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This research project focused mainly on clarifying emergent processes of
emerging constructions and bridge constructions in the constructional network of English on the
basis of the Usage-Based Model in Cognitive Grammar. The project analyzed Implicit Theme Resultative

Constructions and Inanimate Subject Constructions as case studies. It revealed that emerging
constructions and bridge constructions did work as the crucial linguistic entities that motivate
connections between established constructional nodes in the network. It concluded that these
constructions emerged via processes in which the constructions partially inherit cognitive
mechanisms recruited by major entrenched constructions, and that the partial overlap of cognitive
mechanisms affected the constructional network. These constructions, therefore, form a continuum
related to major entrenched constructions in the network.



(Implicit Theme Resultative Construction)
(Inanimate Subject Construction)

(e.g. Our new washing
powder washeswhiter!)

(cf.
Goldberg 1995 ) (e.g. Thelast year has
taught me how little | really knew about what goeson|...]. (BNC))
Langacker (e.g. Tuesday saw yet another startling
development.)
(Usage-Based Model) Ronald
W. Langacker (1987, 1991, 2008 ) (Cognitive Grammar) Charles J.
Fillmore (1982, 1985 ) (Frame Semantics) Traugott and Trousdale (2013
) (constructionalization) (qualitative study)

(quantitative study)
(cf. Bybee 2007, 2015 )

(British National Corpus (BNC), Corpus of
Contemporary American Corpus (COCA), Collins Wordbanks Online (WB))
(Factiva. com)
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(@) 1950 1950
“Persil|”
“Persil washes whiter!”
“clothes”, “shirts”, “sheets”
(cf. Arts 1995, 1997)

“A new broom sweeps clean.”

1950
2 Langacker (2009)
Standard/Target (S/T) ST
(a)Full Recognition Elaboration, (b)Partial Recognition, (c)Complex Recognition
(b) (b) (i)Contrastive, (ii)Substantive,
(iii)Augmentative (iii)
Langacker (ibid.) (iii) (blending)
(iii)
©)
“Persil washes whiter!”
“snowclone”
“snowclone”

“ DETERGENT wash/es whiter” (e.g. Fab washes whiter without bleaching. / New Jet now
washes even whiter. ( 4 -
even )) (constructional change) “ INTSRUMENT wash/es
AP-er” (e.g. Our new washing machine washes cleaner.) (constructionalization)

“ snowclone”
@
(Causative Animate Construction, CAC) (Inanimate Subject Construction,
ISC) (Setting-Subject Construction, SSC)
)
2
)
CAC, ISC, SSC (fuzzy)
(continuum)
( 2020: 306)
(trangitivity)

by

(action chain)
(contai ner-content)



(?) (72) *)

ISC1
ISC2 ISC1 ISC2
CAC, ISC (1SC1, 1SC2), ssC
a CAC,ISC,SsC
b. ISC ISC1 IsC2 CAC SsC
C. (CAC, SSC)
(ISC1, 1sC2)
VS,
( 2020: 311)
)] CAC,ISC, SsC
CAC
(cf. Lakoff and Johnson 1980) ISC
SSC
ISC CAC SsC
CAC, ISC1, I1SC2, SSC
CAC, ISC1, 1SC2, SsC : ( )
S C ) (X)
« ) ) C ) (Y)
( 2019: 158)

CAC,ISC1,1SC2,SSC Offl # DXL, HF 7L —20 9 bO~@DED 7 L

a CAC: ' X)
(Y) X= Y )
b.1SC1 X)
(Y) X= Y )
c.1SC2 ©)
(Y) (S= .Y )
d. SsC S
(Y) S Y )
(ibid.: 159, )
CAC ISC1 X
1SC1 1SC2
c )y )
1SC2 SSC



b. 1) [A] [B] (amalgam)
©) ) [A]
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“snowclone”
) [A] [B] [C]
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