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“P (x,y v) , Q” Causal Construction and Its’ Constraint Conditions

XIAO Ren-fei' and ZHANG Jin-juan’

(1. College of International Cultural Exchange, Central China Normal University, Wuhan Hubei 430079, China;
2. College of International Cultural Exchange, Qufu Normal University, Shandong Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: This text put forward a framework of “P (x,y z), Q” causal construction, where the mark isn’t as
obvious as other constructions and give an in-depth discussion of its’ syntactical-semantic constraints and
restriction mechanism in discourses. Syntactically, it behaves a certain type of Gestalt and n+1 (n>2) is the
prototype. Semantically, the construction is constrainted by the logical basis, conjunctional marks, expression
way and ellipsis. Pragmatically the first performance of the discourse constraints behaves in different order,
where the cognitive domain and syntactic-semantic characteristics are either different. Conversely, once the
construction formed, there’ll be counterforces to the phenomenon of mismatches. Finally, we advocate complex
sentences should be a supeior observation point during discussion of discourse constructions.
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