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A Structural and Semantic Analysis of “Chui Xiang X( de) Jijie Hao”
Li Jun
( Heilongjiang University Harbin 150080 China)
a construction popular on the Internet a great many coins have been

Based on the pattern of “chui xiang X ( de) jijie hao”

produced with structural and semantic differences. From the view of structural pattern there are three types and fourteen sub—

types; from the view of ideational there are quite different quantity of propositions as well as content. From the perspective of

synchronic semantic variation metaphor have been developed in the use of this construction. From the view of source

“chui

xiang X (de) jijie hao” is not a construction but a result of metaphor extension; it is a construction of the action starting to do

sth. in language using.
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