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A Corpus-based Study of Definite Sub jects of

Existential Sentences and Its L2 A cquisition
ZHAO X iwlian"’, XU Zhiping
(L Facully of Foreign Languages N ngbo Unwersity N ingbo 315211, Zhejang Ching
2 Yucheng SeniorM tdle Schoo] Shangqu 476000 Henan China)
Abstract There have been long arguments aboutw hether there is defin iteness restriction to the subject of
existential sentences To solve this theoretical problan and related problems n L2 acqukitbn an empir+
cal and systematic study ism ade of 2 L1 speakers’ corpora and 3 Chnese L2 leamers’ cowpora A ccord-
ng to the first wo copora findings show that “ definiteness restriction” does not exist as awhole but
there is absolite restrictbn to personal pronouns and relatively rare use of defnite subjects According to
the last3 corpora findings show that Chinese L2 leamers tend to use a little more existential sentences
though they use far less definite sub jects than .1 speakers whichm ay be caused by lnguistic transfer and
evasion strategy of L2 leamers
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