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Abstract

At first, this article introduces three theoretical frames: Universal Grammar, Cognitive Psychology
and Sociocultural Theory. Then, we find the interface between these three frames and second
language acquisition studies. We claim that if we do second language acquisition research on the
basis of these theoretical frames, it will get more persuasive. At last, this article takes a research of
Chinese resultatives under the framework of Universal Grammar as an example, and shows me-
thod and procedure of second language acquisition studies. We hope this article can help the fol-
lowing studies get their thoughts into shape and raise the level of theory.
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1. 531§

AR RUE S — TSR SRR T 20 D 60 EAUR . 70 AEARHT, MRAE ISR, ARE[L], =
TSI BRI A B R 2 DA IR 3 S A R AR il IR EE H AR . SIS0 R EEA
XA - CRERRIRD AT SRR R AR ST . “ S S SREERE T SN .
B, iAEEUIUR TG S A0, 5 S ANAREE R 2 0 AT, Bk, SEEA R
FURIEE R R IR B LS —iE ST 0TI A DORT AR B — 18 SIS i U (T8 R g, [AmA B T4
THITFURI B S e B, SRTEWEFCALET . R IASCRIN 5 ik 255 K R T UIAR 5 1 = Fh E R RS
BEAT RIS

2. ZKEILIEREN
2.1. BB EIEL (Universal Grammar)

Tr i 5 (Chomsky) e th ) il A 2 20 iR & 2 SRR ZII — 78 5, Al g 74T M E b
FAAE R - MRS, BRI T R ZRT o R —ERR, SUEARIEANCE A A 2 B
R L R SIS 50— S ISR DAL, IR/ N [2] B BAR) LB SIS0 5 i R rp e i 2 035 5
NBEER S AR, (TR BN ERE - EF MR RNESHIRAL” , falid, ESHmASml
FAEREANTEIR, KEIER “ES I RRERHE"

BEARAFAETE 5 SR I, B4R AR R 7 LER I IR ? F 5 “Himinik” .
RGP [3], R EAEAR A B B1E 5 #8085 R [ A1 5 U (principle),  TMX 25 3%[H]
i B[R] 2 28 LAETT AR5 D1 55— 16 5 AT ITAR IR “ Wil 5 IR, RN RN, A
S b A o BT IR E AR I RN CASh, BILE “RATE SRS RS iR E S5
(parameters), X LESEIME—BOR A TAHRERT . B FTE T Z 087 A4 3 ZARILE S HUH
MRt o Sk 5 2 EUNE R TS 5 MR E 1. — DR AR REE 5 AR B
i 55 AT (03 55 SR U LR A5 il 5 AR 2 0

2.2. INHULIEETR (Cognitive Psychology)

WAL BEEEMGE T 20 40 50 A, S A7 o8 3 SCO B2 AR 2 WL B AR B2 53, IR
EARLE OB BT T BOHURL, SIS P O B AT BT AT

IO B DS BN W RO L B0 B, SORTARVEE BN 0. FrigfE 2mT, sk
N5 T ERLEATIREL, RN AT T LIRS SO TR St . HoAE 7T v ] 3 E A R T
KRG L ERAC AR EZ). BYEMF 1S OB s R i, PLEJLE AR R T
BT SEPLELL).

N7 IR RO B R SE R, R, VEE[A%E T AT, VR ENE TR O LB s
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ST, BATAE BN A A B H AT . 1 5B R 20T B At A SR 15 5 2E NAILSE 2R e T
ik, Mk, EEENEMT, DUESHIRDFRAOVERICIZ, H5AKECIZH R RPLL
TAOSGEIT E S ARVLHES; SRS ARG 00T 15 (M AT KA R, FREAT 45 A2 A SE B (14 1)

2.3. #23x# i (Sociocultural Theory)

FE2 AL ER VR 2 H R 750 B O B 22 R 4 SR O L (LS. Vygotsky) F2 R [, B sk 4t & SRR e AZRIA
FThRERI R JE R IEFEZOAER] - B 80 FEANLLK, B AL AL B IR 5§ — 15 S R R I E A2 James
Lantolf.

PERRIEN Ny, OEHLEETT LA NBEA X0 SCHBR R M ATE A — o2 BRK . B, KRB0
HALRE: Mgt r. WEMEZOENIRE. M VARSI, RO, M. 1
. LERINCIZAE RS, FE AL, FEAFES. B4 ZEMEH, BR B 8L
FANEEE . ARG O INLRE RS2 AL A R, AR R St B it e AR O B LRE IR = 20
HAL AR AR .

3. ZXHERERSTIEIGMED

SORFRIR RS I EAR RN BB ) B 2149, (E R AE S AN A0 5 B E R A A BRI
fERE ST, DRI 22 2 W e AT R T 1 I 5 5 Ak
3.1 ERIEEERES TIEIENED

TR NI R B R A A E — AN HE & B R “ B 77, B 155 248U~ (Language
Acquisition Device), AATATLLEIGXAHLGI I i8S . BARE TIXAMES, (HRFBEEFRE
X “RAIR - B A B AUS VRS RN AR S o T TR i A (M AR R R AR A, A TR
“R FBERENERAR, EXMET, B EVE B 8 SN AT R T A
HRLE T

e AR ZE R (0 B IR A, A (BB S R A L) B YIEIRES,
oI B R bR R EE A RS IR S AUE N R . RS E R, AT, R
SEAIEIAN, WRSHE WA, BATEE SR AR, WIS 1.

i AR Gt

AN > (G HiD > > RiIRHC I > KHgi
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Ui — > phsE > P

Figure 1. The cognitive processing of a driver
1. REFWAA I Ltz

Table 1. Universal Grammar is accessible or not

1 ERIEATEESE

100% < > 0%
UG =2 IHIEN: UG W REIA (10 2 21 PR ) UG ZAmrsik
S B AT REM) SRR REN) SRR AT RE
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IR FAAE: 1) %) H RS, FREAREBIUA,; 2) 8RS RN ERGRCES); 3) M2
FAH RN T RN, 275 R RIE A IRk H R R EE 1 R .
3.2 NHIWLEEE TIEIENEDO

MANFHLD B B A BRI G S, W ABNES BRI KINEER. 1812 155 B I LRE
BRI B TIXEEDIAN, B I Z B BHEIT R M, B R [6]/ 14 2 Bebb R 1 B B IX — R

TAEIEIZ(Working Memory) # BRf# A — MG OB “ TAEFE” , XA TEVFE L, MG
EFATERAE . ACBRAIZEAE . TARICICMA BIRG IR, MXAmEET, T2 idiz, H2, T
FEICIZX MR I B SRR, TAE I pfE Bl s R TR N Z, i, NSRS
PN, FTUABIEEEEEZ . BT TAECAZAE NG B Tk FE s 25 R R EIAE A, AT DAtk
PN CNENFHRR” o

WHLOH I BRI T, SR SEEG . WG B RN ER) . A BB R E LS 7% DUR MY
INF S8 A, ARFE I NN 7], il 44 (Naming) 7] 340 i (Lexical Decision)F1iE S 7t m% 3 7 (Category Decision)
e R R I SR RARAE AT OB 2 S B RN, IR ARE] LG KT 5%, 8%
B AR SR, a0 0 S BB TRD R IE A 28k W . % VAR R . iR R
EEARCEEN, AR 2 T B 1 3R 1 40 W e 58 7 2% bG HAT TE 0k BRI 2

3.3 HEXHERE EIENEO

MBI R DS BE TR E . AR TR B R RIS, Horp il R e X AN
SCORBR AR IR R R IR . ARIESCKOT[8], HERIIEIR M T ILE NN AR, RISERRI A K
TG IEAE R AT BT S RN RE AT 5E i W2 A R0 45 2 T (B2 5 A REII
[ P 1 I ) A e i BRI RE DT RE o B AR UG ) LR ST AR R PR Sk J AR S AE RN T 3 T BUEAT
RE 7[R A5 1 e e e R AR B AR R /KT 2 T Y 22 Bt AR B AR JR X7 o ERIKIE NN, R R
R AR ROL R REIX,  FA B T IE 4 3 2

e R IE R I T AR A 1 DUSRANRZ ORI P SEEOWE FET53: 1) R4k #r, 2) STk s s oy
By 3) MAZRALBIAR R LT, 4) AR EBOW A AR T . #8385 ) AU B S (K2 5 DU “ ok
AL RIENAE G HAB 2 [0 L SE BB RE R e, R A 542 SO R ER Z TR
AR MR AR % = AN EAREE . AW S AN B . A4l i .

4. AEBBEEER THIDIEE R4ME (Resultatives) i 5 o 6

AR BRI A5 IR OGEM A AR, BRI Ve A B ZE . R ERAT A 4 — RS TR ik
AR N i il IR A B 6], W, Yuan, B., & Zhao, Y. [9].
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Figure 2. The cognitive processing of language
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4.1. FEX B {E(Cause-Effect) X BIFRIE

TEGEEF, B LHIRIAE

1) Tom broke the vase. Z#HTHE T 165

2) Tom pounded the metal flat. ZWmFT &8, &7 .

Bl ) —ANhiase “77 F w7 R EERES Tk, B 2)H TR TES AR AR R L
M, W TTE AR 2) F B )Rk G .

TEDUEH, BUfd W RIE KSR M (resultatives), 4n:

A: R EIERE T AEPUAY LT CHABRIT . FTHE. B0 )
B: =475 T AR, (HAbRIE . W52 %)
C: (fEZERL 1, ) gk =920 T F4H ( HA G iy, SES)
D: 5l =8 TR (A E . whii, 558 )
E: g =Wkt T A8 1ok CHADRIT . 2, 22060 )

MRIGAEE, FIBTE SN, TERRIZ G BARRAFRK, ER P R Z S50 S br B2 —FE,
IR IREE S, WA RN — 2, AR R A IR R AR SR R I R .

4.2. SEWRR

A S 7, AR BRI I — R, DOV R S ST S ST U 4 A I B A S
SWER, WEEEETATER? R, JERHEY I E IBIGES AN A R R, A
IR AL 2

ACIEHFN T 83 Lwkit, HrPSLIOHl (I H)55 4, HIAL(HE A)28 &, XA B AR R
AT T B, R 200 2L 2 T Y0V A ) AV E UV BRI I IRV EAT T . AE XA R b, S
LA NI H . PRREREAKT, BEARFKCT G RN DOE 4 BB ) R4 5
.

SCEAE AL BT DB S RAME A~E B KAUE AL AR, AR 3 A A 45 MBI
T, 3515 AT S IEHR AR R, R J5 15 Vv T2 R W s (T ) i e 0

GERGR, MEEDGEACTIRE, S E WIS B2 M A S ERE, ERANRES T E
ANCE AW S, (X TaH B, CM D, LM MELINSEIE, WA, Xt E i
S8, VIR QA ARG, T R R RS S rh S £ 5

TEVHERT, Yuan, B., & Zhao, Y. [8i& FIMF B L “MItf(n” Bk, 5HIEE MBS LFRER
FRUUIE (1) 25 FAME 2 [AEAE 25 5 BEB IO B L FRIA AL L, AR &0, B “5iE = 3%
BB RO A IR = GRAMERHARE " , HR, ESEP RS REL . EETHE
(18 S, SCERRIRR T B2 1B 6 5115 A~E TR0 (1508 25 5 %05 ) I 2 30T e 15 R LA %
TEALE (RS .

5. &51&

gR PR, BAIEIK, AT IEIBHITUZRT, A e IR IT AR AT ARES N HEATIX AT T o
MR BRI AE LA F) 2> EL B A 15 SIS T 700, A EE ARG, AT S e A BT 7 1) R P A
VP
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