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Construction-chunk Approach for Syntactic Analysis
and Second Language Pedagogy

SU Danjie and LU Jianming

Abstract This paper maintains that 1) syntactic analysis and 1.2 Chinese grammar teaching
should not be restricted to the traditional “subject-predicate-object” and “agent-verb-patient”
methods; 2) language universals and individualities should be understood from a cognitive per—
spective and this is a concept that should be established in syntactic study; and 3) the construc—
tion-chunk approach to syntactic analysis and L2 Chinese grammar teaching as a supplementary
theory and method is based on universals of man’ s cognition and languages and has been theo-
retically and empirically proved superior to the traditional approaches for analyzing and teaching
certain Chinese syntactic constructions.

Key words cognitive universals language universals construction grammar the construc—

tion-chunk approach grammar analysis and teaching
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