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UTEAER, T B F R T AR R R . Rl R 5E %k
F 2 918 AR BT 2T, 1 %5 A 008 S5 A0 T S 3 A 2 19 O v AR
.32 F M 35 P A A AR 2R R R0 S B R SO AR R B
HLH AR, BE 8 A 45 1R £ 3 B A0 0 SO AR B R AR R 0 AE
28, KA Sweetser (1990) ) “J B B iy #€ XX ” (The Diachronic
Metaphor Model) ,Geeraerts(1997) i) i} J5L & 1% X 2" (The Di-
achronic Prototype Semantics) , Heine ( Heine et al. 1991; Heine
1997a, 1997b) fy“#% iy — B ” (The Metonymic— Metaphori-
cal Model) . Traugott (Traugott 1999a, 1999b, 2000; Traugott &
Dasher 2002) F“H SCIH 75 i 5 (i P4 #E 21 2 18 7 (The Invited Infe-
rencing Theory of Semantic Change),

5EASM i X2 20 42 80 AR LA K MY 2 & R A AT . B
T 30 4ERDUE R IE LA R WA - F ORI, ME
GER F SO B R (He i OB ie M LR i) 1
513, 1R 22 B N 106 SCHK 1) 18 (4 25 B A ) SO AR O X
AT W RBO) T i S5 50828 (9 % 88 i) SR A IR R
(U 23 /B 1989 5 #X 52 Bl 1994 ; TREK S 2000) , BT K A T A1)
XEOUEE LA RA T . FEAES EENE, E8RIUE
FREF B T INEE % BB AR RN A
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B3 75 4 S 69 3 2% 3R (41 Peyraube 1999, 20035 I % 4
2004 ;2581 2003,2004 ; RAFFE 2007) ., At BK N F . DL K DUE
SO E % R A I A AT 00, B B R
TR ¥ S5 57— 7 T » DL 0 0 07 A 2 T T S0 e
A TG BT AT B K £ R B T v R B
M52 PRI A 1R 2 3 R 8 5 1 R R R A 98
SO 0 HLE BL R R 5 R e A 4

S A R DU S ) — T S A A R DU o
BRI — A TS, R ATIA Kk, 4 1 IF R DL 05 S B
95 AL B 2 T S0 M2 B B 3 R A VR XY I
S AL AR T L T B O S 5 B AR e K
Ko 45 TE A R RSN BLAT (0T SRS TG . A Tl R AR T
(LT ST I ) 3 A 18 SCHE » LA 54 5 3 8 SC 028 0 5 AR
S 0t — 45 M B RO S DL S0 B B |
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15 S 2 PR 553 i 2R A TR T 38

nEn % 9

G ESGEF F BT R, BN RERES RS SR
TR AL 5 A X T 5 5 L COUHRE SO M —H e . 20 it
43 70 AR BB RIS AR T M %, — BIE F F FOT IR A 1B X
WA AR FE— 5 WAL . AR SO B DUTE B9 SE 6] i R 1 B 78 S
SR 7 — 5 L 04 0 2 T O T4 M 9 8 SO A v
BEARR KR . ASCRVE WM A EE AR R
) E W WA Z TAMNBH R N E.

H T ST AR N vk AR B 5T AR O, AR SO K W R R Y
[ L

18 % SRR

BT ERIIEEAME CEERXR, HEAAR—FHE
W BARRE—A A& R TE QK L AT IE O i 1B 5 B — A B B
Wi i) & 4t (Haspelmath 2004:23), Traugott(2001) & % /KA - 18 1
AR R — Rl SE B, R R SO AR B A ) v AR (R
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th e U ) AR B OGB4 B — A I = A, $B Newmeyer
(1988:260) f B 7 « 5 ¥ b 2 37 20 47 5 BO) ) 3 B {2 (down-
grading) i 24 A5 SCTHE AR DA B 5 18 k5 = F 2 37 ) g S8 0 AR 1
A IEAL B BRI SR AE

ERACANE LA AR SE A X AT LA Jy T SR e B

B— AIE AR — AR, LR KK E LB, 5
BT, ‘

BABERAAR —EAE L., LA R, XK
B E LRI XS4, BV R LA, HEY 41
R EEAN - EROIERE, A - EFEEREXHEL
(Campbell 2001:119), bt 4135 % & B 3 3@ will . would , have 4
MEER 1.d ve, X BE A E LA, B2 th “ By 317 > M &
R (clitic) ” & iE ¥4k (Hopper and Traugott 2003:111),

WRE LA R BOE LA, B4 B A b i8R R
ERREIE?

RFBEB UK TR, —FW AN EEALREH—A A S
5 SCAS B 553 4k, T 2K A8 e R TR 45, o7 L O 8 B S L O LBk
HA KK, (Lehmann 1982; Heine and Reh 1984) 3% # i &5 44
ANBENG I OB R R AR b S E R AR TEH SR,

J3— RO s R ZE B AL B R, B T 38 A 4 B (pragmatic
inferencing) , B ARME S X551k , (015 F A5 BI5R 40, POt B AR U
B XEAT, R R T EHJH%. (Hopper and Traugott 2003
94) Thi £E VB AL I 5 1, 7T LA I A AT 6 -

— IR iE L ER, SR & R Ok B B B K Cclitio) SR 4, X 1
AN B 25 0 Bh iR B L R YR AR RB UL BT A 4B X



WA SR LA M EEE 3

TRETIEHEEAENER S BREAEREERARRL.
H 1N 3B F7 10 9 & & (Traugott 1995; Traugott and Dasher 2002
AT,

(1) VP 8|3 % Bl i ¥ 4 i (verbal adverbial) > 4] F Bl

(sentential adverb)>> 3% i #7 i€ (discourse marker)

“VP Bl i 2K & 5 ¥ 5 8 1 sh i, Y T A R 2
(oblique) ; “/a] F Bl 18] 7 /& X fir R N 25 47 9 1, b a4 A B R ¢ B
R TEEARICIE AR RV E A &, WORIFE T XS EXH
kR, XMEERICHEELSR, UFES LRE - KT R
L, AR B 00— AR+ 33 288 AR 43 9 ) B M 3 (scope) AR B K

T 26 R A He B O ok U6 B O “HE 38 M v I A B9 B
1.

D) REEREEBRB . EUREFRF. (KX - £EH#

S 2 X(E))

LBI“HETE A BRI R,
i) & 3] £ 4] 2
B) BBREKRT, EERABA L. (RAKRX(KBR

) 53 H)

D PEERREH BHELERN . (LEF) 87 B
BI(3) “HeFE " RmHEWT, X . B (4) A R FRm HEWT , 1 2 58 i
X% XU B M S, X PR A B .

A FRIEMEERICA S X R R B A EIERICH A
WLRMEHE, HALEN  “ERVERBEE S, ESOFRAE R
BT 155
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“HREETRIERAHRG PO R E ., NEIERE, R
A B, B XA BN FFE . Newmeyer(1998) 51 i 7 — 26 H
AN 2 B o) M 9 S ) #9451 5 o L[] e o AN < 1 AL i SE ) 2= 0 -
1% F %1 # 4k (degrammaticalization) i 1] F (1998:275) . 45if%
B R AR B8 AR, BB WAFTE— & B 7 17

Traugott I\ 48 FR H R Skt & F Y (48], Lt gk i L2 V9
9, HAR PR R BE A AR A , X K48 R 19 B SO AL HELANIE 5 %
ARSI R A R S B B 7 A 9 B
ARG, 1 W LA — W, (Traugott 2002; Trau-
gott and Dasher 2002:3 — 4) F [ %% — S| F .

MERm . FRE AR . 0HE, 5F Sweetser(1990), Lt
“EH"EERE “E”, EXERCT A RIARRIERY
MGk BB EF R EE T TR R R A /2 B
o “UAHAAXNm“RER.

MR BB, R ETECRE R X FE S
£ PR,

B X 1§ A (deontic modality) %| A iR 1§ & (epistemic
modality) , #“H”“R7“Y7E7FME B L XK EH KT
#HERO, “R7RL /(DD R EHHLEX
KW b8k X

AR S G e 3 R AR G B T 3
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#BhIE (IL 3 & 2002), E % #] 7 5 & Hopper and Traugott
(2003:186) ,

B & W4T H 5 17 (event verb) 2| & & 4T 4 b 17 (speech act
verb) #| # % # 17 (performative verb), Ef:event verb >
speech act verb > performative verb, (Traugott and Dasher
2002:20) A ABERR AR BFALEREHAAERNSE
ZA"HEEAAN, WRIEEE R IEANRE, X —
BUEEAHND AL ER.FHR.AE"F—H. XT“EA
THBFEE“TEAT SN EE, K (2004) A 1R 45 & B
F otk Tt X B EAERXEEAEWZH
BIABHREEFZRLINALBERRETR,“B"N“R”
AR, A RGBT ATZ AT, R AR
(ﬁﬁ)”,}?%“}ﬁ:ﬁﬂ:ﬁ%ﬁitﬁﬂ EER A XTI FY
i X

TR G TFA— S KBk, i X B EAAE — & MmN
P AR B, EnE SE A . ERESERER LK
% B L 2 454 (conceptual structure) , fi A& — A HORZH
B S,

3 B AR AL
Traugott 45 4¢ 558 V8 AR CHE S B #MEM. FXE

Traugott 1A K 1 SCIE AL BVIR T 15 A #E 20 . Uil AR A — 14
T R SO R T S AR B S k. XA BRI SO R L g T iE
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NEZFIH B4, it &, & 8k o7 RE7E 4L F o 7 ok, 3 2 5
KEET R, HAKEEEERLW (metonymy) i 8, K I,
Traugott and Dasher(2002) 1A g ¥ Wi & 1 SCHE AR 9 EZHLH .
RAERWA M SR, I 4 0 SCHEAE 0 28 6] > i (8] 7 “m 6] > 2%
4 H SR 152 B Cmetaphor) , {H 2 , 40 5 2% 5 3 A5 1) 3 72 A 3R %
B2, BE 4 & BN i BE b = A ) “BX A8 (association) —— Bl %
G R T . B B R A A ) 4 X A B AT
PR, 3 B8 % th R EAE ML R . (Traugott and Dasher 2002:29,
80 - 81)

X AN o AR, O 5 “ E WAL (subjectification)
BRAER. WETEHKRRE: '

ERARE-ANAETHANLIR, HFAANAECRERRE
CHRE AEEE. (B L,3D

FRAREAXRANRYE R . IR RREBE N HE
XEEXH, (FL,30

F WAL (& # & 3 £ 3 1 (intersubjectification)® ) £ # X
EEWEENH. (B L,279

& Traugott X SCUHE AR ) B 3w, o P 20 ” “ e 4 7 WAL
=F AL A% TS 0B A~ R~ AL, B i L
AR FZALH
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4 B SR i A R

A5 FDUE: B S 451 156 BA 1 R 3 78 18 SO AR v B fn el 32
fE. RIMTERHY - F 2 BEXHETHRFAE: T XM HE
(entaiD) X M, , B M, DM, .

B— B R AL, 2% v LUE WL BT 0V AT 4 XF i
RRREENEN GRS

) HERAE RAHETESRBEN THH,

UEFE . CHHFE - BEH[Z&EW]

6) BAEMLARTH BS5FN . EFPHEBEH, 58T

K. 2— AR . KRB LEHBR. 5HRE, THF AL

FE BT BRI HE - ERDFHER]

YL A (1988110 — 111) EL 45 R UFI 3% . MO8 AT 74 “ B B
WOYE, FRYTE R EART UHCE NSRS E, RER A
HIESSHRA” , FiRiEEHRERT.

CHMMTAT X ERRERBE, —EA S E M, WA

s LT LR REOR 2 6 B PRI
(1) M [%E] DM, [#]

X AIE XA, ] 6] 5 A must (D) K ., 3 Traugott
(1989, 1999) , AL ) must 76 Fe i b HEORIEE“F A" X,
MR ATRARAT LUE T 7, 7638 2 B i B b, ;XA AT DAY 52 B ik
AURERKRE MRLIEHEE. ERHTAHEX 15N,
must Hﬂi%i@ﬂ%j‘]i%%‘ﬁc

HREFEARNZHROEE. A0SO AR 6 Z 8, B A %%
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AR B AT LA, K.
® [(FHFT] DO [FLE]
HiE R R
O [F4E] > [FHFT]
N AN B R Y X R E LA, AT IR R RA Y
BRI FAN®. .
(0 AKBEZ, ZREFEFAMH Bk A, BAHZ.
Wk, REEFEMZ  FRAREB R, (L# - HEEGFR
ER - RADFALEF]
AT RRAFITH AR EEERRFEERLEEEN
“H7) . Bl
AD B+ X E Rk, EhmAEE. EAHL, FEH#
B, (EX - £EFZ2HZ2 XD
KUK R BEA RN, FRTF 50 A T2,
PWiE AN BB AR W, fE KRB IEXHGE WAL E AR,
X — s, BBUM (1990:306) B 2 B . B JeA . “ 3 AR K i 6 2
FERR LE HIAE LN R F XEREEEL TR
- TR ARAE —WHAATESLREZREXL, FHRB T — /1%
1kid.”
M E 5T AN R I & JE -
A2) Mi[#T] > M[%E]
M [%E] DO M[L#T]
(I3) Mi[FZE] > M[F#T]
M [A#T] DO MIFLE]
B EAEYRTRE . BT Be ek TRe ], R OF
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AT B A, EL R R S B i AR D . AT L
L ORARE] > DR, filtn.

) BN KL, ARE K, HANAB K H, O
AUEE, S5 AH L, " (At BAZTHED
[FTg]

) HLHE AEAE? B TR RAEAZKS
B, TEXBEHR. (£t - RA-FTZEN[AHT, T
%41

(15") BU“RMEE”, FHABL? (At - BAZ+E
EN[FHFT, K IE4]

CORVER]” B 1k, R B fo ¥ SO0 R B 65 RE) 5 I 2 U R AR
i

(16) M[R#T] D M[FTH#]

330 Lt 7 6 IS 0 0 1 W BETE AR B AT LA A T
RAE ).,

5 0% B [ 7T B DAL ¥4 77 M ¥ A7 203 Centailment) % &
“BES R BRI R R A £ TR — B i
£, KM FERE LB ETIMERR R, Kt
B A RO A1 2 A B, 765U A T 1 1 3.
il 4n -

(A7) BAB R YR, B BB A LT, 80 E R A,
FoH, (Ei - ESHRED[EETUECE4AEUT
W E KRR R
TR A E e TRV 7T LA E

TP VR AT R R 7 R TR



