2020 7

ISSN 1671—9484 CN 32—1687/G 19 4« 107 H411—425
“ 2
“ 9”& ” *
100875
“ / + ”» “ M ” s
’“ M ” SZ ’“ ”
“ ” Sl N ( )
( )i ( >) >
: : / .
H146.3 A 1671—9484(2020)04—0411—15

”(the narrowing effect of grammaticalization)
, Lehmann (1985) “

Grammaticalization)”,

“ ”»

“ >

”
K ’

, (syntagmatic context)

per & Traugott 2003; Himmelmann 2004 ), Himmelmann(2004)

context-based view on grammaticalization)”, “ 7

[ 12019 8 12 L 12020 6 1

( :16ZD207 16 AYY013)

N )

”(the expansion effect of grammaticalization)

Himmelmann(2004)

o

(Standard Theory of

(grammaticalization parameters)

” “ >
( Lehmann 1992, 2002; Hop-
“ (the

doi:10.7509/j.1insci.201804.032146
:201806040066) ,
(2019 - )

411



2020 7

(2009,2020:86) “ R
« " «
9 ”o “ ” 9
(condensation) (attrition) “ " (decrease) ,
(lose) (constrained) , “ 7
; “ ”(increase) .

Himmelmann(2004:32—33), ( 2009,2020) ;

) (host-class expansion) , .
(demonstrative) ; (article)
sun( ) sky( ) queen( ) o
i) (syntactic context expansion) , ' )
( ) , .
1i1) — (semantic-pragmatic context expansion) ,
o . + 7
, + 7 .
(expansion) , — . (2009)
;
“ / + 7 (counter-expectation discourse marker)
(discourse marker) , ; . 1)
o v " . ) , Himmelmann(2004)
“ ”(grammaticalization as expansion) * e 7

) ;

y 7 o ¢ /
+ " )
« »
2
, ;
, , , L2 , Heine(2013,:1210) )

C1J Traugott & Dasher (2002:157—158) s in fact, indeed, cer-

tainly, in truth .
" / + ” s
€23 Kaltenbsck , Heine &. Kutva(2011) .

(thetical grammar) ,

412

’

“

9946

2]

s

°

Heine, Kaltenbock & Long(2013) , Heine(2013)

('sentence grammar)



Heine(2013.1210)

dural meaning) ,

“

(norrrestrictive) ,
(proce-

’

. ( 2016)”,
Heine (1991:192) , )
) . Traugott &
Dasher(2002) “ ” “ (novelty factor)”,
, “ E— o P”,
s o (2004)
o ) , Lakoff(1987)  stere-
otypes (2004) “ 7 . s .
. “ ”» R “ e » “ / + »
(2014) : ( )\ ( )\ ( )\
( ST . “ DN (GEENEDN ( \& )o
“ » " (2015) “ Xy » .
. Koo & Rhee(2013)
“tam  -lam ) )
(1a. sinay-s mwuli eccem ilehkey malk-tam
b. i elmana khu-n unhyey-o-lam
o (D ; )

413



2020 7

(Da 7, (Db “
(2015) .
(A-form) B
9
o ’
b
o ’
b
’
(2019)
3 994 ”»
“ 9 ”
b
“ »
b
+ (“ . N
“ » “
b N N ®
« ”
”»
[} ’
2008),
“ »
b
. b
” “
”»
. b
« ”
o b
“ » o« »
b
“ ¢ 7+ ¢ )
“ oy« w (motivation)
(37 (2008) s
R,
(41 + ’
¢+ o
) ¢ );C. +
(53 = ” ’

414

(pragmatic transformation)”,

(B-function) “

, (2013)

“ 9

“ 3

’

(compositionality)

'+

~tam  ~lam

» (3]

»
Ay

unex pectedly

9

”»



3.1

SZ 751 “

“ ”»

(1980:101)

”
o
’
”
9 :
(2)
’ ’
”
’
DS,
o

”»
A A o

“

S

(4)

”
“ ”»
o
9
“
b
’
“ ”»
’
“
K

({ .

(3)b
(3)b

«
(1987.300)

’
”»
’
“
) )
» &« ”»
A ’
“ ”
o

+ ”

“ _I_

7, Lin(2003)

”»

(2)“

Sl + 1+8.77,

“

“Si.L + IS T

”’ SZ

”
o
9
o
.
o ’
“ ”»
“ ”»
9
“ »

S,

415



2020 7

“ ” “ ”» “ ”»

’ 9 9

SZ “ ) « ’
”» ¢ )
’ ’ Sl ’ ‘ ’ ’
o ’ o
lV) Sl ’ S2 ’ Sl SZ
“ ”»
’ o
o

(6)51 “ ”» S? “ ”» . S1 y

“ ”»
o SZ ’

(Da. , . : . (( » 7

63 (4 ) “ 7 , ,
S, “ , , 7 . , S
.S, ’ ’
€77 ( ) S, , “ ,
5 s 5 ” .S s “ ” “ » o«

416



(Ma*

’” “ ”»

”‘ (7)b “

2 9
“
o i 1
1 “ + ‘ ”
S S, SS,
/ ( ) + - +
/ ( / - + -
C — - -
(
C — — +
(
‘“ ”» , 52
’ Sl o ’ Sl
S,
3. 1. 2 , “ + ”» .
“ ”» “ ”» “ ”»
’ ’
’ o
(8) b 9 9 “
N »
“ ”» “ ”» “ ”»
‘“ ” “ ”
? o
“ _I_ ”» R “ 2 R
) , + ) , .
( 4 ) “ ’ o K ’
¢
(<< >>) ” . 1 ” “ ”
“ ” “ ”» “ ” “
o b b b
” “ ”» “ 2
o ’
“ ”»
9 b o
“ ”» “ » “
9

417



2020 7

o
9 , “ o ,
. (( ) )
( 9 ) “ ”» S “ ”» “
2 ’
”» “ ”» “
9 9
”» ”»
’ ’
9 o
“ ”»
9 9
“ “ ”
’ o 9 o
(10) . . .
. , . (€ ) )
( 10 ) “ ”» “ , s
”» “ ”»
b o o
. “ ”» 2 .
9 o« »
“ ” “ + ” “ ”»
“ ” /
“ ” Sl /
( ) ( )
S,
[ + » “ ”
9
S S, +S) .7
, o i ( ) (

418

)>D
C .

(

)

’”

) > C

“ ”»

S”
2

“

+ »



, S, .S ( )
. “Sl[[ + ]+Szj” (87 3
3 “SilL + 1+S.]” “SL 1+S,” — €93

S + J+S,] Si.[L J+S,

“ ”»
o ’
“ ”» “ ” “ ”
K b ’ ( K ) K
” “ ”» “ ”» “ ” “ »
o ’ ’

, “ + ” “ ”» , “Sl [ :I JF SZ ”»

“ ”» , “ _I_ ” ,

’“ + ”» .
'2 “ ”»

“ _I_ ”0 “ _I_ ”
, . (2017) “ ”»

. (2007) “ / ”»
) (2011) “ " o ,

“ ” “519[[ + :|+S2:|”9 .

3.2.1 0 Sy S o

, , “ _I_ ”» R Sz s

, s

b o b b
(83 Lin(2003) £ (stative situation) (complement) ,
93 S[[ + 1+S] . . S L 1+S,

SS WS

419



2020 7

(2008)

“ ”» “ ”»
’

“ + ”

o
, “ _I_
“
’
“
’
(16)
))
¢ ¢
¢ ” SZ ¢
“ ‘
’
”
’
’
S,
S
“e
’
”

(18)
. (( .

(18) 5

(19)21. ’

(19a) “

(10J
(2011

420

“
o

€107,

[+ S

‘“ ”»

”»
9

o (16)

S: SSL ST
”» “
’ ’
”»
9
o ’
”»
’ ’
”
9 o
“
“Si.lL + IS
’ SZ
‘“ ” , Sz ‘“ ”» . , SZ
) ”»
b
“ ”
9 ’

“ »
.

Sy

, (19b)

) “Sl’E + ]‘I’Sg”

o

Sy

S,

S,



“ + )
Sy

i

3 (2)

S,

3 2 2 “ 2 “ ”»
, (15)
“ ”’“ ”» , , (16) “ ,
”» “ ”»
b ’
“ ”» “ ”»
“ b2
4 o
4 ”
“ 9 “ + ”
“ ” /
“ ”» Sl
( ) )
S,
SiS, /
“ ”»
“ ”»
3 2 3 “ ”»
o , (2011) 7“ »
’ Sl SZ ’
“ b2 “ ” “ ”»
; S,
“ ” o s ’“ ”
5 o
5 'S, L+ J+S1” s, [ J+S8” — (11
SIL+ J+S:] S.L 1+s,
S,
SS,
+ + — - - - =
+ + + + 4+ + 4+
— — — + o+ + 4+
(11 8. [ + J+S,] S L I+S .S,
WS,

421



2020 7

3.3
“ M » “ + ”» “ + ”» R
—I_ ” b b
“ + ”» . .
6 (123
“ ‘“ + “ _|_ “ _'_
+ ” ” ” ”
Sl _'_ -
— + +( ) +( )
—~ + —~ +
Sg + - + -
+ + + +
4 _ _ _
+ + + +
4
. Himmelmann(2004) ) (2009,2020) ,
“ e ”» “ / _I_ ”»
’ o : Sl
’ SZ 3
; — ( ) . ¢ /
_I_ ” Sl 82 R
’ Sl o
“ / + » , y
“ e ” unex pectedly )
[12] S1 Sz ’ Sl ’ SZ

422



Cao, Xiuling ( ) » & Hui Xin ( ). 2014, Huayu biaoji de duoyuanxing yu feipaitaxing ——yi hanyu chaoyuqi
huayu biaoji wei li — [ Multiple-source and nonexclud-
ability of discourse markers; To take Chinese unexpectected discourse markers for example]. Yuyan Kexue

[ Linguistics Sciences | 2012. 3 254—262.

Chen, Li( ). 2010. Hanyu Zhuanzhe Fanchou de Lishi Yanjiu [ The Diachronic Study of
Chinese Adversative Category]. Hunan Shifan Daxue Boshi Xuewei Lunwen [Ph. D.
dissertation, Hunan Normal University |.

Dong, Xiufang ( ). 2007. Cihuihua yu huayu biaoji de xingcheng [ Lexicalization and the
origin of discourse markers]. Shijie Hanyu Jiaoxue [ Chinese Teaching in the World ] 2007.1; 50—
63.

Dong. Xiufang ( ). 2008. Fanwenju huanjing duiyu yuyi bianhua de yingxiang
[ The influence of rhetorical context on semantic change]. Dong fang Yuyanzue [ Eastern Linguistics |
2008.2: 1—9.

Gu, Feng ( ). 2014, Hanyu fanyuqi biaoji yanjiu shuping [ A review of studies on counter-
expectation markers in Mandarin Chinese]. Hanyu Xuexi [Chinese Language Learning ] 2014. 4. 80—
87.

Heine, Bernd, Ulrike Claudi, & Hiinnemeyer Friederike, 1991. Grammaticalization ; A Conceptual Framework. Chica-
go: University of Chicago Press.

Himmelmann, Nikolaus P. 2004. Lexicalization and grammaticalization: opposite or orthogonal ; What makes grammati-
calization; A look from its fringes and its components, Trends in Linguistics, Studies and Monographs, eds. by
Walter Bisang, Nikolaus P. Himmelmann & Bjérn Wiemer,19—40. Berlin & New York: Mouton de Gruyter.

Hopper, Paul J., &. Elizabeth C.Traugott, 2001. Grammaticaliztion. London;Cambridge University Press.

Hu, Deming ( ). 2011. Huayu biaoji “shuizhi”de gongshi yu lishi kaocha “ ” [ Syn-
chronic and diachronic investigations of the discourse marker “shuizhi ( )" ] . Yuyan Jiaoxue yu Yanjiu
[ Language Teaching and Linguistic Studies ] 2011.3; 67—72.
Li, Zongjiang ( ), & Huilan Wang ( ). 2011. Hanyu Xin Xuci [ New Function Words in Chi-
nese . Shanghai; Shanghai Jiaoyu Chubanshe : [ Shanghai: Shanghai Education Press].
Li, Zongjiang ( ). 2015. Jindai hanyu “yiwai” lei yuyong biaoji jiqi yanbian “ ”
[“Accident”class pragmatic markers in Modern Chinese and its evolution]. Hanyushi Xuebao [Journal

of Chinese Language History] 2015.15; 45—58.

Lin, Jo-Wang. 2003. Aspectual selection and negation in Madarin Chinese. Linguistics 2003.3; 425—459.

Lu, Fangzhe( ). 2014, Fanyuqi biaoji de xingzhi, tezheng he fenlei . [On the na-
ture, feature and categories of counter-expectation markers ], Yunnan Shifan Daxue Xuebao (duiwai hanyu jiaoxue

yu yanjiu ban) ( ) [ Journal of Yunnan Normal University (humanities

and social sciences) ] 2014.6; 53—59.

Lu, Fangzhe( ). 2019. Fanyuqi biaoji de xingshi yu gongneng [ The form and function of
counter-expectation marker |, Yuyan Kexue [ Linguistics Sciences ] 2019.1; 40—49.

Lv,Shuziang ( ), 1980, Xiandai Hanyu Babai Ci [ Modern Chinese 800 Words ]. Beijing
Shan-gwu Yinshuguan : [ Beijing : TheCommercial Press ].

423



2020 7

Ota, Tatsuo( ). 1987, Zhongguoyu Lishi Wenfa LA Historical Grammar of Modern Chi-
nese |. Beijing : Beijing Daxue Chubanshe : [Beijing : Peking University Press |.

”e

Peng, Rui ( ).2007. Goushi yufahua de jizhi he houguo——yi “cong’er”“yiji” he “jiqi” de yanbian weili

— v v 7 [ On the mechanism and effects of grammaticalization of
construction; A case study of the evolution of cong’er ( ). yiji ( ), jigi ( ). Hanyu Xuexi
[Chinese Language Learning ] 2007.3; 31—43.
Peng, Rui ( ). 2009. Yufahua “kuozhan”xiaoying ji xiangguan lilun wenti “ 7 [A
preliminary examination of the expansion effect of grammaticalization ], Hanyu Xuexi [Chinese Language

Learning ] 2009.1; 50—64,
Peng, Rui ( ). 2017. Tonggouxiang bianhua de fangshi jiqi zai yufahua zhong de juese

[ Host-class changes in grammaticalization; modes and roles ], Yuyan Kexue [ Linguistics Sci-
ences | 2017.2; 142—157,

Peng, Rui ( ). 2020, Yufahua Lilun de Hanyu Shijiao [ Grammaticalization Theory; A
Perspective from Chinese Language ]. Beijing; Beijing Daxue Chubanshe : [ Beijing: Peking
University Press ],

Qiang, Xingna ( ). 2017. Yiwai fanchou yanjiu shuping [ A review on the category of mirativi-
tyl]. Yuyan Jiaoxue yu Yanjiu [ Language Teaching and Linguistic Studies ] 2017.6; 103—112.

Shen, Jiaxuan ( ). 2001. Yuyan de “zhuguanxing” he “zhuguanhua” “ v "[A survey of

studies on subjectivity and subjectivisation]. Waiyu Jiaoxue yu Yanjiu [Foreign Language Teach-

ing and Research] 2001.4; 268—275.

Shen, Jiaxuan ( ). 2003. Fuju sanyu “xing, zhi, yan” “ . 7 [Compound sentences in three concep-
tual domains; acting, knowing, and uttering |. Zhongguo Yuwen [ Chinese Language ] 2003.3; 195—
204,

Traugott, Elizabeth C., & Richard B. Dasher. 2002. Regularity in Semantic Change. Cambridge; Cambridge University
Press.

Wu, Fuxiang ( ). 2004, Shishuo “X bubi Y « Z” de yuyong gongneng “X NV [ On the
pragmatic function of the construction “X bu-bi Y « Z”]. Zhongguo Yuwen [ Chinese Language | 2004.3;
222—231.

Yang, Yang ( )s & Liming Yu ( ). 2018. Cisheng tanci “hao”fanyuqi biaoji yongfa ji xianjie gongneng

“or [ Sencondary interjection “hao”as a counter-expectation marker and related co-
hesive functions]. Yuyan Kexue [ Linguistics Sciences] 2018.1; 49—56.

Yuan, Yulin ( ) & Bin Liu( ). 2017, Yiwen daici “shui” de xuzhi he fouding yiyi de xingcheng jizhi
“or [On the semantics of indefinite and disapprobatory sense of “shui”in Chinese ].
Yuyan Kexue [ Linguistics Sciences | 2017.2; 113—125.

Yuan, Yulin ( ).2008. Fanyugi, dijin guanxi he yuyong chidu de leixing—— “shenzhi”he “fan’er”de yuyi gongneng
bijiao . — v 7 [ Counter-expectation, additive rela-

tion and the types of pragmatic scale; The comparative analyses of the semantic function of “shenzhi” and “fan’er”].

Dangdai Yuyanzue [Contemporary Linguistics | 2008.2; 109—121.
Zhang, Xiaotao ( ) & Xuehui Zou ( ). 2011, “Shui” tezhiwen yu fouding de xiangtongxing yanjiu “ 7
[ The relativity between “shui”question and negation]. Beifang Luncong [ The

Northern Forum] 2011.3; 56—60.

424



Zhang, Yujin( ).1996. Gujin Hanyu Xuci Dacidian [ Dictionary of Function Words in Ancient

and Modern Chinese ]. Shanyang: Liaoning Renmin Chubanshe : [ Shenyang: Liaoning People’s
Publishing House ].
Zhu, Jingsong( ).2007. Xiandai Hanyu Xuci Cidian [ Modern Chinese Function Word Dic-tion-
ary . Beijing: Yuwen Chubanshe : [ Beijing: Language & Culture Press].
, 1992 12 s . , , .

The Evolution of Counter-Expectation Discourse Markers from the
Expansion Effect of Grammaticalization: A Case Study of Buliao
and Shuizhi

Sun Yaping
College of Arts, Beijing Normal University ,Beijing 100875

Abstract  The evolution of “negative word/question word—+ psychological verb” counter-expecta-
tion discourse markers buliao ( ) and shuizhi ( ) is closely related with the changes in its con-
text. From the perspective of the expansion effect of grammaticalization, the host class of buliao (

) and shuizhi ( ) S, has undergone a change from nominal to predicate, clause and even para-
graph, the component preceding S; has experienced the process from the subject of event to the back-
ground clause and expected clause; the syntactic status has changed from the core (verb core) to the
marginal (pragmatic marker) component; the semantic-pragmatic context has experienced a change
from (rhetorical question meaning™> )>> negative meaning_> counter-expectation meaning; the single
un-occurred event has evolved into multiple events that have occurred. Such counter-expectation dis-
course markers in Mandarin, which evolves from question/negative makers, are also found in other
languages. Such cases, however, are relatively rare where the counter-expectation attitude of cognitive
subject is directly expressed by negating the expectation constructions.

Keywords counter-expectation discourse marker; buliao; shuizhi; the expansion effect of gram-

maticalization; expectation; negative; rhetorical
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