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A Semantic and Pragmatic Study on the Construction
“Bie Na N1 Bu Dang N2”
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Abstract: This paper first conducts studies on the meaning and the constraints of the construction
“Bie Na N, Bu Dang N, ”. It is found that apart from explicit grammatical contents implicit interac—
tions between the two nouns exert great influence on the meaning of the construction which is an un—
said negotiation between the speaker and listener. The interactions are characteristics projecting and
conception categorization. It is also found that these interactions exist in noun — noun constructions
and numerous other constructions containing at least two nouns.
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