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Existing researches on the syntactics—semantics of Russian existential sentences are mainly based on description. Yet the se—
lection mechanism of existential verbs in Russian existential sentences the derivative relationship between different meanings of
existential sentences and the cognitive motivation behind them have not been fully explained. Therefore it is necessary to carry
out an in-depth research on Russian existential sentences from a new perspective. As semantic and pragmatic conditions affect the
syntactic conditions of Russian existential sentences and distinguish them from locative sentences it is possible to describe and
explain Russian existential sentences within the framework of Construction Grammar. The form of Russian existential construction
is “existential threshold + existential verb + existential thing”. And in communication the emphasis is on the “existential
thing”. The Russian existential construction belongs to prototype category which includes the central construction and the exten—
ded constructions. Their cognitive relevance is established through inherent link.

Key words: Construction Grammar; Inherit Link; Russian Existential Construction; Prototype Category; Central Construc—

tion Extended Constructions

| me ey
“ ” 6bITH “ 7
o OBITH o
Anpecsau( 1995) 6bITH Anpecsan (1995) ApyTio—

5 o “ Vo nosa( 1976)
* « 7 (13CYY095) .
« 7 (2017M610102) «
” (2012CYY005) .

: zhaoliangcveta@ 163. com( )
21



2019 6
( ax3UCTeHITMAIbHOE TIPENIOKEHUE) ( mo— 1995:4) .
Ka/JIbHOE TIpeIO’KEeHUE) o ApyTiOHOBa 2.2
(1976 1999) Goldberg
( ). T ). <
O6bITH “ 7 ObITH “ 7 ( inherit link “ inherit
“ 7 relations)
, (1989) . . “ »
(1992) . ( 1995) (2002)
(1986) . C, c,
(2005) . (2009) C, C, .
ecTh (1993) .
(1993 1999) . (2011) . . Goldberg
(2018) ( :73) :
o ¢
. G G
( 6bI1TH ) N 0o G G
G G
o I
N G,
° 1
Goldberg( 1995)
( 1,dink) | ( I,dink) . (L,4-
o ink) ( Iy dink)
2 N o
2.1
Lakoff( 1987) “There— 7 Fillmore
(1988) let alone 3.1
o Goldberg( 1995 2006) ( o6macTp
ObITHS) @, ( 6BITHITHBII IJIATOJI)
( 6BITYIOIIMIT npenMeT)®
o . _ + +
° @ B stom kparo ecTnp neca. //
Lakoff( 1987: 467) “ .
”( a form-meaning pair( F M) ) B 9TOM Kparo ec—
/ Tb seca.
/ °
o Goldberg 1 C
C ( Fi) (@ Criyumrach B 3TO BpeMs OfHA UCTOPUS. //
( Si) <Fi Si> o ( Apyrionosa 1999:

( Goldberg
22

773)
®) Terpagu B cymKke Hert. Va



2019

o ( BceBonomosa Bmamumupckuit 1982:
21)
@) cryqauaach

B 3TO BpeMs oaoHa HUCTO—

pusa ° @

) B CyMKe

Terpamu (

HET °

o
@) Jeca maxomuTca B 3TOM Kpaio. //
o
neca HaXOoU—

ThCA B 3TOM Kparo.

(® JKwmu oHU B JIepeBAHHOM JIOMUKe Haj Bo—
sroit. // o
( BceBonomosa Bnagpumupckuit 1982: 162)

&) SKUTU

OHM B NE€pEBAHHOM IOMUKE

( B ropojie <
> TyT < >) . ( B BOCKpeCeHbe
< > ckopo < >) .

( moceccop) ( y MeHs <

( B OTOM MBICIH <
>) o Apytionosa Illupsies ( 1983)

( wmcTo 6BITHITHBIE

( me—

rmarossl) ( 6BITH < >)

JIEKCUKa/TU30BaHHBIE II1arosbl) ( CTOATH < >
( mexcukamisoBaHHbBIE IVIArosbI) (

pactu < > rymerb < >) o

( ouBaH < >) N (

< >) (

mpaBaa

TPEHUPOBKU < >) o

“« ”» 113

”»

B aTtom kpaio

ecTh Jieca Yto B 3TOM Kparo?

173 ”»

113 ”»

Jleca HaXoguTcsad B 3TOM Kparo

T'ne maxomurcs jeca?

(a

general theory of symbolic models)

( Lakoff 1987: 467) .

“ ”»”

3.2
( MHTpOMYKTUBHBIL
xapakTep)
( MBTPOMYKTUBHOE TPeNIOKEHUE)

o

( mamHOE)
( Tema) o
43 ”»
( moBoOE) ( pema) o
(=
» o« "
o
[

7 ( meompenenennas pe—
depentus) onuH
( a/an) KaKOH-TO Koe—
KaKoOM o

©® EcTh y MeHsa ofHa TaitHasg MBICTb. //
o

@ Y Hero xakoe-To HecdacTbe. //

o

Y HUX 6bUIM KOe-KaKue HENpPUATHOCTHU. //

o

(a/
an) OnuH
(43 » (
) “ »
o
- @
TAaKOMN 3TO
13 ”
o
© ¥ mens ects 6part. // < > o
0" Y meHs ecTb TOT 6par. ya < >

- ( )
@ Y mens 6pu10 310 (= TaKoe) HOAO3pEHME.

4 o ( )

23



2019

6
° = + + o
@ Hepaneko or MOCKBBI €CTh ITOCEIOK ITOf (
masBaaneM (JlecHoit TOopomok». Y Hac TaM He60— 6BITB)
nplast gaya. BOKpyr mauu cam a 3a gOMOM Oro-—
poa. B cany muoro mogossix gepeBbeB. EcTbh cpe— o
oU HUX 96JI0HU U CAUBLI. @ Va
o “« ” o o
o ( Apyrronosa Ilupsier 1983:6) 4.1 C,
“ ” + 6BITH + ; “
2
“ ” 16 B atom Kparo ecTb Jjeca. Va
3TOT TOT o
( ) o
( the) ( CyIIIecTBOBaTh < >  umMme—
“ Thcs < > )

13 Iem MarBeil MOCHIeN 3a CTOJIOM Hal KHH—
ramu. // o

( BceBonomoa Bnapumupckuit 1982:162)

I3

” lem MaTBeit
I'me mocunen nen Mart—

“«

Yrto menan pnenm Matseit?

» 113 ”»

°

@ »

Apyrtionosa( 1999: 745 —746) HaXOJUTbCA

o

1 I'me smech ectb ( MMeercs) c6epkacca? Va

?

15 I'me HAXORUTCS 3HeLIHssE MogouHass? //
?

24

°

@ B Poccun HUKOTIa He CYIeCTBOBAJIO OOBI—
Yasi WIM TpaJullMM [OaBaTh Ilapa/Ule/IbHble reorpa—

durueckue Ha3BaHUSI. Va

o ( {Hay-
Ka ¥ >KU3HD )
4.2 c, C,
4.21 c,
+ + ;

« ( L eeeees ) »”
a® B IBEpsIX CTOUT HeBYIIIKa. Va

°

19 Ha KPOBaTH JIEKUT OOJIBHOM. Va

°

(of
croare( )  “ ”
Crour xopo—
mas moroga < >) c, G
4.22 C,.,
G,
CZ 1 CZ*I CZ
+ + ;



2019 6
“ « e ) ” 4.33 C,
CTOATHL CUIOETh Jie— + + )
KATh “« (e ) »
Cz Cz -1

o

@0 Ilarax B ecATH OT BXOJla B TyHHE/Ib Yy ca—
MOTO IIIOCCE CTOSUI OMMHOKUM MTOMUK. //
o ( H. Ocrposckuit)

@ Hanbie

POBHEHHOM IIOJIOTHE JIESKaJIM BPBITbIE B 3€MJIIO

KWIOMETpPA Ha IIOJITOpa Ha BbI—

IUIMHHBbIE ITOJIEHUIIa C/JIOBHO IMOBaJICHHBIN BEeTpOM

qacToKoII. //

o ( H. Ocrposckuit)

moMHUK ( ) TO/IeHU—
rra( ) “ 7
4.3 C,\C, C,
4.31 C,
+ + ;
“« (e ) »”
C,C, C,
untu( ) TaAHY-
ThCs( )

@ Bnepenu maraam mBa oduiepa ¢ Maysepa—
MU B pyKax. //
o ( H. Octposckuii)
4.32 c,

110JIOKUTH( )  mocraButs( )

2 B cany ycambObl JlemmmHCKNX OBUI MOCTaB—
JIEH ITyJIEeMEeT CMOTPEBUIMII Ha HOpPOTrYy. Va

( H. Ocrposckuit)

TeMHeTh(
BunpHeTbcs ( )
HauynHaTbCA( ) )

pasmatbcsa( — ccccee
) mocBucTeBaTh( ;
) .
@) B oTmameHbe TEMHEIOT JieCa  CBEPKAIOT
HPYALI  KEITEIOT HepeBbs. //
- (M. C. Typ-
reHeB)
@ B 6epesax coceHero caja YMPUKAIL BOPO—
6bu. //
- ( B. B. Bepecaes)

6bITH

( 27
pa6oTaTb) :
@0 B mepesHe pa6oTanu commatel. //
@) Ha popore mosBwiIcs aBTo6yC. //
20 B mepeBHe He paboramu
conmatsl. ( ) B me—

peBHe pabortanmu He connpathl. (

) ("B
IepeBHe He pabOTAIO COJAAT. ) 20
° 2D Ha popore He
oABWIOCH aBTOOyca. ( )
aBTOOYyC

@ o

Talmy( 1976 1985) « ” ( fo—
rce dynamics) “ ”
C, G, C,
Cs o Talmy
“ ”( Goldberg 1995: 75 —79) “
C,.C, G

113 »



2019

113 »

o
) saBTpakath (

xaTh( )

paborars

°

I3

”»
BHe He pabOTa/u COMIATHI. )

2 I3 2

113 »

I3 2

113 »

pa6orats (

) pucosats ( ) oTapi—
o @0
( ) B nmepeBHe
( B nepe—

113

( B mepeBne pa6oranu He confa—

TBI. ) “ 7
" B mepeBHe He pa6oTa—
JIO COJaT.
5
2
R, Tlu A
M In
¢ I
& In
2
G ( 6bITh < >
CyLLIeCTBOBAThb < >  uMeTbcs < > )
Gy ( cTo—
ATH < > jekaThb < >  cumetpb < > )
Gyt ( CTOATH
< > gexaTtb < > cuUAETb< > )
C;: ( uaTu < >
marath < > MOPOIUIBITH < > )
C,: ( IOJIOXKUTH

26

< >  [OCTaBUTH < > )

Cs: ( TEMHETb
no6IecKuBaTh <

> HauMHATbhCA < >, paspaTtbca <

> IIOCBUCTBIBATh <

> )o
G,
o C, G,
( Ldink) G, G,
( Iydink) C, Gy C, Cq
( Ty ink) “ 7 o
(DCroft  Cruse( 2004)
4 Kay Fillmore
« Lakoff  Goldberg N
Langacker Croft
o Kay  Fillmore N
Lakoff ~ Goldberg o
@ 7 Apyrionosa( 1976 1999) Apy-
Tionoa  llupses( 1983) ( moxamm—
3aTop) o
@“ ” N
@ ;
J. 1995(3) . || Dong
Z.-M. The Structure of Existential Sentences J . Fo-
reign Language Research 1995(3) .
J.

2002(3). || Guo S.-¥. An Analysis
on Statal Predicate Model Sentences Expressed in the
Patterns of Existential Sentences J . Teaching Russian
in China 2002(3) .

J . 1989

(2). || Jiang C.-Z. The Composition of Russian Exis—

tential Sentences ] . Foreign Language Research 1989
(2).

J.

1993(4) . || Li Y. Russian Existential

Sentences and Their Corresponding Ways of Expression



2019

in Chinese J . Teaching Russian in China 1993(4) .
J.
2017(6) . || Sun S.-F. Dang H. An Ex-

planation of the Concept of Melcuk ’ s Morphological
Grammatical Meanings from the Perspective of Marked—

ness Theory J .
(6).

Foreign Language Research 2017

I 1993(2). |
Tian W.-Q. A Comparative Study on Chinese and Rus—
sian Existential Sentences J . Journal of Foreign Lan—
guages 1993(2) .

J.

1999 (2) . || Tian W.-Q. A Comparative Study on
Chinese and Russian Quasi-existential Sentences J .
Journal of PLA University of Foreign Languages 1999
(2).

J. 2018(4) . || Wang D.X. Wang
W. B. A Contrastive Study of the Expressed Space-time
Concept in Chinese English and Russian Existential

Sentences J . Foreign Languages Research 2018(4) .

J . 1992(3) . || Xun C.-.. On the
Structure of Russian Existential Sentences and the Se—
mantic Features of Their Components ]

guage Education 1992(3) .

“ ”

. Foreign Lan—

6BITH
J. 2011(3). | Yu X. A
Comparative Study Between Chinese Existential Sen—

” and Russian Existential

tences with the Word “you
Sentences with the Word “6prts” ] . Journal of PLA
University of Foreign Languages 2011(3) .
ecTh J.
2005(3). || Zhang X.-Y. On the Usage of the

Word “ecrp” in Existential Sentences J .

Russian in China 2005( 3) .

Teaching

J.
2009(4) . || Zhang Z.-J. Gao Y.
An Analysis of Semantic Valencies of Existential Verbs
in Russian and Chinese J . Journal of Heilongjiang

12019 -10 -17

College of Education 2009(4) .

. €ecTh I
1986(4) . || Zong H.-R. The Usage Pattern of the
Word “ects” in Existential Sentences J .

Russian in China 1986(4) .

Teaching

Anpecsn 10. [I. VHTerpanpHOe omucaHNe A3bIKAa U CHCTEM—
Hasi Jiekcukorpadpus M M. Aspik. CemmuoTuka.
Kynbrypa 1995. || Apresyan Y.D. The Integrated De—
scription of Language and System Lexicography M .
Moscow: LRC Publ. House 1995.

Apyrionosa H. . Tlpennoxenue u ero cmpict M . M.
Hayka 1976. || Arutyunova N. D. The Sentence and
Its Meaning M . Moscow: Nauka 1976.

Apytionosa H. JI. IlupsieB E. H. Pycckoe npennoskenue.

1983. ||

Arutyunova N. D. Shiryaev E. N. Russian Sentence:

Borruitnpit Tum M . M. Pycckmit s3bIK
The Existent Type( Siruciure and Meaning) M . Mos—
cow: Russkiy yazyk 1983.

Apyrionosa H. JI. SI3bik u mup demoBeka M . M. Ssbiku
pycckoit Kynbrypbl  1999. || Arutyunova N. D. Lan-
guage and Human World M .
Russian Culture 1999.

Moscow: Languages of

BceBomomosa M. B. Bragumupckuit E. J0. Croco6s! Bbipa—
JKEHWsI [IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX OTHOILIEHWII B COBPeMEeH—
HOM pycckoM ssbike M . M. Pycckuit sispik  1982.
|| Vsevolodova M. V. Yu E. Viadimirsky Ways of Ex—
pressing Spatial Relations in Modern Russian Language

M . Moscow: Russkiy Yazyk 1982.

Fillmore C.J. Kay P. O’ Connor M. C. Regularity and
Idiomaticity in Grammatical Constructions: The Case of
Let Alone J . Language 1988(3) .

Goldberg A. E. Construction: A Construction Grammar Ap—
proach to Argument Structure M . Chicago: The Uni—
versity Chicago Press 1995.

Goldberg A. E. Constructions at Work: The Nature of Gene—
ralization in Language M . Oxford: Oxford University
Press  2006.

Lakoff G. Women Fire and Dangerous Things: What Ca—
tegories Reveal about the Mind M .

of Chicago Press 1987.

Chicago: University

27



