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The theoretical framework of competing motivations of raising constructions
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[ Abstract] This paper constructs a theoretical framework for analyzing the competitive motivations of raising
structures. The framework integrates Hawkins' processing efficiency and difficulty theory, the definition of
motivations by functional typology, and Gries' hierarchical division of motivations, dividing motivations into three
levels: discourse-functional, semantic, and morphosyntactic. The study identifies competitive motivations for raising
structures, including information status, animacy, definiteness, and syntactic complexity. These motivations compete
and interact at different levels, forming three types of interaction modes: priority, cooperation, and conflict. Based on
a preliminary study of 200 examples, the solutions for subject-to-object raising structures were identified as
dominance, compromise, and blockage. This theoretical framework not only reveals the competitive motivations and
their interaction processes of raising structures but also provides a new perspective for understanding the selection
of linguistic structures, offering significant theoretical and practical value.
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