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Abstract: In the past 15 years, a series of controversies have emerged in the European and American

linguistic circles centering on quantitative research in syntactic-semantic interface. Collostructional

Analysis (CA ), Attraction and Reliance, Delta P and Odds Ratio are among the most influential

measurements. Researchers may employ them selectively in accordance with different research

purposes. As a major contributor to measuring the correlation between lexicons and constructions,

CA has developed into a systematic analysis umbrelia consisting of collexeme analysis, distinctive

collexeme analysis and co-varying collexeme analysis. Controversial as it remains, CA has provided

both theoretical enlightenment and methodological reference for cross-lingual studies on syntactic-

semantic regularities.
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Key Words: syntactic-semantic interface; Collostructional Analysis; Attraction and Reliance; Delta P;

Odds Ratio
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( Ellis & Ferreira-Junior, 2009) , B ¥ 7 M & #4 =X
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AR A, BB ST ) OR 2956 F 0.40, 3 6 W L
YERS B R iR T0 R UL, “ B —i th 3 1E
B MR LA TIE” —ia 4 40% , Hy BLTE B
HIRER LR A" Y 2.5 5. LAE” i BAE R
{4 R 20 53% (16/30) , /T A" H BLAE X
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Kiichenhoff 1 Schmid (2015) 1A%, H{H H L AT
LA BART O 8 B, R X a) 9, 283X O A T 9 ARk
FAP —F, Ho{A b AT LLAS 2500, B (effect size) ifif
AR RS | R P {E, T H A T 80E r LT
FEAEABEPLYE R, X — 0 F 9 A /R R 0 A 56
(Fisher’s exact test) ., {H2 IEUNRTSCATE, 5 AP Fi1#%
T FNERRREE —4F , LU B AT 4 S 5ATTHE i )i,

=, kR EER

R LW 2 B TR ik, 5

THIFEE WA R OGTE , 1¢ J & 2003 4F LK, FI 48 1%
IR T — & 54, Hin, Bybee(2010) 55 A
1 SN ECEC 2 B i 52 ) BE (], Gries 7E 2010 4 47 $i
N JE E PR GRS K2 BAE T K3, Schmid A
Kiichenhoff( 2013 ) 2 #f — 4 1) i $E, Gries ( 2015)
——flf & | i Kiichenhoff #1 Schmid ( 2015) -7
MNETTH AR . XFHFREPER AR NY, §
BEILELAT 4 R,

1. XTI EM

HEPEEIAA  MELAXS BC 202347 A B S (B A
TAREEE AL PEHT, B okt AR MR D R At 4 1)
oIk B WF 9T 7 ¥ 4F HE % ( Schmid & Kiichenhoff
2013 ; Kiichenhoff & Schmid,2015) , Gries(2012) £}
XiF I i A AIAIL T 3F v R Ok 1Y) o] B, T A G XA A
BTl B i 2 1FHE R R ALK (cue validity ) {5 £
( reliability ) | £ 48 %= >J # i ( associative learning
measures ) D) & [& 4& ( entrenchment ) 25 ¥ B 45 1\ Hl1iE
BRI R

2. XTHRAEALE

Fic 343 A7 RE B G6F A st 48 ), R R AR AL GE i
FC A AT 1 AR R T v AR IR AR O 1 B L 7 A 1 5 3L
FEEAE RN, A IC S AEE s, ma T
HE 8 5 RSB AR Z 0. ER R A
A I S AL 1) ) £ AL B4 1), X AR H DG IR
HITERLE IR = DS AN AF 64 200 vk R R B 1 J B X
PG X A A, (Ot P 22 A R L 4 o R o i
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Bybee(2010) IA 2y, fic 3K 40 Hir i i) 191/ 44 30 36 B
FETE LR HR (14 6 A 430 3R A o o A Ak 388 1) 7 3 A [
. T STRE S R VR A b R A B, — R R Al
SR B, T 2 156 B 1) 300 15 2% Al Ay 4 =X 25 R i Bk
£ ) S5 A P A L B B o 0 SR R) T A A K 1
BURARAR R, AR 4 AT A R A 2= I
{8, B A 80308 2R AT hn M A Ak B2 B/ A L o )

Xt , Gries A K, i BE(R B AIE UFE 5HE M
Jr RS RARR R B, R E AT R M I 64 A BE#E
G AR B KPR i) 1) 300/ 4 =X L BUAA R AR b o
YAt AR BB 5 F B e T %, T BLREH A
YrE A IS R E R EIL BT . .

(7) @ V NP do as complement

@ I never saw myself as a costume designer.
(3 Politicians regard themselves as being close
to actors.

(#5| g Gries,2010)
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likelihood coefficient) ,FYE %——4 1" Xf Ho. £t 1]
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AT 857 A R 5, A i 32 3 A = 20 47 0 FE # 1
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oA B3R A 1T 5 FfAS ] iy A i) st BE 3 B F B <coll.
analysis.r>, B4 FYE J§ FTEIAH#E#, 6 G° MI,
Logged odds ratio L2 0] LI . WMFH LE, R
FH 2T UAR R i e il & F B .

4. HIRET 4 SETIKEA
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JeiE A HE AT A E A TE H 2E0E 5
— L “sorry if” 4] X K £

A fa 4
(B RIFIEXF)

M OE: SEN(R)ARRLAETYFROGENM, 22, UAHAIRXENZTHEOAL
SIARAE T (CR) A o) M E B AR L X AR D F R A A&+ 4 “sorry if” X845
K BARA R 4 BB A B R F AR ik, it &F BNC 54 & b A X 55 74 & 5 oA kARt
8 AL A R EMERATH ey R EBATT A HBLALERE, AARLI: 1) AF sorry —# 2
S A o 8 AT A 09 F b A F5 T o A A4k A “sorry if” 8) X 64 355 HF AF oA EMAT A 2) AT
A E RS E P I K4 AT R 09 R BLIEAR BALAT A F R A ERG RBAFER; @ if 54— AR
MELHAFITH, AR KA BEASTIEAG FHRAZ TR, ARG LG RAR TS R L
WA K 425 R A SN “sorry if” 6) XA R AR EMAT A 9 x5 B AR ILH X, R &4 LR 8
MR R X FER R

Abstract: (In)sincerity of speech has long been a much-discussed topic in philosophy of language. Yet,
most researchers attend to the speakers’ inner mental states whereas few empirical studies have been
carried out to investigate the discourse marker of (in)sincerity. Since it is alleged that “sorry if” serves as
a typical marker of insincere apologies, this study adopts a corpus pragmatics approach to examine all the
utterances of apologies expressed in the form of “sorry if” construction in BNC. The result shows that
1) although “sorry” is considered as the typical IFIDS of apologies, not all of the utterances with “sorry
if” express apologies; 2) in all the apologies, the “if” usually introduces a clause indicating the reasons
(the offence) and also functions as an epistemic stance marker, which indicates the speaker’s epistemic
uncertainty towards this propositional content. This epistemic uncertainty may lead to insincerity.
However, we should never take the “sorry if” as the unconditional discourse marker of insincere
apologies. The types of apologies and the actual context also need to be taken into account.

KEH: (F) LR EBRATA 35EAFT B4 FE R F

Key Words: (in)sincerity; apology; discourse marker; corpus pragmatics

TR A LIS Al T — A A TS ( Saul,

B () B m R & T W A (A EE
M2 R FIHE MR, B T1iE 5 S LR
[ () tn . Searle, 1969; Ridge , 2006 ; Eriksson, 2011 ;
Chan ,Kahane, 2011 ; Stokke, 2014; - 35 i¢ ., € 45 7%,
2010,2012) . Af17E H % 4 3& P HGRIT 2R §
IBAEW AR E 7, B, A ANAREKX—Er
R EARAA S TR RE Sl TR K ZE I BE"
HAEEPR ERIFATEMBE. WBEFEH - AERE,

2012) o HZ0 [RDREAE T-RAT 2 Aoy 4 T 0 — 5 38 (47
) R Hilo

BUIX — R, % [H 7 R FE R (Searle) 1 42 Hh i
— M EH L BB WT, — R E R BN ER, ik
N R FIEAT NS, U0 AR O BERAES5 H
I 3k i/ N 3 — SO, B o ez, YA
Ll ( Searle, 1969) . FHIE i #9175 2K 5, BEA Ui 36 A
AL A — GF LA (BE [, 2018) X — i
AT T TR Y FRERE A W S TR AT O B AR o B
HAR T F UL H B0 BAR A, MR, s A M N
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FECHERS A B A al g, Wil AR fnfa) Bt
RSRABIR? 303 UL, XFP () KR SR
B (R E GO kS SF) B FrRIE?
P& (Fish) % (2017) K8, YLl A9 B FRIHEF
TEAR SE RE S A5 3 b/ it 0GB A () RSB . BR
WZ5h, KR AR Z 20,

FESEE S, “sorry” R RABE A MLAIE A, H
AW A, IR A f T A B — > i &) (B
“sorry if” A] ) , WA EL K IE #KAT O, B A0 'm
sorry if I offended you by making that joke (4w & R #
RAREGRIIRT Aotk Tid#k)., X—UWR
RAESET W R —Fh R R B B AT
TCAHRHFFENT AT I HIE

PRIt , A 33 P £ Bl AT 47 of S 4R Y 18 )
JA2E 7 ok, % 3 [ B kL (AT 8 R BNC 58
JE ) Fh B A R sorry i ) CES 4 BRI TR EAT R R
PA R e R EMESH T, BRI 3 AR 1) X
SO TR RS AR THEMAT A7 2) XLk T oy m2E
57 3) KLHEIAT N (OA) Rttty if
F4 20 B LA B T8 KIS B 2 (E] R 5 AF TR B A N AE
KHK?

=\ X#REm

EHEEFETE AN S BTN, BT EH
FEHSESFEHRNHA IR LY ZHIE, FE
WEGERAT A A E AL 2TRE KB AT KRB
KREILAF .

B, E#AT Y e R, B A 2R f9 4T R TT
FRZNIERK. BITTT (Austin) ({1962) 1975) £ ¥ ik
H BT AELEHI A M AR R SRR S R B GH T
JRBESE—IH ALT A A F 1817 R (behabitives ) , If &
SCHOA —Fh ) b R 35 B O 16 RS B A B 1
HITH" . Zla, BIRTEX ZBE AT 58 # 0t B T
THWFIET AL ERR IFHERKIAREIEST
17N (expressives ) , 5 0B LR 8 BT ST
#3355 ( Searle,1979) , B 1 ILF SAETHERIXT
VTR X i A P e T R 1) S SRR I A B
RE . T EAREF X 4y, IR T 4 R AR
AL ( BFRIE VI #E 251, felicity conditions) , B iy i 4
B MR EM RO ERI(R L) i,
FATTAT LA ERRA T o 480 0 F R -

HEAE: REASERTEATHA
BEFH: RiEASHEZTN AxtFiE
AHZEXRTER

EWAG: HEASHZTAIARTME
SEEM EAMZATA ARIEEN T
( Ogiermann ,2009)

HX, EBIT A RA 2B, FIEAR, th
FUE AN U738 N SCiE T Hf B LT R, &R
Z A AS - 5 R, T 0 A S it A K Ay ) R
R TR, AT HE Al AT 2Z (A B A K AR
B, JE KA T Ay A< R — e ik R 3 B U5 F
e X 7 AL 3R R W (Leech, 1983) o [m] #, A 21K 56 3
ARy ERKAT AR T RIS T R
AMAEVLTE A AT R X T 5 A R B AR, LAk K
SIS % & (Holmes ,1990) . A4, i%E#K
AT R 200 B AR , 75 I 8 SR IE 13 L 5, L 54 7] i
R s s — R E

B IEIKIN AT, RS, A E K EAL
15 ¥ B4 ( casual/ritual apology ), 7 £8 U] 4 4 1F 5\
(serious apology) . R F &K 1 1 A2 AH N i) 42 1
ff, MG #& A 2 X B A8 47 24 8 5 55 #§  ( Goffman,
1971) , SEASBRIA R, AT LA 46z B Bl () 4 7 R 28 K o
7 3 46 i #K ( anticipatory apology ) . FF J5 i #K
( retrospective apology ) #1 Bl B} j& #k ( simultaneous
apology) . ¥ SGiE #K i) T BETE 1 & F e FI 2 1, i S
JE B AMEE SRR (T 4ES7) F A FRIEH A,
Bt 28 8K 0 5 9 B AR AT N 5B B[R] B A [R] a4
(Aijmer,1996) . H Ak A — SR 42 E B £ 537 5
BEATI 5SS, A AGE K BOR TH#S .

BE B TESETAERY, BE#RAR EE—
FESNZ A, T AN AIE S R (BREINZ
fam X, IFIDs ) 1§ LAFRIA . LISEE R, o] AR R
KIBERAT A0 7 W IE AL 3% 3h 14 ( apologize, excuse,
pardon) J¥ %8 i) ( sorry, afraid ) |, 4 i) ( pardon) , A %
HAh ™ e B sl AR K, LR B X8 2R 15 Rl
J% ( London-Lund Corpus) 7 215 >l #k # ik #F 471
it , KB sorry X —I 5 T 83.7% , Hk  pardon
(7.9%) . excuse me (4.7% ) F1 apologize ( 3.7%) ( [A]
) o BEAMZTFRE EGE T — L6 LA sorry Ry #% 0 (F)
[i5] 7 45 TG ik al A A 4 T

[ (that) S 7
to VP
I am about NP
] (INTENSIFIER) SORRY _
We are V-ing
if S
L but S

L5 b, — 7, 58T A BN R EOAR 1 O B
HH AT A B2 1R 22—, AT LABRR 3 & A



FAR A F Uk AT ) 9 B EE R A R —— L " sorry if” A R A 4

BEEFER CERE . SEBT NS, WiEA (E
AT R LR ) 7R HAT A #0R g, B,
EQFRA 1FERT & oF B g, 1R 4R T s A W ZE YL
HURZSTEBE, TS A G BRI A M. Rk, x—
WF T EE AR S b FASRIEDE T8 S HE H AT £ 8
B Tl S T BB E X A B R AL R
Ko FH—JrH, M FHEBKTANES LAEA LA
— SRS, BAR B S T R LA F RS H
WY R(A) Ltk e, PLE SR P A R
(1996) A #], RAETEFE T “sorry if” W AAFHE, H
X H 707 5 H A )= (40 sorry that” ) 45 il 22 51 J 2
B HSAFMEA R EF BB A YRERA

=, BN ST
1. BRI

ABEFE e 48 A A0 18 R34 ok B o I 50T R IR
(' The British National Corpus, f&j#f BNC) (https: //
corpus.byu.edu/bne/ ) o &I B i 45 HRORAE AR
AR, ERRIE )T, A T A DL AR R
YR TR RS P T A A B AR A, iR A R I ]
10, X HBEEARRUKRZHRRERYE.

2. MRITE

AT BT R R 0 R ) P 7 o s, B B
TiERERMET ELiE 5 i85 A ( Romero-
Trillo, 2008 ; 2017 ; Aijmer , Riihleman, 2015) , iX—#T
MR TERMS TIEREES ¥ 5iER¥EEA/M
SEATIRS, BT F BB BRI s g5k (B ) 2
frRESERMT, MEEERERL SR HT
MBANEBE T, EWFR T ST 2R 5 8
i e TR B AR, U R EF BT AU R4
W, B AE S 2 148 78 77 SR RN AL bR i #E 47 16
PRI R S0 B W R &%, RIS, &% A5 58 1
SERFOL, R T il — 0 R R AR, AR
75 o B 3L KK ( Lutzky & Kehoe ,2017a,2017b) $i
[R5 A 450 47 #7 15 ( combined collocational analysis ) ,
L “sorry if” b7 IR 4H , 7E BNC BB E K&, 3K
TR SRS R, Z Ja ME GE s T b

M. Sir5itie

1. B&“sorry if” )9IE3E: ERSIFE
BiTH

@3 7E BNC i RHE i A somry if” S A5,
—AEA R 154 SRS R B SCPT A 0 S

T ABEVIERAF , I 45 &R BT, BRIT KB R A
149 {91l 1 FLIE A9 3E #KAT Sl , T FoAth 5 B ARG T
“sorry if” 54, {HSE PR EFFARERAT M. MRS
ZRWTF

H R A

ERAT N 149 96.75%
JEEBAT N 5 3.25%
BUATH 1 0.65%
BT A 1 0.65%
Feik il 3 1.95%

B2 it 154 100%

FES Bl E AT N, A 1 B8 TR AT A (I'm
telling you, sir, you'll be sorry if you don’t take a
walk up there.) , 5 1 #/& 8 T B 47 4 (I'll make
you sorry if you do!) . X W@ H ) sorry H % Eif
HRE AR you, i AE VLI A A B, I HE H E A9 E
WATHh . Hax 3 pilBA bR R EAKAT R, HEEE
Bl FRAK VTR A B — R O BAR 2 (2 sorry
state) ( Lutzky & Koheo, 2017a) , i ¥ 47 LA © L X 4
AT AR AT, R A B T E AT A

i K R G5 R AR A A Al A, R sorry”
REAINERIT AN EIZ R T EHERXS
e VCRC A [ BTSSR AEAE . L& " sorry if” 44
PG TS T DU T AT O, A AT AR H At ol AT
R AN ) o AR S, E BT N i e
w o TEFERX 5 BIAEE#ATRG , T HREH R TR
149 GERKAT R (A) BRI T 047

2. B&“sorry if” HUERITH . KBEENH

MRS R, X e fi ] sorry if” 544 (Y
EREIEEFEQ TS, EAKRIERMA I'm
sorry 3 We're sorry X HAABIE S, 1l if B3] tH A
AN BT A BT SEE A E AT B R, A
BHLR b, EEZENERA TR filn, T
B (1) A, SRS A AT 7% 5 A TE K

(1) You move on, and thank you, and I'm
sorry if you've been disturbed.

MATER T AR 1 B (AT ) Z 50,
HRSFHERRAL 71X 8 047 4 5 A7 4 7wk fa]
HG e G . B ) S UL, FRATT AT DA B R R
(Aijmer, 1996) Fir & t (19 20 207 ikt — 2 KX 149 Bl
HRAT AT

B, AT if P4 A 5h i BT 68 Y B S AT
TH ERNE



AR E)AT L Eiuk

2019 #k &5

M 1 FATTAT LAFR o b s B BT PR 2 20 1
Rt = n (42%) M —BIAERT (36% ) , H U
HAETE BT (13%) BUAEBEAT (T%) , B ) h—
JBORE R (2% )

HW, KRG RAKHE , Ershial A L# N —
R BUAE R (A B BOAE ) o BT, BATT AT LASS
B bR S I 6 T K I i R S TR B
AN WA T R GE T, FHRE RN 2 PR

B2 3MEREBEHRSH

BT &, A AT sl i fi B T AR 72 S Al —
it Fent, MR B IZ E RAT W R AR ANERZ
AL HE TERER, § 8/ 5%, Bk,
VIEATER AR B Q%0 71718 HA Xl
TEIC, A E# S BT kAT A R R
B anF

(2) I'm sorry if I've made you unhappy,
but I’'m not for you.

(3) I'm sorry if you've had a wasted
journey, Charlie.

(4) Sorry if I've kept you waiting.

(5) “I'm sorry if I've been a bit below par
this evening,” she apologized.

(6) 'm sorry if 1 offended you.

(7) Sorry if 1 startled you.

(8) I'm sorry if 1 was offensive.
(9) I'm very sorry if people got injured.

24 W) s il R — A BT B R BEAE AT AR,
FVLTE NN Y AT — R R RS R EEA 4
FrEmiE S, ke Moy R R E K. WH, AR
B, X — KR AT AT A A — A8 BRRE, B E A
—REBRAE I 9 Bhial A - #B R R Fia) (be) BURE K
#lria] (4 sound) . 1]

(10) Sorry if some of you are still a bit
cold but I thought the heater had been turned on,
but it doesn’t seem to be doing anything.

(11) I am sorry if 1 sound harsh.

(12) I'm sorry if I'm rude, Miss Eyre.

(13) “Sorry if I'm late,” Harry said as he
sat down.

(14) We're sorry if you're upset.

(15) I'm sorry if you think I'm getting at
you, Kathleen. I'm not.

T R B AT B IR T 3R 2h 1 R A —
MFRFSEAE BN . X ORI E AR E AT N S
BRAT N RA IR filn:

(16) So com — wi — th — (pause) but
we've agreed. I'm sorry if I'm being repetitive
and boring and the rest of it but ( pause) comment.

(17) I'm serry if I'm disturbing you.

(18) I'm sorry if I'm doing anything wrong.

(19) I'm sorry if I'm taking up your valuable
time, but look on the bright side.

(20) Sorry if I'm blathering... I'm going by
what “games” I know of.

MGEHHERKE, RE R O RE N 3h i
T —Mekeoknt, Rib 2%, EMAEE T, R LS
AEATIEMES i B AT WL b R &2, LRl 1T
NEFEER Bl

(21) I'm sorry if this is going to ruin Mr
(—)’s weekend.

(22) There are several places which I have
no intention of visiting, and I am sorry if this
will cause some to respond with incredulous rage.

HIBE AT L, (A “ sorry if” G544 )& T8 FH LA RN
HOGHE R L PR 8D, R AR 9 E S

@ . BF BNC RN, B RAER, KA 2 P Eshiab R ati o, AT AR, EN451R : “I'm sorry if
you (unclear) so I'll come in.” f1* * Who said drinking dulls the senses? I'm sorry if I —" Jessica smacked his face, quite hard.”

10



FAE A FUk AT b 0 E B R A R —— U “sorry if” ] X 4 B

B kR, IS A\ SR E AR, L E AR
fTACERESIEARSE

3. ifTHEE EREE S (F) RIEMHA
EXR

2 [0] 2 sorry if” & K H AT A A A
EFR SR Z BT, BATL MRS if &9 DR R M E AN
HUATIRA T . BISCPERS,If NN A EEHR
RIEEAERE (RS AR B LT, etk T
AR RAT R, (B N TR R G
W, if IHREA U H R 78 S & al ik 5| i —1~
FLACRR AR 8K R (g A4 [R) B B o 0 3 A X
A 25 A4 57 3 ( Deutschmann, 2003 ) . 2% /K
% (Fillmore , 1990) 1A &, A K S 3 & 4 # 2 1F ) TE
G ELE— OB fERFad, AR
Bk T U A0 R 1 A — o0 BN IR 4
HE KR, M H, BATAN, XF RS S TEA [
1438 k2 Y rp A R i BLRHE LS OR) Hilk A |

FES SR b, th T if ) oh B BRGR 9 B A8 AT
R AR R A U B A KT R R 1 O ) — Fi i
WL AP % W BE R ], X R % 0L Y T fiE
PGB IE A if R XL AR W —F A
WESRE. #ln.

(23) (Meetings in Strensall Village Hall)

JH: (unclear) the ones that have been asked
for. (unclear) the discussion we had.

JJ. The figures that erm the nine thousand
seven hundred dwellings, related to the housing
need generated within the Greater York study area
together with appropriate allowance for migration,
and that totals nine thousand seven hundred
dwellings. It’s on the basis of the the parishes
within the area that we have defined erm as the
Greater York a — Greater York study area.

JK: I think (unclear). And I'm sorry if
this is going to ruin Mr (—)’s weekend.

HVHPSUNK : (laugh)

JK: It is not going to be helpful to have the

panel supplied with the information we asked for
in relation to the Greater York area devised from
the H B F table of commitments, confined to York
City and the greenbelt.

HVHPSUNK . (unclear)

JK. I think what we need is commitments

within the area of search.

JP. Er, which month would you like that
information? ( pause)

JK. Well, the area of search is defined
on the...

XE-T2U0HeR. EEKEE(ELE)Z
A, i A (JK) i E FRig B © #WAR (1 think ) , {H
AHf R XA (WS ) 7 (this) 275 245 X J7 L 3
R E AL (EPRER X e bR R AT #EAT T8
. MWESLHEIE P el LIF H, 335 A (JK) AE
T T (IP) (4T R, B4R AL T — S #E Bh A K
{5 H." (it is not going to be helpful to...) , ifif Hif i#H—
S T K474 (1 think what we need is...) , [fi] X
5 (IP) o fi T B4 [/ by ( Er, which month would
you like that information?) , i A] A1, 36 A (JK)
TSI G 1) S A HG 5 2 7 ] ) D7 2 LS 97 SR A —F 4%
M. M H, 2 EKE AR, B AR
W [ O EEE 1T HA AT RES 40 5 i W — €
P 1T B, R S T S R R E K. X R 0L
B0 B, S UL T N R R — b B AL AR O g
( Brown & Levinson,1983) , f 1 &0 & H /) .

55 ST KO G, T R R B B R — AR AR
B TRIEARNE LTI ERESRIEAERE. I
B, SRS AR A if Sfe e 1 X6 A ) i RBUAS T
FE AL 3, MGZGE KA A) 688 o, A7 A fEA
B, G B BRI

— MR, WIEAFER LI AR KA LHE
S % S SR R W TC T ok S, fh O S e A B
AT HRAEWRG . mH, XRBERLHF —HH
FEAE, BOUETE A FEIE BORIE 25 2 R4 E ] but ¥
1, 51— FrE R g DR T e, XERAR
WEARAE TR I 4 B R P — B (B 24) .

(24) (Excerpts from Jane Eyre)

... “I didn't like talking to old ladies and
children! Well, young lady, 1 wanted to be good
when [ was younger, but life has been a struggle
for me, and I’ve become as hard and tough as a
rubber ball. I only have a little goodness left
inside.”

He was speaking rather excitedly, and I
thought perhaps he had been drinking.

“Miss Eyre, you look puzzled. Tonight I
want conversation. It's your turn. Speak.”

I said nothing, but smiled coldly.

“I'm sorry if I'm rude, Miss Eyre. But I'm

11
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twenty years older, and more experienced, than
you. Don’t you think I have the right to
command you?”

“No, sir, not just because you're older and
more experienced than me. You would have the
right only if you’d made good use of your
experience of life.”

“I don’t accept that, as I've made very bad
use of my experience! But will you agree to
obey..."”

FELL EIEE B A8 BR— 0 (54 ) i Tonight 1
want conversation. It’s your turn. Speak.” ( 4~#% 3% #83%
W ARSI e, ) B, SEBR R SCHE T — a2
70, s 7 R —fE L HENT N,
HAEEWRM X P TEX—$F T, Ylid A
SRYERRAE FH if ekt B CHLE (17 28) " A
MRS Y, 2 e X B &8 B A0AT b )F ot
B iAEELACHERMEZKR RS HCHHEE
F48 4 F M ( But I'm twenty years older, and more
experienced) , F-4k&E I [a] X J5 KA [F] B C B9 fir 22
4 B (“Don’t you think I have the right to command
you?™ ) o A WL, LMK 5K LR

B—FpiE LR, AR W XL EXE
AT HRBFFAE, BHE = E A & R T T 2
WA, B, BEIE A if AR, R T H
WOE K. MIERE R DA & B, ot 2 G K R S0 R R E
AT TE T B — 2 5 B %) 1% IR 26 9 1A
VL, B &0 upset(s) (7 i), rude (6 #) , hurt (4 #1),
frightened( 3 1 ) , disturbed ( 3 4] ) , uncomfortable ( 2
f5]) ,startle (d) (3 4] ) , offended ( 2 {5 ) , disappointed
(24)) %, XAGHEMK G T 40084, 364 140 6, iF
B H A .

(25) (Excerpts from Destined to Love)

“Do you want something... tea or coffee?”

“Whatever you’re having will be fine. I
suppose I may as well have a drink now that I'm
here.”

“I'm sorry if 1 woke you up. I tried to be as
She flicked him a quick
glance, then concentrated on lifting two green-

quiet as possible.”

patterned mugs from the cupboard and placing
them neatly on the marble counter, all too aware
that he was watching her every move.

“You didn’t wake me. I've been keeping a
watch in case we had visitors.”

12

“ Visitors?” That gained her immediate
attention and she gave him a shocked look. “ Do

you think we...”

fELL & R Bh s — 7 (L) I AT RERZ A
O TR b B T x5 (B4, R iEfT T 3 &K
(I'm sorry if I woke you up. I tried to be as quiet as
possible.) , HJ, #h XA K & X W1 # Z ] & & A7
ERVLREARXR, FRAELMEH if —EKH A
CAPA L. X (B ) BRI R E 17X —5f
i, 28 i% B L 3 LI ALFALE( You didn’t wake me.
I've been keeping a watch in case we had visitors.) ,
B, T # FUR B T —FAEE MR, T
FLERHEA T T IR, PR, BE ARSI RS

L5 LR if A — AL SARIL, R T il
T AT A i R P A I A E . TR SEOEIE R
FELATNIREE, AWEFEFWNFEL, A2
FEAE AR RS & o (B, A5 T 5 A R B i
b R E AT A F L E R SOE A, 1T H
HR B L EE AR if S ARIC R R A
B P, 1 HE AR 57 4T , SORF R RO B T A 1 E
#ATh, (HE, BWE Al TEM L LT E %
B A0AT g A AE B ER X J5 3 B SR TR RS W, 1 (o Y if
e ek ORI 8 5 ZGE KT AR T LA R L
EEAT . B2, EFEFEED,If FANRL SR
g SEME (R) EiREA —E XA, EH R
A F bR , TS A R T R T 5 22 Bl 35
HHE -

&, &HiE

ASCASEE AR sorry if" 4 2 I A B AR
AN B AT A 3 — ) B U0 A R, R R
i 2T BRI F B () Bk & T b ic fm) &1
TERARWESE . i i3 Xt BNC i B BT A 42 &  sorry
if” B AT R ST Z e KB, RO A G oy
“sorry if" i i #B R E AT N, H b AT A R R E
WAT R o FERTAT BB RRRE IR 3 A B 3k 9 J2 15
AT S e 9 AR AT S, LR TE R R A 8 AT R
ifif if AL H AR R — AR A A 5] i, [ i ik
R—MAHSLFHIRIC A, FIK T Y HE AT ) i 8
WA E. (HR, XA E A BE R F %
Al F A FCURE , 26 45 A B AR i 3E B AU L R B
ST ARERA E . U 7E S R G ORI B B E R P, a0
RAEBAUAT N L T 4 A i KL A5 T
FZe ) 20 A A L 0E #KAT O s (HAn R Y A E



B8 AT A O R B R A K —— P " sorry if”" A =X,y

FHR SR B AT M RE KA, REA if X
FAEAN G RE WA IR AL, W ATS R ATl L E
1 h.

APFFAEF R T XA FE AT X — Rk
TR BT TE, T ELXS TR A O A X R
{1 SEUE B 9 7 B BRI 28 8L 55 i AN M E AR
FRAHIIRE— K EEA,

2% 3LHR
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Abstract: Chinese tough constructions have drawn linguists’ attention because of their unique syntactic
properties. Traditional grammarians and generative linguists study them from different perspectives. They
disagree with each other on the grammatical category of words like rongyi (easy) and nan ( difficult)
used in the constructions, on the syntactic position the sentence-initial constituent occupies, on the
thematic relation between this constituent and the main predicate, etc. Adopting minimalist methods, this
paper attempts to derive Chinese fough constructions and the passive tough constructions on the basis of
the lexical argument structure of Chinese tough-type adjectives. In this analysis, the sentence-initial
constituent of both types of constructions is argued to bear no thematic relation with Chinese fough-type
adjectives and to have undergone movement. Chinese fough-type adjectives are analyzed as raising
predicates which take a non-finite TP complement, the subject of which must be raised to the matrix
subject position to delete the EPP feature on the matrix T. However, the sentence-initial constituent of
Chinese tough constructions is argued to have been topicalized so that it occupies a topic position rather
than the matrix subject position, which is occupied by a null subject, while the sentence-initial constituent
of Chinese passive tough constructions is argued to have been raised from the subject of the embedded
non-finite TP to the matrix subject position.
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