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Abstract

Polysemy is universal in human language. In the process of semantic change, metaphor plays a vi-
tal role. Hoey put forward the theory of lexical priming in 2005, claiming that “when a word is po-
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lysemous, the collocations, semantic associations and colligations of one sense of the word differ
from those of its other senses”. By means of CCL online corpus together with the corpus analysis
tool Antconc3.5.9, this study investigates the priming features of the Chinese polyseme #%%(ranshao),
discussing the differences and similarities of it in collocation, colligation and semantic association.
The results show that on the whole, #%%(ranshao) has distinctive priming features in different
meaning levels, but there exist several similarities, especially in the aspects of collocation and col-
ligation. This study will provide supplementary evidence for Hoey’s claim to some extent, and prove
again the close relationship between metaphor cognition and semantic change.
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1. 518

—i 2 AENRE S P EAA/E. 155 K Hoey £ 2005 44 H iRl R B ot i 18 = LR et
17 7RIR, WAL SCRES LI BOHEAC . SRIREE . 1 SORIB =T T A Al AR & AN R[] IARIE &
EREFERW], B SRR A E R E R, — a2 LN GOR AR BA R T B (ke . ),
F 1 AR A TSI At T SCHE AR (R AR [2] 0 ARCLE A Bt LA ZEAF (U AIR3], DA AR DL A B e 2
] R e RE P R AR o A A XA SGTEAE 1 5 8 PP A 75 B AR B E 7 gy 28] SC B 37k
LB AET A Bamar VS, 2 SOREARL . AL g A 7y ey b A A AR & S AFAE R L2 Ak 2 R
A FHIRBIT FE R e 3] SRR A il 8, ASCRLE R DGR SR 2 SCA “#he” BT IHERTTE, BAE
Xt Hoey FOWLm AT R0 HF 22 il — L Ah FE AN 5E 3%, bR IR A BRI\ RO7E 3] SR et R A ) S22

2. fftzinRR

ASCUABURBUE T EhiA 22 SR “ ke ARG R, ZIRTE CIARBUEIA L) (55 7 BT A B /ME X
fERE: 1) POTAE R N R AUR U AR R 2) Lhrg st s Ak R B S N o F 90 B L AR R LA
NP ]

1) “BRBR” fEARZE. MR, Habam A RS, KBS RNE SCORBES A A RFIE?

2) PRI TEARE. MLIRRMT. HTETRRM VAT AT . RIS FIIE SORIAT fA] 5 1R 2

3. RRITEAFMAE

CCL i BHE bR R IARDOE T RE) AL 3R Z G 5 i A PO dF Ak, W SCUAR R G 531 b
H, KR AG ADT NFEAR AL, H AT TR E0N 783,463,175, AL BUARBGE AT QI # K 43 . CCL
BRLE IR SE T IERER R, BRMREE . ERNEE . BRI R[4], ZEREZ T
BARDOE A BIE S I GEAT /b B0S B AMERHE MO LU 7255 . ARSCR A CCL B BHEAE A 7t T 2k
TR %, FEFIAH Antconc3.5.9 A0k &R 45 RAEdE— 0 o0, BARTE S IR R

F— WERTERL. ¥ M CCL IHEHERENLMICT A “#ibe” MH)FHEAS 1500 A, Hor K E E0E X
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A SEREWA)FIATRIBR B e, B LR 1500 2518 RHIA 20 .

B0 W DCRBIFFATIER Y 8. R SR S R CBRIR T S AT REA R 3R] SCEAT IR
Fric, JZH Steen $&H 1 & Z MNP R (DMIP)F#E 1500 MEARD N =K KEh), ML, ¥k
M, % EXTRIERL 1051, 243, 206 %, W 1.

Table 1. Distribution of the samples of #A#%(ranshao) in non-metaphoric, conventional metaphor and deliberate metaphor

F1LOMIRT EXEE. AR, FERM PRSI RRITR

FEARRR b7 i (%)
A 1051 70%
L g 243 16%
BT e 206 14%
&t 1500 100%

F=20 AT Antconc Ke R T H AN THE, BEoHr “HRbe” fEARBEAPRRANL, RIS 530K
Bk =7 TR A RFAL I HEAT B St it

B PR MR AR RANET ML, A9, BEER, FRMUZL.
4. BRERS S
AL MR RS

Hoey fE4&TC (Collocation) 2 T4 H 2R FE R R A% O R 28, B “ B e B 2 (8 —Fhut
HIR, FHBECHEE 2 B AR 4 A bl 27 [1]. 2+ Bk E L, AR#FFELE Antcone 2 5147 H
HEL PR e 4 B 4SSN FEELE],  FREE A A BLAS EAE (Mutual Information) sk Wi i F5 BiC 5 o
BEHSRUL, MIERT 1.58 BB A2 A Ol IR R B BT [5] 25 1A “BAKR” 4% I8 MI E RS FL R i
i MR AT RT 20 AN 2 FE A

ATLLE R, “RART FES FEH 0 R R AN R e . T B I “BRe” A % 1
RSO, DMEEAT NGO 42, S35 WA b FVE b 2 2 FE 0 IA] 3 ] VEfdE — 25 7 R, &5
Rk 2~5,

Table 2. Significant collocates of 4% (ranshao) in non-metaphoric, conventional metaphor and deliberate metaphor

F2. MR EAEA. MARM. FERM=MAES N B EERR

R BERILHEMI H)

FEFEA.89). T IN4.82). FK(4.T6). HHH(A.T3). 7E£(4.72). 7/#(4.64). ZHF(4.59). K i/(4.54).
KA EHHNABL) £/HA50). FEAEL.34). MHH(4.30) JTH(L.28) £7H(4.25). FHiHk(4.20). KAF(4.20).
KRT(4.18). A K(4.15). KAMH(4.02). #EF(3.89)

FEFE(.14). &(5.06). My1(4.92). #(4.92). 1 75N4.88). 17/#(4.82). HFNA.T8). H1H4.74).
HLAIBETT £ 71(4.69) KAH4.68). EAA.6T). FUK(4.63). Z(4.54). H#/F(4.48). Z(4.44). K(4.42).
D 1H(4.28). MR/E(4.25) JH7(4.14). 15#(3.73994)

JEANA.93). FEFE4.93) —i(4.93). FEFA4.84). FA(4.8L). iI(4.67). ZH(4.65). A (4.63)+
Brevhans  AEER4.52). K4N4.52). £(4.31). 4(4.12). £(4.10). X7N4.08). 4 #(4.03). Z(3.91).
RF(3.82). FB.74). #(3.71). #3.30)
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Table 3. Significant collocates of 4% (ranshao) in non-metaphoric use

F 3 M AAEAPHEEEEIA

T B Z L W B
441 . R P A KA KA Kk KA SRS Eikd Fa 11 55%
B K G A K s PR 6 30%
il 1] FERE. T T 3 15%
A1t 20 100%

Table 4. Significant collocates of #A#% (ranshao) in conventional metaphor
4. “BER” ERMARRM PR EEEER

Giks B RN Hg Bk
KR JFE B B D KA BK. Bk B L ke DL IR A 13 65%
)i . 1R 2 10%
] FERE. WAl #FY 3 15%
Bl . F 1 10%
& 20 100%

Table 5. Significant collocates of #A#%(ranshao) in deliberate metaphor

?5. AR EFFRWMSHEEERA

i3 BEERLH HE B
4417 B . JER. KE O K L R G 9 45%
1] M BF. & 3 15%
1] 1] FEFE. ~Mh, — 3 15%
A AN B B B 4 20%

Bhidl b4 1 5%

& 20 100%

TEAZE FNERIRT 20 MEFEHBEFEF, ZiAF 114, FEIRNRMER JH. KATETIREDIR,
BB BT WS FEIELIRI Y 55%. B 6 4, (L 30%, BiE&EA. T, Ao, A RlAA
34, AR ERE. A I BNREERNE, L 15%.

ERLI R, B ERCA R AR TE N 2. LB 12 W, 5 BB 60%, 1% IR EERR
WG B Bl Ak ass, VARACET Wy, OF, OB E, PR3t 2 Ik, RE. &,
5 10%; EIESLIL 3 IR, o5 15%, GLIEAEAE. AV, AFY, RFRREEDA. tbAh, BhiRSREL 2 Wk, R A
#, dith 10%.

BRI S, 20 SR ERECIE AR ILIIRECH 9 K (45%), HARGIEA. . KA
i~ R BRHIL 3 AN(15%), Rl M k. & Bl HI 3 N(15%), HHRRERIEA 24,
CLIE FERE o BRILZ AL, AR 4 1M (20%), Hort AR 34N, Al A, Ao, & Biaf 14,
5 B 5%

RS, “RRBE” TEARR ARl 3 A tE, TEMLZINEM R 4 B, BTETRE 5 Rl BLZ R RLE
A B 7E SR A e T LR 2 A, BRI Bhial. BlAAk, 8 RAGE A . AR E, R
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K7 SRR L, Wk 45%0LE, (ErEAEIE ks EAAEE PR 2R . AR ARG B A A [H
B BUNE O EA TR T, B AT B RS BRI (PR O IR D 4 BRI, = SRR R R

TR B AT BT B A R R -
4.2. “HRIR” HIREREGRN

RERGE R R NE R AR &R, R REIR BRI LIS &, xR —
AR[6]. EHIMIEN TG, X “BAbe” 78 =L 10 H RIZRIRES AT RN, R 25 R 3 B A
BATGE, IR RIS R 2 B (R 6).

Table 6. Colligational patterns of %% (ranshao) in three kinds of usage

F6. MR AEZMAETEELEKERA

EEA L g Hiar RS

27 4% 112 46% 105 5%

N+ fRp 307 29% 80  33% 61 30%

(Nf‘ﬁvi I\ch% " 9% 9% ;‘ ;;E w;x;:j 20 12% IN?}: I;—E iﬁfkﬁ 21 10%

;:;;g\(i;qﬁ% Zz Zz’ (I\'l+“)“;\6\dv+ e (I\'lf‘)l\;\A\dv+ e O

Adv + HREECHI) + N b R+ N MIECHD N

#R¥5E + Numeral 38 4%
20 2%

BH72 3 AN, “Whke” TEARBE APl M R ERBE LA : 1) N+ JR%; 2) #0458 + N; 3) (N+) Adv
+ PR 4) N+ V + BREE; 5) REE(+I) + N; 6) Adv + BREE(+I) + N5 7) #&KE + Numeral, —3%F 7
FRISHL . T/ R L) B FBT A7 By R 2R T a0 B 4 25 1) N+ JRJEs 2) R + N; 3) (N+) Adv
+ Rkes 4) BRBE(+II) + No RTRUEH,  “BRER” TEARE AT T 2 Bl A &350, RILH
PIZREREE TR 2, AL By AT 2 Ba gy o SRR S P B AR /b, R IAAE Bk )iz F i L
e — L e .

FEEAR T, AR )N, “PRe 7 H AT E 44, MR 1B 450 (41%) s S5 HE 44 1A A B R 0E1E (29%) s
PR RS, SRR CBREE” I KA XA (9%); SEhRDEFT, DGE I E SN E(6%); TERTE S I (R
Fi5i 5 8 K B i) 1) 7 ) R B 181 44 1 (10%) s DA i BRAIR] , SRoR“ IR 7k — SR AS RS BF R] (296)
RN B AT 2 B e, PR A b fid R B SRR B A8 A — B ol id] “Rke” e S RC 44 0],
FRINE IR (46%, 52%); o R4 1, R EZ R SCRC I B % =15 (33%, 30%); # BRI 7EFRR A Fn g
Mi(12%, 10%); AT 42 arfEeiE, AR “BEer) + N7 BB, ok U8 BE 42 17 1 & 1 S5 51 (9%,
5%). M ERAHTETLURIL,  “Rhke” 15 =P FVE T RIS A IR KRB ALZ Ak, R0 L0 B AL 2 B 2
Hfl R 1) 4 PRSI N B S, A S EARR A PREE 2 o TERFM AL H, N+ BRBERIREE +
N #8574 RZH, AEFTH R R S Hk 70%0L F, XULAZESAE U2,  “BRE” 5 %18 K
AR i, HTREFESSERR, 53w, Bl Boa3Lil bR AR e & s LA W

4.3, “RMR” BOTE M KEREHE
T SCRIBAE HE FU 1A 2 [R5 SO, FEE S BA AR AU 1R B3R P 81 s T ) — AN . | T
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“WRie” 2 52WEM, XUAIRE T ERNEE, FIEATFARE N+ BR7 X B T
Guitortr. EEFMETR, N + BRI RGIAIREAS 427, 112, 105 A, HflUR I8 SCRER K o b 45
Rur.

TEARBAF, W7 B W AR RN TR R 4, ARG W SEEANFETEES BT
W, UK. KEE T A, —ILH B 328 WR(T7%). HUON S KM AR, k. KA.
BPk. FHAAESMEAMERZ K, HIL 83 R(19%). #/74. #EH 41 s “#ike” Lo, =2
e SRR, SR . S RTPIR A L S O IR, BTt 16 TR(A%). Bilf) 1~4 K
FAE SRS B ], ¥R E CCL B RHER R R .

1) XECWRAESRIM) . RS AR AR . B RERAR. i AR RS
e, #E A

2) HAMIE = AR AGEE M) 15 HIEIRIR KA K9, HETRKKAITEAE], HARE A AT

3) WK, FATIEWKZEZ A O AR T %K, BERERI S KRR T, e 7 —RIAA]
ISR, AATHIS EadE b7 — 2, KIARTE— R — PR R e

4) T REATE, SRR, WIRASARE], A TE 2K ks i) ki, BUE V2 2R T A

i [RABEIEE R »
MLt & R B R AL A BT B B RS A g ElE A D

WM R A, RE—MERZIMEE G, 7€ 112 MEAd, B TIZE UEMIBIR S £ 5,
BLik 98 K (88%). T34k 14 A4 AP, —RRIENMBIIM B K, st fFal Bo, &3
TR ARy O, IR TR B S LU R I 9 YR (8%) 5 TR (4%).

1) B IEAEREK,  BVF, BRI 2 A R AR P T [ e 2

2) “HRD, ARAITOM, 7 SORTERIE UL, s R B R KA R R

3) HEAAN LR, BRI H G B A 2 E (AR L e R A, BT O IRBEIE B AL R 5K
AR o2, A LD PR E T T oo

4) A EIEHEHER E, bR AT AR R A RO B LG EAA, IRE B HE AR
DAABRIRIHRES , FHLHEN 1o

FEHTET REhgr I, “HRBE” A i 44 TR R TC 45 IR TS SCRI AT A2y A . 55— o T N rg il
LSBRRERIMES, Blinth R4 06 R R, 5 “#ke” 3L 89 Ik, Ltk 85%; 2% —Fhiaia— /i
ANARGH I BRIV SRR WA MR 25 F7 s, LA 16 Ik, (5 EE 15%.

1) MRS EAMECEEIMEREE L T, H—-BEEEI R RARAE, A R R
KT

2) e WAL, HEEZ A /IR, ERRMIEIZEN, (AT B ARG RN EBIRZ
DRI, TART—RBEERA — P ANEA ORI TR R, O Ea mmx T .

FRAN AR ERRE .

4) —SE N ARG T IRIAAUE , WA RE AR R S, AR IRAE] bk 1

HIVA B A e DR, “HRBE ™ AR5 SO AR A ) 2 F8 0 20 ) Ja - AN TRV R S8, S G iA] 2 TR 474
W F MG XEM. ARANEZRM, AR 2 5 3 FiESCEH], S GO B EEE .
5. &5RIE

M 9534 T Hoey RV il & 38 5¢ T — 18] 2 UL, BL Antconc 15 KL s 2 TR G FE 04 744
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Be” AEANF R SOR RS . RIS ANE SORME =75 T AR RF L S 7t (7], S50 R

FERERCTT T, SARAMEL,  “HRBE” 1R LR AHT AT Fe i v fid A A4 G 1] S 30 H 3 1407 T ) 22
FEVE, =F BRSO RS L AN B R AMBRIA A EaZ Ak, B “m”
A A A A (AL R, RCR)” A= LR BE RS, = A SRR e 3t
BL, B L B AT AT B AT P R FE T

FESRIRGE JT ], AN A AL 5 L B g AT 27 B 2R I RS BREE SN - ' 24, (H =R ARET )
KA IR KB AL, BARFIN, MRkl i 4 MERs R eisg, e
BB ARG 2

FEVE SCORBRITT,  “MAe” 8 =l IV i fil & (0 22 FE BC 75 B s T R Sk, %38 SCRAB Z 181
TEA.

BRI, A TR AR VAR A SOMIBE g S P A AE A &I 0L, TANE Hoey A NI ZE & AN,
XAE—EREFE EXF Hoey WL AUREAT T 478 EAh, HF 7045 SR UIE I T Weigy KL 408 76 1] SO b 72 o (1 2
BAE, NMARIES W2 ORI T v 7L .

SE K
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