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Abstract

Generic sentences such as 54§ (the research target sentence) contains logical contradiction,
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which is made explicitby &£ ¢, [HAeR A4 K (the reference sentence), resulting in the so-called
Counterexample Problem. The traditional problem-solving ideas put forward a series of
fault-tolerance mechanisms. This paper holds that these mechanisms, which reveal a componen-
tial perspective and are essentially regulated by a single-constituency-hierarchy (SCH) grammar,
are external mechanisms that cut off syntactic analysis. This paper turns to an integration per-
spective, and adopts the multifaceted-structure-hierarchy (MSH) of Cognitive Grammar (CG) and
carry out analysis of those two types of sentences: for the research target sentence, the focus is on
the correspondence of component structures that is responsible for their conceptual overlap; for
the reference sentence, its categorization and elaboration process is spotted, and lights are shed
on the correspondence between attention windows within a “baseline/elaboration” (B/E) organi-
zation. The study finds that: in the research target sentence, the conceptual integration of & and
K can be realized only by accessing a virtual type without activating actual instances, in which
case fault-tolerance is redundant; in the reference sentence, the Type-Instance Metonymy con-
tributed by & and #% provides motivation for the elaboration and realizes conceptual inte-
gration, in which case fault-tolerance is prohibited; the analysis indicates that fault-tolerance is
also a black-box interpretation. This paper further points out that generic sentences are the lan-
guage platforms to implement sameness comparisons and wholistic encodings; with the permis-
sion of the compromising algorithm of Maximizing Similarities and Minimizing Differences
(MSMD), sameness comparisons bypass differences and abstract discrepant individuals into co-
herent wholes, and ultimately prompt generic sentences.
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TR K B R E MR A A T o PTG, A U0 S R R A ST 52 b ™ 1 1 ) 1 A I B0
[11]3K3) ) B —H4 = (single constituency hierarchy, f&53C4tFx SCH) [12] [13]iFi%. [Ky SCH & 3K 4 hd Al
oA B HETIR R, R EIBUR, PUE SRR E A . Ak, REE Q) KE HIE R
RARZHIZ NG — T, A2 CISIEELE, H—J0m, MRS RFERS, AT
R JE, SRR RER R SITRE I — 2 2 WS, XU R R AL AR

B3I G0 DLWIR, 290 LIRS 17 R 7 S5 R T I , 28 B ) IO T Y W 28 2 R ALE
Prbli s, BEAL B RS A% O AR 1 VuBE SRR IURAE B R L SRS IRRE AR, iR ikis i R R vy
W . XFE—k, R BRI U (K43 B v mT e R Y AR A BB 2 L X, BRIt
AT T TN, SCEBREN AR AR B4R B 77 307 [18]. #5752, WP S X R 0 A s e 4
WG BT AR TR B D B R B

G EANE X R AR B AR B R B A 3, IR P, AR RERWUE S I LR AR RN 2 Yk
RIZPRAE IR R T LTS B, BATRATBRAETE & ORI E2ER, (AR
SR IEFER T2 HIRA RN =M1

(4) Wi, FE AR EAASY, R ARE SR

(6) &JW: “REFHHKT? 7 PK: “KRFKHKT, BT /DLBEK. 7

(6) NRFEHEKTEAF

(4) IR R T A TR E R OBRE(K-) [14], HALGRPESAMLE R, mHEHE K M
bz, R mfE B SRS (K =4 IEW R 30 7 B8 2BI5R3RAT, AEcrER, Sk
EAER TR AR & TR BOHUIRS E 5. JERRLAE M BRI RS, (EATTREES R —, BRI
A NRMAR AR SRR, EHRIEM AR, AT R BERARRE T X & KAE BAMIREF Ko BRI
HIE R — DB 2 e e aRg.

5@ R TR E IR TE . —BEEREAE, 6)1 Mimi $E K sh&7ams, Hos 1 XKn T
AU IR o IR EEAE DB, B UG AR AU, B IM R AZREE R K T HEER /N HIX AR A L
ALy RESET LRI A A TSR], — NERAR R AMERF, (BN S BEG A AR %A 55N AT
FETRBOE SR ik, RN 2 BT, ZIMCETAE IR 28R, IR A7 7E A T8 BRIV lohs v S0
ANLEDL . R LA

(7) ZIMEEAFrfaH):  “REHRT 2 7 JERK(OTM ). “RKHR T, #Hhassk. ”

(8) ZIM(EAPraH): “REHAKT? 7 FER(H TR “RFHR T, TAAFRK. 7

RN R BB RIS, (5)mAD I 52 I, ZhAMREARFM, BOVHH—#s. RERR
(S B i 5t 5 % UG 5, TIOBEAE e ORAUE 41 (7) w0 1 25 S B, 3K TIE B AL DA OS] A AR
LEBRAES S5 (2 — B Sebrk A m e, TR Al i8S A R BoE, w(8). (6). (7)5(8)rixt
PARRIRA], B AP R, F2 BRI 7 sh SRR RE L, RN R AL B 2 —
NEFZIFA R AT

BT (6), NRIEMEWREN, HEAATEAK, TR T B)TC S BIIPE . 45 7R (6) 2 iE 1
SRR, WISOE R 5 SR R3], X R AL D 11 38 = A5 2056 1
SET ARG — BRI R

B2, BAEEE SCH MIAITERGE M it, SBUEF L BRI, WNERHAEE, RFBBE
T T (4) P AR R R AN (B) BN EROR I, S AR T A IE S A R ATLA A e LR Y
XOERADGER T, MHEAM. PriEasyls], SR AEEESIER, NG T I A"
SERI R A, TR G RS AT DLl R AR, TORRBEE T U SR — A A A
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CHERL” RIS AR L R TR AR A [S], B AT A TSR IR, AR AR SE A1
IE M2 MIRA P A B2 CRREAEART? R B LR 51 AN TR & 3 AR L],
T HE 2328 A REAE FOVE MRS 21 SCHINLA 7 SRS R A SO T M D) ] AL

2. HEREBBEN: TELEHUERMSH)BEEM
2.1. MSH 1E iR &R B TRHE

fiR vk AR TR AR R Hr % . Langacker [12] [13]3A R A HE AR B2 6 25 1 ff 20 1]
I-BEERIRR, TRAEINAIEE(cognitive grammar, CGYHEZE 45 Hi I T2/ A By . iy 454
SR G DER T, BURMEIRAE G4 MNEIa, “—BEREMBIN , NIHT 2L/
AT RT AR BRI 77 . 3X 5 Lakoff [11]Frie vl 1B il A T AR SUREE o B ORISR, AN RE
MBS B X EETN . SRR R RE T SR S5 B, B @ R & 5 # IR E
MRGZHH, MEEE:; EEEM A5 THE D LR EREEMSEAEE” [16], T&H it
ZAMIUEER S G F RFE s — NS I0E BOE SUER AN TE AT, 588 H 58 A 1R B E [ 12] 20 S #3850 1)
SERME SR RAEAE NI . X HR 6 E T 1 2 5 451 )2 2 (multifaceted-structure-hierarchy, J& X4 R
MSH)IWIR, HETRIEFRE TN BRI By, 405 S gaid G SR H & B NS H bs
RN P REEE ST AE NI L. Langacker [12]3F— 54 th P FP AN 2 58 2 G B L, — PR =& 45
THBEHPTEA NG, — MR E G S H 5RO SR MR RE, MEPR )b IR 2R AR
B Z2a L b, SREUMSH 1B “HER” fAd i) B AR, R 2 ilAT I .

2.2. MSH BR13E 5

MSH 5 SCH i K X PRI AR 2 Flk . 84 FL 2 B2 T AL e 2

oG, CG MFHEF WRALANT, 10 FH e O & - W LA I SRR, Bk il (e
FES AR RS ROR S [18]. RGBS 5 45N SO T, B Ui “Mylt” (invoking), — &
WS N A, BIRTSCOTE SRR . P S E BRI TR 1021 5 S DO B R, thai Bk
i HLEAE I P AR E N A —— BRI I G —— RN B 2 A, BB i, X i AR U
£ CG AR, ML Hn] LURSARMIC R, (EHT— b AN vy 8k ot M R 5 5% 3R ——(ELME 5 () 528 A Y
M5 KRS 5N 82 O R () A 5 bR (Im), IREE R 73 B i FE A L Sttt e . SR
SRR TR o

B2, CG EIKIE F R RALPALIES, Rl FRUL, WL W MTE RIS RS R — e Z 450,
JE IR AT AR SRR S DL A I R 2R K R SR A, XA A T, DA RO At RAEPERI[13] - i
JRERIOR R G, R AR A A, XX ARIE R TS 2 T 2515 5 A %)
HME & R T SEAE FIRR R G . R L, A RTEASMIIRES: B, W IKEE R & A
M. RSN ZXRG HU BES TS , BTSWIESRR, B TS Em——IA
MREE e IR & L.

G ORI BEAL OC R SEBL[13], & MG IR, & . SRECEOEA, Bl E
B, BEMRGINE R JRE el s B DRI K AR R . Billn, AEERII () 75 (e2) 75
fi(es)s ARILAMARIEE (04), er-e-es —HEME EREEN, WPCOANAAAEREL; —ERBIE, &
ATER AT LA — R M = F R AOTERE LK R, s HI edlen MU SENORS AR BEDRE . RIS P R 48 1 35 ik /2 5
THIRHL
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XA, CG UANYANIEAG S R ——RIOCHE. BB MR, Shin—MJR[18], ARG mMEAY S
RS, ESFELE. 24, IhREEANKBE NI L, S8 TIEE .

FUMEAR AT 55, BATR EZOQER =R, BOVREWEZ MSH 102418, EEEMTHEE
B XSG AR, A E AW K. BATHI M BEAR (D) A 2 1 (2), I# 3 705l
SE SCONIHTRIR RAJ S A “FREMPX A SRR EN . e ER; EHSTE R X5
T ()BT HQ)ARRE SRR, RS B B ERERK A MM E, (KRB L LY
W T, 7 (2) T8 B —ANRF R (T TR B o DRI L0 R R A 2 [ gl D 24 i 0 A 8 7 P 2 A U i AN TR AL A
FETRR, BATRAE 2.2.1 1, MORERIIA L TR RAJ IR 5 IR G5 4E 2.2.2 7, 3 2 IAJITER L
KA, RENLHS SRR [ R AN RE

221 MRAMESMEREER: X&EH, EEFMERX

Xif G B L R S R R IR G M T T ORIk . 1 1(a) [RIMIEIR RAR AT A A AL AR N
HEC R, DURE S A I 25 FUbR - 1E TR S 1 2 3N e OB B I F2 (B TR R R, RATE 28 S LD
DAL R OB FAR) . 14 1(b) R[S 1R ER: 24— M 2535 (domain of instantiation, DI)H (&5 45 X 73 Ay
(R T S0 2 (AL AE AR AR, IAJNRE S mT DK B A3 14 5 A AUV R0 5 43 4H.(grouping),  F4445 T
SRR SRR AU B — g NS A S e B nT E Y4k (reification) WA HTRE T3ROS, 1EN
AT w20 H B R — SR [13] . ] 1(c) BHRTE R & S5 F 3R A3 B 00 S LA 2R [ ], S 075 a5k
gk AT B S ORGSR B[S & TS ()R IR G I S R ] SR EE, TI[]
(1 S48 S HAEA 74l o R X o P 6 BATO AL 115 5ORAS, 2 Sl i RE S BRI — 34> .
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Figure 1. The conceptual integration of &7k
Bl BLRBEES
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RIAFE . BR[O ST IAE TSR, OS5 AR, 2 55 S 1 B R, i ARG
T Langacker [16]% 1 @& 14 8 IE . FATTIA R AT REUS I, AEASN A LS SE0E: 15K 21
AR A2 RN I R S HERR, SR ES WY,

BATN A ASIRVE T M IR S 21, I H 5 Langacker [12] [13] [16]26 TG ERIX [ 20 BT AH RS
S THT 2 R 3R 2RI 2 BH 7 1T A B PR S, 1 58 i P A AR o 8 P P IR 5 ) o T 5 R IX U R R4
WiB E SR ek, 53br. BEESSMEXRRMSEARIATE 8, “RBE £ WEKRX” . g,
AR B REBRIA RN AR [17], AN B R AR EOE IR AR R IR, 2 R E S AT ik,
Langacker A Eve ate apple i, & H#%M K2 Eve, TMEIEEES S5RMEX AN ZMT. B,
FoEk BWIE, Mskk. R UPESATTREAFEIEN[L6]. BT FEAERZE, ()T
R5E, HRIEFESS5MEXRZFMFMRZLET LY, Aa SR REIEEN . HRKA
R &R fERE R B AMENE . ESTENES, TUASRE S gl SE R R sy . RANEE . ]
REIE R A0 e A E 5 B I SR T, b i ik 1T (1% 28) B, TR IX (2 W ) R OE, 1X
WRCEIRX = BT, A1 CG BEkK.

R, XRAE)F, G G B IR ARG IR R R A SE BRI, B A SR R, o A
“o7 DIRRIMARSLE S TR ORBE, SEE RGP IR ES, SSRGS, XA,
T A B HEBR A G A 5k B BOE SAR LR vl 58 i, A B R TUAR I . HEH TATRZERNSY], X5
AR A SR A bR 5 b T K+{E B AHIAR S .

222 BRAMESMREBER: JEHK, BELZ/ERHB/E)HR
SR S RO R, FE TR HE 2/ R (B/E) ZH 2 18] .

off &

e e
\
1 3 O |
| T t
: | @] )
P\ OB | [BES |
' D !
NS O N J
PROJ NEG
L ® k8. « Y
@ Wi Wi W, W
W, w,
T W, B w, E
w,, BE

CNEFIT) HERDACENFIR, v AR S A/ HAR, -~ rofCRTEBH LR O HEEETR, BRIEZ UK I LA,
WARIN G, —PROMUEHST, —NEGIETE; TR A, B/EARIEL/ WM.

Figure 2. The conceptual integration of 2&£ 7%, BHIASTX
2. B2, ELEBFLWBSES

K 2(2)H 0 s AN A S5 K (2) 1 BIE HZUBAS, H & FP A MERHIE A - SRS NI N — AN R R I
HIBIIN B Wi S8R &, SRS B We S8 I B o H A IE2 . PSRRI & Wi AT W 4
AR EEI A, PO R RS BN R RS L7, W RIS A A, R R RS I s
W1 F1 Wo 14 B AT 51, Wa T T W 1 D9 R Bt B35 W g Wo R BR AR S (E R, DRI B LS 1k
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T J B 7 A LB S (A SRR AR, 76T Wo IR SCFE i, RIS E 54 K X — B/E [AFFEA MSH
BRE. B, TERMEMNERITE, 58S R BOE H g XN [19], TEAA)E Be WG B
28K 17] (dis-like) M1 :28 5)17] (am not/not fly) =i 253017 (may not) 3 LAbros, 15 € A e EARATIAIR
P 55 (epistemic projection), il — & Wo K E, X —ME&EIELE 2N RS CORRE, ¥
BERMEHELAREAS T, ZIELRIGREMT, MERRIEAME . LR, SKENE W XE,
Wi B2 RN IL, RITE Wo (ARG 2 WA A28, W F1 W, 2 [R] R TE SCA 25 70 R 2 )
FE ARG —Fh 1y, LA S FE I AR S B (] 2(b)BB4Y), R (5 — A R8) S W4 L Y A o S 2451 S g [20]
Wip IR )2 — SR FE AR BN Y BIE BE 2% o IXAE—k, Wi BRGNS & Waa S AW REFFRR ARG, AEH1E
SRR IR, ANy REOR B S I R OGR4 e, DU E B 2 I B R B SRS R (5 — A ) Y
WIS BT WAL G50 EA N, UKERMAEERIT B, PhBhseixt B iasa
FIgmAS/fReDS, a2 “FrLEIRT S, DRI AS S 32 B 4% 07 A 2 AR 25 2 R .

Mz, BRI T CAR RS S ANE TR, AT — bR il R — A B R, AR
VERABUEAT A5 TURYE I SCRE . TE M7 b, BATEKIE S HRZEEE AR IL “ FHRAHE
X B HAT H SRR AR L E AR R TF B [12]——LAA ST 43 bR 36 MRS [20 10 7 ¥ 2 AR 7
et RATHERR A) S DUBEARIRTN 2, (1) ZERA IS G B2 B4 CATHSN . XA MK
FERRE R ANIARRIRARNE AR Frigs, HSORXE S 3 ST @ A 2 5 FME D .
DAL 2R LI 2 SOVPAN BRI AN PR B A S 1 TAE RN (RIEVR) s & R T X LR HESS, 1M
AREF T AT BRI ERRE . MR TR ZE SRR RS HSME, 58 DGR MES R AIE[13]; MEFRA) R
TAHRHNZEENR, (AARFIRMER, MRIEEN “FrE” , “FEEALHNIE, JAMAEEE KHS L
FHE NE” [22].

3. BRARAIAVE A SN : {EAERTESIZANAFEE “XE/NR” (MSMD)

PAAE R - BRI X 43 [L01RE , FRA T E oA T MERR &) (1) AR RS, oR 1 BEAMERR &) 16 IE 4 07 2.
RN 2 SERIAR ) B A AR HEN L. AT A BRI A

FCEIRE X AR A, SR [E A — AN OGNS AR —— N TR R RR ) (1) A o
ke BRUNFRA TR BOESEM T o2 R, Zrh e B R A BB N . IRATHVDHE, AR RAT IR
5, —MSRERFE. B, REAZ TR, W2 FI1. #92 FHMR. B8R 2 THREEMIA
M5 SRR, (B FaR SRR A 5 B PR BE X 3L« bl R Al P 0 e S Th RE R £ R [13], #F0ERE— K
SRR R BRI, TERE R ML OB . AL S A REREARIZE, EA1H
AN[R] I Z1 PR B ORI EL AR DG BR JS Fth SONE T Sk, TR R EE R OHEALK .

M AE A B B AR BT SR A TG S R b . ERBE R NN SN, LG @b . R B3 1) JUAd 3 n
PAEE I HISERE[12], 38 b AR AP 8] R S PR R 22 5 [ 23], S & AT i 1) e L 2 [ 1]
WHR YL, BRI, ARSI, PRI, REFRA) AT DARRAS b S 1 L A DL S B R G )
FHES 6, W’ “RNTA”, AR QL “XAMAMAMWTRead; —H MG NIETT K" , mAMHLIR
QO “ILME iU Re T ZE R -

3.1. MEHBIEE: 3 CG LLBAHEIbHER

CG K LLEMAE T . Sepl RIS —MrdE S, AR ANEMR T, NSHMEG)E T, Ak ST ¢
BROFHE(S > T), HHiLAZERRIME V, V=0 1iE ST ZMJEZES, ST A, i, B A, B B%
JEIRRAK AL B, WEARI —HEZREMA>B=V =0, ABfF7Edt. 54/ C 2 B— It B
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T A S— S A>B>C>Deee e v T A, N E 4R — B R — 7 i BB 2= 5
W7 [12]. fEHZE5H, PTCASCHLEXT (AB). E41(ABCD). ZEFE([A...ND)EAFK/NIEES .

bl A 41 4 B PR A 2 1 P B AL T S MR Y, (H B AR AR B G o AR BT AR AE — D R R AL —
FEIPR AL, ERMES SR iR ZESR, 2V =0 RHfFs:, V£0 A&, N REAATTRE
SEPL: AR B EEEENL, A > B =V = 0KEAA S, HRFEE %L, 1EW Langacker [12]
B I AEE, A > B ARRRR BT HOEL, Ffli B hil)s, HZ WM A MENZ, 1hEZm
PR BT AT e S B 58 —8G Hk, AR A S AeM RISk, e, R EZREIE
ANZEW PR R ST 2 2 ML, EAS T BESE & P R R R BRitbz 4b, 2l TIAAIEE T,
NABATRE S RS A A . AP RE B b, PR sesl. SepE b L RE T . JERAE
), Bk, R Langacker ALtk LLESRH T — NGB, (AREIRBNZE MRS /EME— 2R,
ZE RNV E S A “HanmAEE” SRAF: BE U, ZERIERR FE I R e “ 4
IEMAEE” 4R, BATEIX —ERZHRN R EE. CREReHAle?

3.2. MELERBIE (K *f3L04 EL BB % A0 EE

N ESEE, BAVEFERAREMIEE, MBERRIFHEHES . iRk, SRae B
FRAJHI RN AHE

9) By HEELrE, RAME LR E R E g . [24]

TRTC[2ATN AP ) § Mg« 7 455 “ A7, NgRGE Na ik st ORISR B Culicover
& Jackendoff [25]7% %2 (1 3RIE 5 2w LR

(10) They’re the same, except that the one on the right has this extra little gizmo on its head. [25]

{2 Culicover & Jackendoff [25]1(9) 4 1E 15 LI RN G — MABE o HTAESE . A o R
SAME-EXCEPT (#4418 FH A4 \ %1% % (domain-general cognitive relation). (2). (9)F1(10) B A 3Lk, Eoi
PIEERTE 2 8 JEVETERT, FRIRTS R KFRRE . B4R IR (& EBISAME); M Eait =R, H
#W e/ ME(R B IEXCEPT); & %4 2 KA/ 7 ”(Maximizing Similarities and Minimizing Differences,
MSMD)H1#)i2:3% ZH A HRFHIE

TRVE AR ZHEFER MSMD RS HEBL AR ZEHENE? B R2HER: A Fl B S EEARL, it
MSMD Ja3, HIR[4H{R S>T=0LLS>T=0$4T, BIA>B=V=0, HTILREHLERA0, ITLHTHE
KIESR, S>T o HIFLET X, LLE)MHI, KREHK 7 2&F WK EHIHEFIE[26], BT 3k AL
A BRI AR S e 5 DGR — MR IR K s BEIL L, fil R MSMD, $5EEE(A) > ((A)B)
0 HZIEIE R [18] —— &A%, MSMD #7r FUEL IR & — 26 IR BIE AR 2% (14 3, CO), I ELEAE
Zetfer L ER BRI, KAt T QO: it HEAE MSMD 53k SCC T oAM= 5+ o

(55— HG) BITEIE AL ) U B B A E A R . (- ARd8) BARATT — e i, FATHU — M)
PACEE (] 3, CL). H. CO Sty BUR BN ATIFELL LA A>B =V =0, B>C=V=0 #n] LA ERb
25, 28— Vas > Vep =V = 0 It (K 3, C2), JE&E AT L — B3 mMr b, s
BRI R AN . Ja R EEEA L 2 Lo HIRIEG, A BB B R:  BERUFIT RN 2 Hi%Z
EEAWTE T mM 25 . TR, SR, V=05V = 0 ZE k% Sebr EOC, (HAERE
T JE R Z MSMD SCHF, #EETI P HIIRER V # 0 Ak . MSMD fRIE FUBUHE SR ST, it A7
TE DX BN GOE T, e S1> To B — AN B (E] 3, C3)o X — e IR J A Wi o BRARAL L
B(E 3, Cat, KREATTAMBEMENNSEH EAZE, MARMAAHSE, L2 MIE0E R RRHE: (HE
SR A UL R SR T AN A%, 37 BN AS & DURS B VE IR S50, T2 218 CO 4 Btk
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Figure 3. Constructing the whole: The algorithm and comparison structure
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Tomasello [27]IAAAFAE MINFIEZ — B EH 213G 5 12 38 FH 750 £ (general computational con-
straint). b37H QO Al Q1 3211, MSMD 7o L ek 1 2 B 8 Ak 11 i J2 B2 o o RV SR AUE S . X
F MSMD & MBI AR 2 M FE 5724 1), AR RTE & LR R EE 0 e B A1 A 2. #utk MSMD
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FHRULE MD, =& LRI MSMD——(H 2 JEA) I RERR ) M A7 2 A7 5B . ALK MSMD B fu kM
FRA), ATEERIUE: MSMD fnfa] B 355 %6 ?
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[F SR [13], 17 MSMD il & ff B A S Sl . MS LR 1) 3 MSMID 4k7K, 502 MSMD F3E Sk
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JEMIEZm, MS AR LRfet, WILES T MD, i, 24 MSMD JEzhE, BRAER N
TR UG SRR TR R 3 S v A SR AR A S it S M AL E S A, IE R ASCIBAIE F X
G4, BRI S TS PO A S R BN B e AP, kT DLk MSMD, i1
FHEMEARAI AR B . MSMD JE 75 AT R & RR 5 BME BAASTHIRZS, ARSI SsL. RkA S —
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