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9. *Go me to the bathroom before you go to bed. (=take me)
10. He opened the window.

11. The window opened.

12. *Peter died a butterfly (=killed)
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13. I draw a picture on the wall.
14. 1 draw a picture with pencil.
15. I draw a picture for Mommy.
16. I cut this with a knife.
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The Acquisition of comparative BI construction in Mandarin
Abstract

The goal of this study is to examine the acquisition of degree adverbs in
Mandarin comparative construction with BI. It has been reported in the
literature that young Chinese children produced errors in comparative
construction, such as bi ni de hen da’ very bigger than yours’ The objective
of this study is to examine if this type of error is a case of
over-generalization in the use of degree adverbs. More specifically, is the
use of adverb hen 'very’ an overgeneralization from the other adverb geng
"much more’ ? Or is it a case of using pivotal schema, in which the child filled
ni de hen da "yours i1s very big’ in the slot provided by the X BI Y schema.
Two experimental tasks were conducted: (1) Elicitation of comparative BI and
(2) Grammaticality judgment of comparative BI. One hundred and sixty children
in four age groups (3;0, 5;0, 7;0, 9;0) participated in these two tasks.
Results showed that children in the age three group committed many errors
in the elicitation task, around 40% From age five and on, children seemed
to have a good control, with an accuracy rate of 95%. It is also found that
the three-year-olds did not pay attention to the grammatical status of the
components used in the comparative construction. They seemed to make use
of a pivotal schema in producing the construction. In general children’s
performance in the grammatical judgment task is not as good as they did in
the elicitation task. Grammatical judgments from age three and age five
participants were at chance level. Only the nine-year-olds could provide
accurate judgment on BI construction more than 90 percent of the time.
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