2022 49 J SNBSS CAMEE SO 7)) Sept. 2022
54l S Foreign Language Teaching and Research (bimonthly) Vol.54 No.5

PEREFIEERZERNSEHRE A
FNAXRERREIIT M T

KESEEAY B A RFAEEAY FERE

R PUREA] AR EEAFEHE sh I - 2507 B R USRI B
MR BEEESC R IR Ar AR o IR SRR AR WA, - SRR T - E
P CE@ - PR AR HOC R DAESCEER AR E A RN R — 2 (R
PR R GMBCR ) 5 N 0] Z [0 AR R T R, B Wi SCOG R RiE g . Bk,
ARG 976 S5 if AR 1Y R AR o Z 088, LA 1,222 S b 2 >0 5 1)
YR RIS A BT G A R ERE A WX R RGBS s
PRSI 1) B TABRIES 2 HEEGe SO T N7 AR E A, Bl
FH PR AU, - SR R A, — e R R T R N R IR 2) 7
[R] SR 342 1) (5 FH Oy T, = ) 28t ) i ] since R “A I - PR B A) ARBLT — 2 W EH
BN ELE m AT T EZ ) since, TR “WLA - ST APl TR EZH)
because, AREL 11 FHEARA L O], ASBRSSHESE T R SR G A AR5, [R) it ] Ay
W T AER 8 2.

SRR - PRARE ) FERE A FE AR i EYSE % 2] AR TR e

[ PA»ES 1H3193 [ L#kARRA JA [ LE%5 ]1000-0429 (2022) 05-703-13

DOI:10.19923/j.cnki.fltr.2022.05.014

1. 5]

il

PR R IEIE S RIA PR EZEZHOCR . X T HN5r, %25 (41 Quirk et al.
1985; Sweetser 1990; Kanetani 2019; B4z 2004 ; 44 3L 2006 ) KAR 327K K S
AT E A SRS “BI - S5 SR (i 1a), DL B A - 1847 %
Z (i 16 ),

*ORCRFR A BRI E AT AL S U0 H BERIEETILE LA T 1Y 2 054U M PR A i S i
(21BYY021 ) (T BV . OB OMEEE ST ) Sk il | 175 44 1 & 8 LA SO S A [7] 27 318 1 1 2 S
FOLe VPR G ASGRINE .
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(1) a. John came back, because he loved her. ( Sweetser 1990: 77 )

b. It is not really altruism, since acting other than for yourself is no motive to act at all. ( <
J&it# -BAWE )

PR P ol o 2 2o =R I 3= SR RSB SR TIES N R VNG S
SRR Y JE A R, HL SRR N 7R 1 ( Zufferey 2012 ). i =3 ( Knott &
Sanders 1998 ). 7 i& (Li et al. 2013 ) DA S #e1E ( Sweetser 1990; Kanetani 2019 )
HR 2 AFAE . s 3 R SR % 1] because Al since 1 75 , Sweetser ( 1990 )
5 Kanetani (2019 ) 858 F ARG A [R], (HAREE H since 5 “18 5 - 84" X
AAFAESR ARG, 1M because 15 A FE I H KRR 35 A) 3¢ R B ) o . 98 LR
, Guillaume ( 2018 ) A A% T because, since £ 55 T ] B2 “ BT 244%”7
A FRRE R S, RIS B IR UERTT , BE#E: since RBL T— 7 HYIE SR B

DI S B 1R 1 PRER A ) 32 N (B 38 SO R, I IR 7 - 5 R
1) JE AL N U ARHE  (H 2 A PR AR SR R ROk i RS |\, b
A A E A0 U BE 2 D6 PR % 1) 5 32 DAR) DG R AT R A T 5 4, AR i
SRR PR R IR AL T T W — R WA - SRR I -
TR FINAICFR . HR A I S 2% 21 35l FH RS2 ) 358 32 AR
KRMFHE, EMT ST AR IE T KBGO R, DSSEARRIES SR,
TERIR S A AR R R Ge T, w b [E 0 i 2 2 35 PRUR A2 /) v i 1) 6 FH )
TR Z NN LARSE , LA 2 % OC R 3% 1) 1) 21 15 B OH A S B A P B 5 o

2. STHK [

2.1 BAREGIMAXFZ

X R A E A Z B OCR AR 2AE i =, MR 1,03
NIRRT AR B o A 1 36E “BhIH - S5 5R7 1Y “1E XY ( semantic )
KFR X R H R A A8 R UL S AR 358 ( content domain ) i 5E R,
g (1a ) A 2ok b 19 22 2 A W1 S BT s 20) DA /m] a4l 0t 32 A U0 i 2R A 74
UERY “18 17 Y ( pragmatic ) &R , S — AR T UL A ] £ (indirect ) JC R, Wil
(1b) " since 5|5/ A] R EA] A IE WS AL BRAE SR, BRI, 15 5 5k
M35 a2 IFHE 0 Bl B X = MO R AT T 453 (W3R 1), L AN Quirk er
al. (1985 ) MCHEE S Kk s - 45517 W X R 4504 4 B, Pander
Maat & Degand (2001 ) 44 F2 UL ( subjectivity ), X7 K 22 Al 42 00 ¢ R A
T2y

BN - S5 305 A WA SO R BRI LS R 5 SR PP IE
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® 1. AREAENAX RN ZHHARBR

SCHk S - SRR - X R
Rutherford (1970)  MAJSEAE E A9 J5E A A E‘JIEEE 5 F A0 B HRE
van Dijk (1979) XA HEFHARSE

HAHERR (RN - R KR R

R B AR G - R FBGR (AT
2 AL - SRR )

Ff;;;e)“k“’e“m VT T R V2 BT E

Knott & Dale B o .

o) i SR VA

Pander Maat & EICE (EEELR FEX ?’géﬁfgﬁﬂiﬁ“@% =N

Degand (2001 ) #) DB d

lu'ij‘j?é%é )

BT 7 (2004 ) TR A S IR SR

BRI 25

(2005) ;442 % ZULER (% )4 FWER () 4

(2006)

Kanetani (2019 ) eSS HiE e &

A2 E AT L =43 (1 Sweetser 1990 ), fbfI 144 “ 2l A — 2557 Fn
B - IR 2SR AR CSRE A NIRE, IR R A S
EJF. AISCRFRAE “F AT M. 2RI, TR 2348 (2003 ) WIRKE =28 5C R K AR
AT A 3

22 ARFEWFE TN X R E
X AN [R) 8 DR SR 52 A 32 DA S 2R, U AT 85 ) 0 FH %) 2 ) R A 1K)
Sweetser (1990: 77) Fll Kanetani (2019: 44-53 ) 1A A because 4 fifi 1 35 Fil %%
I, AT EE R AN A PR AR S &R 1 32 AT 17T since WU 22 T 5 1 S AR GIE 3 ) XL A D
PRLAR 18 D] o 00 DR SR A2 ) 3 D /) 5 R A 40 0K B2 B 95, Li er al. (2013)
FE£F Pander Maat & Degand (2001 ) XJ PRI 55 R B9 4143, K PRTLE A0 DR S 22 1)
BTN B S PN I TR 75 - i 7 O G S B K T 1 B SN DR S NCI S W = oS
Fofofbi ) £ R SOR [A]T A8 4k AR, Pit (2007 ), Stukker & Sanders (2012),
Sanders & Spooren (2015 ) &ZILLEMS 418 JEIE JEiEH  ARAA7E—E B 1 R AR

1) 5 32 RO R 2 a9 S A
X F R P2 A= BRI, Pander Maat & Degand (2001 ), Lietal. (2013)
DL Sanders & Spooren (2015 ) TS5 mlifBHE , il 10 XF AFR ) FAE S LI
A =N F1E (subject of consciousness ) A9 H BRAE I SEFE AR A EAL AT, $2 11 AL AR
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A By BN [ B 1 M 715 5 2 T R I AN ] 2 AR O R IS |
PSSR EUR NP NEI PSR i nbr=e o NG ES UL QI ) SR NCIPS
ZMJEH . Guillaume (2018 ) i H A BE &, I AHES T because, since
TR 2 DLE SRR, P NGB since Fe AL [ 5 M) Hp R () B
MR TE M, USRS IR IR o

REAAT 52 5t b ) Ay 1 PR SR /) 32 DA DG R B L 5 BRR e 3] A R 1 6 R
B 20 R A 25 (8], 1 5, 7R 40Uk B 2 900 i D SR % 1) 5 [ 2R 2 )
F NI R XSRS A o T i — 203 . R, 2= B T2 o) B d &2 ) 3k
IRAN[R] PR SR G 2 B STE R A FH OIS 22 B A5 T >0 38 DR 1) FH 19 A1 K
KRR DL CANFARAE 2005 ;5 241 I8 2009 ). 117 PRI 2 1] 5 = DA ) 5 28 8 %) I S
FIESAERRIEZ —  IMEI T — & MBI R, FIL, A D ZEE s 5 g )
2] BRI T AR B 2 R R IR A 48 (155848 20145 BEIZR 2016 ),

3. AR&ET

Because il since J& 5 i A FH A 6 iy R SR 34 1), 55 RS 52 ) 32 AVR) G 2R
A7 IR AP XTIV ( Sweetser 19905 Dancygier & Sweetser 2000; Kanetani 2019;
Xu & Kang 2022 ), 5z h— 52 ()i SCHER M08 FH ORI ( Guillaume 2018 ), R A%
WG LIA G TR 2 I, 5 5857 ») ok A 2 T by 2 52 /) R LRk
RRAMIEO, UIHRHE S BHA PR R

3.1 AFRIEM

A RGE SCERL, AR A PR PH SR 52 4) FE ] SC R R G0, 8 i % R
PEA TG TERL, 2R DL T )R

1) P EHE 2] &4 because F11 since 5| SR A 4], H 3 A48 L
KA oA tE ey 2

2) h E SR ) Ffd Y because Fl since 5 PRI A1) 32 A5G R Y AR
XSz o ey 2

32 MRV

1) 3ERHIE . A58 P A TGS F1E R Sk [ B AR R A TR A S
7 (NESSIE ). “& SCATE G #1F CFE” (LOCNESS ) Fll“0 8] 22 R 5 A B
(BAWE ) iR} s 25 ) Bk 8wk A B ) AR ISR 0 “Hp [ 22 A 9
SETEIERHE” (WECCL ) ( SCRKIF45 2009 ) H1“rp [ 25 A4F 7 fs Seif e SCiE R
(TECCL) (¥F54: 2016 ). AT K45 AT o AG B U], AR B 5 e B A4) A T 1 B 2
HHEVER BRI I AE VO SCE R, 3R 2 BT AR TE RS o
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R 2. IRIBERMER

ENE A e
% NESSIE LOCNESS  BAWE ait WECCL  TECCL a1t
EH 781 323 512 1,616 4,726 6,898 11,624

TR 291,911 230,138 1,360,932 1,882,981 1,243,739 1,397,688 2,641,427

B4, FHEUE A because 1 since 15 4], 285 B 08 B8 35 I\ ) 5¢ 8 H n] FRAR
[ IR SR A2 ), A8 B £F 5 BER AT 15 35 because 5 since & 7] 4% 1,389 Fl1 488
], 2% 2] 4 because 5 since & 4145 3,438 Fl 611 41 1A — 7 R A G T
B 2] B A ] T ] because 3% 2 S5 N A, 55— A BE 1 & 43 A 1Y
AV, TR A T 2 i ST T4 2R (Chawla 2009 ), 4 {4 ¥ i nl
F, ASHIF 5% SR BUR R FE 5 (under-sampling ) ( [8] [ ), DA £ 8 /0 Y since 52 41
SR FEUWEEL, BEMLAH O Y (1) because & At . fe 2, SMEUAS 5155 because Fll
since 42 11] 4% 488 4], %~ 2] 4 because Fll since &2 4] 4% 611 4], F FAr 590 M1 )
HRLETT 2,198 A1)

2) PR E M) F AR RGN SR . T A S SRR AT i B
TR AR TR LI ReEE T R A N OCR T ARG A E
MAPRRRGE (FEUW 4.1 797), I TR G AT T iEBHPRE R 200, AR
SR TAE A —E8 5 05 MR B A T 5 2 s iR et . =40
PR 1 et 9 3 N a) SR RG0SR AT, 4R o3 AR T 400
iR (ARG E 2 2] & 1Y because Fl since & )45 100 5% ), bRt — R K
89%. Lil e, FEARIEA AL R, Bl , bR B AR T A
1 1,798 A5iEkl, I 7 a8 Rz 3, AR IETE VR T 1 BT .

3) Gt BN RGO O RTEA R TR F2E ) F iR K
HE AR A A AT AR SR AR T R IR b AR 20, AR 56 %oy M =[] 2 S Y
EE . KRR ZEE (e ) FOWEIIK (O ) SHUIIRIK (E; ) ()22 {8 Fx L Fi 1

0, — E;
WK B AR AR 1, BAR AN o= ﬁ MR IR AR ZEAE AL T —2~2 Z [H]
Hﬂ‘,Eﬁﬂﬁiﬂ%@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁm%%{ﬁ*ﬁﬁ S Y R RN 2R E AL T
TG Bl Z AN 38 AR LS AR 35 22 Tl /D IO AU, 6 S AR R,
ZERUR 5 PR %) 2 588 42 3% ( Levshina 2015 ).

4. AREAFNAXRRER S

41 ZHBRRIGEIMNGEZELZA
FEFRETASCHER (W 1) UMM G A TEREE, Fo A T &t 1 DATE SRR X
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S TR IR E A A CR RS, WA SCHR AT PR SR 2 R 32 R e RIS
AR 3 AN AR (W 1), ABFFE— 203 83T 1 i Zo0dnite, IF Rk H]
T Quirk eral. (1985) “HAZICR” MR MARIERIAR,

X CHAZERR”, Quirk eral. ([F F)VET 4 284045 01 Tl ST FI
BT RE S5 18 A A5 GARIE TR, X 4 ZECR BN “IE R A mR” p
Zeo I RS TR - BOERT RS - R R IR IR EER S -
FEIROCER, W (2a) “BARTH T, BT DA 77 “imH” SR WA HE A -
Ja 7R Sl - 25RO R TR R H SRS - Z5 55 R  (2b) “P
R IR EE A A 0L A PR DA B A R R . TR
R FENA)Z 0], BT (R TR TR 2 SR AT DAL HE A
e Bk ERBATRER T B 2 py s — e B A e SR LR B Y
7R E IS

(2) a. The ground is wet because it has rained. ( Kanetani 2019: 1)
b. They were more often in the front lines, since Roman commanders probably valued their
own Roman troops more highly than their allied ones. ( A1 # -BAWE )

R, WA AT MR HEUEHE S (R B ). ARIFSE 4 G hriE
TR B R OC R A5 R 3 /NS WAL — SCRET T — R DL
CERY - R OCR . WAL - SRR R AR IR —E LA, T DA
S VAT S, ) (3a) 5 “HEIRE — UEHE” OC Z P i =) ek — E O HEDRT ,
NS RZAEWHR IEUEDS , 4nfil (3b) 5 “H#I - B SR AN A) N E AL
FEHUERR A, W (3¢ ),

(3) a. John loved her, because he came back. ( Sweetser 1990: 77 )
b. It has rained, because the ground is wet. ( Kanetani 2019: 1)
c. Bikes should be banned from the campus because abandoned bikes are an eyesore and
bikes are easily stolen. ( AN%1EH -BAWE )

HARR R RE R ENRRRRGIEIE 3.

RIZLZAREAETNAXRRZIHHA
— I oSl
PP (e PR A BN - 4R C R )

HEXAR T ORI MBS - 25 F )
WL - 5
DEEs HEW7 - AR

A - B
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42 HAREHENGGELEEHHK

AT [R5 — A BIFFE Il R, B b [ 1 27 ) 25 fif ] because Fil since 75| 5
F PR R AR ), 2 N RJ AR A3 SO R YA A A L AT .

TR R T ) G R AEAR TGS B N2 ) TR R A A TR LR 4.

R4 KFREESFIZERREAETNAXESH

976 ARG A 1222 k22 H ik
HIEEXR: (R R HIEEXR: EES Y
244 (0.48) 732 (=0.27) 289 (-0.43) 933 (0.24)

bl W - i WL, = 2
23 (-3.93) 660 (3.42) 92 (3.5) 641 (-3.06)
T . HEWT — RS P . W — RS
221 (2.60) 26 (-0.21) 197 (=2.3) 35(0.17)
A - HH . A - .

46 (-7.7) 257 (6.82)

T AE S PO BUR MR A (HEXHET 2, BT /A HoA e ) 5 R,

Bi R A RIEH 5257 I AR — G0 W ENAEISCR , R EHEEFIAHEOC &
AL A BT JC 35 28 5, PRGBS AT 2 Mo B3 50 FOR S 1 1Y
Eok, MR BN - 4R R TE . B ENA SRR ZHRGE T, v
HEARTIEE 2255, FERIOAWGRH Z IR E A FRIE Wkl - SCHF”
A" R B RIR I A - BT OCR M AR e AR, £
PR A RIA I A - R SC R, B 38 WL - SO
TR AR MM, BAT A BUAS T PR A JE A DG AR A TEAT A e S
TERL - 1B AUPRRIRIE , S WL - SR SRR R A S AL, B
I T OCR B AW K - ZROCHR (i 4), XKB T4 (2a) “F
FRR B0 Z A ] S, A g T ISR KV 3 TIsR IRCR . i
o) RS A ERISE R B 7 A I T I SGE SCIR R RN R B A
IR B TR I - B SR MU RT3 (A WL - 5C
R BYFIA AN L AR BGOSR DR RS g v S ) THRAB % SRR, 1
S TR AT S BIIIE . T3Ah, A F AR AR IR A T b 2 S B
B JEA CUU ), sk Z X WA A RO IE. 5 2, ARREAM R R
— WO 7 12 I St n] A B e~y ) 2 A SO SCS MR i ) T3l 2 A
B, ik = 2 LR 38

(4) Since habitual obedience is one of the marks of a law maker, then it follows that the new
sovereign cannot make laws. ( A%IE# -BAWE )
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5. ARERNSREAREAEN AKX RHFEBIXT R

AT IS ARG [ R, B e [ i 2 3 0l ) because il since 5
A ) F AR SRR G . FRATE Jefifiid 172 AR (AR IR
2] ) VL Rz 2] B 1R because F1 since 55 [A] 32 A AT) 5C ZR 1 X R T O, 4 1
AT TR B SR W 1) A7 BE XA DA T R

5.1 BARX B

TEATEIE R 5% ) F1ERY, because 5 since 7EANA] T M A& £ R34
THOTEILER 5. B4 R W], — & i0vE R BB AE R SR 6] 5 2 A R R 11
XN IS, RIS R

R 5. ARIEE S5 F ) EIER D because 5 since EARIEREATMNAIXETHNH

SES e ARG p)H
HiEXRAR EIEs HiEXRR EIE
159 (3.34) 329 (-1.93) 89 (—4.62) 522 (2.56)
I . W — 4 A . W - 4
because 16 (1.33) 304 (-1.43) 54 (1.17) 412 (5.11)
pi v A - Hid . FEA . A - HH .
143 (3.09) 12 (2.29) 35 (—6.40) 96 (—2.87)
HEWT — e - HEWr — e
13 (0) 14 (-0.84)
HiEXRAR EIEs HiERR EIE
85 (-3.34) 403 (1.93) 200 (4.62) 411 (-2.56)
A . W — 4 A . WL = SR
since 7 (-1.33) 356 (1.43) 38 (-1.17) 229 (-5.11)
pi s A - Hi . P . A - HH .
78 (=3.09) 34 (2.29) 162 (6.40) 161 (2.87)
HEWT — e - HEWr — e
13 (0) 21 (0.84)

FEARRIURE B 32 ) OC R 2GR, AR TE & 0 PR R T L C R H e R
YN 0 ——f0 [7] T FH because A A4 i B2 PH IR 5C 2 5 il 2 2) 35 N ARG i) 5 32
) K R OGS I T 5 AR T i 3 AT e K 25 S —— (i ) T since St g 1214
WA 1T because KA HHE R AR

i EUE ol e Y NCIP S = S B SR RS Y NGIP SE N DD OV R
3 6k 7 B DR R 1) 5 TR DR O R AT U AR R T 2R ) B AR T
HH since 4 2 “HE I — H R 5 m) s AE I R S g v AR A ) T
because, Il > W Z H since; % > F M H] 121 because KL “W A - X
7R
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X 6. ERERSENAE RN RER
1.3 2. A 30U - 3 4. e - UEHE 5. H - PR

NitkiE#  because because* since because . since since*

#)H because since* because* since since*

FE R () RWTHARIC YIS TS5 ARRL Y 32 A OC 2 5 25 0 B s AN B b U e I B SR Tl e it A%
HBXF R TR Y DGR (2 RO A HAT B3

52 BR#EEL AT X R

PNEREE Y NCIPE RS 1S E SUR TP O UNA RIS, N e ) o G Rl T
# 2 1] because > 1% 2 H % OC & £ N A), 5% 2 W2 H] since, X — Ak MY
Sweetser ( 1990 ) Fl Kanetani (2019 ) # i (1) because X i (1) 32 A AJ O R AT X
3R —F XN ORI T S I, XM 25 S R T
A7 PRI e A G R A R R i 3 A o ) AN ]

AT A ) {5 FH because FRR FH R, FLHEEC R IR E W) 8] (1) 1k
F, IR U A B, A B, BT A 505 4 7 A & T (RS 2R is
SRR, AR AR ] Td H because, WiF (5). i 2 F i) {di H since Fik EL
FERR A EXP OB R OC R AT T EWapric, anil (6 ).

(5) Some people may choose to be friends with dissimilar people because it is more
challenging. ( A& %17 -NESSIE )
(6) Since it’s a touch-screen mobile phone, it’s easy to manipulate. ( 2%J# -TECCL )

Since HA L “PRAT 249K 22 X ( Guillaume 2018 ), 2% Z ¥ T HA ik
B since X B - G507 K RIATRE, & —FhiF RIS WIR. 55
Ah A8 since I N T TR 5 S, SIS T AT fE . anfil (6) T
{81 FH since 3458 T “fl Bf " X — BAFAE A5 BRI 7R SERPREEE LSS T “ 5 T4
YE” G55l 5 B
53 RRFEWE LRI X FZ G

)42 A R SR XS N, — 5 T —E FEEE D AREL T ARRIE S 52
235 1 1) BT SR 55— T A B Wt 27 ) 5 i P R B

Hedn, e @ - B A AR TE 5 2 2] 2 AR ) £ 34 17] since,
PIBAGR S | 5 R R A B, ] (7 ), 32— 1 ] (3 SR A

(7) Since friendship is so important to our life, we should keep an open attitude in our attempt
to make friends with others, and cherish the friendship. ( %% >J# -TECCL )

TE WKL = SCRE” A h, 2 ) 35 ARG TR 7 R R i) e B LA 2
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TEA G A R, BAR U - 387 &R 5 because Fl since AN fFFE S HY
X FR , H 2 because [ I A 2 30t dnb 35 185 0 5 600, 11T since {5 FH B9 EL
B T, Lo S ol 5 238 1 A B R A R B T AR TG R A TR R
W, anfs] (1b ). 2= F W T 209 because KAy LR E 1),

FER) R R IR SE 2, fd ] since X D\ /m) T R34 JRE R ) 84 A S SR P A 7
Ts , BEAE N5 3= m) rha W A DL K s 3 & B, 2 — P R 1 SR .
M 6 KT, ATHRTE & RENS A 24 FH since A TR T8 SC DA 17T 44 5 Xof = ) v 180
SOULE TSR T B T2 ) B AL i - Bl 2 A b ] since LA
B AU SR  7E AT — S ) RIS 1 U SRR

FAVIF T AR WA - 388" KR since 5 because & 7ERE Z2 4
D7 255, W8 T IS EAE N AR AR NI R i 2 TR AR bR R i A 2
AT FRIKBE L S BafF (sep ) A& AJik EVE (emb ) A RS (ini.adv ) AT
E% (subel )o “MA] A EELL” J& A5 EA) iR L. S T LA
PSR G L O EUE (In) 4T LUEL . “orBRAT" 48 2B A E 550
T NIRRT A B AT A S D) 2 [ R PR T, R ARG, R

BN AR IRE T HAR R A, A, WS VR 7 ZENE AN A 22
AR S AR B R . ) RIS B A ) B TS T e KA
FE B0, BN TR AR 2 . NI TR A SR D) R A i A
VNG IE S Ub: ) [| RGO F =S

IR FERIK LG EE AR, KSR, because E AL since &)
R B AT B R (3B 400 0.297 F110.069, p = 1.739e-09 ), 7E A5 I
because & ) 22 B 5 . HABTE bR Ak 4 AU 5, PO 58 T BT R
R ZEAE (IL3R 7), 455 3% 1 because B RITE “/rBafT” “RATIRENE" “AIER
B X =AMERR L AR since ] 4%,

® 7. EXERGERKEE WS - XF EAPH5H

PIES IyFaeE AR ENE E IR AR ETE
%1 sep.no sep.yes emb.no emb.yes ina.no ina.yes subcl.no subcl.yes
213 91 254 50 233 71 171 133
because
(326) (-3.68) (-080) (2.17) (-1.88) (476) (-0.84) (1.03)
157 199 326 30 339 17 225 131

S (301) (340) (074)  (-20)  (173)  (-042) (078) (-095)

i no il yes JrilbRiCH SRR RATJC, A sep.no Fo A AT S RAT I L .

ZE b ARG AEAEE WS, — SZRE” e Rt a] F ] because HHER 74 &
B R a], Wi ( 8a ), i since #4245 fa] B0 S D, 403 ( 8b ). X IERY T
=712 -
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Rohdenburg (2000 ) £t (1) “ & 3«50 ( Complexity Principle ), 7RRP « i 75 i
FHAE A ) 76 2 2 v s F TR T B 1 5 Rk e .

(8) a. As a result, he is an important figure for historical writing, because although not alone
in this endeavor, he has contributed greatly to the way in which history is presented and
studied. (AfKIf# -BAWE)

b. Since intuitive reason is in man and God is intuitive reason, there is a divine element in
man. ( KXJEIHEE -BAWE )

WES 2 A W, — SCRET 2 b ) A A ) AR T —
(T8 FH AR W, T Lok P ) Mt A2 B ) vk B2 0 BE R e e . (AR 2] iRk,
5 WA - SR A ) I 2 6 I ) A T RS R D) B — Y because. TE T
BUEH] A OO B B e, A7 ) BT T AN B TR LY because, —E
FEEE BRI T iR B S5 I RE s 7R (9) rh an ks % 17] because T4y
since, W 238 hin WA iir R B AR (B AR AL ) B9l T .

(9) In addition, cooperation can make things more perfecter (perfect) because everyone has his
or her own advantage. (2:2J# -WECCL )

6. &iE

AR RBGE SCERL, W e E MR E Rl E AR RGE
WERN , AT T AS TG Mo a2 > 2 AR A2 ) 32 AR SC R I A A 0, A
PRI DR ] 5 = DA ) O R B LB R AE . S5 SR B, — 7 I MR AR
222 BRSO Ll I PR PRI A ] B A PR R S, — SR
RIS ], — s BB LRI T AR RS R RS . D9 — T Ifn, #E 3% Tl fifi
2 2T F Al since #A AR @I - BT EA] R T — e pgiE R H
TE LR 2yl TR since, 1AE WL - 2R ZATHP T TR ZH
because , KB T 18 FHRCHAS 2 i)
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A cognitive-contrastive corpus-based study of English-Chinese counterfactuals expressing
wishes (p. 680)
TANG Yanling & LIU Lili (Foreign Studies College, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081, China)

Based on a self-established corpus and a combination of qualitative and quantitative analysis, this
study conducts a contrastive analysis of the features of English and Chinese counterfactuals expressing
wishes, with “if only...” and “yaoshi... jiuhaole” as examples, in terms of their syntactic structures,
semantic connotations, and pragmatic functions. The study reveals that English counterfactuals
expressing wishes occupy more flexible syntactic positions and have more diverse syntactic forms,
and rely less on context. Conversely, the Chinese counterparts tend to be monoclausal and more
fixed in syntactic positions, and the interpretations are highly contextual. The study offers a unified
interpretation of the causes of these differences from the perspective of cognitive linguistics.
All these contrastive differences are essentially reflective of different degrees of subjectivity,
and the contrastive features are the demonstration of the subjectification of the two languages.

Universal Functional Spine and the sentence (in)completeness effect in Chinese (p. 690)
LUO Qiongpeng (School of Liberal Arts, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

To provide a new framework to explore the structure of Chinese sentences, this study
investigates the “sentence (in)completeness effect” in Chinese. Based on Wiltschko’s (2014)
function-based syntactic framework, the study proposes that the syntactic skeleton of sentences
in Chinese is a universal functional spine of four layers: Linking > Anchoring > Point of View >
Classification. From this perspective, different sentence completing elements are different means
of instantiating these universal functions. In addition to providing a way to reconcile the tension
between formalism and functionalism, the analysis suggests a new direction for future Chinese
grammatical studies that aims to strike a balance between the peculiarities of Chinese language and
the universality of grammar.

Prototypical correspondence of the use of subordinations and causal relationships by Chinese

EFL learners (p. 703)
KANG Hui (School of Software/Language Intelligence Research Center, Dalian University of Foreign Languages,

Dalian 116044, China)

XU Jiajin (National Research Centre for Foreign Language Education/Artificial Intelligence and Human Languages

Lab, Beijing Foreign Studies University, Beijing 100089, China)

Inter-clausal relationships in causal subordinations mainly comprise direct (motivation-
consequence) and indirect (proposition-support) relationships, which can be further categorized
into immediate, remote, assertion-extension, inference-prediction and evidence, and suggestion-
support relationships. Previous literature found that inter-clausal relationships often prototypically
correspond to connectives, which demonstrates semantic reasoning and pragmatic strategies.
Hence, based on 976 causal subordinations from argumentative essays of native English speakers
and 1,222 instances from Chinese EFL learners, our study focuses on Chinese English as a
foreign language (EFL) learners’ behavior in using causal subordinations to extend inter-clausal
relationships. The major findings are: First, compared to native speakers, Chinese EFL learners
produce more “immediate” and fewer “assertion-extension” causal subordinations, which implies
their insufficient register awareness. Second, Chinese EFL learners demonstrate their pragmatic
awareness through a greater use of since in “suggestion-support” causal subordinations. However,
they tend to construct “remote” and “assertion-extension” causal subordinations with since and
because, respectively, indicating a lack of pragmatic awareness. The research contributes to causal
subordination studies per se as well as English writing pedagogy.

Influence of processing paths and input modalities on English idiom metaphor acquisition (p. 716)
WANG Xinglong (Shandong Key Laboratory of Language Resource Development and Application, Ludong University,

Yantai 264025, China)

KANG Shiyong (Chinese Dictionary Research Center of National Language Commission, Ludong University, Yantai
264025, China)

LIU Yuanyuan (School of Foreign Languages, Ludong University, Yantai 264025, China)
Taking middle-level adult English learners whose native language is Chinese as subjects, this
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