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Abstract

There is no clear definition and classification of the mismatching phenomenon in the Chinese lan-
guage field, and there is no general explanation for its formation mechanism. By collecting and
sorting out, this paper redefines the concept of syntactic-semantic mismatches and divides them
into 1) verb + formal object; 2) fake attributive; 3) attributive adverbials, and fake attributives are
divided into four sub-categories. From the perspective of cognitive linguistics, this paper explores
the generative mechanism and tries to explain it by means of metonymy. It is found that all the six
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subclasses of mismatches can be explained by conceptual metonymy, and their formation me-
chanism is restricted by many factors. This paper makes a systematic study on the phenomenon of
syntactic-semantic mismatches in Chinese and provides a new perspective for current research.
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1. 518

T SCEEBCIL R 2 W T O 18, $RPRAVERITE X EATLECHIEREIL R . B B0H T 1965 4F i FE S 2
TUERIR, EFQ), “Mizim” 2—MELiH, L E “Em” s MERIER)H, i
i AR LSRR, SEhrE R A0 [1].

(1) Hoth 2 VT HITHF .

ORACER T

ALK “fheit” 8 “HhAJE” f “Dh&&E” , FEBEIE) IR A AT [2].

(3) t L T Z5eh &,

AT T 2 e AR A RRE “Oh3E” , (B 151 (4) S AH S B0 G R B R138E ) 7 + K.

(@) 1R A KRG A K,

FEaeat, B XSRS AN EHERIE X FRFiERYEERSE, ENOENZE, |
B ER IR A BRI OAIUE DL CIRIE B3], BATAEIE:, I ALMEZEE T AL S 7R
A4, NEFESSRERAE, DN LZ TSR WM. Kk, BAITERTUFS5E
R, B A DUBTE USRI %, IR RN FITE 5 200 A AR LA LA, R M R iR e i “ 1)
A SR ) R
2. EXERMENAES A

BATNNE USRI G AN R BRI EiE. i B, FCEReTE 2 fvEf & X _EAHIUGEL R
RIS, BB R, MR E DS =R, BINhK.
2.1. 1A + EARIE

FERGE,  “hiA + AT RERC LR I, SR 5 P R 44 R R R R T RO AR T
TH. MR, ARZAKhRZFERT, HAEMESCRILE, BiAeplm@)is. ‘i
B g BRREIEROY R R CRME G “PRREL th “PET R EIERDY “ B
" A WE, “5FBE” b 57 WRERIENAN CHEBESNT” FEC

(5) *LR® BRH sl HAw kM HiKRE BEE FHAA
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2.2. thEE

MBI
Py iEfe R R EoNERE, B X EAFE. FiE, RIE. AMESRO AR,

2.2.1. FIBEIEK
FiEEiE

iR o, B EAFIERIS, BRI R, fle)+ “r” #al
o “ZI7 BEiE, EXCE “Ah” R T BIEE; BT AR B BN B EiE, sel
“OR” CRCR7 BIEE; BIE)F M B o “RET REiE, sel “Ah” A 3T BIEE.
(6) Hut )T L 4F4F.

(7) #r8 ZAM T Fid 4 ?

(8) Huty JB 3% R PLARE 4.
222 BiBEiFl

SR LRI R IR LR, X RIS, SLARSEBI R R, IO i st
Ly KT I, i R 5

0y “Ahfh” T R “ER” KERE, EX L
A R AT L B “TRE7 B BN CERT il SO 47 RIS
(9) #hAEAB) B,

(10) #h ety 25 .
(A1) AV ITR G H A,

2.2.3. WiBEIBEHK

RiE BN RTER FoNEE, BRGNS, BAARSSHluFos. “ ERIE” o “R%”
A BN “BE” WEil, W ER R BRIRE, CHERRAE” b “me” BB Y7 EiE, 1EXE
N CFET BPIRIE: TRIIBTELRR” e iR B BN “U17 BEE, B RN BT BRRTE.
(12) E&IE F8F B7) 545

2.2.4. #MEEIFW

g A T VL S AN BI04 SBE TR <R M, N <
AN BICS)T il R BRI MR, (SRR
(13) kT =482

AMEE TR AR R LT, i MBI SR, BARSEGIIn T pros. #1(13)4 “ =4 JE

HIFME o
(14) KRR&T ZJERA,

(15) BHILAFERET —8 HHHFA,
2.3. EEREWL

PRI ATE LRI, 16 SRS, SRS FATR. BICL)T * et TE
S AT WARIE, VSR NE” B BIAT)R CRRL AR LR L BRI, X
E R S

B8y “RKAKH” B R 4T BPRiE, SLhs by “U17 BEiE.
(16) N EHEIALET § THHR AR,

(17) — BB H R AL LT,
(18) MK KbiTT —fe7].
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FIRTSNIGE SIS AL DGR AR R B, ARSI AILEL . S BV 1 2 2 S
i, FAVERME—RG, i 1R,

PIES RHIE s
i+ R i HAEZ F L TN WLt HLEK; 5EE
Pyseis FiEEENL B e, B TR I 215347
FEIEEEA B EJvEil, B EANRE PRIRALLFRI 7K o
RiEE B B EvEE, & EIRTE PRIJBTELIR
FMEE B B EvEis, B EAFME KHRNIR T =3 kL.
E W IRIETG B ERIE, B NETE A I T —38 T,

Figure 1. Classification and characteristics of syntactic-semantic mismatches phenomenon
B 1 YRR IR 7 K S HHIE

3. B SRECIRSRAY £ AL

AR 5 A UONEE IR NIRRT B WK A [4]. #m BT AThae, fo
VENATH — TS AR 53— Fhsedd. Croft A Jyenn i s i AL A8 52— A RIS RS [5]; Barcelona JUJTA
GG I — AR 1) 5 — MR G (6] Langacker £ HEAGM AT e — A S HE LR
[71. X T AR BCIL G A B A, BT T i A mT R AR S rh e v S AL BEAT e, (LR /NS
ZAMBI XA, H AR — AT

3.1. @i + FARIBRERALE

X “rafrE” KRB R R 7, FEAUT WA — UMK AR ER “ga”
BIE R EAB BRSSP FH A AR L AR B F2[8] [9] [10]s R RRASRIE TR & 238K 2h i) f
WAEZ LR TOE MR R W TIE A AR, RS 8UR A RS T R [11] [12]; =R TR A
FHEL AR R, MR A il S, nd=shak . 2R TRAESE[13] [14] [15]; DURIAK “HZ & H”
KRR AL R g, “/E” A “EERR” T “FHR—WE" X INEFER T, VAT E .
F A HSECE16] [17].

M4 i SRR EEE MRS R TA R WS = R a1 5O /18 A R sk = & 21
MUEHE s FHA M S e s B SR fiRe, CVamidi A 7 Tl BATBAFRARIE 5 2 E L, WNE
KR AT LA WEEAT iR . 72 LRI (B)H, TR B IE U “Aa7 , MEbrE L EEN 2 “ N
K7 RBTAERINANS B SE S SR B EOE AT H FRSLAR N EET o b “nZ R
“HEE” MU TAEBMMEMANMSRAS ‘027 BECREBUE MR HFRE “iR”7 s “BEE” H
“EBE” MU TRBERNNISESS 57 BEORBIE AT Bissiik “HEBESHT” %,

3.2. fARETERAVE BALE

Halliday RS DIREN 5 AL AR E TEILR , EfbIR K 13 PhiBdkpam R a5 1 UFp, 73
75 AARVE R BN E TG I ERIE R BN E T AR i DL R 0y 5 15 18] 3 [HE
X IR AR RS B M (RSO OAMEE TEAL), R e g EIR[19]. &
B ER IR AEE € SO “ B0 T TR A RN RO R SR R &, (H PR AR IR OUE R R K ETE[20]. A
SCH I E TS AR IOHEETEIREL, A& TR “OEiE” o TR iR T A Y SN SURFIE
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Sy AT E R AT SR 1A AR TEE[21], ¥ BB 1 e TR 25 B R e R ) =N R [22] . LA
ST LI AT, ARATS JCIE AR U 23 BT SCHR ) (9 il /L, TP v A it sk = S BRI AR RE . Ullmann
AT I 0 £ 55 R R K B e 43 DR 2 TR AR UT M S e R 400 30 ek i i R 41000 P % g [ 23] 177 Panther &
Thornburg &4 5 1 (1915 FH D RN S0 NP FR LI . IR LA 5 T84T N [24]. FRATIA R ML FITE X
SRR N T T B R AR AR ) R A — AN R

YT EEEEN, T Langacker XFEEMIIIEIRE, FRATNNRER “wiE” fEMAMS R A, K
AR AT I B ARspR < EIE SRALOHERIE . 51(6)Th RIELAAN “AhRIZIF” AE RIS A, 1
A N7 BIEOE T, O “MaBIN” BT R HARSAIRGE T BETE BI(7) “ARMISBL” RN
ZMR AL W R YRR BT RIA R HARSRIRGE 70 BUETE, fie)Hh M RN
KNSR SN A H SRt HUEE .

FIRE, ST REEEN, RATANARER 8B fERANS AT R RIE R B ARk “is”
FRALCHUEIE . F](9)hFRIA SR AR K AERINRIZIR AL O IR BTG “fh” FEALC PR,

B AT ERT s FIQAD)T CEREER” AN RSRADY 4T xR R IRELLLEIE, Rk
N CTBITHE” .

Xt FBI(12) AR TE € TR LB, KRR B AT P 75 RIS ) B FR SR sl (R 2 4o Bl iE .« F
B B AR MINRIZ IR, PRI AR EEET SRt O BEIE;  “FRERAET b R AR
NS AL A HRSAE “FFEEFRGN” SRALOBEIE,  “HRIIEBTELRR” b PR MM S T,
NPT FR AL “TJHT LR AR SRt BEIE .

HMEEE, 5 L7500, RIZHEEHRZ N T HRFRIAS I MG SR O 0 BEIE . 1)(13) 4« 32
T NPT ARIA I B ARSEAR “Sefa st 7 =R RALLENETE; F(14)H R T =HERPLY 8 R
KA T = RAGGEETE; BIS)H CEE T A SR Dy “EEERE T SROLLEEIE.
3.3. EEREHHE RS

DA A3 T2 2 =AM T TN R SRR AT SR AT W AR . — 52 ARV SR IR AT
SN, WRMEER . XA RAE[20] [25]; —R4EIHM . INFIEEZ J5 PR TE M ThRESEAT 0B, Inak
[E 5B 558 [26]; =& WA RREIR I AL B 0 A R IR 16 HPRIE IO FUvR Az, Ui Emnst. REAPFSE[27] [28] K
AT RE VERIEACATY T P AL Wb AT R o WIE AL R B R SaRE RS, AF A2 M R P 3 R IA 1
HARSEARRIRFAE, 9 H 2t L BlimiE .

BIA6) AR TE R “ BeRE” BB Al HAR ARSI R I 7 2RI S PR S T
f/NE” 5 BT “rmh” BisE CEaL . HAENARIS RS

P IS I HARSEAR “ R fgkis” 5 FI(I8)h “ KA 1 “4T7 , HAFNS IR S H0E
RIEI PR L “KKITT” o bR W, 78 IR TE 1 e B R TR AR, FH A 44 3R 1 R s
PRl TR H bR iR aliE 1k

Xt BRI SIS, BATA ARG L RS M AF A 22 57, (EHS AT FIRE & e van 15 3 & LAY
fiRe. v T EEMMAABIIOC R, AT LI 2 /F— 245,

4. T SCSEBCE RALBIBOBIZ95% 4

bR, BATA NI SCRFC B ST BA G O RS R ire, (EFANHERR AR, Rl 3
L] B A AR A 2055 0. JFARITA B LS AL VE P ME R SR R A e oS &, BIRARRT
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AR XA IR AL PE[29] . Barcelona 5 sk £ M 2 Mgy A AR i 2 S I, — A 2 M g A R e i
b 75 06 A MRS R — BRI R R BRI R 52 31 22 Ml S U AN A2 B JEL U g s 20 [6] . BRI
T SCHE A LR B 52 2 22 MR B0 m, - T I JA TR — — ATt i

N P H b
i+ X i TR SR
DysE i FifEinie A EW T
IR ER Wi R
NIV A e ORI
KM ETEAL Wi RN
JERIRIEL AR TE i SOE

Figure 2. Generative mechanism of syntactic-semantic mismatches phenomenon
2. T XEBECHI % RRAL

B AR A I B AR (RS SRR, PR LR Rl — A&t . Haiman DL RGN,
P2V 5 LB O A5 [30] [31]: 1T Givon £ Haiman (3EAE |, 2 H SALME R = 268000, BRKE 54
PE R B9 SRR AR A [32] o FRATIA A EEIE ALY SCHEBC I O BELE T S mia iy A4 A 5 AR 2 [ BEAEAE— 8
IR ERL “Pzgrat” NRRME - HEECt, “fm” M B FEBASKR, B “&/%E7 M
CAT SRR TR BT BT L AR SIHAMBE SIS BARE R R R, i X
PRES EEONERL . £ BRI SeiEt, BAEES R EE. =G RIEAMERIFEFAE N R,
TR GETE A BARESE AL, 0 B AR S Shin B BRI R . e “Mf 2 M S18a” d, “Ah”
Al B0 FEERFER R, R EE “Mhr” NiE L R ETE i 3R, 1 “ih” 530 <4
ERCIE R A, A BRI R AU .

B e B A, BRAERIARI S IR RUNTTBOE e B bR . AR aa R I AN AT ),
B T 5 HARAFAEBR R AL, IR SRR . AATT— Mt T8 | A m) . AAdi.
B, G 5E AN UL BA S DhRe s E i tg, Mses BA Bt r) Hhri. £ “raf
w L CHEMRA” FFnHEEIET, GRS Bl BRI SR, B
BeARR) “m” 5“7 5 W “rzik” 5 CERT A AMIFAFOE, Bk “ga” 5 ‘R 5
B BCEE Sy e e H bR E R E B EiE e iEd, BBt A B A s A, AR
ERFE EEMEIENER, EREEERT, AR EEN RS 53R R T, AT LA
SEXT A PSR G FEAME B, BB RIS 2 R Bhia B R U, 53R RS Xk
EONEEIT

B SR SRR E R A . DL “Ra iR O, PUEHLRECE W, BLE DA REE
FIE 2K 1% “eat canteen” IXFPANAFLE . BT R AL HUE T KFDGEERVEBCC) KB, “MZ & E” 78 1960
I 20 41, 1958 A HEL 11 4, LAdAE G AR SR U AR E A b HAT L, BRI R AR AR 5 P s S A AR
NXH A K.

5. 458

XFFIESCRTBCH “B0” [ Bk i) — EAAAE . — BB F N “H)7 RAEEB i
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FEFFHRAGY; 53— #UO “ 17 AR IR T 2R IR OR B ORI AR 5 A IR 23 St < 1
FEATIEAHERI AR . KIRASTHI b, TSRS S MES A%, T “i07 iR E, AT
5 ESOMZ G IRNAT 5. X2 —2REhA + BRTR), AMEE “H7 MR-, G5 “N7 A
PRAEBCSC B BT BAAERE. e, ARIEEELT, m fhrZmnaser /KT &
WA a7, by B aUEE, RN ERR ARSI SO AT RE, AR RN T,
SR ARBTG5 MR B AW AEMEELET . b A C2mT FRA TR E,
H “Al” £E “ZI7 20, AFFEDOERIEM. Bk “H7 P20 1 b, BT RE T
e

AT AL A ORI 7T, X DUETE SR BCIL R BEAT BT 7€ 0098, B N =KKONIE).
FERI A B 22 5 TR SCE MBS ST 0%, JF I FE iU AR AR, 323802 7 Hbi 4.
ARSI TE R NI T DR T SCREBCEL R A A L 55 0 20 264 68 TR0t i) 405 7 T A 155 1 3
e o 3ctig.
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