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Essence of Construction-Chunk Approachk Empirical Studies on
T eaching Chinese Jidny U( ) Sentence Patterns

Abstract Using nstuction of the Chnese causatve Jimyl ( ) sentence pattems as an
exanplg this siudy ntroduces a new approach br teach ng second hnguage granmar the Construc-
ton-Chunk Appwach (CCA). Iis essence les in its cognitiveuniversal orientatbn n language
teaching which evokes L.2 leamers’ cognitive universals highlehts language un versals aswell as
language- specific features of he target hnguage and leads to better acquisition of the syntacti
structures in the target language Teaching experin ents reveal that the CCA outperfoms the tradi-
tonal “ subject-predicate-ob ject” or “ agen t-actbn-patient” approach n teaching certain Ch nese
syntactic structures
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