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B E

YEREWE GBS ENEEHE R Z —, Hiic E i (markedness)iX —1# & 5] 52 2 &N 2R K HAH
2RI, EASCH, fRRERA S MR I EA B —— D B R . PR ieiE R AR
HERREEB R R BRIV HN . 2 CETHRICER, HiTHITE 8= 3% (Second Language Acqui-
sition, SLA) M . BFFLRIL, FEZEIBEEY, FHic(marked) B icBERPIES I, HIB
A [E) 3 % B T o5 0 (unmarked) AR IC R B IRBIRHE . FEY, £ B S HEIEFESHAMCEERIEM
X, TIEHERMERIER (language transfer) @25 K4, WERTHIGES WA CEE .
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Abstract

As one of the important theories of Structural Linguistics, since it's emergence, the Markedness has
received the extensive attention of many schools and related fields. This article systematically ex-
amines three fundamental aspects of markedness: (1) its theoretical definition, (2) the operational
criteria for determining marked status, and (3) the phenomenon of markedness transfer. Focusing
on second language acquisition (SLA), the findings reveal that marked (or highly marked) linguistic
features in a target language are typically acquired later than their unmarked (or less marked)
counterparts. Furthermore, the learning difficulty of these features exhibits a positive correlation
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with their degree of markedness. Additionally, the occurrence of L1 transfer is shown to be contin-
gent upon the markedness level of the relevant linguistic items.
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1. 518

1916 4, BB RZ/RE) (il S FARE) M, 03 GBS Fithigd:, N AEMES %,
SEA T SOE T AR = RE M T SCAIR, B H S DIRETE 5 IR, REARIS IR SE H 3 S 3 SR

1930 4, A kg2 IR 135 07 2 50 & 51 T (Nikolay Trubetzkoy) #1547 b (Jacobson) & Y 32 Hi bk
WIS (ESZIE, 1991) [1]. fE4SMESGEF%H, dridf— MR EZA T ZBE NS . brid B m
FEHAMZEI HITE S & T R2AT RbRICI GO EIE S bR g R(FE &Y, 2003) [2], EAH,
PRIt BER 2 5 FLAH ORI T LA JE AR 1) ——Fr ic B8 IR0 S Bric i e RS R AR IC 4 78 I 315 2 P15 4R
o MMPkEFIREHARCE R Z S, S CHILTENKRE, EXERRCER O ZRH. £1ES
P, VFEIEFFIRIRE A TR E S &1 R %, EHAMCER, FricBERmas 7 —E M
F R R & . B0 7 (Baker, 1992) [3]. #5304k A2 FR(Scollon, R, Scollon, S. W, & Jones, R, 2000) [4]. iE&
737 5t (Mckee, C, Modica, G., & Goodluck, H, 2000) [5]5&4U8 # A bric B I & 52 . fEASCH, frid#ie
FE 1R SIS ST R R AR BIE IR, E 2 KA I ERIRX 8E AE E IR . 5 RS I
M UK B AR 145 A REE IR A% 45 e ) T AN AR R e

2. FRICERIRHYHE X

PRGBS T DR Ry TEIE S A, ARIC R A AR e R BE I H O oA B8R A
LR AZ O R AR IO RS, AR — Ao SR RRIL S, UL, PR LIE S o A
— X A FIRFAE B RN A AR IC B (marked),  JEIXFH X BIREAE 4 FR A o bR iE ¥ (unmarked) (JE & %%, 2005)
[6]. ASFIVRIRST AR IC BRI IR A AN [H] 52 s

(1) Ak IR bR id R U T, LA IE— 15T i B4 R A AL B4 Tohs
W, TEE=MATRE. AEX ML) /BN, AR SIS 5 RO A R — DX PR AE 1R Ry
S ARRICH, TS X — XOAPERIE ) BB N ToAR 1L o

(2) BbrcEIR G, 15 F RS A T @ L. Smhikg FIRA R, 185 RUFIRA R
FH IR A0 14 (1) 232, T A2 B8 O ) T K A1 B R 8 SRS — PR RS, B AR id A E BB B i) — 1R 3,
TR AEAH LU 2 AT BAZ SRR FE IR . B 5 2R, Al FIR AN R 4o X EAThiAg
AR, T — AR o At T HAE 5 R H AR E R ERE XAHRR TH—ES,
MR AN S S AR 7B S . nTLUEFRICERMEE N Ei5 5 RS, idERE 2R
—Fh AR FRIL G A2 A B A O L R, AR iC B FR AR TR S A AR RRIL R, He i LR R T
A FERGE X,k 1 B 2 HOE A AR RO IO RR e, IR R — P B D B LR
FRA RHE O A AR . 715 5 R, X T Amid B (O RF 702 B L AR 5 1E 5 1 LU o) Bt 2t
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Z b AT LZE—AF, KREZHOESHMARERMMS, BEN 1 WA EE, $ERTH
T2 K B A HEEOE R, AEIE S MU R EEOEA “ =207 (trial)H 2“7 (paucal), HEEL T
—/> “FRicEEZL” (hierarchy of markedness): BE¥ < E¥ < X < =H/bB( “<” For “hDRcFREED
F7 ) (&Y, 2003) [7].

(3) MRHETTAHITEL, FRiCFRIR 2 FE T2 H 1) 3k 152 (Universal Grammar) . 1580 4 A A% O iE v
FMAT A BN o R OB MG DA R ORI I, T A B A5 A 5 3 i 5 U 2 A %
ANE T A BN BT DA ARG AR IR o 75 B R R TR B A e B 0 — AN S, A
TEVE RN 55 30 BB AR O AR B N A m K, TS5 e . BT vk R An i
WA R T AR A% IR 5 28 2 AR B L, BT By e N LEE) B[ A 1, 1 J5 #A2 SN E Y,
REFETHAEMARET ZH.

3. ¥RicHERR

ARG 2PN T AR OB E fe T2 5k RV AR BRI & R R AR AR LK A el . Tobs
WHEHAARR EHFER, EREGXRR EMEFZRMERE L, E0mEHE EHIrRmEs &, 5k
BHHANFIRRARCER PR TR, bRic i (bR e AR AR AR R, Horh B AR MR 21 5 K8
2232 H 1 (Croft, 2002) [8].

5 2B bR A :

(1) FAIEREE T SRR o AR L BT R bR id I

(2) TEIERS T, TEARIC T L s T B T A AR .

(3) ToARICIULE B 7 PR A 1) 43 A7 Y BB R T B8 T A A i il

(4) TohRic I & A B 1A % T BAE TA AR id Il

(5) TLARCHFHIEIA B = E 2 T 85 T A A0 L

8 KA NE R UE R

(1) AARCHTSE I TE R R 2 T 8T bR id 5

(2) TohRIC TR JE AT A 2 T 88 T A ARid .

(3) FEHLLIAEE b, ToARIC TR FAE A ARG IR T ARG T, BI Tohsic T A 1 8 % (supercategory) »

(4) FEABSE PRI IR ST X B e AR id

(5) ToARICIN 1 1E R AR BRI AN 2 T 805 T A AR Tl

(6) TohRIC I TEE AL YE K T B4 T A AR id .

(7) (RHT “%07 BREZRIEEE) ARG “H” IR 08 T s PP

(8) TEIERS . ORI I LA 5 T B T A AR Tl

bR 18 S R AR AR IS e bR, TRABT R T AR E A E = . X —FRiE R RS 2431
A FERE e — R B AR Tohnid U (B 2 )8 T A% OB iR RN 2] 13 i) AN 75 B slUR /b 5 IR 48, T
A FR IR B A 8 T G B ik R =] 15 T 75 K R
4. FRICEBIMR

BERNT ANEMEST, YNBSS RBEBLN, B KRB, ik, frdtabs
VB 5 AR JE UL R AE N A8 A 5 AR TR R A RS o AR 5 R B % (markedness shift) AT DA P AN #5253

fi: — A2 ILIT FI(synchronic) 1 2, 55— & A i) (diiachronic) 1 2
I R, AR ICF AR R MG N HEHE S R T R B R R BE AL, XA S LA
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M TARIC A FRCHIER . X EN, RS N8RRI A 22 il —Fh 2 H
VEI AL, IR RIS R A A A T I T S SRS 8 S LA R A AE R H

1M JI0 FA BER AR . IR A RT DLy S oL, A bR M ohsid, HIIEhmidi A
PRt X — AN R, 1 E IR R — AN xt st £, W Bl TEAR S B R FRC 2 S TR
bR, RZIR.

I SF B 8% T R A SRR PR ST 37 R R TR

TENIE S A M EERR Y —, FRHOERZE T ENIMNE S ERNZE, AR ETR
SPFT VARG . S HEHA (2005) [9] (FRiCHRIG S BRI ) AR (2005) [6] (FRiCERIETESS —
VS IR ORI ) L B E(1995) [10] ¢ AFFICEE G SEIE s ME RIS S5 . ACSTR I R AR
PBTESE —iE S SIEF IO R, I R ARC BN R S IR . 5 AE S S K R L
T 55 — A & 145 BRE T A8 45 10 AL T AN AR RE 7, LUB R FRICBS 7E 25 8 & S0 9 oh R R Ak
o
5. #RicEIL 5 ZiE I SR F

TIERRE AN RGAE R, A5 8IEA SRS B RS A B 0 B AR R
RGN, 1HF O RRFE . ARICHERN iR A5 RF R ] ISy A ARiC s bric e R
LR T T bnic B AR e AR o

HARE S IMEA T, ThRc SR 2 T ARG R (HRs, 1992) [11]. X —F L5 Lhrd R
I T AL B — RV &M, H2, JATHLHEBBISMNOEIN A RE. x5
HURSIHFEARAR, BAMURSEIENMEERAR, FNZEIEREIL. 877, X, idfe
71~ IHIBE /ISR R R 2 M 22 2] B 0 B — 1l 5 T aUA s id iAW, s masemi 2 SR B . 534k,
MG EM L BEEINESER A ARC IR SRR L 2 SISt 2 A R

6. FRICERSEESFINEM

TR SIS T B DARIEE I 1A ) A A 2 A3 PRI 6 B 2 BT ST 20 2 50 4EAX,
B BT LU ) R BRE AT 22 (0 2 B S A 22 R MR RN T 28 A8 5 2 S IR AE, (R 45
AR, ERI A, B FE AT R e A A A A I, T 5 3 3 T 2 PR A
LT o 2SR T H—IF A SR B E A R 9T 2 5138 AR A SIS T TR R Rk
R AR SIS AR A, (BRI RAE R LE R, BB 20 48 70 A0, ARicEUS TR RGN A B 58 iR
FEARW R, B RS SRR AR T A N RIS R . Eckman ARAE AR ICE IS5
TELN “kric Z R (Markedness Differential Hypothesis). {08 —i8 & S S R MEE L 7=
oS00 A0 i A <

1. B E S PR E T 56 —18 5 HbRic R B3 1 X ) i 22 T A

2. SR E PN T 18 F HAR IO 5w 1 X o i FL R AR 4 T AR IR .

3. BT IR T —iE T HAMCTE T 28 —18 5 M X 50 S W A2 .

X — RS FIAG AR Gt 6] L 2 b B 22 5 DRI o 7 Bt 58 Rk, i 2 2 S IR E 508 5 TN 22
S AIFRICHE BT ZR AR, AT REAS 5 Ly R0 AN MRS g A AT 6 22 S a2 ST IR, T A 8 22 5 AN
it e o] BRI A U ARRE T A A R TR S A S R A, iR, A RHEE
¥>] BESaAMM, H B RHEHY ] A BT AASHHFREER RN, FEXANMEEZEN. I
Ab, XA AR T 55 15 S 1 ) R B BRVE 5 2 (A 1) 22 AR IR R B A R, i — DR
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T A S R ST I N R R RS AR S ARIC AR RE H . BIEE S AE S RO R R v 1 2
R

7. HFICERSEEE®

LR BHE 22 20 38 12 52 51 5 iR 5 RO BB R RIR ROME AR b 27 AR R, IX R 7 o “ 12 7
Al o FHorh, IR N NIEFRBERMGEER . IERIERARRE S E B & e E R EHERIR
XFER AR S WSS TR, et 7R IR F ). MIENER IR 21 E H B e E R R
BN B8 AR T R 1A T S, BRAS T8 AR I o) o [RESE PR B 2 B RE AR T,
R — R LR, FRIR 5 I #1021 58 15 5 Mg R ) SR RIS S 4. W bt
20 80 M, WUAUHUEHET RIS KL, A F K EHERILZ B 2 PO B IR TARCREZ . thile
i, Hoe, BRI HERIERAPNCINAR, S E TR RRE RS CE R HIK, WRS A
fITE R TR LI R, 223 F AT EHENAIMCER. £ L4 Robbins (1995) [12]#2 Hi#H < B i
IS AR 1

Table 1. Observation and prediction of native language migration rules under the theory of marking
F* 1 AR TRHEE B AR BTN

g Al 1% A
LA it i
2 ki ki i
3 kL it i
4 kL ki i

BIRCL B SRR T ADHETOE BISCRE, (BRI — 253 SO EIRAL,  BY AR 1 H ST
KANTRR L 2 S HEAZIER BHET A ARC N, 21 7571 Fang S (2009) [13] R 4E B T 2Lt
TP IXFERIL AL 20 iR F A E AN IR RHE P R EARL B, MR EHEF AT E
Zobl (2010) [14JtH A AFFSCEA S AT, RO HE A B ERNOS A FRC, 3] 5 g fef 5 il
B HURPR A — BN, B DUl 2 K58 5 CRBRRE, JFERIER BHE 3G R0 R 8 de
SN iaf

o ] 2 A AR A SR I A AR DU h R IC R I SR AR ICRIE B R, JCHRAESGE 5
flhn, BATE A SOEN 2% 2 Bl J0E A R IN-(e)s BB e s JEiE s it 2 A
Zoriain-ed. BIXJUANFRIEXNE, DOEHRTCHRCH, MHRIENRAIRCH . XiRBBITIR 17305
PRI ERIE N TR DOE TP A RCRIE AT F, RATAAE DB P 2 H LRI R (BL T 985 /)1

(R ZE 35 50 AT L — B o AHXT 35 R IA 0 “although” , PUERIAN “HAR--HE” BER— A R
FEARICHE K bR, DUBMIX —REAZECm. Bk, AT L2 B s R i # [
AARCHIPUERIE .

Although I love you, but I can not marry you.

BARRER, 122 RS RARLE .

HICE R, %o > R ST BEE T A R iC TR s i 40 W mT e 5 JRATTR AR IR & i B AR A G
A I FAT T S AR A ) W7 AR LE AP AL ARG T oA — SR 2 A AR IC I R AR L. 734h, I BT
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HAT e A MFRICHIWARE, Kellerman (1983)F% 4 “ 0o FiE S #5ic” (psycholinguistic markedness). %% =~)
FARFTRE RS H CXARIC IRk e IE R A A ANEREAT A (&K, 2003b) [2].
8. &5iE

MARICEARAESE A8 F SIEH N RATAMER H, FRId B 5 38 5 SIS NIT . 3815
B 5 S A L RER 08 2145 R O BREIE RS A5 i LR A AR SR AR 7, (HIXMRRE e A T 7. X2
PONEE 36 5 5 S SIEABOE 2 2 B A 3G 5 X AT AAREL, M Bk 552 338 AR RE DL 5 2
PERAEA 5% ARG B IR 2 LA ANXHE 5 A i vk A8 R0 (X AR N 2 2 3 2 MR R I RE ) 2 b, LT
BN RG5O RIE R, BT DA ek e o0 iR 28 il 5 2 2/ 25X — Bl iE . gk,
PRICHIRAE SR 18 5 5% 21 SRR U R R A AT e 2 AT — € B R AF A
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