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Abstract

This paper, guided by the Embodied-Cognitive Linguistics, classifies the conceptual connections of
focus-background in order to analyze the cognitive processing motivation of the Chinese clefts.
Combining with the theoretical thinking of language research, we find that the coordination of
conceptual relations, the adaption of semantic reasoning and the subjectivity of human con-
sciousness are the reasons for the formation of the Chinese clefts. The results support the FRG
model theory proposed by Tie Yi and Qin Xiugui and the humanism theory of the Embo-
died-Cognitive Linguistics.
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1. 518§

AN = 2 (Embodied-Cognitive Linguistics, fijfk ECL)IX—Fif, & 5 (2014)3 T 5 BIACH £ H
1 o 3K & — TR B AR 0 1 5 BRI 5K, R0 P 25 SR O B R 5 52 R 0 IR SE PR AR (LB A 58
ANCANAETINT)” [1]. IANE S FUONE T R AGIE HRE, BATERE RSB SEAT BB k4,
I E S PRI AR, SRETE S N, B EDE BRI, 3 T R 1 R T
ST (2010) 42 H PUE R—AS EESAUES G S, £ FRESREER &M EEIRES[2]. EiE X
TR, PUBRXT AL ZORIEA TG AR BNNE T, AR o] LA B B R A 1

FE A BR R, AT H A A N s i A 2058 A 65 B HPE o B0, E94(2015) SR B T3 vEWEIT 1“2
TENEERbRID, IS L EmE I3 mE-BimiE, ARTHME SR RE, DOEF

CGEY . T ZE[4]. XIMK(2012)% TR MBI B AR R L R ol A A B
BEAT THTTE[5]o BRJR(2017) % BUARDUE £ bR ia] «“ 4 A “ gt (i SR ORIRRFE BEAT T 1R3R[6].

REPUE D A IR S SR 2 K0T, (A2 H0E 5 K D 2 I TF I 5L 5 sl avk sz, Erh it se
PUE SRR EREL I UL R AREAE R R, LRREREUE . XIPHE - ARASE, —BEIEMARIBER L3
T, AUHEE SRR TR [N, DHEXDOE 2 RA R i T EAL R G E . 2
Tgiit . ME T AERT ST, BN T ENe I B A . UK (2018)4R tH MAE YT A B HIHR S P IT RIS
WHFL[7]. ERANERF(2019) iz HHR B it fl, BdEgit s, JaH AsBUCTE, AR
RKEE R S BAR SE 7m0 B BRIV IR 7T, X SCHF 1 WPH M s A e 3 s X A TR U ik
PR 8]0 DR A L Tl (AN B AZ A (2019) $2 HH i B TR UE 5 M SLI FRG RRAUIEE,
XA KU SEIRE & % RHEAT 73 RBUA, FF 0t 7 MRS SR R N DUE 7> R AETE 5 Tl h sl A .
[y, ASChsmifl © ANAEA 2 ARG AT RN T iR -

2. ETHIABS ¥ FRG =&

Langacker (1987)# H! 1 1% 5H# A\ B8 (Grounding Theory), ElVEAZPR#E . SiEdME. 53 EHEMAMH
SRR 1]« by i S5 AR 15882 RS FH DA BT 44 Tl R PR SR/ IN B Bl ] o S5t 9 0% 2R s R 8 AL i) o ik [9] [10]
T A7 R B ASAE (2019) YA SO E N AR T00iE 82—, &EA IR, IR B4
IV SRR N T B R SR 0 ARG, MES 13 DU RIS — Sl 5500 R, B = )
A S PR TR B B () — R B SRR B Th 5 AR AR 1 R [11] AR TATERIATE 5 A R BT
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MBCE A WEER], DMESAEAIR A, R 4 E AR UEZRMS R A e i S A —
FRG #%%!(F 45 Frames, R i Reference Points, G fi§ Grounding Theory) [11].

i SCHEZR B 7152 ) Fillmore (1975) 3 %1 S5 SCGHAT Fiiid 1) ERALRIIR S5 K, B0t —H A R &
R A T2 AR 58 2, e rh 2% W8 2 TR PR R 2R 0 ZTUR B S 17 455 3K L6 A 2 3L B (co-oceun) 1 J7 3K — [ 11]
[12]. Langacker (1987)%#2HiAKIZ I i B iRis HAETE 5 AT A SN il 38 2 57 2 8 ORI H Bk
LR, W AT B D A NEAVE ), SR AT E — DR [10] [11]. FRG BIALK =F AL &,
SRR RN — M A B S S S R R RAEEZERIES T RORE LR, HESE
WEIS IR H R NSNS R SO S S AR ORI R [11]. s ENLH T (L 1): AL B

FORTHATIEIIN TSN, FRRHEZRENE, D& —E M NmiEE, R 2SI, T2HH
=, G FRIEEIEAN, FURSEAHE SRR IERAE, R A SRR N O BB IR BRAR, IR PR

KRR R, BINA RS SA B RSN, BELR RN S F BB G EESR F
T 58 AR N2 A FE— 8 RN ENEEE D T 5 HABME S AR R AR A ERLBESEBUR SIS R,
FRANFEA M ZA BRES T, B AHTZ— MIANKIS A R B HAAES T Z A O3 1S —
AN . B S AE A 5 HEMES B 2RISR FHAEHE NS XN, Brbl™h
B R o IX AN AR PR IR AR ELX R R A MR A5 A, SEE T NS AR a1 AR AL
SERUE B [11].

D

RELATION

Figure 1. FRG model
1. FRG AR EY

3. FRG E& TR ES E A

DERARIFIE R IR T A ), BB AT H QRS IESIA, E BRI IEA ) 7
MR —p sy, WEiE. FRBCIRTE, M REH R R A 1 B EAE T BUL3]. X TDUE S RAIET T
FEAE A ERIAERN AT, 1967 54, hREFIRMARNEALESSGMEM “HEa7 RIEa) 78R
BRI, VORI TR R E S, R T A ARG B B AT R I LA T BUSE L
[13]. ZkifT, XIPHFAIER AN (1998) fi2 i A s MG I (K A 7R AE T 5 2 EIAE R 5, IRIEH SAr ek, &
ST LAy U RS2 (R V8 FP (K A B 00 ) AR e 20 (RIF BT AE TR B T2 A7 AE T b i 3k
EHIRPRTR)PIR. RIETFAMELRMERR, ERP R RICTH M, —REAR N
BRSNS, 53— IR AE BT SO IR A S R A R [14] . AT N SCAIRI T A A A
1971 SEMER Y T AR TS Ui, AR AR KOS TR X7 P 3L RN RE T R, TS A A e 4R 22 FR
X7 IA ARAT 5, A8 ERIRIRAE B BRI T [15]

HR¥E Langacker (1987)% LG R MBS 72, BENE A MBS NAE B ZIEMKATEA G
FRR HERR. F—XRRZMPAEK R, [FIN, FRG RS0 7E FI S A 25 2 [ 8 7O HE A 42
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RETE R SEAIX — G . ASCREDUE 2 A T (R RO SRR BE & 0 R 0 ) Rom B 7 A gk
WA Bo B, PUESRAPEGMEFRZERRAMENER - FREGTRAR. F5 - BRIEX
A R - ERACRAMELS - FREERR, WA R T T 550258 S0 M T s . T
SO A B g R R IR DUE R R

31l ER-BREFXA
BERABRE MRS NFIE T, — MARFES W F SRR e S . Wk 2 P, BESHE A

BETHMESNEB (WA 2).
A

Figure2. AinB
E2ABGEB

W VPR, EERARCE “HE ARCR SR, R T BOR” AN T ERER
R\ RFFEOEE 5 T T ARFEEZ . £0] )0, “HERRARB T MR AH
LR T D NIEA R SRR, MSER W2 LRI T7 BRI RS R AH
RNRBT” X —HF . B, B )MF] 22T S ERNEE. £6] )b, “Xrg—ma”
A EATEAIR” REBEERER, BMSE AR X5 — " B SR RS
CEANFEARIET BRI AR 4), RS T HEEREE T IR R R
TAES SAGEIY” L Z6 A, R SAEEHFRINRMEM 2. 5] )M 2) “E” pRAML, “=2”
S RAIER] 3)R 4) R XTI R

1) e TR T, SEBERBEA ], MEHMET T .

2) BRAbCLAN, RNEGENRIG T, AL, &S O AG5.

3) FUTHR XS LG B B = IEA TR P AR AR

4) BIRES Ty S 2 TR RIS R s EE 2

32. BR -BRABXA

NERRRZEMENE A SBENE B AMEEMESZTELE 3), WEA NN EHARITXE,
K 3 fim.

Figure 3. Aout B
E3ADEB

5ZRIEE A NPL AT NP2 AMEAERES 0 BRRAR R, ASCANEDUED RA) T, ERiE A
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HRERZ S SR Flin, 1£5)M6)F, “SEBGEASUEIFIISEHiEz)" M B4R
NIEIIHLEE” VR R A5 BAE D A 28, T “ SEERAGRRSHIN . ARBERESh” A« BYEA2shY)
ImEIALEE” —ARAMEREL, SEAGEERX KRR MASNFENE RS BTSN L,
R X SOAREAF RS E, FTCLPTE B A A A MBS A B A BR A

5) S HsEEk, ANBUE A MRS, AR AR S .

6) FA RN B2 NN IHLEE, TR DR RS AN S % o

33. BR - BRREA—XAR
S5 ERAAFRRE, FA—RREN IS RAZEMLAOE, EW@)+ AR B RKRULE 4).

Figure 4. A identity B
4. AE—B

B 7Y, B IR ARRIZAM” M TR R R AR R, PEEMSE T
AT INRUIN LI oA R 3 EB1 8) il ZAF “JAIS A G Iz 2 ik 57 A1 “64 N7 [FIFE
RS ER R, “64 N7 X “SIAm s e T W EEM, 0 “SAERE20IETA
=64 N7 o FIFE, £E6 9, MENERELN “fEREH TP RIF R AR HL” IFHIF
AMEREE IR RIE 27 MBS 15C R

7) AR R ER A A, FHIRRAN S E AR T

8) MBS IAJEBIZ 2L T 464 N, Shn 8 DNIUH I ELIENIZRIH

9) Wiz2xWHhTIER Y S taE, WERE— BIRFFRENA TR AL, W FRe & oA IR

34. FBR - BREEXAR
PARK AR S A A LTS N7 B ARIZ XK C (ILIA] 5).

Figure 5. A association B
Bl 5 ABXIE B

MR FRG LR, DA KNS 2 [ I AE 0% A% ) S I 7 2 [ 00 AR s R A2 O AE 2L Bl an e 10)
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“1927 £ AN TR BEE 7 HAHER “ RS o 1 ¢ GRS BIHAR” T8 7RSS
Ko Bk, fy “1927 47 A1 G LRE) ISR R PIRARIFFBAEDR R, A TRIE T ¢ (IE
Fi) —BISEMZA” o AR, £ 1), 0877 AR TR EGE 1T OCHEZE, RS “ AR P53
WS &7 X INFEFRRRAE i, MR T A - BRI R AR

10) M [Eriratat, —E 2 1927 £ 7R R g, amtR © GE ) — 4.

11) XTE 7 L #ReE AR P T U & 6 o

4. FRG R T HANIEX KA RZIE 57

FERE IS HESE Y, B SRS S MR AR RO SR M RS A EAT 7028, B & R AR
DERR F—RABEBAERR, W0 SLIU 73 A NFARE I T AR STR & A3 X DU 72 86
HEAT DA RIIN T R R R e 5 R 2 % 2R ) W IS A R, SCHEZR R IGUSEAE AR N T WL IR R 5

4.1, HRERFRRVER M A0IE SCHEER A0 MG

AR SCWN DS 53 2] BTG SCAEIIN CAZ B 1 MRS ¢ R W A A SCHEFRNGUSLPE PRI s, SCRe T AR
FIEEAEH(2019) 1) FRG BLAVHR IS . Y ERRTE e b (W P AU BB A) 3R L RS, AR
B A R DS & RIAR ) UE R, RUILE AL B 2 — R s 7 (1], £ #H
(1996) Ay R R AJ/E R X B ORHE, 4 LAt nl LU AT 5 Ja 18, st a) e, mAwiE kg b
MR B EFE[15]. BRI, BRI SR ic A bR e R DUE 2 A TERIA B U, RILH T 2 M Ay
Ko AR EAT SRR DGE S 20), BIMEERA M Abricin (G T, A iEsEG BEME
SRS POES RGP A IR O RGBS IR U E RS B RS R, Mt
FAENAE -1 SO R AT S, OSSR R SCESE, I8 R IR EAT I HERE . il

12) 12 H 13 5 24814 H .

%] 12) 2 R sbmidial “2” SIS aRE), AFERER “12 1 13 5REARER” MEAER
CRBIMAH, ARIMAMER” BEs. MEEEER “12 H 13 57 X—WFIeRN, [
WU EANE “12 A 1357 MRBIESHES, . “12 A 1352217 . “12 A 135 RAE T
LH” L “12 A 13 SR RERIIR” & Rifi, ¥ “12 H 13 57 X—F& KA R T BN T, &
5 0] rh A S WA ESLIER, AR B U AT I8 ik, BRI #ANAH)E, £
SER “12 A 1357 Bus M HEZ S, B RYE “12 A 13 5 & FEAMAR” A “IrAEHZL
HILS” [IRER 5 R BETIE CHERE, It “12 A 13 52 AMAER” M1 “idH” RE—X R,
MR €12 13 SRERMAEH, ARHAAMAEE" o KBRUE > 200 R RS R A T

WAk, 218 SCARE TR PR NS T 1K o
4.2. AEXRBEIFEIEN

ASCNAPET ZAIHIE SCGARIN T2 3] 7 ANB MR, SCRE 1 5(2014)38 H AOAE &
S NAA B A . A F S am i AR TR AR, UONTE 5 A N B it F kAT B ah i4
I AN TR AL F T 1] TKIKER(2007) 45ty AR KIZ 0 2 LI i) E L 45 2R, W
SRNIFARSE AT B O A (AR B, 1038 5 R A RS 148 SRR E TR, i DA 5 BRI 2
N BINFINS 2 WL F (i B 4 5 0 45 R [16] . PRIRTE S EIRRRE R B BA EMNE . 250k, & Tl
LA IR 5 RIS AN E R . fEAE S, T AT I, Brbl T8 B el 54
AR A AR EI AT AE 22 57 o DL, EXT AR & TR AR A SRR, AT 7/ B0 B4 2 (psychological
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construction), H4{E B FE KRR R AT, TERER. B8, ME, uwE, EEMAENK. ki, “F”
IS LN T, Uik MR BT LSS 57 MHE SR, E “EHi
HER” o UAETEE T . “HaLMLEuK” R

MTEA S HZ F, SRR BAAERIAN R, FERE E O30 IR 24A) 1 A) 2
R LEXTAR RTINS, Blin, 78 13)F 16)h, M3E AEHS I EEELR, KE S
Wi R BHERIRIANFEALE, RIAAFERNES, AREmRE AN “GR7 . “PER” . “IREHLY .
“L#g .

13) ZRHE R CHL 2 L.

14) FAAHER I CHLZ B .

15) FRHER ER ML L Ligm) .

16) FRHERIFe CHL LM 2 Lifg.

T} [E]— AT s Iy, IEG07E 13)F0 17)h, #RExt “3” X —(F B TomiA, SRARME T
AR AT Rk, BOE AR ATULE ORS8O st Sk B, 20 A EWE
WM EII TME B TR, R R E M AR

13) ZRHER P WL Z: Bl .

17) WERI CHL 2 L 29K .

5. &g

AT RINE T IR FRG B, R PUE RN E R - W RRXAMENE R - TRET KA,
R - KRR A - WRE S RANES - WRBEKR, IEXDGE SR ARSI AT T
bt GREI, POEDRANER - BRSO RPN A, B BEE A (0 SGEREEAT & Ok
B, RECRRIER MR E4%, X2 — RSN R 5350, NMESHS W EB R+,
AN NI MR 7 POE S RAIMRIE, X 5 2 AR AR BRaam(2013) 4 HiF 5 AR A
A DR FEAE T, BRI — A RN 1977 [17]. Bred, BATHEE — KB Rl Hom i i f
PR DU 20 24 (R B AT A B AN NAEAE 2 FLh FR A G SRR T 30, 1k 203 W] 98 5 O T A M
AT -

S E 3k
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