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Abstract: A big controversial lies in the mapping between the functional/semantic level and
syntactic level in the processing of sentences. A prevailing argument proposed that this map-
ping is lurked in the mental organism when we were born. The opposite argument, howev-
er, says it is not the real story that human beings learn how to map all the semantic issues to
the syntactic position. In this paper, the perspective from usage-based model is adopted to
analyze the English psych verb constructions in detail through entrenchment, abstraction,
comparison, composition and association. It shows that usage-based model offers proofs for
psych-reality and gives more support to the non-born argument.
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