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ltis not the case that there is (30K 21 x 38 x 5% x 711 x 119 x 137 % 1734 x
~(3x).K{x
someone who is kind ) 198 x 2311 % 29°

2.Collostruction (60%)

FRESHREIRRT V-BR" B (0 BR, TRYUFERK ) FEE , HEAFRRETRE. SRR S EIRMETHRE
E%D

2.1 (20%)

o seft ptt I@T 20192020 WIFER, M RGFAES %  RPHERT V-BIRHESR , 83— EFMEAR ®i/8 20 BNBRAKRE

ST RLELERNBEOBE (0 2EER), SREE (D TR ), RFESS (W0 TR ) WK, BREFTT B

A, EREEZBIERMAITEINFRAE. B, BUMathiERE?

#iH




-k AR HIEWAE 110 25EFLHEHRAS RN

#E: BETRIEFE a1
ik 3 £ 4 H2H 3 R
¥ 402
Uz 336
2 90
iE 90
bl 89
8 82
i} 72
i 61
1) 45
b<:] 43
@18 41
08 40
iz 40
- 40
2 37
(73 31
e 31
i) 29
= 29
Ee® 27
# 1
# 1
1% 1
2958 1
BRER 1
B 1
L Er 1
84T 1
BiE 1
BR 1
e 1
B3 1
Bl 1
i<t 1
ol 1
et 1
B 1
L715 1
BRI 1

R#E




My 37 ByEdBAL 110 BEERLHER LT RRG

#8: BrTaIFEFE T
Bk 3 £ 4H2B 4R
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ETEMETSBOMMIE  REEHERSR (collostruction) 4 HFH EREMHBEHS M (Collexeme Analysis) (Gries and

Stefanowitsch, 2003) , RLER “V-BH HRBARLEXNBEREIRE. 28260 — B354k (Atiraction and Reliance) #B

EI5HE (Schmid, 2000), EEWT
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HHEFH X (collexeme X)

JEHIE X (all other
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construction)
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HAFEERR Bybee BR LR o FRHMET (2010:p08) :

‘ There is no known way to count the number of constructions in a corpus because a given clause may instantiate multiple

constructions ”
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