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Abstract

Framed within Construction Grammar, this paper focuses on the interaction between constructions
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and lexical items, particularly the quantitative measurement of construction coercion. The study
investigates three Chinese exclamatory constructions—“A le” (C1), “Zhe xia A le” (C2), and “Zhe ke
A le” (C3). Selecting two lexical items, “hao” (L1, “good”) and “huai” (L2, “bad”), which occur with
high frequency in all three constructions, a small-scale corpus is built. The semantic prosody of the
construction-item combinations is annotated, and the proportion of positive orientation (R) as well
as its absolute difference (T) from 0.5 are calculated, with T serving as the quantitative indicator of
construction coercion strength. Through both horizontal and vertical comparative analyses, the
study examines differences in coercion exerted by the same construction on different lexical items,
as well as the coercive capacities of different constructions on the same lexical item. The findings
show that C2 and C3 possess high coercion strength, with similar values, and can coerce items of
varying emotional valence into negative semantic prosody with high probability. C1 also exhibits
some coercive force, but far lower than that of C2 and C3. Construction coercion strength is posi-
tively correlated with the degree of subjectivity of the construction. The inherent semantic prosody
strength of lexical items affects the ease with which they are coerced. The interaction between con-
struction and lexical items manifests as a dynamic balance of “coercion-resistance.”
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1. 5|18
1.1. ARER

#5018 % (Construction Grammar) [ 20 20 80 FEAKRFEH LK, CRCNIAKIE 5 2% s i B 7210 7
MEERMESL 2 —. Goldberg (1995: 4)¥ 20 SO “TER G = Xt ” , sd i U4 B B ML iE X
AERThAE, ARETE A MR T[], EX —HR AN, S0 [ 58 R BN
OBz —

T EA 2B R I IR N, A — B L B R, M UR S BRI Syl
NFpE G, HIEARE AR RAE R, LOENA B AR . Flan, FEA M < s i
1E “IERA A7 MRS RN S EABRERR “4F7 £ U ad” b RIETR ES
FE o BI4RIS  RTEE S B BURERRIE ERAE PR RI, MR A IR S AL, e R TR
BYRRAE LS IR 200 AR AR (De Swart, 1998; Michaelis, 2004) [2].

MR B B H OISR, 200 7 NG R BINLHIR T RS R . B 2:(2021: 15)FH, #3
JE AT A 200 2 R 43 e B PR A R B 6 7, IXRIRE T R/INBI R “ R R [3].
SR, DI BT, 22 BSR4 K1) 20 (s SCHe ) 338 R 1 3RV R I 20 R R S
o 1) 7 B P S A P AT A 0 o ey ke R ) A KOt 1) I 19 e ) A0 2 AN IR =X 1) 0
BAFERGMEZE R [F]— 4 3R A [R] 3] S50 9 e fh 8 R 75— 307 I ) 0 R R N R T

1.2. #5SE—E
M RS ASCR LR AL
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(1) Aty ey O ) g ) B A AR 2 8 SRR i B8 BE 754 D I ) 0 BE B RCH R A
(2) DUBREIEM “A T “XTFA T “Xal A 77 WIERIIEREFERELER? HIHE,

I R A7 ?
(3) [l 2O AN [ i SCE R ] 0 4 s ) 3R 17— 502 ] 00 1 [ A 4 S0 5 3 A2 5 2 M JFL A
R0 2 e FE 2

4) WRSEMA EB R EFE “IEH - P AL 2
2. HRGRIR
2.1. MREFIIELH A RIKE

#45 F fl] (Constructional Coercion) S 14 H ATIE I % 20 42 90 4K . Goldberg (1995: 159)7E R
G e, 430 BE SR e VLRGSR aXaT L “sadl” ghiE k155 5 20
KHVEANE X [1]. B, 7E “He sneezed the napkin off the table” H, AN KWIshial “sneeze” HEN N¥F )
s, RS 307 R . X —METFE T R 2k ST 7L R S .

BEJ5, De Swart (1998) M4 FEER BT ISR, #2H “1EB 7 (Contextual Coercion) i3, A
A TRLR A T DA 3 4] A4 A0 53R4T T #11[ 2] - Michaelis (2004) 1] 2 St &) iR 1 “ s i J& 1] ”(Override Principle),
SR 2 1] 05 A BT SC B R AR PRI, A AR R SR 5 TR I e X [4]. XLt st A saE Uk
B R A HE L

B Py 223 6 R I B I 5 A R B 4G T 21 2 W], E85(2009) RGhiEE 1+ =R S e, 2K
RUFHLE], i RS2 ot X5 Wi R EZEF B [5]. #ER. #4 70(2009) K 1 14 =X il 1)
IFIBN A, INAHA R “ DA RO B 4% U8 58T 0 S 7 5 7 (6] ITAER, TE2:(2021)i
2 21 s M 3 2w & X | A Rl 1 V& X | A ey 1 PO 5 v e RS R i B S P ST N e B U
3]

EARER R, SR T T 0N R BAAE RS Bl A seBl” LR |
IBRFE” o W75 (2015)MIFE “Aa 2R ML R 53 B3 & HAME N A 7 e — 2508 7 ST b i k10
AERACKE SRS B3E S L R BB R [ 7] Hdaide 1 B ai A =5 f0F 78 B i X () — S8 A o] i, {8
SR HEHMAREE . XA SRR T EE R,

2.2. RERISICERIMERIX R

KTIERMEFITM, FRAFEAF A AL g XaEE s i ) 3= Az, A E
NEEARIT o B “IRBIVELHA " (Override Principle). #RT, UTFER—Ue2F 42 “TACIEH]” M,
INTERELEE LT, AV [RRE AT DA R 207 A R i VR FH

FEHQO009)FEH, 7E “# X7 #xrh, B HEw “Hmilk” “BARER” W=, sehr B2 “H”
X AE) P SR I [S ] o 75 7 (202 1) AN R A, WA BT 8“0 e i) AR AT 2 44 XU il i 2 30
TC AR ARG A R I E 7R I, AR RS2 IR TR A B ARAE SR (3], ZEM(2015)%F “NP + Ht + VP” #3{
IR B, A T B TR R A SR 2 A B3, 3 IR LR, W2t A 4E
(8]

R ELLQO2NEE 18 ST R T IARDOE RFlOEE S S B ML, 22303 S BARDOE RE R
EAR A R VR 35 SORRIANE R, P& “rR. BB, E%. g A
MU, NIARDUE TR ARt T B [9]. dht 44 SR B AMRE X 2 T SURIRE S, T XA HE A &
il BSOS R S RS, B SR ARE R . X — S A ST INIE SCE) A B A 3
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feft T EER B .
2.3. RIS IR

AV NDGE I E B AR, —ERAEE A E . AR EGE . ERRC IR, B
SR AL B VE AN A T I S5 R AT, BEAU R H 2S£ 5

T IR SR 52 7T GBS, 4002 5201 7) 5 B A AR ic B A HET T REE% %2, 1q i ElA e £
Lo K UF. HL A7 SRR R RRIERIC, EATTA R SR AR BhiA] B A0 DAY SR B k107
Rl “ax. M. XA WA A7 WAMEREERL, #E X/ + NP7 “XA/H4 + AP/VP”
“Ha +NP” SR 554

78 BRI AN R WF A5 18T, SKBE S 25 0(2026) 70 BT 1 FE T 44 i v s by SR FE BB
BEMBINZORE, U5 4 1] B 2 T R R AMFE . BON R AR S, AR B
REIE RO — M) BRI ICA)[11]. R4S, BRITEZ(2024)%F “fRid X7 # Rt 5 idE = 7
WY TR X e i R L “OREE” BT S B SOk, RAEIEER IO, AN R T AT
VRS P A8 3 S e 37 g {303k [ 12]

SR, BT AL 2O AT LA PR S 8 3, W A R G LA R, x4 305 3] 300 L 3 ) o
AR W . A SCEIUI =N R —— “A 77 “XTFA T “Xa] A 77 —EAHPUGE
RRIBThRE, (BERRERE. FUMREE LAEER, NIRRT e dt 7 EEN 2.

24. EXHERAME

& X E)(Semantic Prosody) % H Louw (1993)#& tH, 4811E T~ H & HILIE M RS 118 X ER
WERI[13]0 FRAEFA RO B3 SCRFAE, 55 SCRIRT 70 AR AR M =28, i, “cause” 55 47 THI A
B, BAWENE X  “provide” NI 5 IETWTEREEC, HEAMMIE LH.

T )5 1 A T 45 G 2 I AR B R E S . EHENI, X TEDE(2017)%8 H, 18 SGR RS Ui A4,
B XU AR E)TNE S, 8 X, HAB SCRIR A, OB FI SCAR S R . DRIk 224 1] Tk
NG, ] T [T T SRS R U AR SR PT Re A AR O, I b R E 2 A 2 i R AR ) E )
[A[14].

FET 15 SR 7R SR H R A AE T Hoa v . 8 3G DUB R R E ik T e g, iR
] ULE A 58 VB B2 v S5 AR A AR TE LR, AT BRAS AT EE A I BUE TR bR« A SCIE R A X — 4
PLE SRR m RS FE FE AR e S ) 0 A R AR R BTk N UG, vk SO ) i) 0B R SR 1)
FEFERROR, 15 B AL 2R e ) g e

3. fRET
3.1. ARMR

3.1.1. X AL

ASCEIPABEN A “A 77 “XFA T “Xal A 77 AEARSR, 451dHh Cl. C2.
C3.

Cl: “AT”

“A T RBURDOE H BEA IR N2, I RS A AR B ¢ T M. Bl “4F
TV OO i R IE UL AN B A SR BB AR A A B B O N, B R . LR
Feel. MWHRERE, “AT7 SHER, (EEAB MR, 8T 5.
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C2: “XMAT”

“REA TR AT M BT RAESUYE, FTNRREE X R o “XR7 RAHETCR
B —HAF s, AR T RN, SEIME NI A FPIRE” o filtn: “PEHs T,
KR “UBRIE T, KRG T 7 AR C1, C2 B8N TR RS SRR () AR S e R, M E
RLPP I 1 B 58 o

C3: “XWAT”

R A T FERERAE “A 77 SEAE TR R, BTN “IX 7 AESEE AT . “ar
FEDCE T BAT SR WA M ThRe, BRI A) s i R R (IR, 4% 5, 2017) [10]. B4
P ARIE VLR NS — S IR AR, AR “ P RORE” “XERLRIOG” SERINE 3o . “IXT
T CXWEFT L 7 AHEL €2, C3 1 MR R

=AML IRe IR BB EE : C1 %E, C2 BN 1 PR OGHR RSy, C3 HIn T E a7
TR BT T2 M 2O Uk 5 I i 0 E (R R HK

3.1.2. {AIRAYEEEN

R TT P, AR SCIE EUEE =AM U 2 H A R 55 v B A AR R M AR I, 2 L1, L2,

Ll: “Wf”

“UF7 RIADOE B TR A 2 —, OE SO “RiZ . S NIRRT, BAA W RRIE X
#. fE BCCiBkHES, “if” SEMRIAIm G “N7 “FH7 “off” W ILImE R & TR .

L2: “4”

CIRT HIRZOIE O “BRS 2 AN, BAERTEGE . HEMERS, 7 FE550m
FAEUB I R g AR OB, RIEAE, RN RS

PRI I ()18 SCRITE RO A L1 RRAR ), L2 VAR A o SX s v T2 42 [] — ) 2O AN [ 47 Jk 8 82 17
TP st 8OR 22 S
3.2. fiRAZE

AT TR 0] W BV TE U s . Bk TR

(1) MEMEL: M BCC iEEE. CCL IBREFMZEBE Cl. C2. C3 MAMiER, KRN HN:
CUFART T CRTREFAR T IR T o BIBRE SRR SRR )T, A - R A R
HEL 200 265 REERE, FE3RA 1200 ZKERIG B0 x 2 I x 200 2%). KA IERIBENLHERE, S0 2

) 4
(2) Zik: 3 20 BVUERHEHE QI NER KA, Fit 18~25 ¥, LiEFFEWEHR), UREH
W ) AR P ARIAC R A

(3) 1F%5: ERZRMEFNET, IFRYEE CRIERA Rz A TR 2520 (B0 B Ak 20) ir & i 1 15
BT A2 R CTERT B R o B EEES 1200 NMA)T, 2 IRGERL  PAIRE SR 5T RN .

WS R THE 20 43218 B W 19 PR4)r 3 15 [ (Fleiss’ Kappa), 4554 0.82, W] B4 &m — ik,
33. ARLE

AT T L IR LA 2D AT

. ERINEETFIE: M BCCiERE. CCLIBREFRHRUE C1. C2. C3 HAMiEE, R
KA “UIRT” “EFEFART” “XaiFART 7 o JIBERFRAR B A) T, SR -
TZH A BEALIEL 200 46 ROERL JE3A8 1200 26053 #30 x 2 1830 x 200 2%). M /N [ @Rk E .
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H OB B SURIARTE . B 1200 ZRE RN TE— R A iR B AR R B . RN B R
I AR AR AR () SR ().

BB RS St AR - A R R G R, BRI A bR AR T R
HEAERBI L. R MEUESEE N[0, 1], R 85I 1 RomiZA &8k SPGB, R BT 0 £R LM
A, R #2305 KoRt.

HEVUE . R . B USRI T =105 - Rl. T BIBUETEE [0, 0.5], T{E#A, Forf
A TRZE B (VB S 2 R e, R A Rt T T I A 2 SR

BH: XN BRI R — R R A FA DY R B (40 RCIL1. RCIL2), 247 [F—H4
TR AN RN AR U He i) 22 o IR b BUB IR —3a] BAE A [F) 44 20 ) R {E (W1 RCILT. RC2L1,
RC3L1), 34T AR 2Ot 7] ] T 14 s il B 0 22 57
3.4. FHTEREEILIKIE

A3 W HELE g 3T AF DA R BRI % 2 b

B 12 8 SRR S 17 I S /MR RAE . i T A 2R, 35 350 1) 1A 138 SR -5 0 =R A
BSGHM BN, BRI - I AR ARIES R E G0 i XA il LUBIE LIWC %5
THAT =AW

S 20 18 SCRIR R RS FE B S ) 2 1) 7 i KN o a1 AR 35, 8 SO 1 b AR S
VTP FRPERRR, WAL 2O R I ) H ) it . ez, an B AR T [ 1 SO A s 15 B SRR R
Wi B =R ) ) S B AEAE -

B 3: TR SR EALIEbR T BB ELEE L. T =10.5 - RIA G EATE AR R - W HH 418 H
(RS P B B o 2 3] T A o SO SR 2 SO — B, A R R 5, T (ARG R: 3 v Ret, #at
JE ) 3 2N A8 AR 1 SR DAVCEC A X, [R5 B0 A0 184 5 SR ) s ) B A FRF v e (SR
JEHI R0 . I, T 8 AT AR ) BE 1A 8 5 o

4. BIES T
4.1. BEHIESH
S B AE MG, SN - AT A AR A B R ARSI IE T Wk 1 s

Table 1. Statistics of 6 constructions

# 1.6 MK R HIRIEN
R R BRe  EREO FERO) BRRRAHRR ERAET

ClAT) L1 (4F) 200 142 39 19 0.71 0.19
Cl1AT) L2 (}) 200 0 200 0 0 0.5
C2(XFAT) L1 () 200 12 172 16 0.06 0.44
C2(XFAT) L2 (3F) 200 0 196 4 0 0.5
C3(XTATAT) L1 () 200 10 171 9 0.05 0.45
C3(XTAT) L2 (3F) 200 2 194 4 0.01 0.49

MIER A ] LARTD RS UL T %«
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—, L1 (IHFE CL R FF AR A (R = 0.71), {HAE C2 F1 C3 HH R EFEIRR 43514 0.06 Al
0.05), ZIIRFUHMMIFA, B C2 A1 C3 WA BA AL e di e, K 0 S e AR AR ) Y A
1M C1 eSS, AR EEA LR R (% .

. L2 GR)FE C1 A C2 Rk ELIR 0, 7E C3 FRACH 0.01, Z UG RMA, R
AP E IR A EAER, H="00 “IR7 BERGISERLT B2 R 4R, XML R AT LA e
HHEENL B RTUE S A AE AR, BRI AR SR IO R 3t S ) ) A A
MM EL T L2 36850 F () = 20 L A2 — 1300 i 0] 1 T8 AR PR

B=, EHIE T HEIMEME S T L1 @), C1IKTAEN0.19, C2 5044, C3 4045,
C2AC3 W THEEHEZE ST Cl; X1 L2 3F), Cl M C2 I TEYNOS, C34049, =F¥HkL
R . XK C2 A C3 (R ) FEAR SR HEUE BEE, 1T C1 1 70 B AR5 55

4.2. HREIXEE: E—HXNFEIRABA ES

oA — R L1 A L2 MRS ZE 5, RN S AN ) R B AT SO AE AR ¢ K5

7E C1 R, LI R=0.71, L2fIR=0, ZFEF(t(398)=14.83,p<0.001), 8 C1 i I
B XGHREZER, (HA RO OA =R g A el . 78 C2 MU, L1 R=0.06, L2 ) R=0, %
SR (t (398) = 3.52, p < 0.001), L1 RAACHAR, R C2 XPARMIAE =48 T ZU R . 78 C3 U,
L1 I R=0.05, L2 R=0.01, ZFEF((398) =234, p<0.05), L1 REH—H#ITT 0, ¥ C3
(1) s i) ) e i o

MRt =AM IR L2 R RIS, X L1 () i i 25 R Bl i) XA 8] 1 A2
fb: C1 EHIEES, L1 BRI Eia, 2 f1 C3 JEMlsma, ff L1 JLFe L M miE Gy, H 3
BESRT C2. ML RR, =AMMRIIRKE L2 OR)REFAMRAC RAA, Ti6s L1 (&) i He il 2808 T Bt g =X
ANFETMA A C1EHIEES, L1 5B, C2 A1 C3 EHsa2, # L1 JLT5 4 EPERE L, H
C3 W& C2,

4.3. YEIxttt : FEHRFSE— iR EH]

R3S A 2O [ — 1] T P s ) 7 22 5 P AN B TAE =N A 2 1Y) R B BEAT B IR 307 22 4304

S L1 (3F), RAEAE Cl. C2. C3 20518 0.714 0.064 0.05. J7 20 M os =41 % 57 8 #(F (2, 597)
=275.6,p<0.001). HH/5 L HLE(LSD)EH:Cl 5 C2 ZHEF(p<0.001),Cl 5 C3 57 EE(p<0.001),
MC25 C3ERAEE(P=0.672). XUl C2 1 C3 XA EH F1EM Y, HBEZERT Cl,

F L2 (3R), RAEAE Cl. C2. C3 H 435N 0. 04 0.01. HESTER=ZHERANRE®F (2,597) =
2.01,p=0.135). F)5LEHRERWNAZ ML RZEZER . XU = MO0 58 A IR 1)
ORIV 20, 3506 HE S R ) S AR K

4.4. XERNSBES

AR ST L AE B, T LUAGE = A O ) AT (R P 40 A

Cl “AT7” : F5EMIM. MAIE “4F” FEHREIH(T =0.19), HHAREEORRER: XH
Ml IR [ RN 5E A R HI(T = 0.5), AHIX — He il 2 ST 18 A S sy Al v o 4 a0 51 )
XM, C2 “XTF AT smEHIAEN . WEWMGE a7 BA R SIER(T=0.44), ¥HECGHH
R FO i A% s R AR A IR [RIRESE 4R HI(T = 0.5). C2 5 C3 ISl L. C3 “X A T” : 5%
JEHIF . XA “UF” FESIRCONERENT = 0.45), FHJLFES 2B R <R 1
WIHR(T = 0.49). C3 5 C2 Ikl /jE LR EER, HEEST C2.
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XA, C2 M C3 M RIERE R 4. EUE s R R, BAEWRERES A/ E, H
TEBME A, BENE AR AN [F) 1 IR LR ) ] TR 1 A B )i SR T CL AR R R 5,
AR T C2 A1 C3.

5. i
5.1. WXXEHI A RS SRmE R TEE

AT, XSGR AR RS - BT FIBE T 1M« Rae 1”7 5HEEE X
WIRERE IEAH . “IR” VENBERM A, 78 =AM B PR ERI AR R (E(0~0.01), RIWH AR AR K S,
BEHEN C2. C3 WJLTFAKREMBE; 10 “4F” fE RN, 76 C1 iR R B EER=0.71), H
7E C2 Fl C3 w35 R N AR (R = 0.06, 0.05), i S Pifie Jo7E o i i 4 =0h Bl = B 055 . IR BRAIE
TR TS BIEAERRAENITSOLT, C2 F1 C3 (AR HAB UL e N fna, RBL T #y o
KITERI T

5.2. ERIDHRIE: B, ge5ENN

Mt C2C3 [y E5R ? X T E MM BRI HRITAE T ZRECAHIT, AT
) E R B = AR T

BRI : MR R, C2C3 1E C1 ZAl EXGm 1 “x” M “R/ar” WA gy, #iE
BRI, SRR, (B “SEBAN iR, SEIR OB, BN B SR, 454
T IR AR, AR e DI A7 A . X — SR BRI ARG A T s —— IR U R 2 i 3, e A S
F TR 0 ) 42 1) 0 B

hetlE: AERIE LR R, C3 iy “nr” P MR 2B E AT RE, R E T
TRIE VAR A KR RS PP o P L R P8 M 2O R e 3 5 m “ghal” —HAa 5
PR T REVL BT AR U4 REMTAIRE N o 25 “ 157 SXRp e PR Al B NI, 4 32 56 ) L 1 44 S DAL Ac 3
RIhfE.

TR R AR IGREE . PRIV ER (2024)7E 70 A “ARUE X7 Ry Hig i, MR om g 5 His
P IEAR S o €3 “ R (AN AR R IE 9 1 #) 2 FR) S LA JER iR 38, X 5 3kt 3] 1 _E
LA ] Tt A A L P 1 R R

5.3. EHINSREERIX R

(20218 H, MAEEF ML “ZBRME=H” o AR, C2 R C3 BRI Jiik i, (HAhREZ
gy “HF7 RN R BRI, IR AT A G . SRR R, AT REHE R T S aE SR
VCRCAIA I, FERE = PE R 10 C1 RIS, MREEHINS T, HA A 5 BiE SCRREROR . [
B, 38 I ) 77 AT RE AR TR CRARR 1 SRR 1 R I L & s e = 1 . €2 AT C3 1 T {(0.44~0.5)R &
MEER R, HIARTEARRIERTUEN, AT EH 5 587 2 (8] P .

6. it

ASCEI A POEEN LR “AT” “XFAT7 XaT AT MEOT, SN EZER I

H—, M1 707 LA o DAE SCEIAR AR 9] 47 b R & L5 0.5 RIZEAE T 1E R R 6171 FEar,
A4 205 s i g ] 300 ) R AR A e R, €2 5 €3 B W s A 2 1) 9 B (T {BL43 510  0.44/0.45
PR, 0.5/0.49 XVEMKIA), H A HUEET, RRRERE A [F 1R B R 1 18 TR 26 b e ) e 7 ) 5 S
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s ClL WA —ERES (T =0.19 SR, 0.5 SHEIE), E 6 FURZ R B HBT T C2 A C3.

=, HEUER SR EERRE IEM 5. C3 & A EMIRIEARIC “F 7, kR L
) T=0.45); C2 HEAKEIMAS “X T, KR L1 ) T=0.44), WEHEEZE; C1LIEN
B (A MG, R ) F1 e85 L1 T=0.19)0 X — ZIUIAE 720 E 4452 5 ThRg o B 1 S B A

=, Al TR [ A SR 5 R e LA e o R S AR . SRV RRAA IR TEAS R 3 S LR AR AR
R ] o5 L6 (0~0.01), RILHRGRI “RPTAES)” , HRHIEZR AW IE & s@BkiE “4” £ C2
C3 03 Rk, R F R PTRE ) 7E 5 e A bl 1 55, AR 18 SR PE — e F2 T S m
HIRLR(C3 HATIE 2% AR I -

0, WA S EE R RG] - kU7 shA AT RS 5, ARFIADE 42 17
RPifeiom, AMRERAE S RHE L. RARNE SCRIE — & HBhmgs

SE3CH
[1] Goldberg, A.E. (1995) Constructions: A Construction Grammar Approach to Argument Structure. University of Chicago

Press.

[2] De Swart, H. (1998) Aspect Shift and Coercion. Natural Language & Linguistic Theory, 16, 347-385.
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1005916004600

[3] Michaelis, L.A. (2004) Type Shifting in Construction Grammar: An Integrated Approach to Aspectual Coercion. Cog-
nitive Linguistics, 15, 1-67. https://doi.org/10.1515/c0gl.2004.001

[4] Louw,B.(1993) Irony in the Text or Insincerity in the Writer? The Diagnostic Potential of Semantic Prosodies. In: Baker,
M., Francis, G. and Tognini-Bonelli, E., Eds., Text and Technology, John Benjamins Publishing Company, 157-176.
https://doi.org/10.1075/z.64.111ou

[5] E&. M=UES] EVCESFE RG] AME S sMEZEE, 2009(12): 5-9.

[6] HRW, B4 o, MARHRDUE R B ERERI]. SMEFT, 2009(5): 42-46.

[7] HEZE. WERILR ST RIES FIMED]. JRIEF, 2015(2): 12-28.

[8] ZEMi. “NP + H + VP RIZUIRAT[I]. [ e 9 R 5 4 (B 24 22 B4R, 2015, 29(4): 118-121.

9] REL. HUHH 51K FIBIARBOE FRGEE AL S [D]: [ 2 Anin 0], R Fm K%, 2024,

[10]  &=iEfh, 495t BUARDGE P bR ic &A% 5210]. %, 2017(59): 145-161.

[11] 3K, 2529, EMUAT DL e ) 9 ——J& -4 1A PR IR Ui SR E e I K sE AP [T]. 18 & U 5, 2026(1): 81-
91.

[12] EEE, BRITE. $7E R AR X018 F U il FE L), AMERE 5 S5, 2024, 41(3): 31-42, 133-134.

[13] Louw, B. (1993) Irony in the Text or Insincerity in the Writer? The Diagnostic Potential of Semantic Prosodies. In: Baker,
M., Francis, G. and Tognini-Bonelli, E., Eds., Text and Technology, John Benjamins Publishing Company, 157-176.

[14]  EHENI, XIIENG. 38 SCGRI 7 IR K 8 —— i sOEV R A [T]. AME A, 2017, 38(6): 18-23.

DOI: 10.12677/ml.2026.145430 531 HIARIES #


https://doi.org/10.12677/ml.2026.145430
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1005916004600
https://doi.org/10.1515/cogl.2004.001
https://doi.org/10.1075/z.64.11lou

	构式压制力度的量化尝试
	——以汉语感叹类构式“A了”“这下A了”“这可A了”为例
	摘  要
	关键词
	A Quantitative Attempt at Constructional Coercion Intensity
	—A Case Study of Chinese Exclamatory Constructions “A Le”, “Zhe Xia A Le”, and “Zhe Ke A Le”
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	1.1. 研究背景 
	1.2. 研究问题 

	2. 文献综述
	2.1. 构式压制理论的发展脉络
	2.2. 构式压制与词汇压制的互动关系
	2.3. 感叹构式的研究现状
	2.4. 语义韵与构式研究

	3. 研究设计
	3.1. 研究对象
	3.1.1. 构式的选取
	3.1.2. 词项的选取

	3.2. 研究方法
	3.3. 研究步骤  
	3.4. 分析框架的理论依据

	4. 数据分析
	4.1. 整体数据分布
	4.2. 横向对比：同一构式对不同词项的压制
	4.3. 纵向对比：不同构式对同一词项的压制
	4.4. 构式压制力的梯度分布

	5. 讨论
	5.1. 构式压制的方向性与词项的反抗能力
	5.2. 构式压制力的来源：形式、功能与主观性
	5.3. 压制力与能产性的关系

	6. 结论
	参考文献

