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Overview: the Russian Constructicon

*Why and How We Built It
Semantic Classification
A Tour

Main Point:
We take seriously Fillmore’s (2008) claim that a

language is a structured inventory of
constructions, a constructicon




Why and How We Built It




Why build a constructicon?

* For linguists
e to achieve improved description of languages
* to extend theory of construction grammar
e to facilitate cross-linguistic typological comparison

* For L2 learners
* to achieve greater language proficiency

* to motivate use of specific wordforms
* to fill in gaps in current language resources and pedagogy



For Linguists: Theoretical premises

CxG: numerous thorough studies of individual

) : : What are the major types of
constructions found in various languages

meanings that multi-word
grammatical constructions can
encode?

Yet little is known about how the semantics of the What semantic types of
entire system of constructions unfolds in a single constructions are attested
language. more often than others?

Do various types of
We need a relatively large inventory of constructions constructional meaning form a

of a single language, and a detailed description of coherent system?
this inventory, a constructicon.



For Learners:
Filling in the gaps

* Dictionaries, grammars, and
textbooks focus primarily on
lexemes, lexicalized idioms,
inflectional paradigms,and
grammatical patterns

* Multi-word expressions with
open slots are less reliably
represented in standard
resources

It seems that a few things
just fall through the cracks
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Examples of
Russian constructions

* morphemes
-t’ = INF

* lexemes
tancevat’ ‘dance’

 multi-word idioms where all slots are fixed
tancevat’ ot Adama ‘start from the very beginning’

* multi-word expressions with open slots
VP pod NP-Acc Our project focuses

I Ona tg/.vcevala pod rr.iuzyku She danced to the music mainly on this type of
arger aiscourse units construction




How we built our constructicon

2016 Sept 2018 Nov 2019 May 2020

E=x=ber of

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Initial inventory m Corpus-based expansion m System-based expansion




Practical considerations

How exactly to turn a list of collected items
into a structured inventory?

This is a practical challenge that all existing
constructicons face.

Other constructicons are closely connected to a FrameNet resource and focus on verb
argument constructions.

FrameNet has been suggested as an alternative (Fillmore and Atkins 1992; Fillmore et al.
2012).

In other constructicons, constructions are classified semantically according frames they
envoke (Ohara 2014, 2018; Boas et al. 2016; Torrent et al. 2014, Lee-Goldman & Petruck
2018).



Why frame semantics
IS not enough

Morphological construction; 7

Discourse «Echo» construction; 24
Clause and Modifier; 76
atrix and Sentential Complement; 87

Head and Modifier;

858 Connection construction; 124

Biclausal construction; 137

Predicate Argument Construction;
8%

CI/XP with parentheticals; 203

Copula Construction; 236
Clause; 352

Frame semantics focuses on Predicate
Argument constructions, which
constitute only 8% (184 items) of our
database

Our Constructicon includes a larger
variety of conventionalized form-
meaning pairings that can be
understood as an early stage in the
process of grammaticalization, in which
quasigramatical meanings are
distributed across constructions and
their (partially bleached) anchor words
Classification rests on various
classifications of Universal grammatical
inventory discussed in a wide range of
typological studies (cf. Bybee et al
1994, Melchuk 1993-2000).
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Bottom up approach

e OQur aim

o to analyze constructions on their own terms, allowing patterns to emerge
from the data, not imposing other models

* Methodology

o We annotated individual constructions by assigning semantic tags that
capture relevant aspects of their meaning

o The annotation of constructions was carried out by a panel of three native
speakers

o The taggers worked together as a team over a long period of time
o Reaching a consensus about annotation of each construction



Semantic Classification



Semantic types of constructions grouped into classes and subclasses

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +

* Addressee +

* Instrument

* Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

*  Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +

* Non-existence +
* Measure +

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

*  Polarity value +
* Source of opinion +
* Mirative

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

¢ Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +

* Routine +

*  Manner * Comparison + * Calculation +

2. Modality and its neighborhood | 3. Subjectivity 4. Discourse 5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings * Assessment + 4.1. Discourse organization * Degree of intensity +
e Attitude + * Degree of accuracy +

A visualization of 55
semantic types of
constructions
groupped into
subclasses and

classes

182 semantic

subtypes of
constructions
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1. Qualia

1. Semantic class Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +
Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

Addressee +
Instrument

Possession

Comitative

Caritive

Non-standard subject +

3. Subjectivity

Cause
Purpose
Consequence
Condition
Concession +

Additive
Inclusive
Exceptive
Exclusive
Subset

Options
Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

Salient property +
Temporary characteristics +
Comparison +

4., Discourse

Non-existence +
Measure +
Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
¢ Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

¢ Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that describe the
properties of the
given objective
physical world,
external to the
speaker
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2. Semantic class Modality and its neighborhood

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

* Timeline +

e Taxis +

* Actionality +

¢ Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
* Result+

e Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
*  Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

* Addressee +

* Instrument

*  Possession

¢ Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
¢ Calculation +

3. Subjectivity

4, Discourse

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

* Root modality +
*  Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

* Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

*  Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +
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3. Semantic class Subjectivity

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

Timeline +

Taxis +
Actionality +
Pluractionality +
Phase of action +
Result +
Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

Spatial expressions +
Temporal expressions +
Manner

2. Modality and its neighborhood

* Addressee +

* |Instrument

* Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

3. Subjectivity

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

Additive
Inclusive
Exceptive
Exclusive
Subset

Options
Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

Non-existence +
Measure +
Calculation +

4, Discourse

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

Root modality +
Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

Volition
Causation +
Prohibition +
Threat

Request
Apprehension +
Curse

Assessment +
Attitude +

Polarity value +
Source of opinion +
Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

* Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +

* Routine +

Degree of intensity +
Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that encode the
subjective
evaluation of a
situation, its
elements or
participants by
the speaker.
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4. Semantic class Discourse

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

*  Timeline +

* Taxis +

* Actionality +

*  Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
*  Result+

e Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
* Manner

* Addressee +

* Instrument

*  Possession

* Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

* Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
*  Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

* Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

2. Modality and its neighborhood

3. Subjectivity

* Salient property +
* Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

4. Discourse

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
* Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

* Root modality +
* Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

* Volition
* Causation +
*  Prohibition +

* Threat

* Request

* Apprehension +
* Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

* Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

Discourse structure +
Intersubjectivity
Objectivity

Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

Reaction to the previous discourse +
Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

— constructions
that function at

the discourse level:

e structure the text

e organize the
communication

* refer to a broader
context than a
single sentence
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5. Semantic class Parameters

1. Qualia

1.1. Situation structure

1.2. Major roles

1.4. Logical relations

1.6. Sets and elements

* Timeline +

*  Taxis +

e Actionality +

*  Pluractionality +
* Phase of action +
* Result+

e Actuality

1.3. Situation modifiers

* Spatial expressions +
* Temporal expressions +
* Manner

* Addressee +

¢ Instrument

* Possession

¢ Comitative

* Caritive

* Non-standard subject +

* Cause

*  Purpose

* Consequence
* Condition

* Concession +

* Additive
* Inclusive
* Exceptive
* Exclusive
*  Subset

* Options

e Quantification +

1.5. Properties

1.7. Magnitude

* Salient property +
*  Temporary characteristics +
* Comparison +

2. Modality and its neighborhood

3. Subjectivity

4, Discourse

* Non-existence +
* Measure +
* Calculation +

5. Parameters

2.1. Core modal meanings

*  Root modality +
*  Epistemic modality +

2.2. Neighborhood

e Volition
e Causation +
*  Prohibition +

* Threat

* Request

* Apprehension +
¢ Curse

* Assessment +

e Attitude +

e Polarity value +

*  Source of opinion +
* Mirative

4.1. Discourse organization

* Discourse structure +
* Intersubjectivity

*  Objectivity

*  Source of information

4.2. Discourse clauses

* Reaction to the previous discourse +
* Routine +

* Degree of intensity +
* Degree of accuracy +

imply a scale that
serves as a point of
reference for a
property or a situation
characterized by a
construction

can apply to and
"build over" other

meanings
S Qualia ERNS.
= |
_8 ~ Modality and its
() neighborhood
E — \
E —  Subjectivity
() }
e | Discourse )

22



Classification of constructions

 Families

« afamily is a relatively homogeneous group of approx. 2-9 constructions that share
some semantic, syntactic, and/or structural properties

 the constructions in a family share various subsets of these properties
* semantic and syntactic tags facilitate identification of families
e annotation by a panel of three native speakers

e Clusters

* a cluster is a group of families that are linked through semantic and/or syntactic
similarities in a prototypical vs. peripheral distribution, usually corresponding to
semantic subtypes in annotation

* Networks

* a network is a group of clusters that share a general semantic tag

NEXT: Modality and its neighborhood, zooming in on two clusters of

Prohibitive constructions




" Discourse: Routine
¢ Subjectivity: Attitude

Class of constructions:

Threat (26)

Dashed lines — overlaps with other
classes (indicated by dotted blue lines)

st
.t
..
.

Modality and its neighborhood stenuated = Curse (10)
Request pro?llgl)t've (28)  continuative

= (21) \/}, prohibitive (17)

ausation
301 constructions (86) PFO'(‘ibi)tiO" .......

55 ( Tt
Can be modelled as a radial category — . 4 ,
" " . direct  indirect apprehensive
central "core" modal meanings and @)  (37)
their neighborhood Apprehension <
‘ Volition (35) (20)
IncLudes)lO semantic types (visualized ——
as boxes
Arrows indicate subtypes of semantic - —
Root modality Epistemic
types (41) modality (84)
Numbers in () — type frequency of each nace i
type in terms of individual internal (3) ¥ permission :'fgz'e‘:;gl;j: low degree
constructions N el P”il‘;i“ty (12) (52) it
Solid lines — connections between 1
types within thisclass .- o —
......... Qualia

ey
“an
.......

24



Discourse: Routine
] Subjectivity: Attitude

Threat (26)

attenuated Curse (10)

prohibitive

hibiti
Request pro(llol) ve (28)  continuative
(21) / prohibitive (17)
Causation A d
(86) Prohibition | ~~~~~~

(55)

direct indirect

apprehensive
(49) (37)

Apprehension
(20)

Vot by (NP-Dat) (nikogda
ne/vsegda) VP-Inf!

preventive
Vot by nikogda ne rabotat’! \
‘Wouldn't it be great if one \ ((Ja) bojus’,) kak by ne VP-
never had to work!’ Epistemic Pfv.Pst
modality (84) Kak by Misa ne opozdal!
I’'m afraid Misha could be
necessity: . / late!
internal (3) permission high degree low degree
. hecessity: p055|b|Iity (12) of c?srtzz;lnty of certainty
external (22) (4) (32)
(NP-Dat) Cop mozno VP-Inf \

Do Moskvy iz Londona mozZno

doletet’ za Cetyre casa.

‘One can fly to Moscow from
London in 4 hours'.

Ne strasno/nicego, esli CI?

Ne strasno, esli ja zakurju?
‘Would you mind if | smoke?’

25




Cluster 1

Cluster 2

Legend:

—» semantic transitions

syntactic/formal similarities

— — — — weaker relationships

1:2 (7 constructions)
General rules

overlap with Intensity

Nikakix NP-Gen!

Ne VP-Inf!
overlap with other ‘No X-ing!’
networks of cxns 7

s /
predicative /
/
7 generalization
7/  option

overlap with Request —-
Milder tone

1:3 (9 constructions)

(NP-Dat) ne stoit VP-Inf
‘There’s no point in X-ing’

‘No X-es!’

1:4 (7 constructions)
Prohibition of smallest portion

generalization

intensification

1:1 (4 constructions)
Prevention of intended

<

attenuation

predicative

continuative

activity
Ne smej VP-Imp.Inf
‘Don’t you dare X’

imperative

opposition to
resistance

1:5 (3 constructions)
Anticipation of resistance
Ne VP-Fut.2!

‘You’re not going to do XV

opposition
repetition

v

1:6 (2 constructions)
Prohibition against repeating
Ctob(y) Pron bol’se ne VP-Past!
‘No more X-ing!’

to

overlap with Warn

b

A

2:2 (7 constructions)
Quantitative, milder tone

continuative

2:1 (4 constructions)

aggression

continuative

A

Stop unwanted activity

Xvatit (Pron.2-Dat) VP-Imp.Inf!

2:5 (3 constructions)
Prohibition and Threat
Ja Pron-Dat VP-Fut!

oV

‘Enough X-ing!’

attenuation

further attenuation

2:3 (2 constructions)
Delimitative
po-VP-Imp.Past i xvatit
‘You’ve done enough X-ing’

imperative

Brosit’-Imper VP-Imp.Inf
‘Stop X-ing!’

temporary

po- prefix

2:4 (3 constructions) -
Stop temporarily
Podozdat’-Imper VP-Imp.Inf
‘Stop X-ing for a while’

imperative
option P
-
”
-
imperative
option, po-
prefix option

-

‘You do X and you will regret itV

Network of

Prohibitive
constructions

rlap with Threat




Threat (26)

Discourse: Routine

Subjectivity: Attitude

Curse (10)

e

apprehensive

preventive

=

‘Misha managed to smoke’.
27

attenuated B
prohibitive prohibitive
Request (10) (28)  continuative
(21) / prohibitive (17)
Causation L7
(86) | prohibiton | 7 Tt
8y | Tt
direct indirect
(49) (37)
Apprehension
Volition (35) (20)
. S S S - -
- S 6 Root modality Epistemic
e Dl i o (41) modality (84)
008 0/ O ) / /\‘
O e ab 3.) permission high de?'ee low degree
004: 6 necessity: possibility/ (12) of cesrtzalnty of certainty
0 e moda external (22) (4) (52)
era et a 009 '
I ., ssssumsesussE=sssss
€ INtersection of | RIS NP-Dat udalos’ VP-Inf
0 and Aspect , T Mise udalos’ pokurit’.
Actuality (3)
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https://constructicon.github.io/russian/

The Russian Constructicon

* Over 2200 constructions

* Arguably the largest openly available constructicon resource for any
language

» User-friendly for linguists, teachers, learners

» Searchable according to semantics, anchor words, syntax
* Open-source, publicly archived data

* Designed to be portable to other languages, reproducible
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Search in names and illustrations @Its

3 - (a) kak >xe NP-Nom? - A kak ke Mama?

4 - (a) npu 4ém 3aecb/TyT Cop NP-Nom? - [pu yéM 3gech Halum
5 - (@) Noun-Nom/kTo (e) (PronPers-3.Acc) 3HaeT, Cl - Kro ero 3
6 - (a/TaK) 4To HacuéT XP? - YTO Hacué€T NATHUUBI? Kakue y Tebs

Go to Browse, find the window on the 7 - NP-Nom Cop noxoxwit-Short Ha NP-Acc (NP-Ins/no NP-Dat) -

Browse D4 search Instructions (English) Instructions (Russian) About

G O O @ e

©

® X : 8 - (BOT) TO-TO 1 OHO, UTO CI/XP - TO-TO U OHO, YTO OT MEHS HUYer
r|ght and scroll th rOUgh the list of 9 - (Bc&) HMKak He VP-Ipfv - 3apava BCE HMKaK He peluanach.
> COhStFUCtiOhS, or type key words or 10 - (eamHcTBEHHOE) (Prep) uto (He) VP, Tak 310 (Hg) XP/Cl - Yer
11 - (kak) no MHe, (Tak) Cl - Kak no MHe, aTo eLLé He 6efa.
abbreviations in the search box. 12 - (He/camoe) Bpems Cop VP-Inf - CaMoe BpeMs BepLINTb 60/b
QO

OB Pick any construction, click on it and its \ /

e description will appear at the bottom of
the same page.
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RUSSIAN Browse Daily dose Advanced search Instructions (English) Instructions (Russian) About
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Results

Each construction is represented here by its ID

: : ; 1243 - (4T06bI) tPronPers-Z.Nom) ((.HM) NP-Da'(/H'VIKTO-Dat) HU .rly-ry/ryry 1
num ber’ Its name (a el lized morphosyntactlc 1244 - (NP-Dat) He Hy>xHOo/Hago VP-Ipfv.Inf - He Hy)xHO onekaTb feTeit [

formula), and a short recognizable illustration. 1245 - (NP-Dat) He cneayet VP-Ipfv.inf - He cneayet paccna6nstbes npi
1246 - npekpaTtutb/nepectatb-Imp VP-Ipfv.Inf! - TMpekpaTu kanpuaHuual

1247 - xopow VP-Ipfv.Inf! - 31, HaBepxy! XopoLl npbiratb!

1248 - nénHo PronPers-2.Dat VP-Ipfv.Infl - TénHo Te6e nnakaTtb!
1249 - no-VP-Ipfv.Pst u xeatut - [orynanu u xeaTur.

1250 - Ha ocHoBaHuKM NP-Gen Cl - Ha ocHoBaHuM cTaTby 3 3aKOHa 06 0¢
1251 - Cl Ha ocHoBaHuu Toro, uto Cl - Ero yBonunu Ha ocHoBaHUu TOro,
1252 - VP no NP-Dat - OH »eHuncsa no no6su.

Anra i A A T O R,

I%:i $

DEFINITION (Russian) KoHCTpyKLMsi UCMOMb3YeTCsl, KOraa roBopsiluin nobyxaaet cobecefHuKa NpekpaTuTh BbIMOMHATb [HeKOTopoe AeNCTBUE]action.
loBOpALMIA OLIeHMBAET 3TO AeCTBUE OTPULLATENbHO, TaK KaK OHO NMPUYMUHAET eMy AUCKOMMDOPT UK KaXXeTCs CAULLKOM ANUTeNbHbIM. KOHCTpYKLMS
rnozgpasymMeBaeT OTCYTCTBME MEX/Y FOBOPSALLUM U CO6ECEeHUKOM COLManbHOM uepapxun U NPOU3HOCUTCS B iPYXKECKOM TOHE.

xopouw VP-Ipfv.InfIll 347, HaBepxy! XopoLu npbirate

DEFINITION (English) The construction is used when the speaker prompts the interlocutor to stop performing [some action]action. The speaker evaluates this
action negatively, as it causes them discomfort or seems too long. The construction implies the absence of social hierarchy between the speaker and the
interlocutor and is pronounced in a friendly tone.

DEFINITION (Norwegian) Konstruksjonen anvendes nar taleren anmoder samtalepartneren om a slutte a utfgre [en handling]action. Taleren har et negativt syn pa
handlingen fordi den volder ubehag eller synes a vare for lenge. Konstruksjonen forutsetter fravaer av rangsforskjeller mellom taleren og samtalepartneren og
fremfgres i en vennskapelig tone.
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1247
NAME xopow VP-Ipfv.Inf! - 34, HaBepxy! Xopow npbirats!

DEFINITION (Russian) KoHCTpyKUMs UCMONb3yeTcs, KOraa roBopsLLuii noby)kaaeTt co6eceiHUKa NpekpaTuTb BbIMOMHATL [HEKOTOPOe AeNCTBUE]Action.
[oBOpALMIA OLIEHMBAET 3TO AeCTBME OTpULLATENIbHO, TaK Kak OHO MPUYMHAET eMy AUCKOMMOPT U KaXETCA CULIKOM ANUTeNbHbIM. KOHCTpYKUMS
rnogpasymMeBaeT OTCYTCTBUE MEX/Y rOBOPSLLMM U cO6eCeJHUKOM CoLManbHON nepapxmm 1 Npou3HOCUTCS B APYXKECKOM TOHe.

DEFINITION (English) The construction is used when the speaker prompts the interlocutor to stop performing [some action]action. The speaker evaluates this
action negatively, as it causes them discomfort or seems too long. The construction implies the absence of social hierarchy between the speaker and the
interlocutor and is pronounced in a friendly tone.

DEFINITION (Norwegian) Konstruksjonen anvendes nar taleren anmoder samtalepartneren om a slutte a utfgre [en handling]ction. Taleren har et negativt syn pa

handlingen fordi den volder ubehag eller synes & vare for lenge. Konstruksjonen forutsetter fraveer av rangsforskjeller mellom taleren og samtalepartneren og
fremfgres i en vennskapelig tone.

EXAMPLES
1. fl UM roBOPIO — Bbl YTO, MYXXMKU. XOpoLU [crywaTb]action @TOT KOHLIEPT Mo paguo!
2. — Xopouw [ccoputbesi]action! — NpepBan gesyuiek Unbs. — HEKOHCTPYKTUBHO.
3. — 3u, Aptem! Xopolu [cnaTb]action! Hy-Ka BcTaBai gaBait! Tbl y)Xe CeMb YacoB Kpagy ApbIXHellb... BcTaBaim xe, CoHs!

4. — Xopolu TaM [ckakaTb]action! — KPUKHYN CTenaH feBoykaM. OH CUAEN Ha KOPTOYKax nepes HOBOW ra3oBOM MJIMTOM, YuTast PyKOBOACTBO MO
aKCryaTauum.

5. — Bacbka, XopoLu [TopMO3UTb]action! — KPUKHYN AHZpei. — OTKpbiBait ckopee asepwu!

CEFR LEVEL C1

Scroll down, press "Show additional info",
(J Show additional information

and more information will appear.
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[@Jshow additional information

DEPENDENCY STRUCTURE
1. [root xopow [csubj VP-Ipfv.Inf]!]

DEPENDENCY STRUCTURE OF ILLUSTRATION
1. [root [parataxis 3], HaBepxy!] [root Xopow [csubj npbirats)!]

MORPHOLOGY
e VP
o |pfv
e Inf

SYNTACTIC TYPE OF CONSTRUCTION
¢ Clause

SYNTACTIC FUNCTION OF ANCHOR
¢ Praedicative Expression

SYNTACTIC STRUCTURE OF ANCHOR
¢ Not Applicable

PART OF SPEECH OF ANCHOR
¢ Predicative

SEMANTIC TYPES

B ® >0
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SEMANTIC TYPES

» {"type" "Causation", "subtypes": [ { "type": "Direct" } ] }
» {"type": "Prohibition", "subtypes": [ { "type": "Continuative prohibitive" } ] }

SEMANTIC ROLES
e Action

INTONATION
¢ Exclamatory

USAGE LABEL Colloquial

REFERENCES
e CM. Takxe cTaTbto PaxunuHa, E.B. KoHaykTop, Ha)xMun Ha TopMo3a.. // KoMnbloTepHas JIMHIBUCTUKA U UHTE/IeKTYaslbHble TexHosiorum: o matepranam

exxerogHoi MexgayHapogHoii KoHdepeHuuu «uanors. T. 1: OcHOBHas nporpamma kKoHdepeHuuu. Boin. 12 (19). M.: PITY, 2013, 665-673.
https://rakhilina.ru/files/rakhilinaev.pdf
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O] RUSSIAN Alternatively, on the Daily Dose page you
B Daily d A = Instructi .
& CONSTRUCTICON WS TV Gl can get 5 randomly selected constructions
that match your level.
o Results
Level Get 5 random records for level A1

3 - (a) kak xxe NP-Nom? - A kakK e mama?
A1 G 4 - (a) npu 4ém 3aecb/TyT Cop NP-Nom? - [pu 4éM 34ecb HaLLM OTHOLLI¢
5 - (@) Noun-Nom/kTo (>xe) (PronPers-3.Acc) 3HaeT, Cl - KTo ero 3HaeT, r
6 - (@/TaK) 4To Hac4YéT XP? - YTO HacuET NATHMUbI? Kakue y Tebsa nnaHb
7 - NP-Nom Cop noxoxwuit-Short Ha NP-Acc (NP-Ins/no NP-Dat) - Bacsn
8 - (BOT) TO-TO M OHO, UTO CI/XP - TO-TO M OHO, YTO OT MEHSI HUYEro He 3a
9 - (BC&) HuKak He VP-Ipfv - 3apaya BCE HMKaK He peluanachb.
> 10 - (eanHcTBEHHOE) (Prep) uto (He) VP, Tak ato (He) XP/Cl - Yero goub
11 - (kaK) no MHe, (Tak) Cl - Kak no MHe, aTo eLLé He 6ea.
12 - (He/camoe) Bpems Cop VP-Inf - Camoe Bpemsi BepLUUTb GonbLume A
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RUSSIAN Browse Daily dose Advanced search Instructions (English) Instructions (Russian) About

o CONSTRUCTICON

° Results

o Al Get 5 random records for level B1

12 - (He/camoe) Bpemsi Cop VP-Inf - Camoe BpeMsi BepLUnTb 6oMblune A
e e e 19 - (NP-Dat) Cop He nonoxeHo VP-Ipfv.Inf - [1eTaM He NOMOXeHO rynsaT
111 -pgo cux nop Cl - [lo cux nop MHe rpycTHo.

786 - B ocHOBHOM XP - OH B OCHOBHOM MeJ1, HO MHOrAa urpasn Ha posine.
2114 - y NP-Gen Aux PtcpPass/Cop Pred - Y MeHsi BCE caenaHo.

®

>

O Press the button and get 5 randomly

® selected constructions that match your
level.
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RUSSIAN

CONSTRUCTICON

Morphology

Syntactic type of construction

Syntactic function of anchor

Syntactic structure of anchor

Part of speech of anchor

Semantic types

Semantic roles

Browse Daily dose f Advanced search Instructions (Russian) About

Results

3 - (a) kak ke NP-Nom? - A kak xe Mama?

4 - (a) npu 4ém 3gecb/TyT Cop NP-Nom? - [puv 4éM 34eCb HaLLM OTHOLLI¢
5 - (@) Noun-Nom/kT0 (e) (PronPers-3.Acc) 3HaeT, Cl - KTo ero 3HaeT, r
6 - (@/TaK) yTo HacuéT XP? - YTo HacuéT NAaTHULUBI? Kakue y Tebsa nnaHb
7 - NP-Nom Cop noxoxwuit-Short Ha NP-Acc (NP-Ins/no NP-Dat) - Bacsin
8 - (BOT) TO-TO M OHO, uTO CI/XP - TO-TO M OHO, YTO OT MEHS HAYETO HE 33
9 - (BCc&) HMKaK He VP-Ipfv - 3apaya BCE HUKaK He peluanach.

In Advanced Search you can combine as many

filters from different windows as you want.

-
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) Instructions (Russian) About

Morphology 2 3
15- Cl, a NP-Nom (onsitb) VP-Ipfv.Imp! - OH ywwén gomoit, a 7 onsATb nep

1184 - Cl, unu/a nHaye/nHave VP-Fut/moxHo VP-Inf - W3BUHUCDH, MHaue
1436 - NP-Nom ~NP-Ins, a NP-Nom ~NP-Ins - [pyx6a apyx60i1, a Cryx
2101 -Cl, NP>e VP - [MeTs u TaHsA ywnu, Mawa e octanacb Hac noazae
2122 -Cl,a VP-Inf NP-Dat! - BbI rocTeit no3sanu, a npuHUMaTb UX MHe.

Biclausal Construction x 2144 -Cl, (a) XP - (BoT) a1o ga! - 3abyab o rpysoBukax! 3To Takas yeny

Syntactic type of construction

Syntactic function of anchor

® Syntactic structure of anchor

The result will be the intersection, that is

@ those constructions that carry both tags:
Part of speech of anchor Biclausal and Contrast.

Zomantic tpes For example, if you want to find Biclausal constructions

that express Contrast — Choose Biclausal in Syntactic

Contrast x

type, choose Contrast within Comparison in Semantic
type.

Semantic roles
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To find all constructions at a certain

RUSSIAN Browse Daily dose f Advanced search

CONSTRUCTICON

et level, you can use Advanced Search,
window "Level".

Results

Morphology

G O O @ e

3 - (a) kak ke NP-Nom? - A kak xe Mama?

4 - (a) npu 4ém 3gecb/TyT Cop NP-Nom? - [puv 4éM 34eCb HaLLM OTHOLLI¢
5 - (@) Noun-Nom/kT0 (e) (PronPers-3.Acc) 3HaeT, Cl - KTo ero 3HaeT, r
. . 6 - (@/TaK) yTo HacuéT XP? - YTo HacuéT NAaTHULUBI? Kakue y Tebsa nnaHb
Syntactic type of construction 7 - NP-Nom Cop noxoxwuit-Short Ha NP-Acc (NP-Ins/no NP-Dat) - Bacsin

Q@

® 8 - (BOT) TO-TO M OHO, uTO CI/XP - TO-TO M OHO, YTO OT MEHS HAYETO HE 33
9 - (BCc&) HMKaK He VP-Ipfv - 3apaya BCE HUKaK He peluanach.
> 10 - (eamHcTBEHHOE) (Prep) uto (He) VP, Tak aTo (He) XP/Cl - Yero foub
Syntactic function of anchor 11 - (kaKk) no MHe, (Tak) Cl - Kak no MHe, aTo eLué He 6epa.
12 - (He/camoe) BpemMs Cop VP-Inf - Camoe BpeMsi BepLumnTb 60sbLumne 4
Q
® Syntactic structure of anchor
€3
Part of speech of anchor
Q.

Semantic types

Semantic roles
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Morphology

Syntactic type of construction

Syntactic function of anchor

Syntactic structure of anchor

Part of speech of anchor

Semantic tvnes

Al
A2
O B1
B2
C1
c2

B ® >0

Results

(a) kak xe NP-Nom? - A kakK ke mama?

(a) npu 4ém 3aecb/TyT Cop NP-Nom? - [pum 4éM 34ecb HalLW OTHOLLE
(a) Noun-Nom/kTo (xe) (PronPers-3.Acc) 3HaeT, Cl - KTo ero 3HaeT, r
- (a/TaK) yTo HacuéT XP? - YT0 HacuET NATHMUbI? Kakue y Tebsa nnaHb
NP-Nom Cop noxoxwuit-Short Ha NP-Acc (NP-Ins/no NP-Dat) - Bacsn
BOT) TO-TO M OHO, uTO CI/XP - TO-TO M OHO, YTO OT MEHSI HUYEro He 3a
9 - (BC&) HMKak He VP-Ipfv - 3agauya BCE HMKaK He peluanachb.

10 - (eguHcTBeHHOE) (Prep) uTto (He) VP, Tak aTo (He) XP/Cl - Yero goub
11 - (kaK) no MHe, (Tak) Cl - Kak no MHe, aTo eLLé He 6ega.

12 - (He/camoe) Bpemsi Cop VP-Inf - Camoe BpemMsi BepwmuTb 6onblune g

3
4
5
6
7
8

We use the CEFR system of levels
(=The Common European Framework
of Reference for Languages):

A1l (beginner)

A2 (elementary)

B1 (intermediate)

B2 (upper intermediate)
C1 (advanced)

C2 (superior)

D
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¢ Instructions
o 1. Explanation of tabs

Browse

Daily Dose

Advanced Search
Instructions (English)
Instructions (Russian)
About

o 2. Abbreviations and symbols
o 3. Explanation of conventions
o 4. Explanation of terms

4.1. Stylistic terms (Usage labels)
4.2. Morphological terms

4.3. Syntactic terms

4.3.1. Syntactic type of construction
4.3.2. Syntactic function of anchor
4.3.3. Syntactic structure of anchor
4.3.4. Part of speech of anchor

4.4. Semantic terms

4.4.1. Semantic types

4.4.2. Semantic roles

Browse Daily dose Advanced search

ian) About

Full descriptions of all features
of the site are available on the
Instructions page

For example, one can explore
the Semantic Types
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e Semantic types
o Overview
o 1. Semantic class QUALIA
= 1.1. Subclass Situation Structure
= 1.2. Subclass Major Roles
= 1.3. Subclass Situation Modifiers
= 1.4. Subclass Logical Relations
= 1.5. Subclass Properties
= 1.6. Subclass Sets and Elements
= 1.7. Subclass Magnitude
2. Semantic class MODALITY AND ITS NEIGHBORHOOD
= 2.1. Subclass Core Modal Meanings
= 2.2. Subclass Neighborhood of Core Modal Meanings
3. Semantic class SUBJECTIVITY
4. Semantic class DISCOURSE
= 4.1. Subclass Discourse Organization
= 4.2. Subclass Discourse Clauses
5. Semantic class PARAMETERS
List of references

o

o

o

o

[e]

Semantic types

Overview

© ® >0

Instructions (English) Instructions (Russian) About

An overview and description
of semantic types and

subtypes of constructions,
grouped into numbered
classes and subclasses.

43

In Advanced Search, you can search for constructions with a specific meaning, for example constructions that express comparison, evaluation, temporal
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e Semantic types / CeMaHTUYeCKME TUMbl KOHCTPYKLNIA
o 0630p
o 1. CemaHTu4yeckuit knacc KBAJTMA (QUALIA)
= 1.1. Moaknacc CTpykTypa cuTyaumu (Situation Structure) . .
= 1.2. Mogknacc OCHOBHble pony y4acTHUKOB cuTyauum (Major Roles) aval I d b I ein
= 1.3. Mogknacc MogudukaTopbl cuTyaumm (Situation Modifiers) .
= 1.4. Mogknacc Jlornueckue oTHoweHus (Logical Relations) R ussian

Description is also

= 1.5. Moaknacc XapakTtepuctuku (Properties)
= 1.6. Mogknacc Onepauum ¢ MHOXeCTBaMM 1 ux anemMeHTamu (Sets and Elements)
= 1.7. Mogknacc BennunHbl (Magnitude)
2. CemaHTUYeckuit knacc MOOANIbHOCTb M CMEXXHBIE KATEFTOPUW (MODALITY AND ITS NEIGHBORHOOD)
= 2.1. Mogknacc LieHTpanbHble MoaanbHble 3HadeHus (Core Modal Meanings)
= 2.2. Mogknacc CMexHble ¢ MoganbHocTbio kateropum (Neighborhood of Core Modal Meanings)
3. CemaHTHyeckuit knacc BbIPAXXEHUE CYBbEKTUBHOCTU (SUBJECTIVITY)
o 4. CemaHTuyeckuit knacc INCKYPC (DISCOURSE)
= 4.1. Mogknacc Mapkepbl opraHusauum guckypca (Discourse Organization)
= 4.2 lMogknacc KnaysanbHble KOHCTPYKLUMK C guckypcuBHom dyHkumen (Discourse Clauses)
5. CemaHTuueckuit knacc MAPAMETPbI (PARAMETERS)
o Cnucok nutepaTtypbl

o

(o]

o

Semantic types / CeMaHTHU4YeCcKue TUMbl KOHCTPYKLUMA

0630p

Ha cTpaHuue MNpoasuHyThIii nouck (Advanced Search) MOXHO UCKaTb KOHCTPYKLUKM, KOTOPbIE Bblpa)KatoT ornpefesieHHOe 3HaYeHWe: HarnpuMep,

ANADUALUA AlIALVA DNRAMAULAA FRauuiia 4 nn MNMARAALLIA THUALI 2UALIALIMIA VATANLIA MAFUT DLINAWATL VALIATAULI AL AMLI UAasLIDAaoK “AariauTuiianvianai
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