L ( collocates )
() ]I S AR A A 0, 3 S 4 T 3k R 2% B B g
B, L AnE COHA AR 5 queer
— ) 5 T ol P ) 4 T %5 0 1 o AR AR B ——FE
COHA [ k2 A 11 WORD (S) 4b#i A ] queer,
7£ COLLOCATES &b A[j = 1, WERIE 4 F
#HE  SECTIONT Fif[i] 1% 1870s ~ 1910s, SECTION2

,FE COHA HZ4% 10 4F— %I BER R i), Py 2 A2 e ad R 3 R

FFA]E 1960s ~2000s, R fFia TRy %, HATE
B, 7E 1870s ~ 1910s JH[A] 5 queer #5 L 1Y IE %5 1)
FZA little, young , awful , old , -1 223X B4 18] (19 Fr
1R 5|47 (concordance lines) , & il queer 3 Z 1
18 X J2“strange (FFEEHY) 7 5 TAE 1960 s ~2000 s
W] 5 queer $5 L A E 25 1] £ A cultural,
straight, gay , P WL £2 X 26 3] JIF 7 & 51 17, &
queer FEH SR gay ([RIPEAR) "985 3¢, Hil X
KA TR

Davies (2012 :143) 4 H 4 o B — MR TE P
AR I TR] B0 5 T 1) RE A% o Ll SCRITT 23 104 g
SRR B M A IESE . a0, FRATREER web
XM 7E COHA Hrir) 1870s ~ 1910s (] 5 Z #5
B AgTE 25 F1 web 7E COHA A1 1970s ~ 2000s
] 5 ZFEE R IE 2530, 45 R a3k 6 s .

MFE6A FATATLIE 2. 7 1870s ~ 1910s 5
web ¥l i 2 F % V) i) /& bright, shinning, golden
S A5 25 BRI SR I AR R AT, AT X — I
web [ £ 21E U BRZ )7 5 T AE 19705 ~
2000s 5 web #1022 ) B 2B V) Y 2 wide | availa-
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TRIAKRZFRGEAHFR) %30 &

ble, personal ,corporate %, iX LE4& i {F] fF 1870s ~
1910s JLT-BA H Blak , 456 7% 53 4in) fir 76 1Y
REIAT, T HIX — B web (19 77 BE ( emergent )
TORE S M2 (REER)

R 1 A 2 e R 2 5] 1 1 ST SR
A AN, COHA R $248E 7 HA 30000 £ 18] 5% (1 7]
SRS (synsets) 54, i X — T HAEH 4 2|
Al REAS 1 ST s AR AL, 7E COHA R R

AH WORD(S) 4b#ii A“[ = WORD ] ", 5t v] LA F
B 5 ZAHBC Y [F) SCIR) A5 B 10 48 4505803 A1 22 4k
50 e A [ = beautiful 17, 58] D4k 3] 5
beautiful [a] LI AT AT JE 25830] , JF 4% 10 4F—> 2 B2
B HR , [ Hsf AT 7 3 6 ) S i) P B G RN
PRt T A% (g T ) L BT ERD)  [R] B i
AN B R AR R SR S AR, iR R —H T
SR, nE 3,

R 6 1870s ~1910s 5 web FEHERIF BRI 1970s ~2000s 5 web FEH I TR LL &L

A 1870s ~ 1910s Token 1 Token 2 PM 1 PM 2 Ration
1 bright 5 0 0.05 0.00 4.79
2 shining 5 0 0.05 0.00 4.79
3 golden 11 4 0.11 0.03 3.44
4 thin 5 2 0.05 0.02 3.13
5 long 5 2 0.05 0.02 3.13
6 human 7 4 0.07 0.03 2.19
7 fine 11 14 0.11 0.11 0.98
8 great 10 14 0.10 0.11 0.89
B 1970s ~2000s Token2 Token 1 PM 2 PM 1 Ration
1 wide 147 2 1.13 0.02 58.68
2 available 21 1 0.16 0.01 16.77
3 personal 18 0 0.14 0.00 13.78
4 free 18 0 0.14 0.00 13.78
5 corporate 15 0 0.11 0.00 11.48
6 popular 15 0 0.11 0.00 11.48
7 official 14 0 0.11 0.00 10.72
8 complex 26 2 0.20 0.02 10.38

1820 ‘ 1830 | 1840 | 1850
|

[J | BEAUTIFUL [S] ;69795 4|3
| 2 | [j‘ WONDERFUL [S] 28450 5‘2_7;5 5150_291
3 | O] Lovewy [s]1
] O VH’AI;I&JSOI‘:IEVZS]
2l | STRIKING [S] e
] O ATTRACTIVE (rs] s o
| 7 V O [ CHARMING [S] . 11382 e (B

26.17 | 27.87

1900 | 1910 | 1960 | 1970

E 3 7 COHA dh# N“[ = beautiful ] " # & Z#Y beautiful [F X REE ( &345)

3 n[il: COHA WK R ¥, A 515 “ beauti-
ful ™[] SCAYRE A [R] SCiE P s AR AR Dl —— X 46 3]
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W T o I3 FRATT R LA B« B I 1] 1 A e
beautiful 7£ 1820s ~ 1980s 4= FHH & Sk | 252
BT R R B Beb) 1820s S H 7 1A
228.38 I />3] 1980s 1y 117. 24 YK, MAE RN
beautiful 1% [f] X 7] attractive #fj 52 fii &5 I (8] 18 %
Jee , LA 431 48 5 3 W 1 Y i #, i 1810s 1Y
16.93 R4 @ J7 A1 N3] 1900s 4F 1 27. 29 R, i
HEhnE) 1980 41 34. 52 Y, AT UL, SETE AT
S o =k FH attractive 53X beautiful [ 5] X iA] .
3 B EEE AR S R LEEAN ] (14 1) 2 A R 4%
BB« LS R 55 47 1 3 FR R 5 A ] ( Davies,
2012.143)

(F)COHA 3t & XU FHETZTHBHE
o

COHA RESEAELEFRATIR AL R TE TR L s
BT DAY AH AT 2o 2R AE COHA X — i %
FROEDY e 28 B A 15 5 A% O 1R 2R (linguistic-
ally orientated retrieves ) , B[S Lyt n] LA 38 15 46 2 AH
KA TETE LB IE DU B . 1 A AN TR 56
Mk 2s SCIERN S AR TE B B . e, FeATTAT LATE
COHA A H WORD(S) AL A sex —iil, 48
JE7E COLLOCATES #j A [j * ], 4 SECTIONI
R PR %€ 7F 1810s ~ 1870s, SECTION2 ) iR R 72
E 19405 ~2000s ; 3 FF 5 BB 2 3] 3 P A B [1] B
55 sex FEMC AL 250 Iy s AR AR I 00, I 7

+R 7 1810s ~1870s HA A1 5 sex $EELHI LB FN 1840s ~2000s HA A 5 sex WA B LR

A 1810s ~ 1870s Token 1 Token 2 PM 1 PM 2 Ration
1 softer 32 1 0.36 0.01 63.81
2 sterner 26 1 0.29 0.01 51.85
3 loverly 12 1 0.13 0.01 23.93
4 gentler 47 4 0.52 0.02 23.43
5 nobler 6 1 0.07 0.01 11.96
6 dear 6 1 0.07 0.01 11.96
7 fond 5 1 0.06 0.01 9.97

8 helpless 5 1 0.06 0.01 9.97

B 1960s ~2000s Token 2 Token 1 PM 2 PM 1 Ration
1 oral 114 0 0.87 0.00 87.28
2 impled 62 0 0.47 0.00 47.47
3 premarital 58 0 0.44 0.00 44.40
4 casual 47 0 0.36 0.00 35.98
5 sexual 44 0 0.34 0.00 33.69
6 explicit 35 0 0.27 0.00 26.80
7 safe 77 2 0.59 0.02 26.53
8 unprotected 34 1 0.26 0.01 23.43

MF T W] L. 7 1810s ~ 1870s 5 sex 51t fx
ZhH WLAYTE 25 /2« softer, sterner, nobler, gentle,
X EEGR A TEE” PR M B 2E T TR A,
1S et 25 S AR 23 9 T2 sex” (1)
MBS R ST A% A TE TR L R A Y o T 2
1960s ~2000s i 9], 45 1) L 1t 28 60 4-AX, 1 fif

T AE S AT — I, 36 5 AR 55 2 KR = R ]
JE TN  FF AW e [F] Ak Rl o Al 7E 7k
170 158 4 3 55 4% G0 T8 75 0 A8 24 AR 32 5K Sk
Beo XMETB EHITERBIN Y sex IERLHIE A
FEA coral ([I3ZHY) , premarital (B HTHY ) , casual
(BEZHY) , unprotected (TCIRI ) , XL sex #5

123



TRIWREFRGELHFM)

%30 &

PC AT 2 ) 2 X 5 [ J — Mg il UL 2 v
(1 ] FRE X1 4 25 BE AT 5 ey S, 3 5 26 T
FEBAT AT LLEE G B9 A B AR SE [ Y 1 i
B X — AR T R R R R A AR SE S, AT
W, FRATTAT AR COHA AT 55 2SR % A 56
TR RIRL ZROR TR AIIA TR SE B AL 2 SO s
Jr Y S ARAE, WX T T, COHA X R A
& T HCL A 5830 BRI R = 1 2R UM Se ik e
TERIRL R T

M 53R iE

i 20 242k, 200 ZAFERTIT B A I 2 H 5
FIBACIARNE 5 A2 Wil S Ve AR 1 P S e =
Fo D SRIHIE AT B S E S AA RIS
A IEE ANE ) SIS A TE 5 200 S0
BER A JE i L Dy s RE S SO H RO ST RY
— G WHE S A H s AU T IR
BT AR IR F ST JE B HE A, A
A SRR S 28 G IR,
SAJITE 5 B AR AT LA HL A 2 TR LAY A
KRR WS T & BRI P s A BB
V5 LA S R B BRI . COHA f Ry
D S HE T SR BRI A S g 3 T 1810s ~ 20005
KK 200 47, AR 4 ACTRI R O Dy S B eH G
2R, COHA HA MR 1A 15k 120 2R A A5 R A s 7
SRS, AR 14 s 2R P YA TR AR T, X
SEfRUE T COHA RESE B S& i ML B 25
ik TR SRS A DT TR P e ST . AESCHR3.
~3.5 Far, FATTLAHEAR B 2B 23 3 P 2 LR T
COHA 7EXF SEIR 1A JE A A) ik i CRISCe 55

Jrmn PR A o P 28 52 il B 1175 21 COHA )
Mo RA R T D SN RIE 5 2 BT B LR i D
SR S AP FEARAE TaR  TAARIE,

[ &% 30k ]
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Tools for Expanding the Horizon of Historical Cognitive Linguistics

——Application of Corpus of Historical American English

LI Hua-yong

(School of Foreign Language, Sichuan University of Arts and Science, Sichuan Dazhou 635000, China)

Abstract; In the recent over 20 years, the Historical Cognitive Linguistics is gradually developing by blending Historical Lin-

guistics, which has more than 200 years history, with Modern Cognitive Linguistics. Cognitive Linguistics has the tradition using

the “usage-based model” to study the motivation in the linguistic facts, which makes Historical Cognitive Linguistics have the

natural advantage of blending with Corpus Linguistic to observe related language phenomena and the historical change process of

linguistic structures, and to search for the law of diachronic change of linguistic facts. This paper specifies the functions of COHA

in studying American words, morphology, syntax, semantic and culture, etc, which illustrates the COHA expanding the horizon

of Historical Cognitive Linguistics, and COHA also provides a powerful tool for Historical Cognitive Linguistic research.

Key words: COHA; Historical Cognitive Linguistics; Cognitive Linguistics; Corpus
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