: HO

113

(

*

- 17]JD740003)

xujiajin@ bfsu. edu. cn

( multifactorial analysis)

let.allow - permit

2014 . “

John Sinclair
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o

Leech(2011:158) “ ”( a meth—

odologically-oriented branch of linguistics) o

AY ?
( 2018: 476 —477) .
2.
( usage-based) ( Kemmer & Barlow 2007) .
( Hopper 1987) . “ ”( Bybee 2006)
o ( nature) ( nurture) -
( usage-based linguistics) o (1) 1 (2) 1 (3)

i (4) o N N N ) .

o

“ ”( communal language) ;



( contextual dependency) s

[ ”»

( conditional probability)
3.
o Fries
“ ”( contextual orientation) o “
" (1945:57) .
o Firth( 1951) ¢ ”( contextual theory of meaning)
Harris( 1954) ” ( distributional hypothesis) o
Hanks ( 1986; 1996) . Atkins( 1987) . Hanks
(1986:43) “ ” ( equation) - “ ”( head—
word “ ) o Hanks
( typical \norm) ( exploited) o Hanks
(1996) urge - indict bother abandon o

) o Hanks
(1996:78 94)
word by the company it keeps)

(

113 ”»
~ ~ ~

Firth “ ”( You shall know a
o Hanks( 1996:79) “ /
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” ( selectional restrictions/preferences) “

[43

”( The Theory of Norms and Exploitations

o

" ( behavioral profile) o
CPA) «

”( Corpus Pattern Analysis

TNE) ( Hanks 2013) ,

Atkins( 1987) o COBUILD
danger 3 o Atkins “
”( semantic ID tags) “ " danger o
for/from /in/to /with that; in + ( / / ) + danger;
+ danger; out of danger . “ " danger o

. danger( s)

”

danger of collapse/disintegration

Sinclair( 2004)

o

”( polysemy /semasiology)

o

€«

Labov
“ 7“7}, Labov(1966)
o r ( fourth)
o » Labov
o 60 David Sankoff “
Varbrul Labov( 1966)
R Rbrul o

regression modelling) o

Dirk Geeraerts Stefan Grieso

- Geeraerts

dangers of smoking/pregnancy o

+ danger + of; danger

/r/

( floor) . .

. Gries

”( variable rule program)

GoldVarb
(logistic

o

Heylen et al. 2008) .



Atkins

o

(2014: 133 140)

rather . quite - fairly \ pretty

begin . start;
2009) .

John

naisch 2016)
(

(2010)

Rosenbach( 2003)

er

( big. large great; little \ small . tiny)

o Hanks
Gries( 2006: 82) run o Glynn
Gries(2006) run
:1) 12) '3) ' 4) o

Gries( 2010)
. Desagulier( 2014)
. Janda  Solovyev(2009)
o (
( Divjak & Gries

v, v v, v,
nac inat’ /nac at nac inat’ sja/nac at SJa\stat)

( alternation)

o

(1) ( Mary gave John a book  Mary gave a book to
) o
/ S . . / o
( Bresnan & Ford 2010) ( Gries & Ber—
o ( Geleyn 2017)
2019) .
1 (2) o Gries( 1999; 2003)
( pick up the book  pick the book up) o Deshors(2015)
to do ing ; (3) o Speelman Geeraerts
doen( do  make) laten( let  make)
( s of ) o
o Gries  Wulff( 2013)
o more / /

( Hilpert 2008) o
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Hh
B that / - Shank  (2016)
5 think that that .
%\ Deshors(2015) can  may
# o be going to  will/shall (
¥ Szmrecsanyi 2003) .
z (4) . . Diessel
%
; (2008) o Wiechmann  Kertz(2013)
Z
c although ~ whereas - Wulff( 2003)
Z o
Q
E o Han
F; (2013) o Gries  Adelman(2014)
2 o Levshina(2017) (
w)
- tu  vouss du  Sie ty  vy) .
Z
%
E o >
>
Q
5.
A B.
. ( ) o
o “ ”( tabular data)
R “ ”( data frame) 1o
Instance that o Subject+ M at—
Polar. VerbSema . MatlLengt N N N
1 that o
o Excel csv Excel



*ixt

choose())
1 ( )
Instance ~ Subject  MatPolar VerbSema MatLengt
that n p cognition 2
zero pron n speech 5
zero pron n activity 4
that pron p cognition 3
that n p cognition 2
quite~a bit  somewhat.completely  totally
ca
] /
MASS glm
( dendrogram) .
chart) o

”
) o

think \assume \suppose

R read. table( file = file.
. Glynn(2014: 325 —327)

esv( )
Instance Subject MatPolar VerbSema MatLengt
that n p cognition 2
zero pron n speech 5
zero pron n activity 4
that pron p cognition 3

that n p cognition 2

/ N ) ( that

pvclust fairly
( Desagulier 2014:163) .

talk \suppose

( Glynn 2014: 458) .

to do ing . .
( 2018) .

. ( motion

3

o

( Baayen et al. 2008)
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6.
o (1999)
(2014) “ ” ( immense . enormous- huge . massive  tre—
mendous  vast) N
Liu( 2015) . (2016) .
(2016) .
(2017) . (2017) . (2018) .
(2019) . (2019) . (2019)

Guo  Chow(2014) .Zhang(2016) .Yao  Collins(2019) .Shao (2019)

13 »

” ( computationally sophisticated)
”( linguistically naive) ( Murakami et al. 2017) ,
Firth o
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