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Mk sy X EHX G- feAREHE ZfREMUR AT LT RETNEHEHRIEF X
#f5E, ERARILAE: (1) 4%%]%%&—%%%#@%4&%4%i’r%.x\iﬁ,')’femiﬁr&aﬂ’]?ﬁ‘ﬁlk‘i; (2) #
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S X. ZEXFRBFTFH S FHEMGERRE R, @ LR FHG IR T M 5648
W TR TR T — R R ik XTI T & R AeiE L X M eh HAEE R ML T
LI AR

Abstract: A new model of event structure, three-dimensional representation of event structure, presented
in Croft’s Verbs: Aspect and Causal Structure, integrates aspectual and causal (force-dynamic) analyses
in a single model in order to remedy Croft’s defeats in Causal Chain Theory. The major advances of the
model are as follows: (1) avoidance of inderterminacy in argument realization by distinguishing causal
chain and aspectual structure; (2) revision and extension of Vendler's classification of aspectual types
based on a two-dimensional geometric analysis of aspectual types, including time (7) dimension and

qualitative state ( ¢) dimension; (3) an original representation of event structure, i.e. three-dimensional
event structure with the causal chain as a third dimension added to the two-dimensional aspectual
representation. This model not only represents the causal relations between events — events causing other
events, but also presents a fine-grained analysis of aspectual structure, and is superior to other models in
event structure analysis and explanation. Besides, the model provides a direct link between grammatical
roles and participant roles and thus simplifies the process of argument realization.
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BEF AR A IFA MK SR N F R WP KRR H
AT BT 2Rl b o A O S el () o B,
H OB LG WA AR g RS
T JHE(2012b) (J5 SRS R~ va(20120) " 1)
HIERET, REE(2000) WiE#A T Hit &, %
(2015) 75 MG i) AR ( lexicalization) FliE 7CSEFL A
BERE 7 (2012b) H it Ko iz S0 A1 G 14 75 18 T HEGR
{HRMZEA N K R A AR 5 (2012b) . A4
T SRR T8 % R L o A S A S BT A TE A 1)
T LA R 8K 15 X9 (2012b) (1 IF T LATFA -

i ¥ PYCLE TR A2
MRS

TEVE( 1991 5 1998a, 1998b) rp  SE{ 450 Ak b
S5 R s G & W] Sue
broke the coconut for Greg with a hammer $EFEMEUF

a CAUSE CAUSE CHG-ST
b« > > e

STATE BENEF
> () ——()—>+

¢ Rk break sksoksokkkk s xkkkk + ++ for ++ 4

d Shj  A.0bl Obj  S.0bl

e Sue hammer coconut (coconut)(coconur)

1 52 (1991) EHEHRRTE
(#:5] [ Croft, 2012b: 209)
TE: a="FJ00 5 e, b=190F1 11 518 4% 4 ( Force-
dynamic structure of the event) : c= gl i)/ i in) ] &2 : d=2J 1
WAL F s e=iB s e =240 +++=1 i) fl] 52

Greg

5L (20095 2012b; 2015) % - 34 F 4 Jr 2 A% BRI
AT TERERM A0, R E AR, (1) &
PR 1Y R X 50 R A B R S X
(2) %A MEENU SRS MF SRS
(AAHFET k) I LA T i [ 7. HESRE, KiE2 S
Fal O R0 R RS R AE 2 5 F T2 DRIk A
GRS B & 76 T — D HENE L. R {2k
P RAE A — s, 25 F W coconur ALAE
R SR )Y o B R R T L 7 {4 H ( aspectual
phase) - UG FE ok i alR 20 40 6 st - coconut [y
2R B S EGE T (argument realization ) i1
A tE. B LE T 76 H BB (causal theory )
oh 38 J0 55 B 7E B KX B b R 1 s dn] A i
(profile) . ZhiFfll % 1Y A 2 EBOE TN AR

@ S5 3CHEE K v W R ASIG] BRI B P AL a5 il o,

o HERE R

g 1] Sk, 2R break ) 5817 % 55 )L coconut

ARG AR, break BT LIS id fE— > P
{1 coconut 7% A7 S e 15 7€ Blis] 2000 8 5 S — Tk
HHFH ) coconut, (3) [J ﬁirﬁ %2 ff I’i"J I?: paRiE S0

L &EZ M. X5 1A 52
PEAME T AU ﬁﬁx:lrsl H‘Ji:ﬁ BA—Fh
( Croft; 2009: 143 144; 2012b, 210-211; 2015,
108-109)

Fhxt J_r_]ﬂ 52 ( 20120 ) #7 [B B0 4 gl by p 2
T IFRe X e B R B T T i . el T
FUHY A RS JER SR A R SR T 190 R AN
G FEMCHERE b B ARSI ARG R R R G
{E i A AL =R, A

=, —#HEREH

LR OER A B v (20120) %) MR B2 fy
HEAT T b, o DR 5L e 5 A4 b ) B L Lot
(70 WSt B R MG . e A L
555 8 i Oy HE R (I8 2 2 ) 1% i % & L P4 1
D 2 AR A B A FESR . anxd T [ 1] B s 45
iy & 25 &K, Hah 7184 06 7 & AE B o
B 2 R ReE, ZEREEU T SEHEYS
HHENR B, -T2 58 R EH E R -
W, B S HEFE R LR E b1 B R T Ccausal
directionality ) , Bl 5 /7 % 4 ¢ & % ¥ & ( Haugen,

95) 1 () LA AR ch O ok P e . fE S R AR
Iﬂ bt AL el e T R R R (1 R 1 | = B o B 1

i 5 e Zh il i 2 A% B S RE A B (s ek s

’frr\ e EA A S A (i) i) A PR L

Bz 28T Sk B as) o WndElE 2 o, 8hie) break il
W PVREE B Sue 3 coconut () Fy B, 18] for ]
Hehi =4 B B cocomut fEFH T Greg )y Be. 84
(R S A DS O v () SR 5 1 sl 2 by 0 0] ) e ke 1Y
S S HEBL( Croft, 2012b; 205-206)
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Sue —— hammer — coconut -~ Greg
SBJ A.OBL OBJ S.OBL
B2 3 (2012b: 206) 316 [ 1] B REHH R
0T 5 5 H e B LA K R R iR 7T 38
B s A ([ 1,198, 283) , B (4 45 Hg M P 3

HEFR B R T RO N R LR R
WL BE G TR TR IR AT ENE. ET2 5 &E

O S (2000 f71 75 Dy 5E(2000)
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%t Croft 2 £ 3& {IE B X i 3F A

S

PSR 6  AHE  J05 5 475 A o F 1 1 A ek i
fift ( construal ) 47 3¢ , 35 17 58 17 A 0 PR il
AT (1 D DU T AR SR, B g i S R
(‘initiator ) 1 i A7 S M P A 22 S A0 SR, J2 PR 5
e B 0k M4k (individuated ) H A At 5T 428 1
([r) 12,3565 Romagno, 340) . 41 FEAMEHEH B0
fift iR TR DR e T R AR O TR ———k ) &
PEORE, W Sue., 12z YN AZ 520 1) 3% 2K i F A A]
AP DR AT AT A 70 1k, DSk B T i A 2 1B ——
i 4 H B 1 2% 5 ( Croft, 2015 107) . 4 coconut

B LB R L S ST
A. OBL ( antecedent oblique ) fil 5 17 9% #& S. OBL
( subsequent oblique) , Uil hammer 1 Greg. i # # R~
FERUREE b FRIBN S 58, 5 & &R e ik
LETFEENESE. -2 5575 & AOBL i
J& S. OBL, Jiuph 4 5L EEA~2 5 3 g4 i o0 12
F T2 O O B e 3 TR R 4 v WO — 4> v B )
(Croft, 2012b; 208) . X} ¥ if 5 G AWFFEIEY , %
o e Chndeifs Ao in) with 5] 5 (0 5548 ) FUE 1T %548
(LN iE A in] for 515075546 ) 19 30) 43 7] 58 i D8] 2R 0
I AT C (R &, 222-223) . BR T 0 L 6t i ) A
AT kA T

115 " 37, § = 17|

FL B SRR (A 45 4 A A S B 1]
T X, IR e 401 1 — Mk 1 L AT ] S O Xk
KAL) ,53) B — e R ik o, i
SREAE R R A9 R T . B YR R R
(qualitative state) §ili (g) . o A8 25 WS4 (175 L
PR R g2 S S e R B e T AL AR 5 e
it 42 A (AR A5 75 fk ( Croft, 2012a; 197) , BIEE {2 & FF Y
AIF BBl b phase) ( Croft, 2015: 100) , 4% 3 fis.

q

seen

notseen —-—----

& 3 seeing T A4 E ( aspectual contour)
(5| [ Croft, 2012b; 53)

$oifi—_

6.(2012b) [y 4R (RO R R AU B4R T
TEI 3 6] X SCHE A (AR A 2 o T R B
AL s

LB ER A A 2K BY X 4> AR BR R R4
AEBARITE XHFE (g 45 ) PR [B) 45 4E ( ¢ 28
) EENAENHEAE A EHNEE

S e XA AT B, B SRR E AR
tig a5 W Fit T E—Kah@ s TM
A, SRS PR Shinl (1 18 SCHRIE R B — 4L AR T
WIS RO O R A R R R A, T R AR
T-Eans (8] AT T AT A — 40 ik R
(achievement terms ) FAR 25 ( state terms) 5 43 45 25 (4
ST ELAT  PNAE YRG5 5 (set terminal point) , % AT
FH AT R 041 20 35 3l (activity terms ) f_ﬂ?ﬁéﬁ
( accomplishment terms) ( Vendler, 145-147) ('L'g I
RGP Bz b AT Bl i A B IR G A
B4 T SCAFAIE L AL S F e 0 AR 24 B8 X b o 0 288
VBN VB i A 3, RSO 8 £ A 21 Y ik i) ] 2K (time
schemata) . 7Ei% B 8] 51 2 o 06 B (K 5 R ofE— i
R4 A9 ) () B L se 25 R W S5l — i RRER 6T
A (5] % FH 5 T 38 ARG A R o — 1 RR A Y BsE ) AR
B R AEE — AERRE MR R L 149) L HE
R REEZRER T, FHmARRSERS
JURH A R R — e E A R e LR, AT
JEABORy e e e [ SCRR 2 kR W FE MRE
AT E8 no-TT LA B3 2 ok 58 1A 5E 2 A
( imperfective activity predicate ) fif, i;aﬂ? — B &4
A AYTS Bl (R S 6 2 JF A 96 B B SR8 4G 1,
it 7 A& Bl iR nopaGorats (i — 2 )L LAE) ( Croft,
2012b. 77) .

Xf Tz, o5 % SRR AR BT LT 42
UF RO T (LY RBE CH, BITA 0 2hin] 4 & 2 20
GBI g/t BEAAERERIEFTINE 2. g/t —HEREfY 53
B (AR A g 215 A R e g 25 RS (RBP4 A
SRECES 5 TG L o A B FIF IS il (o S A2 ) 8 A s ]
i A CRD R B s RS R 8 15 DL M X A
( Depraetere, 201) . ¥ KRG AT HERZ N Q- A F
% ( Q-boundedness ) , 4% g H M Z  T-FH F 1k

(0 b S D el P 24010 B o AR SR MR il i1 AR CRAR 1) BF 7 Uk 22 e s
20 W IR g YESE R ¢ A S AT A T Bl AR (lexical aspect) Fi1* iEL{A™ ( grammatical aspect) , T #TY
350 D S LA S Ak X tense-aspect constructions ) ) 5 (B4 E AN — 2000 sl LI © Rk Es )L 1L (R A Stk

BT L L 2 e (R, il 811i6] nopaborate [/
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g"‘ VI'D]ET‘LDY - If_}"k 2017 1:)[\"1’:;

( T-boundedness ) ( Croft, 2012b. 79-80) ., Q-4 %
AT FAER K 53 g b3 ) R i phe B2 T
FRE G T SC P (4% X o b 1 1 Bl

2. BTN RBNEMERE N, FEM
R T BN

TESCTEMIZ )G , A A L R 2 B HEAT T
Tﬂfﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂik?ﬂi‘%%l {ELJR i 4 5 2 B 9 1 TE
Gif #) — A5 WS HESE b (] 1, 45) . 5T

(2012b) fY A {445 1 g 10 486 (A 8 MU AR 1k 1 &5 1 i
i RERE R B8 — 189 23 254 ofe, o7 L4 1) 4 AL 1) 2% i
HYSC RIS T, DT & R R4 Ak T S Y A s
B, HARIERWT
(1) =FRES, 5% REFHE SCTE ) AR s it —
LY 4y ke (D B BHIR 45 (ransitory states) , U1 The
door is open.. (2) ¥ ZCIR A ( permanent states) . 45 A
RELLEZW WA A (NTERY (inherent) #5 2 fk
25, U0 She is French, B. #1310 ( acquired ) £ A IR A
U The window is shattered ., (3) SRS ( point states) |
B AE A B B AF AR,
zenith( [6] - ,41-44; 2015, 110) .
) (2) Z2BiRmfAE. Y5 bk =FoRAHIRT B, 7%
RS SCTER 5 B A 4y =25, QD AT A
li] ( reversible directed ) ik A4 5 3CET I A4 (R i J2 AT
WA AR . @ A4 7] (irreversible directed )
TR 3R A PR TR AS ] A SRR AL e
FHFIN AL opening / closing a door 3% FE 191k R (4
JERT ), PR 2 T DA S A, U The door opened /
closed wwice , Mi{% shattering, dying “&H 2 ¥l £ 44
TR U ) DU A A 3 A R T A Y 4+ The
mouse died twice fll  The window shattered twice fif
IRo LRI AL R A Qﬁ:%ﬂ@ﬁ“ﬁﬁ LA )
{9, 2 F A7 ) 7% {k ( directed change) 'V . @) JE R
(cyclic) JRRE A : X 2 5 % FARR N SOk v o8 ke e g —
U 3K A ( semelfactive ) ( Smith, 29-30; Beavers,
2008) BB in (A ITE IE IS fy 2 09— Kk ik, ¢
FAE BCRE— T % 15 551 ( punctual event) ; % (4
Kot Ak, (R IZ B AR & B 8L — 45 RS
AR B, TR 3 38— A SRS A 7= o, ELE B Sk 5
FHZE R E AR . W0 The mouse squeaked i 7%
G — PR A Y R BE S SR R F T L Y

Ui The sun is at its

@ FTEAT ) AR A S A £ H e A

PP JF U LA )25 AT 1L (1 g YL 1 By — A g i
D] 4 1) B2k B 1) 28 4k ( monotonic change ) ( Croft, Z(JIZb, 400)

i R PR RIS i (R3S B30 At ok Jm i
AU AL R (R IE 08 B  RE A ) I B 7 A S B A —
FlCUIRAS A 7= A=, 0 2 B R N BB JE P IR A 31 &
HFEEAIE L) 7 R A e BT i AN A G W AT Ok A
(Croft, 2012b; 39-40, 43, 59-60) .

Reversible Directed Irreversible Directed

q q

The door opened. The windote shattered.

Cyclic (Semelfactive)

q
|
______ R
{
The mouse squeaked. -
B4 =2xMAE 5] [,00)

(3) WS shiA, 45 12k (5 Jo B 78 ( durative
but unbounded processes ), fd i (U £ [@] & zh {&
(directed activities ) , 3 76 ¢ 4 [ [ 9 16 0 5% (14
( incremental ) &% i] BEHk (19 78 fh . 2 0 R AR fE
FEWAYTE Sh R SRl 2> R Indy — Ak, ) The soup
cooled YRR cool , L) e lengthen §| widen % i), (H

55 X L6y ) B O HA ek R AN FAT PN AE 1 B, W1 The

A’UMP cooled FERAVIE A" 1L 1t 32 E KR
) JC FR v BRI B, R R Y. X i

(lum Hl empry FEANG], WAL T empry B8, — H Sy
s, AT RE AR 15 s L 5 clean il empty
JX P A AR G R R AR A R . @ I s i
(undirected activities ) , X} i T 3 £ 8 (1) J51 %056 55
(k2 A SIS L — Bt ]
it h i G H L W The girls chanted . TH I, o5
BRI IR I I B B 2 O 15 IO Ak LA 5
H S TEERIK A A T8 SO, RO AR 55 & & 9 0 5 1
{445 % ( Croft, 2012b: 61) , k& 5 i

L 1%

Skl &k, L)

@ running , walking swimming . pushing fi pulling something "5 ( Vendler, 150)



B4 M o = 4 R AE——af Croft 3 & fE# X #73F 1

Directed Activities  Undirected (Cyclic) Activities
q q N

The soup cooled. The girls chanted.

Es5 WEFRDEGIAR L.61)

(4) FPETELSIE S5 R R A © B
SELEIAR (incremental accomplishment ) , 4] 52 BE4& 0 55
P ST AR AY IR R SE L5 TR e S SRR SE 19
25 BOR S BB ML ( Croft, 2012b; 41-44), @ dE
i LS4 A ( nonineremental accomplishment) i 2 7
W 24 1 FORT I RIS B A SO Y ST (A
HER B XN — S, WA 6 FrR . BE(1998b; 74)
ERE R 2Z R 10 S A AR (runup achievements ) |, 3
(2012b) $HAZ L Ky {Ed7 8 SE 45 {4, 4n Harry repaired
the compurer . XFPAEA A Bt PE , B A5 ik
A T (21 O O = 1 S R N e & 0
PRV TEES IR . X AR A TE A R A AR AE A LR S
FI45 RAR A ) ek, AR U e 4, T R 45 R
RS Bonfes SRR B RO ST . X S
fi5 05 S qF A ), R AT LA A 0Y R R R
FEAG DTS R e 2 L LR G PE T
Aede 8 A N i RE 58 it K Z i, B T AR 5E
(PPPRZS IR, e A FURE B0 A o 36 3 R RE B o 1
SERPRRIE AR T JRAE A PR AR Rk, (H R

Runup Achievements

(Nonincremental Accomplishments)
q q

Accomplishments

t t
{ate an apple pancake. Harry repaired the computer.

Be6 WMEELEGIHN L. 62)

— AR T BE T, PR O N A T B R
A 5E4S ( Croft, 2012b: 62-63) ,

e S H A I A o AN AT T S IR R A R
W S 281 5 B SO dving I 253 S AT 5 A 1] 3K AR
R JE 7 AR SO AT &, K fE
W T R R A R Y dving WA AR
Al A7 i) ik A ) B A9 R TS A R FE T Y MR I
ARAl T A Al e A A e, ) S A
[ AET i — it . 2t R AR s 2 s AR 3 BE T

T8 B3R 10 F i b IEFR R AL A (915 Bh i
2 AR 58 A5 R 7 (2012b) X SC A (R R R =
SR EEIE . B SCHT IRV 3R] squeak Ab, AT LB
LA R TR A 11 B A AL bang, flash, knock
AT R O S R LA W B R M
(Beavers, 2013: 682) , [F e JC 4% & 103 A 51 Scfl
EN AT AT — A A AR Sl ) () WA s A EE AT 2L
LA TR AR A, (8 2 L 7 M i HL SO [ 34 o] itk
A AR A AT A i kA 2 1] A — A
TR A A B RS 1 HH B ( Cortés-
Rodriguez, 25) . il & A FHUE AR A 25 HRZS
I I B — B AR AS L BE B R & F # EIR
FOM =R R s o & i 0] BUfE DESE: S

ESCEL R, S Y TR R 5 Bh A SRR AT
14, B 5% 2 PR A R 1. (HR S E
5 B AT S AR B8 T S TG A R 19 1) 3 i)
A, BT )36 3l (AR, DA B AT SR 1T G 1) ) B i 44 L B AR
I 2 VR B AT bk o W 0T S R 2 L
5 ( 2012b) 76 7% B (4 38 B A i 1 AT (61906 B R aX —
YRS I W s 6 O 9 T 1) 9 8 iRl AR, Gl cooling
hardening , lengthening fl widening %5 Yl IH A 7 1% 3h
i JFHF RS i . X —BIEEFER
e ) T 4 A A9 S T, B e — i e B R B Y —
FhIC A A A A XA R 3l
AL, LN Harry repaired the compuier {5 ¥ ( 2012b)
GIAARBT A P X 2 B e R 4 R
SFIRAA” (Croft, 1998b. 74) fY sl ) (A 5E M ik B8 {4
COIBR T 2% R AU TR MRS S A
FIIF Xt 25 AR M| S0, 3% — R 1L DA e

(L0 W painting a picture, making a chair, building a house, writing or reading a novel, delivering a sermon, giving or

attending a class, playing a game of chess “5( Vendler, 150)

(20 ST i) A~ 2yl - FIE R A SR AR TR] L 00 AR DI (AR IR o) i 5 ik A 1) 70 % 245 080 114 I 4 A i) — 3l
Pl (EAS DB LU AT M B A 5 X ( Vendler, 155) 11 {6 v ( 20020 ) 1, |- 38 500 Gk 0L S A [l Ui (9 45 9

B AT A, L 0% SRR AR R A AR SR cooling 1S Sl 10 AT SCRYAE TR 0 35 AN HERR S AT TR
P BT Bl A A AT A Y 0T AL, 10129 The soup cooled "IN T EEIRTE in twenty minutes Y NINE, I [RVEBER TG T4 FLPE Rk
I cooling YA 7 —FUR s N4 HAR A T 2 HGINE i S50 007 JRL008 SAr o 8 44 AR
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FEANEETXFLARQITHKES)

AE P EEW A, 2 6 AR R a5, B
(1998b) " §l T iX BCIR" fE ¢ 4EVE bR FELE T A
i, RAR R R A R (HE B 4)  EGE & 0 F]5E
Gtk

A, ZHEHEN

S IREE MR AS bl — L A R SRS
THERREE M A . TER AL, B A Sy in]
BN S BAAR K EG, 8- KRB
E—1E25%. KEHN2ZSS5ENEME, T
HI AR (BD /g —HERRES) R RIAE, RIEE S Y5
B AR T2 3 1) i B AR ZE ( Croft, 2012b.
212) . Z5F KEMFROLE A RS e E N
SR F PR G AR sk (R 2R 5 AR (4 Ak B R A v i
A5 (AR AR SF) A SR (Croft, 2015 115) ,

LA 1] Sue broke the coconut for Greg with a
hammer Jy W2 (€ = HERAEBCrp, /) [ 1] A]
TR ARAEANE 7 s, ZEEGE 2 i B RS
ARG HIT R G SR . EP S 4 DR,
Sue Fl hammer K 25 35 h 15 ik sUIA R AT , A i A
A REE ) R R SRR ) S E O (B A4
with) fill 5. ( H1 FEZR 327K ) | coconur Y3 {F iR AN A] w5 4
] 3K A FRAE | ] Greg (K55 {4 FRAE A8 A AR
P 5 9 2 D 8 5 B DT =
R D) b fit BRI S5 28 5 O e ) R Sk R

q
;7= benefit
S.OBL Greg .-_1
Jor
q
0OBJ coconut ___J be broken
q
A.OBL  hammer L“JL'-' impact break
q
e Sue . apply force

1

B7 all]E4EH=4%RE
(8| A Croft, 2012b: 214)

FRAG TP L AR AR ) oh 2 Uk SR 22 ] 1 [ S
IR 4% US4 A (A A O b s T th o SR T
52 A S R S 0 v BT 1 ) A

W AR AR AR R R L T
1149 4 A A el shim ) 2 64 (B2 U EL hammer U5E
{073 13 s (B3] wwieh ) 522, ELAS P9 L (1 30
Jal i) 5 R A s (overridden) | i BE () ik By AT
VAR, T H-Z 5 & F A ik E o, $e e
fE RS B | EARAY BN (18] 1, 215) .

A5 =R R L W -
orik . RESCAY S T

L iR X 50 7 SR A M AL A i BE AN T
A s, AR AR S Z i R R L R R T
R, SR TR A RAE, AR & 2 58K
P VAL , oM s S5 e 159 7 52 AT S& i sl ]
o R A S R 6 g 00 52, Ay B )i SR A T i
AT | ELULAY [ 3R AR 153

2. fiffe Vitoo B A e AR I B A
B LT R AR R R F R T 5it0
SR A BV 2 S 2 R Bh )
F1MU R Zhinl (e R ER9M 5 ( Romagno, 336) . iXFf,
S5 st s hahia i 8 e oae o i sy 1
MR KT I T S 5 EIE U 055 U 0 B
TR P A R T A PR LA @.ﬁc@ BT =
2, DAL IR 1 e B2 A AR A 2 P I 14
RCAML e o M R 48 IR 0 FLE SR 1 FETR
SCA R i 4 R 53 BT T O REAF (E (1T PRI

A A R 2 A R Ml ik
fifi, 55 % b R SR 2 1 AR 2 1 A O B T
J= AR P R S R RS U & %
I - 0 B, AR 75 5 nlC e PR

2% 30k
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\

B OE: AEAET —AMAR (B FRA) B4k A (RA 2k Ao bt m kR ) X
REFXNPEXRFAREFI L EERF I HEL };;U»méé S, FERAFRARAY: 1) i
AN R EF XL B "@iwa sEAARE TN AN EERFIFRARAEMN; 2) di k2 49H X
RE REAFLAD K RER S0 %>k ,#ﬁniamx#ﬁf JHNBHETHAGEERET 24
M= dx A HH{—LEE%—H&.%‘ TNy R0 B B AL R R A AR 2%
BB R AR & R R B TSR R M2, o k& ka2 E A0 3 a9 0L ab 1R 0 N i T iy
B 2R A A 0 AR R PR ) T A4 o 3k & ob ST 0F 45 1 64 % 4%

Abstract: This study investigates the effects of gne input-based and two output-based focus-on-form
(FonF) techniques on noticing and learning the English hypothetical conditional by Chinese college-level
English learners. The input-based FonF technique under investigation is textual enhancement, and the
output-based techniques are individual oral output and collaborative oral output. By employing an
experimental design, the research reveals; 1) input-based FonF technique, namely, textual
enhancement, is not effective in facilitating noticing and learning the target form; 2) output-based FonF
techniques, including both individual and collaborative oral output, are effective in promoting noticing
and learning the target linguistic form; the collaborative output, however, fails to show significant
advantages over the individual work. The facilitative effects of pure textual enhancement on triggering
attention and promoting learning are believed to be constrained by task demands. While the facilitative
effects of oral output on promoting noticing and leaming further testify the “Output Hypothesis" | it is
believed that the failure of collaborative oral output to show significant advantages over individual oral
output is most likely a result of constraints by the detailed conditions under which the collaboration is
conducted.

KR —iEF D BRARA B TRAL, AT KA D A 1F ok

Key Words: Second language learning; Focus on form; Textual enhancement; Individual oral output;
Collaborative oral output

L B BRI B A iR R G il

=, 8lE SE SR B B — i T E S BNy
B, T SIEE SRR . DR SO LT

RIS & (focus on form ) /& iz g Long (P20 T LA R SCI 3C T K 1 H FifJ o ] L 52 07 55
(1991) $ i il — P 3F LA, B e L™ H‘/fc L O RAE R SR, B A e S G TR

(focus on forms) U. B " (focus on FHIELL, f%"“"?ﬁ(' S HAEES MRS R L
meaning) AU F P EUE — RO (BRI T RN IR A L S e (i

@ REBWTH « %I S R FE LR A G WOEL B al) LMK BE T oty ','«MHLLIL'.'HUI B FEOETE™ AR UFFE IS, 0t
FLALAE 5 ; 15BYY088( 2015-2018)
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SR PR T B A (Y R 13 A B

BN IR TR F RS, DGR A B PR HE R

PR s, (o A B b 7 L AR A A AR

“EARE WHERYLE,SIET IEWRE
BRI e, MR R ET ST T
AST) g B R, ) e R T AR B (Y P R A AE
Ellis(2016; 407) fE4R S B FMAZE N BB
LA M) FAEIRE AR S A T B
A AR FH TR gl miE E R & R
PEIX 8 T AR R R R A 3g B it A e
(4R LAY T8 5 (R, o o] DA B 2 5 3 7E C PR
AR e e] il b B Y o] BT B AT I E . R A,
Ao R % SE S R T AEE X

“V'REARETHERES

(—) EEBEAEEMIR

fE iEiR s T RN R T B iy IRk A ak
A R % ( Noticing Hypothesis ) #145 8. T it
( Information Processing Theory ) . Schmidt ( 1990 ) {i
Fc AR TE B A R R AT R A e
Aelh - A E AT AT Bk i IR RN 5 )
F T BB Y ( Williams, 2009) , R a] & A, S 7E i
o sk RS RO, RO T EE S B
i /£ 11 ( Schmidt, 201255 { Tzumi, 2013; 26) ,
HHTERRZ 27 o) RO T ( Schmidt, 2012, 5]
H Tzumi, 2013: 26) . SR, iEiRE R FIELR
~SERESE TR DY MR T EiE S R, A
I HEER T EED R R B ) H iR
MR EIEA, TR HESE B w2 B BER
ke FA B EEIM AP HEL, &0, X
SR E I U AT e g 2 0% XS B LI L TE AR
AT iR s ES

fig 20 38 WA 24 ( VanPatten, 1990) , A Ay il
TR AT R .“‘f’:EJ%fEiil‘-’rTf}%’,%\hulﬂiﬁ’tt%
2 [ g e AT < B SO T S B . FE LB X
Al W BE R IR ) I B RE E
LA L EE ) S AR ) S
IEEmEEIE . B REmARGHE T XM
i 3K .

“EARET B (it R E X — AL
R, EI0 20RO S 1A B 7S —Fh - 7 L fili 27 ) H RELR
AHE R B UES . Rt H
A BRI X — H B9, 4555 A% (input-
based options ) 14 i 7 ( output-based options ) JE 3 5
t, @ PR AR £E (explicit options ) 1 iz (5t 41 5 R 3

# ( corrective feedback options) % ( Ellis, 2008; 879~
880) . Hoep g AR AR Ml R HARER A
HIFFIERETT 3 T-H, ol o, A58 1k, Han ot A0
USR58 5of 58 o 2] AT 7=, T R B
ep i 5 TR) A A T ) B S A TP A 5% H AR

5 75
(Z) BERAE™ HEXHRE M

[RI A 30 45 1 H e il AL 289 A H 280 7 ol O o O B
Jr aCRHE R A il o (5w, BT SO X
By 2RO B9 20 4 1] [ ot

ol (L (textual enhancement) 2 i F 2% M
9 R R Y — b A SR 6 T B B R R
i B E RUA T HE R PR, 5 R
MR fF B & (Wong, 2007 58), 20 4
F [ N A B R R s AL B fE R R AT T ORI 9 5
IERFsE B ML ieFAHE, EEEL#HTE.
Kiporwhos W, M s FiEEm IS Ra 2
HEAERI(Z W Alanen, 1995; Jabbarpoor & Tajeddin,
2013 H LG, 2010) 5 A7 B2 e W, 5 SR Ak Xt i
BN DA E R SRS B3 (5 W Tzumi,
2002; Leow, 1997) ;0b4h, b3 A WFFE R0, R ok
A 2 Y 2T 15 FLAT B JH. Overstreet (1998)
1) T 7 081 42 P 5 9 Al k2 o) 3 0 2T 18 A7 £ 1
U AN TS Bt o N T s [ R i O N
"L

FHAACRE &5 9 AL M AR e 5 | 2 2 3 3 H ARTE 3019
VI, 7 DU RE DA S ORE f2 oT REER ACTR 4
FABE SN — G, AR Swain(2005) ) i &
flcish™ , 7= th G 5% 2 5 AIE SO &% 3] a1 ik hi 1.
RGP EEARI o (MIE RSB AL
). EHEB ESIEPH—-IAEEEREE
LB Ko o) BN FiE S B A KL IR
H, t Ty B ey BT 28 br , aX Fh e oK Y %
IR SR 2 AT . Mox — AT S, e
X -HE B AR WSR2 A
1, B 7 DA R eb O SRR e 2 A Y 1 5
g X T e &) S hmER, F%
Tt 7 R SHERE ST, Hob KI5
XU, AESIEA M I B EREEEH (SR
lzumi, 2002; W X, 2014 ) {H 1 47 5F 55 22 W A
2313547 W A9 42 05 FH (3 L Tzumi & Bigelow,
2000; Morgan-Short & Bowden, 2006) . 7=t 77,
B WA A L B A ErE . A EFH MR
SRR T4k & Sofe e, O H #2053 B
it R B AR IEE S 18 . SIEMFREAR KRR T A 1E
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HH A EE S CFIEA(201T ES)

P 2 A5 Y BB A (2 L Kowal and Swain,
1994; Swain and Lapkin, 2001 2- 535, 2009) ., {H
AT R, AV th Xt 20 15 04 0 2 7 F R AS e A
ME 55 b ( 2L Nassaji & Tian, 2010) ,

L5 ERTR e FIE A B EER MU, it A
AT (B0 AR T, 3 S A S TR0 7 B A A
FAE A RA — A A, B, %
PE— A 7T P RIS A SR AR O s 5 il S ) e
HIPER . tEah, HA% T B S B T 5 L [ P I 2L
RN R ARG, I H LA 28 1 S0y 3, SEREF
GEARRT A . R, A 0 B T A T8 [ (4 e if 2 2
FRE (BEIEAE A, MR i) v A SR L A
REREEEEIESEA W2 R E
EEE S R A R R S TR S A B
BAFCAIHAEIEE Y QS ASHE, W A (R il T
EATRIEEMT 56b, BT = ER TR K Z
DL T A O 2, X sk 7R R AR A 9T Ol B
ool BRI, FL Sk 7= L RN 28 PR Y — 4 T B
FEAE , BB 0 A AR 11 37 M R B AR I 2
2 e E RIEE— 2 BT

=, KIERAR
(—) Bz

AT B LR IE — Bl AR U O S|P
T B ) B A e RS SR R O SR T Sk
P AG A T Sk = ) R e R AR RN R 2]
it 25 A R ), 2 S e

(1) il B0 e ORI A 1 Sk Fm i %
SRR AR B AL HET B AR 5 RN
B EfIERMEE SR LR AL Kt
F RN

(2) FEam b B TSP = A E Dk P 5
=PI R E S CE SRR HARiE S B AR #
7 ETERE T R R EAEEER? Xk
2SR =AY

X FEE—ANBFST R, B T e AR A 1
™ B e A 2 8L | [ I 2 R i kil
SN G 2] & T EEREEN FE. &
A—EHIEREM F ) #HE B H%0E 5 a0, mi™
M EAREE i ) B & A S AR, R —Fh
MBIl 2 o) ik B H G S A m F B R
U A SCHR A AR S — . = AR R ey s U BE A
HEXT B AR E R AL 5 01 3k 7 o X R A 4T
R L T SR A, R A0 sk e R e
SRR e N Sl v TS G O e 1 1

) 41, BT Schmidt( 2012) * JE X il ) HA {2
PEVER™ IFH TR 4 o) ORI A A
e, MR A 12 SCAR FIE ™ | & 1R 7= v i 58 S
1 R B R (2 18 ) A%, A SCHR HE ST MR
T SRR AURE S AW REML R B iRE F AR
o R (B WS SR i e S N DR S i & SR N = 1 R
I TRLE S A 113k 7 R 2 20 1 i i R R L A N
3k 7= H 4

(=) it

AW AIZ BN 61 7 P0% B E W E R E
KeFAR B L AR A A ] 3 il e 4
T SR R o NI O (2R NG B e W i N
R b i X —iE F B mirl a5 AU Em 1 ix
i MECE 10 43, SR 550 08 5.29. )
S 1 IO N 1 O R (3 1 5 N U S oo
( Textual Enhancement Group, [)f & TE 41) . # A
I3 7= H4 2 ( Individual Oral Output Group, L4 T & Bt
100 41) A1E 113k ™ 1 41 ( Collaborative Oral Qutput
Group, L) [ fij ¢ COO 4 ) Kz 4% ifi] 1 ( Control Group,
LN fERR C &)

(Z) MRTAESTEHMR

AT v AT fi R A B A DL =R S )
{2 U TE R A RIZR i A7 1 H b 46 H 1 15 52
PR R 8 R BE 7 A PO i B TR R A2 A R
PE PRI [ BT R . P I R Y — B, B I R
FWT B e SR M. B P AN

RSB T = A R S — R AR R
Sy i B — e T A2 A R L A B S TR SO LS S
P B AR B
AN AR A T Sk PR AR R . BRI T R
AR R N i B EER RS ) e kA
g B TR 25 4, DA 32 4 ] L7 7= o np I e i 42 4
i EbRab . 5 =R AR R I B o 1 3k
PR AR AYIE 30 % SR 6 S E T & R
A )

(M) XETE

B IERF SR EE 6 R R IR L8 oY
DR B2 R O TR AR A, . SE B8 B B A
P — 1 92 565 v, BT A5 2 1) 5l 1) 33 el — 4 /) S

il A58 AL 9 S SR T i PR R R A < 0 B 4R

s o A 2R M UK, P 7 L R o A e
fi% R S DAy Tk R B o A ] 3 R SC Yl AR o, BT
SEE A WG| 1T R a R R . 2



