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Abstract

The meaning of polysemous words has always been the core of cognitive semantics research. In
this study, the semantic meaning of the verb “run” is studied by using the corpus-based behavioral
feature analysis method. By screening 2000 examples from the BCC corpus of Beijing Language
and Culture University, the features of them are marked in 6 categories and 22 subcategories, and
then the hierarchical cluster analysis method is used for statistical analysis. The result is that the
archetypal meaning of “run” is “(people or animals move rapidly forward with legs and feet)”, and
its multiple meanings can be divided into three categories. According to the results of cluster analy-
sis, this paper constructs a polysemous network system of “run”, and finds that its semantic ex-
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pansion has two connection mechanisms, metonymy and metaphor, by analyzing the connection
mechanism between the meanings of the verb “run”.
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1. 5|15

] 22 SR ot 25 Mt FLLE AR ELAE A 0 b R AR YRR AN R IS5 S, — B DORER A E
SCERF ST AL o

iff 7 22 S Ji Y SCRN 8% SCTLZ R] ) % R BRI 4 7 22 SCIA] R0 1 S5 ot SCIR s AR 0, (BAERE
A O 1 PR 7 B R REHE R S8 X AT 55, DR, @ AT 90 5 N L R B8 A e 24 i A7 1Y) )
Horb, FETERLE 947 NHERIE S BT (corpus-based behavioral profile analysis, LA R fii#k BP 2)#1i5) % FIiE
AT 5T - BP 20 M2k Gries AT Divjak (2009) [1]3E T Hanks (1996) [2]HIHF 58 b JF 4 i SZAERT 52
Jiike FTESI TR MA RIS Ak 18 SORE F 205 T R AEREATARTE AT 15 2% 17 R 1)
MCRAKE, HRASHFRI TR, REEEERIE L EMAERBERE K. Bl Bk
FIF BP 43 Wi #EAT 22 SRl T 78 LU 5 2 BRI R Grries (2008) [3]45— YR BP 43 Hridixt 915 3)
T run [ S5 A% SCIRAN 9 R EEAT T4, T 5 AT Berea (2009) [4]%F get #E4THF 7T ; Glynn £ 2009 [5].
2010 [6]#1 2016 [7]43 5% hassle. bother #1 annoy #:47 1 85T, JRT0, Ak BT, FIH BP 4 #rikx s
Z SR T DS, B I SCER i, SIRERSE(2021) [8]. YTHEHE(2022) [9]. T 4%(2023) [10]H1#
T55(2023) [11140 0% “A8” o Y7 L T R B/ HMTZ SRR ST, AEFFICR A BP 04T
Pt SGAE BT 1% LT T, R Gries CATHE T “to run” FOVR[F) 7 U 2 b L2 T ) 550k
P, (HAERDGERR “H7 FEIEER “torun” ZEARFZAL, ASCHHEEE T “H” 5 FRA U
fib ISR ZR, KA SCIRA) A X AN RN ARG a4, &Ik BIFEmsxd “H” iR BRI H

2. BRI “H” HELTTEA

“HLT FAEDOEF R AN RE R 2 IR, AR B IRAR R, HAEM Tiash SGE TP
FR R, JETRe0IE, DI, 78 P s B E & 50 30 Hl SO AL I SR IR S 1 m8cR. w
JEAB(2015) [12], EELRT “BE” B9 SOARL K “V 7 RILTAEAIE g o i S B a0 gh
NN, X TR “H 1R R RE, AR RIS DOERE R H K, AR
Y32 FH JE AU 2 0 SR B Ui 4 2. T (2015) [13], LA “FE” “B” e, @it SO L
Foo A IS RS AL A (35 S 7T . S48 (2015) [14], RA Ve SR 7%, [FRz FiERE
FERAR KSR “B” F LI AifE L. A& (2004) [5G4 T “BTAE” “HUEa]” “Huise” “H
H” “BRER)” FASHOR % o 84 JH IS A5 15 36(2008) [16] EBEWHE T 3“3 F10iE LR 45 i 4k
FTE GO BRgede. #3E 7 (2014) [171AE R0 “H + NP” S5 M I0TE Ry iR IXEERI 7 BUR R R T
SETERETL, REERE BT TS HIH P
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LR b, TREFEADS B FROMKSHT BN, AN BP WA DUE 2L Lahia “H” 153
Prisfsdamt, STk, ABTTRM BP Wikt 2 SGa “H” M2 SUEREATH T, SR H R SCRIE
b IR ZR, T8I BP R EXNDGER) “B” ANFERE BT, TR R AR SR SGE, A
17 =F 5 A A% G 3 T 1R B BT TE R A7 i, XIS AT FUE R I R R B S X

3. MRFERDHHER
3.1. FA5RIE)ER

AL EBRZFLT =AM 5F—, “H7 R SCRAA? B, W T R R
R H=, “HT B SR A E AL e ?

3.2. ARGZE

AHF TR 07 323 TR E AT AT, B BP 43#rik, £ HFXHaERIE T, 7
SRAGRNE IS SGIAT PR T, T S 1A e — @ IR B M ARHE, Hha &S A, 16X
FEF DIRESEHRFE, BIGESE G T BOREIIE 5 IR . Gries A1 Otani (2009) [18]%t5%f BP 43t
FELERNIC R UG AN 2 SR R T A 78 B T ARORIIE, REE & & — i & WU 7D ER,
HHRT = NP BONERIN T, e — N BN R VEN

20, WMITERE PR R S AT T RAHKN “B” FRIRTE ER] . AW LR BCC JUBERE,
M BCC W A “H1” fE 2 AE0IRES T T TR R, KR 3k 261,299 SRl BEALHE ) 2000
ARG, N TRIBR ST AVE FERN M SRR, H&A8E] 1994 2861l a4T.

B, KRS REREAT T, FE HARERGRIS . ARIRES, BDID tag, A& H1 Atkins [19]55—
AR, BEOMIRNCIREE, GETEA. fk. 8 XA HBIR S RHE. 256301 “H” EGEH
SEBRRIH, ARSI ORI AR RIS AT AR, AR AEANE L. iR — KK THE
ZANE, BAARFRERBLIT.

1) TEAFHIE

ATE(1954) [20148 HH, PUEIAE TSN —IL h Tk, WESA. Z60 wE. W, FEE.
MG AHE AR BB R SEPR,  “H” FIEEASFHEZmIA 3 Mried, (1) =S, W “H—” ;
() WE, T Q) TS, B W . UG KT BRI E 1.

Table 1. Morphological ID tags
1 HSHERRIRG

NPT EE ST FrRiRAY FRIRE 7K
HEX V-V
Uz s “TT K
FA& B

2) FEFFAE

ARAERR(1991) [21EBURDGERT S Y, W — MBS S5 BN AL IO PR, AMEE 1E
WA B HIVE 5T A SR e 2 R AR I A RS O VE o, IG5 R BEAN SR I T . “ B A N —AN3h
], REA HAEE I, AT IR R T SR OV E R B E A AL, AEAEIE Y R R SR
MRAEMIAME, RYEAD TR TR RISERR, EAVEREZE, X “3” 7 F RS E . BEMREE
=MER RS AT M. o, AEIERIR, R AR EESIA TUR S S BRSSO EiE
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T SCREN: BRSSOV ERSEY: BRI E SO RS . RysiERh <87 wfEq
TA T, BB TR, Ko Tahia “H RN RGN, SIRE SR (UER s
“CEL R SONE——DUIEE “RUN” SR (2015)H0 “V Hl” KILTEALE 1k oo BURE SR
BAAGOYHIEE, RGE IR e PR, R & R BB “Lkig” “REsh ik <Oy
“RB&ITR” “HEmR7 % “H7 WEIENSR, RIARIEREES RN+ 28 “BE x
7 OCEH AT CWTBUEELT CBREST MY AR Mt <R CHET . R <
Fla T A IR T 2 R, WARCOy 87 s A R, AR B B BT )
AMETC TR B EAMEA SEIEETE “OR” “R7  BRAMEA TEEAG OR7 X7 =ML B i
A THAEREARE, WD “A7 o BARRFR RIS WA LK 2

Table 2. Syntactic ID tags
@ 2. ANEFHERRIRED

BRI BRI BRI AT
s 0
- BFANET I, BIEANEA RIBEE k7 %7 | B
B WERHRIEER K %7

Table 3. Semantic ID tags
3. B XAFERRE

Fr5 I il

1 (NBGEHHIRR . B)IREF TS SRR TR S TRk

i 2 FHAL LS E WAAE KRR THR T ZA T, SRR 5 R T MIAS ERFIZ.
i 3 e Wk LN SR, AT R R ——

W4 WRES ”fiﬁ%ﬁ@%fﬁ%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁ, FEr I A BE ATHE, JERRA R, 4
# 5 EANIREPS INRZHET, NIgEWOE, XTNUFT, MR .

6 ()il ﬁ?ﬁ’iﬁﬂgﬁk%ﬁﬁ% HERA BRI 70 SEAAR =, FAE. B .

BT WRES(RENE, (OB ETSGEIEA RN i H Ot — BRI E IR T, BT R SUE M, W R T 1 B
i 8 BT, SRR R) WA ABERR: ZRERRBIN T, AR [ SR 1.

19 BT PC I g 15y 45 5 4664. win N B #15) 7.5.

il 10 LISiN KT, HEIE NIRRT .

111 Ak ERRNT G T4 T, BEEATH S H/NMRATI R “OUR”7 mbls.
#1112 PEge, FECREARRR) R, BTRFREE, BERKEEFL ETFR, EEHBRT.
i1 13 GBS AN, IS 24 SN B i 4 ) ST R T

i 14 el ()| Z/DA 2500 4o B ENARIARAT, HEMIB 7.

1 15 ) AR IR R, MENk, dhA AN B R ERE .

9 16 . X FERI A, RV B2 B2 LA ma IT 24 ) AW, YL 7 A

R, BIAWEAEZAEBILKE,
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3) i SURHIE

NTREMEVERIRTT “HL” FHIE X, ASGERA T 5 S CH pR ST TR, R B
RDGEFICEE L) DCEPRIEFICGE 1AR) . FEpOE R @B IThR) . Frier (s 11 /). H4W
WA 1 ). BRIk Ah, ABFFESS G B ERRE A, 8 2 AT (Knowhow) . H ST ) 2%
(Chinese Wordnet) =25 % 1A 115 3, S 20 e (E AW SO e - B kb b, “Bf0” (sbr XI3EAT 16 Fir,
HAR N 3.

F=00, B N TARVELF (TR R VR s e kBl s, Bk L4 4.

Table 4. Absolute frequency co-occurrence (sample)

3 4. IR ILTR (RH)

PR A PRIRES 7K 1 i 2 i3 il 4 #5 i 6 M7 e
E=5v V—V=R 7 6 0 0 0 0 0
1A 2 “T7 R 212 123 11 4 3 0 23
RS I 194 31 4 3 0 10 4
g ZN 37 25 1 0 2 0 0
A 1094 564 50 3 4 0 27
- LY 43 3 0 0 0 0 1
HAAEY) 8 1 1 10 2 4 1
EHE Y TN 14 3 0 8 3 7 2
FiE BN R 204 47 6 1 0 1 0

JIE T REAS [ A B AT 00T, MRS B e 4 v i 4a50] 28 S 4 Jg AR B8, BB o S i
R A RAFR IS [E] I B (AR S 2, B4k L% 5.

Table 5. Relative frequency of co-occurrence (sample)

= 5. HEXRERAIRCRHG)

FRIRIY AR IRE K 11 i1 2 B3 i 4 5 i1 6 BT e
#S5: V—ViL 0001556247 0.001333926 0 0 0 0 0
1] 8 “T7 2 0.047132059 0.027345487 0.002445531 0.000889284 0.000666963 0 0.005113384
TR X 0.04313028 0.006891952 0.000889284 0.000666963 0 0.00222321 0.000889284
ER D 0.008225878 0.005558026 0.000222321 0 0.000444642 0 0
A 0.243219209 0.125389062 0.011116052 0.000666963 0.000889284 0 0.006002668
- L) 0.009559804 0.000666963 0 0 0 0 0.000222321
- HR 4 0.001778568 0.000222321 0.000222321 0.00222321 0.000444642 0.000889284 0.000222321
g 0.003112494 0.000666963 0 0.001778568 0.000666963 0.001556247 0.000444642
T @FMEE  0.04535349 0.010449088 0.001333926 0.000222321 0 0.000222321 0

VUL, @ Gt T BOMN B A (AR IR S IR B AT VRS AT AT . ASCHCR R IR Hr
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% (hierarchical agglomerative cluster, HAC)X FiR A& Edli i A7 e b 2 IREE I Hrid s —Phidid i
SRR R IR R BAT R T I E . (R fEd, CLRTABEFOCAS, I X A i R
H 2 (Euclidean distance), 2RS4 ward f N7 Z2VE I

4. BRSWBGER

X E IR L % SCIE L N TRRENURE T, RN 7 TS R o
bL, M —MERLL LER, HAEE] B 7% LHERHS L (LA 6)MIEREMTE (LK 1),

Table 6. The corpus proportion of each meaning of “Pao”
6. “H” & NIER G

IR BIK 1= IR BRIR =4
Hl1 1161 58.22% 19 9 0.45%
12 572 28.69% #1 10 10 0.50%
13 52 2.61% 11 9 0.45%
i 4 21 1.05% #1112 6 0.30%
15 9 0.45% # 13 34 1.71%
1 6 11 0.55% 1 14 4 0.20%
H7 30 1.50% # 15 3 0.15%
18 20 1.00% 116 43 2.16%
B 1994 100% B 1994 100%
fE KRR R E
, . 1 Oiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ - s

ws 8 ; ; ; ' '

#1515

#1212

#1414

i7 T

#15 5

#13 13— -

N #19 9

1y 11

10 10—

#16 6 —

i1 4 4

13 3

#1 1

i 2 2

#1616

Figure 1. Tree diagram of the clustering senses of “Pao”
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vER

B

P 1 AR R OR T BhiE “BY & U2 RIRISR B 00 R < GBI 1 1 SRR Sy b, BT AR BBl 1A
(1) 16 A LIRS 73 il 1 = K IEERE, ARAE A S bR o A gh R BN R 28 BE . s RSl s
g RIHE . (H1 T804 AR S bR RIS T 8055 T 10, A2 LMERIEBI S TN E, it
TEARS A NS HZI, VRGO 258, LM RB AR a0 . 2 SCRIFEE (I 1. B 2,
1 16), BEAIIAERBEOFEHEE L. PR EE AL X TR (L 3. B 4. 1 6), SRURALRE 4SS R AR
S EFE HBL (7. B 8. B 13).

M4 Divijak A1 Fieller $i 2RS4 b i e JF ], ST 1] 5 S F ] 166 5 AE ADLRE R /N RE B, B
FRP) SCTHAR A R, S M. B mT i, shinl “B” Asm i ar i 45 2B b &% U e T Ak
A, HAEMEA IARE Bem, [N, BBt “is1r” o “PJF” f “aik” =AY
IR R AR ., HARRVE IS A & BeAh, HRIERIEHHT “LLRMR” WIRN, AS[E] SCm 18] R i
RRAEG 5y, W XTI (B PRk, ARV, ROBAE. 1 AT, A A A
FHEZ AP RS B R, S A PR KSR [R] AR SO LRSI, Fuls SO M A i

41. “8” BHEREZ Y

58 A0t 22 S IR Y UG TR IR 2, A 4 B2 @ 2 T UL B “ A" Dy b
(Schmid 2000) [22], = WBEE R SR, HORAERRRE . 458, X —HWibsiE s 25 FUmse, H
RIERY LS ST ILRE 2 A 90 R A R ARG, 5 U ILRE ARG . Mk, 7€ BP 4
Mrigdp, HIEAJFEEL, RIAT NREAE A Bl il )15 5 8 AR 3 R &85 22 1] 0 45 FF A0 26 5 e 1) T 2 S
(Hank 1996). =T t, anRERHIN “H” (EA S, FEARICH & LIEAFRES I K 2 b iRigK
AR, B, ARIEERM R T S, AR5 7 & SCRRIAR R KR B A, WA 7.

Table 7. The total number of level identifiers for each “Pao”
FT7. "B B NIURNREKERE

I 11 1 2 13 14 15 16 7 18
FRIRAG KP4 18 17 12 7 7 4 6 5

S #19 i1 10 111 112 113 114 i1 15 i1 16
FRIRAS KT 2 4 5 3 3 10 6 6 15

MG 7 Pr RO R0EE, B3l L “B” (B D)RIARIRID KRR 2, 78 22 MR IREG/KFH 5 18 T,
WA ERVEEIREL, T AR B WA RRNARAE S, )RR T L A, SEiE.
AMESEIEI, AERAMER, WA RAME R EREIERE, RIEERASEER, R4 LR, &
WA, HrpBsh A BN RNV RIERE T M AN AR K IS, B “ (N EEh Y H]
JR B IRE [ H R 5 T LA sl “B T BRI S. ARECC R, A (R 11)ANE (B 12)iX P
SCHEIRR RIS AT B b, A 3 .ttt TR RAT R IE R A, “(NEGE P I RE . Rtk )
HIEEZh” 52 “B” A 3

4.2. ZhiA “H” %X MgEFR

MR 1 R Gh R, Zhial “H” M NS OTCRE B =AM, BURR S “ (A EEhy)
PR BARIE P AT SE 7 i 3G FAMEERE AN SO, R “H” 12 XHEER, LA 2.
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Figure 2. The semantic network of the verb “Pao”

E 2. =hia ‘B BY% GBI

] 2 T R R T Bhinl “HD BN ME X2 IR RS, B I SO R A SO 1 A = AN
[ AR . B SR T A AR XIS, 4l 278 SCHFRE (0 2. 31 16). HXEEA T AU
T RIS, B—REPeE X WIRFE A, SC(H 3+ B 4)H . 2B RERWRHI L. BT . Pk . Al
SL(HL 7. 8. 12, B 13)4H k.

SeRE N T HILEIRR LI, SRy “H” B “(NESEH R B)RE R a3 LR
“IE” N, R EMREAFZGH B KR R —H L, WS

(1) B AEE, ik TH M, RN T EEZ B —8G5 05, 4 25FEE 0 LW,

(2) SEAERIIAAT, BLHSRIZANE .

(3) 1941 M4, FREAIMRE T —ibd, FTUr-ALREIERTRE, 25RKEmIA.

BT B A C(NEERIBR. BIRIE TR S 7 IR “FaE” X, KR FHAIEFE
Vs s AL, HAESRNZ R E S FHR mAHR, T4l

4) BHBRAW=T70, ZJLTIBEASTHA, ZHABERT T .

(5) N T EIE KL S, AR, RS, B, ITER, FE, G, LKihE, RI

(6) MEEABAELEM], KA R HIE T H T4 .

B RELDIE RS, H—Rpm “B” N NS FRE . BBl [ g3 7 SR 2k E
X UMAREAL (D 3y B 4), Wifil(7)~151(8). Wi RN F ) E AR R A R B SR BT AL A B, 5
TR ERIER AT N LR AW A b AYMEFEAL L BT AV —2, 2 R R A &2 3l
RN H AR F A B — bt 77 1) 5 — 5o 7, (R Z M SRAEIEAN R 2 b, 7RIS AR B RN S
ORI (the Principle of Salience), iX— NN 2 —H “HRESIE X MARS” , £5(1994) [23]
P “HE - & - BT MIBLRSE, TR CHEEE” EIRRMRZ ARG RORMSIMEIES AR, BAATEAR
[ &m0l R EIEMAFR B 7EIbAL, H6E (M 3)% Rig3h MM £ 8=, wfl(7); kL
X (HL 4R RIS IR, Wifi(8).

(7) YOI ASTBOS RN, ANERBEIRIERAA, FRICRLAE IPFOR K.

(8) FRAE MRSy R AE AR IE BB RL AR 52, e e T Y

By B N CONEBI BRI [ BT RS B 7 AR BITR L BT S $5AE L I
N(H1 7. #8. #1112, #1 13), FonERBE YR SRR R KRB, Wi (9)~191(12)

(9) XAEAEFH RS S AT .
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W

E=13
=

V=N

B

(10) LR Arsrm, SRR T .
(11) “BAEFRREIIL AR B LRSI 7. 7
(12) MRIEHABTEAIEE, RAATT R — D AK!

4.3. BhiF “B” BN EREREALH

S 2 AMEAL, SR “H” BTE SCHR R MINENIE 5 A AL A B 2 PR J7 0] g A i o
RN 2 LA ke, B R MR SCER 2, BRI 2 AR R BRI R R AR
SRR 2 (/S ER ke, [FIREE BT AR SGIR IR, (EARYEIE S BRI S, 3 (iE
SCHR PR SEBR e . BRI B b, R L [AAEAE — R BHIESC &R, ETE 5 h b 2 T AR Y
Ry, 17 eyt RE G132 AH oA

XFE 2K, RIERI By, <R M “RE Y SRR« (N EEh ) IR S ) TGk e miT A 5
FEIE L EAFER N, (EIFAVIL. BSOS R BRI N 1F i iz sh s BEAAT #ET7 30, T 28— SR 5 i 2
P H AT RERBIME, X s EIFAE— e R FRBER S G, BRIt T SR A S ey, andsil(2)
“HLHORMEA R R “HL” SRR RIFARSIE DT A TR AR M IE S AR RIE I E RS . X
) “H R R BT, AFOREARAE L IR PR [ AT RS ), TR 2 AR S A S A
ki HAE i 2 e .

BEAh, R T ROTE R BR, B B SO0 3)FEIF R SUHh R S bR Ju e, tnfel (13) ik« 5,
HEERE SR HEN N, Hoh i “B” dIFRsRIAan R 7o, o s iE s R4 R

(13) RIS HGOFEHEFAR, R4 2B M IR -1 A8

FEEE 2K, BIRRMTROES T, SEMANFEIRRE, TIRRYARRE AL S, IR SO TT SCEE SCI,
# RIS« ONEEh P FH IR« )RR [ BT A B0 7 AEAE S EAFAEAR M, T I S RH AR AE ) 1 rh e
WLEE AN ELAR AR (K48 5 R P, 170 A 7 B33 BT e 0 B B B AP OB AEOR SE AU o W T 491

(14) WCF, KBRS E T, KA 1A T .

(15) XHEHMRZ, RAREIRASIOK AR R AR IR 1.

FEFI(A5) . “HL” ST TR AR R, R BRI R R BT . fEBI(16)H, Bhid
“HL” H5EE CRIRBIIREE” 2B TS, EXERRHIKNER.

IR, Bhia “HL” K2 SRR — T STEWE, i R SO S B BRSO (A
SEII IR B R RTAZ SN 7, e e e AT B (K7 SRR T PRI R L, Bl “BT B
[ S FEATL AR L& 3.

/

W O mEmERR. B

AIE A R

Figure 3. Connection mechanism between “Pao” meanings

3. “BE” & XIRE)ERELE
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5. &g

BP 73 ik IBEZE B4 [ 3 L 52 F MBI (R AR, (B8 S8t Jiikia F I as & 18 248 AT TxHA
ERAT LA TPk k. Bk ATE AR BP Wik 1aiE 2 XV wE A2 WL, A
FORFENE B MR TIERVE . TR BMEEES SR, o7 “H7 BB, AEATE =
J7 T FIAT R o 33X TE R Sl B PI T- 2E RHEAT 70, DL “ B IR SO “ (N BB R
R TR Sl 7, BRI HTRIAER, B BN AT A RS, IR LR T
12 AR R, HE— 2B e A SCOUE] SR AL, a5 B T8 SCHA F 2 2 e v A5 gy g Ao

BT

SE K
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