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TEA TR A T A% G R i) A, AL ) 7 AR il LARIE VR X R 45 v
ANTRYZ G iR R bk 51, kAl SO 1R = A . A (s TRk =0
JEIAAIE L S B B B S, R TRIE R R EEA AL . R X S 25X
TEIEWTFE I FARAS [ R —

B 5L — A R AL R 3R 2 — 2 B , Hs A Aok A A il %
e, A5 B9k A TR R AT A R o 33 b SR Sz A A 2 R T B Y
RE5H AR LA TR R AL B A SCER ANy 488 P % E 7 7 ( embedded
productivity ) VFE A TIEA AL A . “PIHRBE P 15 LRI 1] 1 A P 4
THFERE S SEIREL I , B RYRE L2 2 21542 T ( Booij 20105 Booij &
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2025 # SMERE R %3

Audring 2017: 295), FLAITE “N, + N,” U G2 J5 , WeRe i3 17 5 —1
[N, + Ny-ed] #=0H1, N+ N7 BYBE AT RE A LB A2k, IR BE " e —Fh
JRTR TR IEARE , 2 TR S SR AR 25 5 . MO Ry Y
T AT R A ) i R AE AP R TRTEE AR = A BRI AN A RE ™ 1 , XoF L7
A 220 s A 2RAT 2200, 50 mT AR 7z i =

AR SCH R P BRI R N, + Ny-ed] RERHASE, BAR T B0 %k
M ZE [ Ty s 9L 1F R ( Corpus of Historical American English, {8 #& COHA )
55 N, AR ] A 3] 3 051 5 s 47 T30 1% ( word family ), R0 19 10 451 20 A1
A1 RIEF I THA {zipfR} HAFFE KRB ( 20 Evert & Baroni
2007), fieJ5 R JHAMEE M N, + N, B9 RE 7= 48 b5, 8 3 FEEL [N, + Ny-ed]
F RS SRR RE P 22 53 , PR iZRl A A BE S

2. (A% ) MK S AR 1R

FENANE T 2F B b A ORI Tl s S a1, = ARE S &R
G HLRAE . MU REAS 2 AL, vl R RN, KBV, /Bl
TR, WAIEERFHFRNE A AL, IR A, 2 BRI R 440
( complex word ) BVES A GO EI A= RNELEDUE RTCHEFE b iR
( ARAEHE 20235 1R 20245 7] TE SO 2024 ), ke ialts o] DA 7 E5 15 7 1) i
5%, 40 Masini, Mattiola & Pepper ( 2023 ) M TE 5 M504 T B 443k
Rtk TR B GERTT DIFE /RS DU A2 PE25 5 B Rl SR i R AR
S, M POEF TR0 25 8] B u S (XIBE  F 3ot 2021 ),

KT KXo 37, LA = & BUESY ( Taylor 2002 ), {HAH G # WL T
2P ELAR B A ST G5 b AR R SOk 42U S AR Sk B a4 AN R) v
BEAE, )40, B 5% & il 3 %) A7 A #4920 There BE ( Lakoff 1987 ), have a V #4 =
( Wierzbicka 1988 ), X £ #4) 2 ( Langacker 1987; Goldberg 1995 ) ()43 #r, & 3
Tk ey 2T BT I REIR S5 4 TN 3R S I SRS 5 | T R A A R
#9771 ( Stefanowitsch & Gries 2003; Hampe 2011: Hartmann 2014: Hilpert
2015 ) A KUy BESZ I 49 779 ( Bencini & Goldberg 2000 ), 3% H64% 3 it 124 7 it
()32 A SR s — > 2 2R 7 A R A A Lt A 1 ) 3 R SR o X AR
(idiosyncrasies ) il 7 R I A LT LA 71 1 58, B 5 IR BIAEEAT]
A, RIS R A7 S A S (U =R A LR, B AE O 32 T B A RS
bR B G AT VRS s LA, B R I R RS I 4T, RO T
RSB e I B 5, B RS P AEAR T AR AR s, T T A
FEE BB SO0
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BEAR REREMANGES BT EAR—ETHFERCENUS

TEA A S A RS , ROk TR A R R ERAEIE OB AAE
gt R E LIRS . Booij (2010 ) e 4R HUKE P9 R RE FE AR R iR i 2
WAL ARG Z —o BN, o 215 2 A 1A [NV, A BB Re =t &, (0 1E
[INV]y -er]y ¥ =X A B g™ A , 16 BH BE = PR T4 09 X35 () 1 ).
SR, H AT T PR B = M 1HE 25 T WA WA /D BE , AR P2 AL A %L
B

Je R OE A2E s AL T iRl A =X Bl R R B ik g
e X — AR, B, Schonefeld (2013 )i ) ZAE AL 4347 T go un-V-en
F T8 A T HEA RS IR, 4N go undone ) 194377 , K iz 2
FTARER, 5 OEEATDE go Adj #92X ( 41 go mad ) JE L E A, K WIFY = HE
Pz BIEARRR S . Hilpert (2015 ) 204 1 &1 24310 (ppl ) 78 “ & A) — b &
43" (N-ppl) Z A 1E A N RE =M. o 25401 J2 8 804 (be ppl ) 1 N-ppl
AT A3, i ELE SCHATR] , ZEAR Ge ik i B e R e e sl B G R |, sl
VLA —FE PSR AR, 3550 1 B sl R il — i 225010 B G iRl e HE Bl
I FAFTEAR R 225 (W ). Hilpert (7] _E: 131) #EMMEEH 1 2eAf5E & “ 4
B 0 1 M = 1 S T e v W S o EL R

T AT 3K S P R R G B A b, FRATT AT LR BE T RG4S 3R 1] R A7 AE
HARPIMRIE B, 1 AN S A EL Bk ST AR R [R] s s 26 A Bt A R T Ae SR ST Y 2%
1 A = LA I RR R A Ak B O TR T AR

3.HRERETEREMXECNAREEE

A SCHER KOE 22 WAEZE T 80 3 2500 /A 19 1) 15 B8 7 14 ( morphological
productivity ) (Y FRFNG L . AR 155 2 i XA A8 =7 L,
FaZE—FP B — B HEXFAR” ( form-meaning pairings ) ( Goldberg 1995 ), FE
AT S T A o3 0 R AR R S T s SU 29 LAl sl o i L AR iE =
BAL (AN A R ST RS ) R ER K.

30 G ATL A

FISTE A AR AP BT 0 75 FS FUE L 25 L S R 2 )
M, IR0 5 B LR AL R (M — B0 AR TR
PRI~ R ). 80T BN TR AT 5 e 1 TR A DL 400
L 0P, TS AR 2 L9 L6050, 00, % X-able 158 9 X A3z
STBLI believe I, EHIL believable. 5329 A5 N 1 4 HE D 30
AT
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P AR ) 52 4% B AR bk X A O B R IZ MR . FE5T )20
HR] e, G R G ik L B AR (] ( Booij 2015: 190 ), &5 HARHI L7,
B E = BTN 2T R IC A2 e i B R Y A R, DASEE ) N-ppl
A, PR AL S A2 (UL 1), BRI EE N T 31 B 2 42
o RPN J2 G0 2 (A48 B B =X — REI Y C &, Bl 4. N-oriented B /& 21
1] % N-deverbal ppl i — 4~ 4 45, [7] B5f X J& goal-oriented . consumer-oriented ,
market-oriented B3 I GEREFEG], A B 4k K B =URRAE , R B RE 1 9 2 5L
ATARE R E SR . BZ ST RS R Z 9, 2 90 R ) ] =
B 2 N 4

I
] [N 1

N-centered

|N—0riented | IN—bound l IN—related |

pazis-a31q

pozis-3ury

JEREIIERRIER

PaIdjudd-juapnis

punoq-uoar

punog-Iayyes|
PaI0)USd-ISUTE]

PajuSLIO-1oYIBW

[
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w
=
3
[¢]
W
S
=,
[¢]
2
[¢]
2

B 1. "EEXRE R

3.2 Al e AR AR SR A R &R T

R FOEE AT JEE R Zenyiais (URA I A e ) e E1ER =,
TR AL S 1 ¢ 2 W P N A Y B W i Y R Tl = ST e 1 7 = e O £
ARE M —Fh 2 SRR B TRl B, A R 2 4 Al
JIT A T e Y S ST I R — >/ N SCAS | DTS HH SCA e = B SR e Al i
2R B REr= 1 ( Baayen 2009 ).

TR PR R Sk (R R R R R A R A ) S A I
i), 10 ) A R 7L B IR IR 2R . R UL, SRR e P T R A ) A X
A IR ZR A F & B . B T Gei T 2 WRACE H AR O T A R, e 2
Ak A ] A R FR (type ) ZORITTRIBY ( token ) %5, 1> 1) i 049 PR A B R A
T I, A EGET [X-able] B HIRIER x - BOBEL, T ETERVE PR R x)-
able 3X/1~17] ( 41 believable ) 1 1 BLUEL ( RITRIGIEL ). HEAST01 28 AASEOR 1 — 1
AR PR (A& 2 B ).
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BEAR REREMANGES BT EAR—ETHFERCENUS

L TA] R 4 A
& = [X-able] 1id] Fop 1ii] 451 H B A
il {37 rp Xi- x;-able xj-able o1, Xi-able_o,, X1-able o3, ...
SRR
Xo- X,-able xp-able o1, X2-able o2, X2-able o3, ...
X3- x3-able x3-able o1, x3-able o2, X3-able o3, ...
X...-able X...-able o1, X...-able_op, X...-able o3, ...
Xn- Xp-able Xp-able o1, Xp-able o2, Xp-able o3, ...

B 2. WEEX SRREMINEXR (FRY_O+n” RRE n KHIAIAG )

TER AR 25 A LA T, FRAT TR R 7 1 55 1) e ) T R o B = [ S
AR . HARTT , 3k R PR A 1AL 2P R 7 ) 1) 28 R T X
WAL T TR

3.3 MR ik e

A MR A M TR AE B 0T T AL T Re i HR A PR
MTCHE . REF MR — MR MRS PR A S e i A bR .

R ZTESFIAA T ki MR TR SRS E M, 3 —4
AN, 3R] T 3R] % ( Bauer 2001: 162 ). R i M9 T HAL {zipfR} #2
HET 16 FPAEE 1 ( Evert & Baroni 2007 ), X B 344 Baayen ( 2009 ) i
LER =P 1) BESERE P (realized productivity ), B FEMEZR S #E M ol
EAELERIRFEL (V) ' S5iREEL (N H 3 (type-token ratio, TTR ), Hi F-i%
LG R O S AR BT A BCE , A R R S 72 MR S5 A4
iRl FBE S1. 2) WAERE = 1 ( potential productivity ), Ef HEANE &3 2 M Ay
— YR TR R AL (V1) B AR R, T R RS R MR IR X
T A A BN 10 T T3 T 22 9 #H% ( Evert 2004: 130 ), Baayen & Lieber
(1991: 809) N NXFEILERAT B8 H F XN TR IERN EaE. 3) ¥ ERES
£ (expanding productivity ), BPFEANE AR FE M. rf i — U ] 9 1) A gk 5 D A A~
HREE TR — IR A FR S, T i R A R MO R B AR TR R Y BT
ko AP E LA —Yan] / R 2R (hapax/type ratio, HTR ), RIFEAMEZS

Ul TR R (G R S AR 1 T R T, Sk SR IR , A ST I SCRR T 9455, 1 V R il
B, N FORTIEL, V1 SRR (hapax ) IIFPEL, V2 R ZUIFRYFIEL
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T AR MR — YR (1 TR R RS S DL DI B4 TRI RIS, AU AR RE e, T LA
B A R S R MRS K %, Evert (2004: 130 ) 3AH HTR HIME
XF T R S5 a.

TR BE P M A FE AR b 1A 15 N A RN R V I — kA VI, i Ry A
JE T A R I 8 2 L, A SRR A RS R1 T A P, 3k T 2 4% ol i £ 1) 4]
BOTARAEAEZE S o T PN R 0 T3 23 A R S35 5 4341, T L 55 R AR 41
Ao ARG T J AT R FH 1) N R TR A5 L SR B AL A I ]
CFEEM R SCAR 4 B, WSS —A R BT AR GE T AN &, Rk
SO, 0T L )Y e i SCA K B 3 i i AR Ak e AR, DR TR 5T LA B
B, ShAUA MR M LS IR . S I RE = HEIF T R TR
FEA TR FR 5 <AL GEitEii , i ShZS 52 A8 B IR A M 1 A A R 467 1)
REr= M. 72 MHTIRE = HEETE T X R Bl A SR A 15 8 58 73 R ( Zeldes
2012: 120 ),

AL T HE 7 2R (vocabulary growth ) FI T sl A i SUAS (liig =,
) HiAC R (LRI AN — KA BB O, R REFE RS E B AR bR 1D
A (2012) $2 H T A= TR) G i 3 Dl A - A 1 I SO B e AR R B SCAR K Y
B, SCA A TR B R S I R A . Fan (2006 ) &3, AN [AHS EE Y18k
FEAS, HAl g KA A AN I BCA AL 6 JTIRIR LA I SCARFF & =K R
ooy, 6 TR A AR A R o i . qikhs 8] = m oy iRk )& L ERT,
HTR # TA2E E, #3581 (Fan 2010 ),

4. ARG E

4.1 i8R BRI A &

ASHIF 5T 1 % Hilpert (2015 ) 73 52 19 9515 52 A ) 5088 1 1 8508 2 3% T
COHA "Ry “£4 10 — i £ id] 4107, 38 31,659 Z5id . AT Ira &
Al B oy (i 254338 ) IE 9 AR 3186 MRl , L N-ppl A 44 , Uil N-based |
N-shaped %5, %/~ i 0 e T HRAE AL H5 TR A8 v s 18 N DL K 2 1 LG 491
TTR. —EEHUAASE /NI TRT I (51 4niA] % N-conceited 1 N-paged 43 {407 self-
conceited il front-paged —/MalFh ) PRSI fE AR S5 1 8 501 B

AT RIEF T H AL {zipfR} 48 i I A i8] # 19 431 )7 (rank ), 431 X
(frequency ) %55 5., H-il BRI 2 ( type frequency list ). i TAREUN, + N,” &
BB TERL, FRATR N, B A SRR R, TR R COHA HiA
K AW KRR RIEF M {zipfR} (N “Bi 42" (frequency
spectrum ), F T 5 SL BRI G FRe - M5

+ 368 *

HFIEZIR https://www. cnki. net



BEAR REREMANGES BT EAR—ETHFERCENUS

FATIN S, e A BRI 53 A1 v] BEAT- AR ABEA 0 A LA N5 R 201 e
I ARAEL G, T AT T PR A BE PR SRR AL, 3 HL AT LU M 04 7 1) 2 18]
o e

4.2 FEAG TR B TR 43 A 5 R AR R

Fr R E A (Zipf's law ) FHITHES A ERE T im i H R 5 1A 22
SR o ARE 2 3, 78— R SCA R Bl (i B OR (f) 5 H
(r) USSR, RIVAP A %) B3] B A0 > 0 0/ DN 1 B3] 0 ) A3
KR Z . e AR 208 5 h B BIRIE , IR0 58 DUES . FFE R
AT T ILRIEIE , RSB 2 S O R RN = S 40 AR E ST R -
St fi ( Zipf-Mandelbrot ) 157 (15745 1983 ),

TR R B RE A T LA FRATTE ) R 1B {zipfR} AU AY Inre()
PRI 0 A RN TR 1 55 R AR R, BB R AN R . 1) 0 % o5 R : AR 4 Bauer
(2001: 151) $2H M REA BRI, G ER TR FPECK 30 K2 DL E Ay nl i, SIBR AAR 5 /)y
(TN , e 2R B 191 AR . 2) EEAARAL . JEF Inre() PREK, JH25 4 A L pREL
modeler2(), ML 4™ 1wl 1 P Tl 7 A 3R A0 5538 FAR AR, [ s A AR AL ) S50
PIAEEAEAS B BORTTAG FRES % Baayen (2008:233 ): KI7(E (o) /NGB,
Hp>005. a1 0LE 1.

& 1. MY RRMRESHRIUSER

Tl alpha B A 'a df p
N-based 0.71 0.04 1.52E-05 10.58 9.00 0.31
N-shaped 0.62 0.06 2.8E-06 8.67 7.00 0.28
N-colored 0.56 0.07 5.9E-06 10.09 7.00 0.18

T UL ARSI A TR R A S A AL i RCR, FATAMIAT {zipfR)
ALY Inre.spe() pRAICHEIN I L8 ] 5 1) T i SOHT A, -5 I EL#EA T LA i
T AN, A AR A T SR . BRI i
AIELE BE p (ER T 0.05, BEBURCREC N BIA (B A D E A, i ZEM A A 2
B ERHS

U SCHT IR , TVABE P A B S 22 Rl b , LA BEARORE T3 ) (N, 1A
AE ELA% LB PR (V), WA BE FL B PT AY LU TTR . BRIV 34 4~ ) 7 f) 1) Fof
OV ) Fia B (NO AR, WA BERE B TR RE - PEAR IR . 38 i A 40 3] 7 14
B2, m] LS AER M Wi A B . FRATR A Inre.vee() PRAL, 7E 1Al I
YR FEA B ASALLS TRl A Sl A I R < DL 50 Jhy i) (9 B3 £, 3530 A 1o 3] Ao
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O ITEEAE (& — U] )e T A i) B8 RUEE Y R Dl 0—2500, 2 ] Baayen ( [7]
e 235) B MR TR A ) (SOOI, XA IR ik AT X A, AR
(interpolation ) J2 [P1 i 4 J57 9, X B 8 A7 £ 80 474805 5 S (extrapolation )
TR R, T BB S o B S A TR A 1) 49 UL {E N T
2500 MR FHAMBER A T3, O R I .t FARIFSE h R il 1 1)
MR 80N T 2500, i L 35 R FHAMBE AT /00T

5. 558  NERBEF 1 5 1R A BRI 5L

ARCTHE [N, + Ny-ed] #93X, AidlIifF5Y ( Hilpert 2015; Zhan, Huang & Sun
2023 ) ARPETE R ELIS SCHRISTE T 31X M BRI , (HA HJRRILAH =X, 47
T Bz 2R ST A B

(1) <[N,-N,-ed], <>[having SEM, which has relation R with SEM, >
(Zhan, Huang & Sun 2023: 565)

W) fes, Z RN T E AT N, + Nl A N, + N, ZER R
PIERFNSNIS Y BE P M A 22 5, i v] iz i B s B IR H . — i
= R E AN, + N, Fak 0B LB W 4%, Jackendoff (2016 ) A48T 13
T L2, QN34 344 G & ( cigarette butt ) J5URG 2R (apple juice ) G UK £
( piggy bank ), %55, MHLKIACKR A, Fhseial g HA phvr it iE H 2 X ( Mattiello
2022 ) FRATBSE , 8 i 5 AN N, ST B HoL i), 43 IUACEE “N, + N, 7R
ARSI RE =P, AR E A 22 5, BRI d Bz =0 LA R

9 TR R RE P AR SE LA N, SR 4 PO RN RE TR N,
DA A TRNE 5 B . AR TTR 23X, 2445 i e 14 1) 49 IR A — st ,
RN CHATREL ) S50 mT LAE R fet 1 R R PR A48 Am o SRRty XA =X
TSN R BE AT A, R gt RN il RUBE b3 Sl e iy il A, O3
EHPER AT SE A A . 2 2 Wow, iR FRE R 1000 B, EEF=PEFERR (V.
V1 M HTR) Bk (S UE 3.3 Tk ), “N, + N,” e/ SN RE P& T4
KN X —E5REH LA [N, + Ny-ed] 920, Ny + N, AR RE ™4 51

TSI
F2. “N,+N,” EAREMRR A . IMIEEF=EIBIRSE
“N, + N, [t 3rss \Y% \%! HTR
[N, + N,-ed] #3X/4 270 185 0.667
[N, + N,-ed] #gzX4h 363 258 0.714
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P IR 1Y R B IR BE , X P ER B BRI R R B 29, LN +
size” 5 G0 R 5], A LEEAL 2y A A8 FH Y, 4D life size B life-sized , 5
ST a] T A9 XA, A pocket-sized . bite-sized . king-sized ; 1A 4 5 {15 1] F- 4
FUAb, 4l sample size, class size . effect size, X E LT size ik A [N, + N,-ed]
FE  HaE SCRATE A T HEA R B 1k

R e ) P RS TR, R AT 738 A% 41 DB g 1D 1 19 T e 5 ) sl A K o
(anfEl 3 ek s ). TRIFREIOR: He A B A R R bR, B I (V1) IR TR
R BRI O TR bR, BT L B T IR A BOHTRI R T o B IR B R
A PFPIEEL  Fh R RE 7 PR HTR ABJZ DA—WK iR VI il 7e4 e 0y i 1)
RUE L, —Winl VI iR R B AR AN Rl 5 e Pk Cnl&l 3 B4 ).

i N+eye jAli 4% N+heart i) 44 N+pattern FRNCHE K Ntsize

I3
3
o

500
I

300 400
L L

S
TR

100 200 300 400 500 600

TR
(B

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
! ! L I L L L

200
I

100
L

0

0

T T T T T T T L
0500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0500 1000 1500 2000 2500
i (17 i i

& 3. X A S IR X b

MWEHEE  Frigie i 5 S A A 2 IR 25 X 8 o B 1 AR
FaE VEAN—35tk . Rl A TRl BB AN T hn B kG e ) TRl A B ZERE . B 2k
SRR AR AR E OO M S e T HE R 3R 0 25 S A AP TR R AR TR (N +
size” BRAP o LA Y2, X BLA R R 1Rl R 2 A AT I, X TR Y
TR ANEAE—E M 2E 5. P HTR REAS S B 3G 1a] V1 5 1] Je i) i) A S 450 1Y)
TTERER L, T DL E T R vE AR BRI A e . B 4 s TR A BT
R, BT B REAERGE R E 7R 3 b E =R R RS R 4
Ew AL (HAEE 4 th =25 W XN SAR A 2 . X RBHAE M AT im] i B - e m), 245
G 7% FEA A BARFASARRRAE . MRS AR RIS T C & ( Zhan, Huang &
Sun 2023 ), FJ LA R G e ME Y 25 50 L ANFE N-mounted ]2, 2 ) i 3
BITE T A (0 e R g, AT L D77 (U a ceiling-mounted fan ), #4F/ T H. (4
gold-mounted spectacles ) %5 ; ] N-wrapped #2014 24 1R f8 18 0 Ff 0 LA R —
SRR
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N+teye N-+heart N+pattern N+size

0.9

AR

0 500 1000 1500 2000 25000 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 0 500 1000 1500 2000 25000 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
i K

[N-N-ed] #9304 [N-N-ed] #4341
4. #sX AP FT RIS R 3T b

AN ) JR Fr B A% B R R TR AR, ELAR N A g 3G AR A A 22
Sto SMATF TR PR R PAR BO K R, b 1
KPR S B m I RE 1 . LA “N + pattern” S 491], S48 T 46 B A4 =X
AN AR TR N BB G 1) S 0, A A A SR SR T R, B
TR0 #, “N + heart” 7EM PN AR R B BF AR, /e =LA
U Sy s DA I T LA BRI, B TR (B0 i — 2D, A A MG R
BB T A A
PR BE 7 1 2R B AR U S — AR ST A PR, N 75 SR I 2 22
S, X 22 S ] R G | i) Ry AR Ak, BUH TS RS (semantic drift ), LN +
pattern” A 4], ‘B 7E [N, + Ny-ed] ¥ 20 P\ A0 72 A e [7] Z 4k, pattern — 1]
HZME T4 - A E G A, o] DL/ (U behavior pattern
thought pattern ), tH ] L /R [K1%& (U star pattern., crisscross pattern ), >4 pattern
FoREIZERT 4 ] RE B, A pattern 2SR AEME#41A] ( symbolic noun ), HAT
GAEE A Wl B CRFE ( Taylor 2002 ). 41 wave pattern A5 PR32 . — P I
TR IR RIS ] (2) 5 J3—Fo “SRLBIR R, ] (3 ),
(2) That Ocean Wave pattern’s the purtiest I've ever seen. ( COHA, 1955, FIC )
(3) She chose hair with a larger wave pattern, which a... ( COHA, 2002, MAG )

SR, FEA R, [X-pattern-ed] A5 SCHIXTE 2 , HEERR “ X ERIEE
IS, 40 star-patterned, X i H L O BE P PEAR =, 10 I (51 28 BT S B0 A0 N 25
FeEvEiz , AT LA FRIE TR . X R SRR 7= AR T BB A7 21 Z2 Fh R R (15200 -
— & N SCESE, B O SO A R AL T B R A 5 T [X-pattern-ed]
o X OREAL IRE 3R] SR B RN, AN [R]RNE HE A A7 B AT B85 & 1 LAY T
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BEAR REREMANGES BT EAR—ETHFERCENUS

B IR P INFILFEE . i T AESE Bl ] AP ARME DXt ANl X 3 4%
A SRR BT AR 3 A S R PR L g sl 2R T S

6. 551t

AL A RHERS 1838 1 R RE A R il A 2 S i
PASRE i R BABL A T AR 3 [N + No-ed] D], FRATTAATE LA 4R B T 44 ) e
R AT 2, OB R IEH Il T RN 1555 MR it A e
TR N + N, BREF PSR IR, AR B N, + N,” 18 [N, + Np-ed] X HS
AN RE A W35 25 . X — R BT A BE ST [N, + Ny-ed] )ik
PP 78 S o R A AR U E AR IR 2 — AR —E B T AE
I3, WA S SRR R R — o ARWFSERELE 1o EAHCHTSE (4
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Quantitative Approach to the Embedded Productivity of English Morphological
Constructions: Model Fitting Based on Zipf’s Law

ZHAN Hongwei
(School of International Studies, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 311121, China)

Abstract: Establishing a proposed construction requires supporting evidence, which in
previous studies has typically derived from introspective semantic judgments or corpus-based
quantitative analysis. The rationale is that a valid construction demonstrates distinctive syntactic
and semantic idiosyncrasies. This article explores how to use embedded productivity as a criterion
for establishing morphological constructions by analyzing and comparing the productivity of the
word formation processes within and outside a posited construction — where significant differences
indicate the establishment of the construction. Taking the English morphological construction
[N, + N,-ed] as an example, this article extracts the word frequency distribution of each word
family from the Corpus of Historical American English (COHA), constructs a Zipf distribution
model using the {zipfR} package in the R language, and calculates the productivity of “N; + N,”
using the extrapolation method. Through comparison, it is found that the productivity of “N, +
N,” is significantly different within and outside the [N, + N,-ed] construction, thus confirming the
establishment of the [N, + N,-ed] morphological construction. The methods and conclusions of this
study have implications for studies on morphological productivity and construction morphology.

Keywords: construction morphology, morphological construction, embedded productivity,
Zipf’s law, compound words
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