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%50 AL / Motivation

Teng (1975) #4545 7% / Case Grammar :

F i #&/ Transitivity cases (it % ¥ 2
i i T ARE M R F -8 [ 4
71, /cannot take prepositions / case markers in
surface structure.

AT IEF £ F£, /1 adore him a lot.

FAVIT XA B AT 7. / We investigate this
issue.

FKIT AR F 2, /1 am important to her.
RITHAR I, /1 am very kind to her.




222 #) / Framework

o UHKIE 3T 18 (preposition). #&4R78(case
marker) / £ 7T A & (thematic role). A Fn 25 Hy
(cognitive structure)

o “st7 0G5 K B H ok £ H(subcategorization)

* HF BT i XA RAFIRIR £ (error types
and frequency). # 5 #E A4 (pedagogical
sequencing)

o 2E48 5 &k kAT % (conclusion and future research)



kAR 419 / preposition

I% 5139 JC / word

JE %38 R4~ Z AT / before nominal element
JI-18] 93] 40 g By 18] 18] 2R 69 15 i, ST AL A IR
1& / preposition phrase as modifier or adverbial
of verb phrase

181509 2EA8 | BB F = 4 ) 5L/ extension
of predicate, helps to fine-tune the event.



SCER IR T 48] / preposition
o 3FR4%L (2002) : AT T SR L A FaSh B8 R AT o /

can be placed before nominal and verbal elements

» 84 30 (research) #5(do) %F(good)

» *f 5 3] (learning) A~ (not) &% >4 (interested)

|7 7R

o “FTRAA T LG IEME RS . (nominal elements)

o MO R GRS ST S B33 8 4, (the following
clements of BA and BEI do not modify verb phrases)

> R AeaT(punch) 7o D*¥RITT o

> & Ao 4T se(punch-dead) 7. 2*/?28&K 4752 7 6

> ZAAMFT(punch) To D EAELIT T o



kAT 418 / preposition

* Chafe (1970) & Teng (1975): #1385 &Lia 69 Ryt % & /

transitivity relations between verbs and nouns,

Teng (1975): “A&" T 4 H WA,

> B p#&/transitivity case (38 % /agent. £ F/patient. B FF/recipient.
;¢ A /range)

> i1 % A% /circumstantial case (3% Ff/location. B J8)/time. T E./tool.
4% ¥ /comitative. #2,&/source. £ ,&/goal)

1F7e

o “JoT AR M ZAAA A . (not prepositions, but functional
markers)

¢ Z X K®H, (definition is too strict)

> 27 FZA(we) &2 i% (should) & 75 22 7] 4 (pollution issue) i 47
(conduct/perform)#f %, (research).

Hozf JRARYGF. (He is good to me.)
> “bb7: Kb Aok, (I am more good-looking than he is.)
F bz 43 % . (I eat more than he does.)



ARG KRR M

SE1(A97): 26 F + 27 + %39 (K 8) + Sk 519
) Mt & % . (He gave me a smile.)
2 (9] 2 F + 2+ B8] (& 5) + KRS
5] Mot ZARLF, (He is good to me.)
53 (B BAFIL): X F + AT+ 537 (A AF) + K& 79
7). AT X F AR T #E . (He understands this very well.)
sF4 () R F + A+ B33 (B AR) + RS F) 9
Bl HuxfiX R F R R B, (He is averse to this.)
5 (B EARID): 36F + 3 + 518 (B A7) + st 333 (B A 3-47)
Bl XN R SAT R R A AR 2
56 (B 5A4F12): 2 F + 3 + %47 (B 4F) + T4esh4d (& 4)
). WAL A T FHvmo



HFew: miRRE 5 E LT

Pedagogical implications: error types and frequency counts

*  HSK#) 54k 3388 E250 £ 4R iR 154
250 ungrammatical sentences from HSK dynamic essay corpus

a. ## F/omission 50 20.00 %
b. 3% #n/addition 64 25.60 %
c. BXAX/substitution 100 40.00 %
d. 4§ //order 2 0.80 %
€. Xt4&/blending 16 6.40 %
A Eid iR kA

0
N/A 18 7.20 %



K3 B B /substitution (100/250)
a. * A AR 8 F2 ) o
2 @ ARAT B 4% 18 F o (submit resume to your company)
b. *3f Fr g b 77 &y 7y 2 5
D sl A\ A B (experienced in tour industry)
c. * it & Ay R AR K9 7 1E
>4 KA RAR KA H 42, (bring lots of convenience to me)
d. *xJ fb 89 B] F AR ) Bk
> FE ML 8 B) FAR VAR Rk . (seldom interact with his colleague)
e. ¥ I M AFEF 2 7 o
2> A WHAFEF G o (work in the service of him)



HF B~ HB/omission (50/250)
a. ¥4 R AR AR, BEgN A 3T
>de R LA, LN H T
(If I am your model, it will be beneficial to your company.)
b. * & 89 £ KA /) A o
>xf KOG R AR H A IR,
(have confidence in my presentation skills)
C. * T 09 B HAIR H
> X T8 AR

(He 1s very strict about the discipline of children.)



HF B~ i&Hm/addition (64/250)
*_‘t%"‘v l A TEA, %kfél%%éiz\ 7o
2HEA. FEA, RARHKDT

(I taught Koreans and Chinese before.)

CRAE % SR A
24 %/ﬁf A&, (very suitable for being a tour guide)
*ARZ A AR T A
P WRERAFERE ZH A

(You have to be the very kind of people that the society needs)

bR % o7 @ iR R R A

2% % 77 & 6712 ) 3R R FJ%J%

(Many sports, I can only watch.)



171

18.10 %

0.43 %

0.43 %

1.29 %
0 %

73.71 %



T e ALK/ N/A
*&%x%%W%R% IT FKeo

> B L F AP ZARLB T AT Ko
(My impression of dad is that he often beats me.)
b. *3X 9] B0 69 & ik Bk B AE
> 33X 7] A 6 F ik &P &AF o (opinions on this issue vary.)
C. ¥R — A & R AT & o
> REE - R o
(I need to think about the meaning of mercy killing,)
=] R

<> AR — 2k & 35 T YA 2 % B P (What nouns can be
introduced by or co-occurred with DUI?)



¥ F B #FHEF/Pedagogical Sequencing

o Teng (2009)# 5245 % ARIBLEHM F 1 F(structural complexity).
15 L F 2~ /Z (semantic complexity). ¥ 1% = 3E & (interlinguistic

difference). XAk F 2« & (similarity). +& Jf & f&(pragmatic
function). /& ] 4 Z(frequency) AL Am VA E & .

Z2op-

B - - - - + +
Y15 S IR B - - - + + +
FACE A - - - + + +
% A e - - - - + +

e R - - - + - -



205 & k£ AF R / Conclusion and future research

jE £ “xpT & B ARIE? / Parts-of-speech: “DUI” as focus
marker?

"t 98 4454k & 8P/ “DUI” phrase to modify nouns
WBILH S M ZEAPE? / Should collocations be
emphasized in vocabulary teaching?

IR i% X ey P 5 ANPE? [ Are error types language
universal or language specific?

fhi% & B . FFiEiE45? / Error origins: first-language
transfer?

MEA B T AL? [ from quantitative to qualitative?
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