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Wkam XDy 4 b VvE L &, CLAEKRG, g, &, Madm s VoSt
DO FFEFIRIZTT% L BREHEARPH MG, B S EM ASUSIIE. RiE, i
B flmam e Vo 7B A BIRIA SR L TWA ZEBRTENS, TORIZDOW
Tk, KABHA LTS5 HICHELZHEIIVRVWTREICL S, 31 R—=J128 RAEA
WE1BOBRFEIZH ), SEVEOEEYO XD IZEH T REBMHEIE Y ILTF SN TY
5o

LAL, FRROHKZRTWS &, RS Tl LV FSENRSH 6T
LIZRD . T, B & AR O MR 2R 2 5803, & LA W I3k k
ZRLTWS W) EEl (Langacker 2003, Vol. 4: 10, Evans, Bergen and Zinken
2007, Vol. 1: 19) 78CL ®#ATF =¥ D=2, LTHENLTHAH ) TOMIZDONT
BEIHTERLLILEEL, KETIE, ZNENDOETLITTLE VL ORI L A
H, CLOZEZHEFERGEOEDbDIZOVTEBIT 2. FFIZ. FEHGRNOEEF RDZL
v» Langacker (2003, Vol. 4) (ZI3IEZH < 21295, £ LTH 3L, AHDOER
L4510 CL EFEHGROMIFEICAE DG 2 27RRIZOVTE R %,

2. RHAESEFLERR

21. F£1E EBREFEK

T CLAAFh-E 5 e 2oERMEE L OHEER IR, BATERN
BREEBE A LS CL o Hf & 2 o251 % 3  Fillmore (1984) %> Lakoff
(1991), Bk kit T8+ 2 CLOSEM & F ki %3t < Gibbs (2007),
Johnson & Lakoff (2002), Rohrer (2007), Sik & RO AW 457 B4R % 3t  Talmy
(1988), Fauconnier (2003), CL & £ZE&% A R19ICF & © 7> Langacker (1986) <%
Evans, Bergen and Zinken (2007) 7 EDSUERS N TV 5 A5, FTHHEAVDIE, "D
Zefify, LHELTRMICERS N TWS Newman (2004) TH» 5, ik, Langacker %
1977 FEDOKFMIC UCSD Tiro 22 207230 TH Y, BMLEoFTLER D
B4 b, B 2 3R (elaboration) (2R A 7%\ A MKAEEOBEE (p. 6-7)
. B EBEROMKEIOE (p. 8-9), #hwgtvy b —2r, Ju sy 47, ZLTEHEN
(p. 9-12) ZEIZOoVWTHDPN TV S, BETIEILEOEKGEE "EiF1=y PO HH,

' AR S EFTOMLEOEF TH B 720, WBEIEE ) Y FVRLOZNELT N, <=
H oI MR R L 2B T ONR—VFETORLT I LT b
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EEFEL (p. 13, K 12). THITHEDSWTEFEOZHM L ZHRN L=y POBEEERE L
TRZBTATT (p. 13, K 13) 2R LTV5, KRNI ENFHETHY, HAIW
OEERERE LTI ITHRGE,

ZOMFE TR SN, %ISR Langacker i L CTHBIL S TB Y., Fik
RS EHBEV. BIETIE X"=2& 707 74 VOX 5, #&b, A XA 7, e
P RO ZAT—7, HEdh e vo BmEBEAEA SN TS, Bz "#hE, 2 TR
Ko v, Thzh T=ME, 2 Tk, L) FAL P o— 5143 5755
COW, BEDEI B AL Y ER—ZALV, ZOHRTRICET > TRAISH TV 5
(=SSN TwDES) #7u 7740w, Ml ZomXTid, (1) il
EWRAME S fbE Mg TH L 2 &, () MMLICITH 2 2R S L 22 M&72 TR <\
MECHEBRE, B, cLchary727AMb&Thp 2L, (i) §fsmE M
THHkIE. Ta by TRMBNRAF =S L > THEICA Y PT—2LEN T2
k. (iv) FEEoEMIEEEOHR (Kats & Fodor 1963) XM+ (semantic primi-
tives) |SEILTAHILIEITET, FAL VEOEBICK > THESIND, Lo 2Tk
hENTWSE, 0., “I sent a walrus to Antarctica.”” ¥ 125 %2 5%, “I sent Antarctica
a walrus” &) RBUIAHRICR 2 LWy a2, HENSHELI=y b CCERESD
ELCOGRMELA, o fiEFANEIER—2GEE LA, ThE 3R 504
BT 77 AN (=R R EI N =R %K eFio7) Fif1=v T
HHEFML TS, SHIT. To0L) REFLINAEHL=y Mgt L7z S
ZRANBOFEEMFETH B EHE (p. 1), EFEREY Y EE SN2 MAOFRL N
ThHhbLETLERLFOIMELTEL TV,

EHTREIZ, BROBHROPIIHA LIV T 7 A MERDEDLELTVWLETHD
(Gibbs 2007, Vol. 1: 127, Langacker 1986, Vo. 1: 79), Langacker o 7 THIRIYIZ R
RpE61IE, Sikbah/ T8 7077 A VIS L. 2z @UIcEis 5720
OB R E % AR FEFFOBLG»HHEONLHEMRAZT TR L AL HERD &
) BR=ZHYT L EMNTEX L, TOXH RIS X, KRG & i E R
&% 729 (Evans, Bergen and Zinken 2007, Vol. 1: 29) &9 CL Ogi#e b EMIEA

AT

2.2, 2K TERAT A L ERAIMLAREAL

ZZiE, CLo7 7u—Fz2) ANz Eilame Ewm I B3 % m Xl 5 Tn
%, Lakoff s Cid, #afiam& M U & 9 ICHBIMEREH S5 2 & TIE LW ilI2%k
b L2 A (Chomsky and Halle 1968) (2hf L. JEIRAE 7V & §205
LTwb, BAAICIE, RO SN TVuEEEZOL N M LR)L) & ZRIcis
TH5-HOEFEFOL AL PLNL), ZLTZOHRHEICHLHEEDOLNL (W L)L)
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AHRERDOWTHEA (construction) 2§ EREL, £ LNV CHEA S B HAIE L
VT S N2 BRI HIF SRR IC#EH S b & L7ze BRI & Hil# 2 BRICE 2 LT
WD B2 DITERE RN 2B L TTW 225 R E v a2 FIH L CIRRA
WZaETMEE LTWDEH72 D ITRVIZEHI SN 5 XE TH S, Wheeler and Touretzky
DFXLIE. DT A FT DI - 7 Lakoff (1988a, 1988b, 1989) o FsMZ&HiliL., =
Neatrs v a = X LORMAIEHT BBEORERIZOV TR E2b D TH 5.

iz b EFHEOTEMF LR —REFH OBWETLER BT S /t, d FOREDN, FED
BRBECHINSNBHEICE > TEILT % &) FEZFHBIER T (exemplar cluster
model) 12X - THM L7z Bybee (2002) %, ¥ 73k - F o Iif - V7 = —FEOHE
A NI —OBEP OGN L, BRI GFEERGR L D A = I =0T HREIC
BOABEAREIC R 5 LFiv7z Janda (2011), SCHALASS HICHAZERFE LT <
%o TR, BIROM N 5 F BN 2 BHREANE2LT 2 554 (phonogenesis)
IZOW i U7z Hopper (1994) 7 Eofm# b BLBEZE VW, Hopper (2, Givon (1971: 413)
@ “today’s morphology is yesterday’s syntax.” &9 S3## 3 L 5 T, “today’s phonol-
ogy is yesterday’s morphology.” & &BIL (p. 119), HIRZAL L CHALFSE DR % R
LT,

2.3. TERENICA & RRANRE SR

Z 2T DY BRI T B E DD 5N T Do £ DRDOMELLEDIERIZ
KX 7558 % 5 2 7- Fillmore (1988) TiZ. WHF L fk#& (inheritance) IZOWTE K L
TV 5 RUCTHIRGE V. IZ S BRAISCEIC BT 21308l %2 7R L 72 Langacker (2003) <0,
B UG b I AN AR S0 (Radical Construction Grammar) (20Tl
~ 7z Croft (2005) 7 & ARG 2o b S0 L BRER ASIE 52— 7, Goldberg (2013) 1% Oxford
NV BTy IR S NHESOCE OB 25 T V)« FR O SOE O 30 5 % )
FOMANPS ) FLFLDOTV D,

WhW D WL LI WL DD, FDOREITKE {5 L7 Lakoff (1974,
1977) YR E N T 5 DITEFRR V. B 213 Lakoff (1974) &, XoOHIZ, £2OXLD
PG 1213 R ks o3 (chunks of lexical materials) 2 FfO%p5k 2 X DAL T
R L. ZOROMEERREESC (syntactic amalgams) (3FEE O KGR - GG 2 >
TI7AMIUSBLT, &K ERDIRAEZHRILZMEIERITNELZL2VWERLTWS
(p. 169), #5121, “John invited you’ll never guess how many people to his party.” &
V) RSO — 2, “John invited a lot of people to his party.” & RS LB A,
B2 X 5 Tl “John invited few people to his party” & R E NS0, &5 5A8
EHICHA SN XOWRBHEEE 250, IV T 7 AMIEoTRELEL TS, &
72, “You couldn’t open the door, could you?” &9 fFgeRsCix, (74 4 40F) Ak
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X TiE, “You couldn’t open the door” &\ 9 EEHEEZ I ¥ — T A BIEHANC L - T
AL, BEHREEEIIEDL 2w E SN TWz, Ll S ORMEER SO H 72 5 3R 720
TRELTERZIKEOBEDL HH720, Thzdil§ %121d “Could you open the door?”
DX KL ZERSET, LML OMBNMEXZRILT 2 EE2 D Lk, &
Lakoff 13 5% 3 % (p. 185),

CooHiE. FEHEE BELNBIG & UTERH L 2ATRAENCGEORETIZH S DD,
BOAENDMLOWBREENT T 7 A ML oTRTEL E VI ERA &?a?%ﬁi\ e
ZHFET 2 HIC L o TIHPAR E D 2w, D BT D W TRRGET IR R T g O 8
S DRGSR BB 725 2SIk 2 (A S (Lambrecht 1988, Ohara 1996, Ross-
Hagebaum 2004), B CIIRESCHIEICEEH RN SR 28 % { 75 TV 5,

R E OB Y TE LR, R I VT2 A N O TR S I BRI R SR A A A
THMEEL - HERLZboPERIh 2L TXErs v bIN L L vy TRIFE
(emergent grammar) % 328 L7z Hopper i CICH ERLTBL R NIE RS T v, T
FE, v B, B o Clifford (1986: 19) 2353fLIZ>WT T—REMICZ BB
50y LFFL72Z EICHRL, UEDEIZET 5 A 7 = X 413 Haiman (1991, 1994) o
W9 v —F At (routinization) L[F L TH 5 L9, EBIMHIN—D>—D D%
rEMAL, L EOBRATEEH ZE L TR2SBAEI L T 5 L v ) /I,
Bolinger (1961, 1976) #ix U &, Langacker (1987, 1988) ®IEWg4 % izt 5L
(Usage-based Model) % Croft (1996, Vol. 5) I2b oMb, ZOERTIE. FEHHIZ
LEORAIMREMET 20HTHEHEDIFZ LI,

2.4. TERENERKER

COETIE, DHEGEHNLRERBIZTRCEL. 7V =20 e 70 by 4 S X - TH 72
7% RSBl $E7R L7z Fillmore (1975) %, HESEIIIMA L IOT A 5 I 7 AH WS
NTW5EZ &% 8E 23 TR L7 Talmy (1985) % &, ik CldiEmoM Eicos 2 &
BALVEERND LN T WD, 72720, ZHIEREICZ 52 CL O TSRO 72
NHTHY, L TEOERIEESKDNIZNH TE RV,

ZRUSNOE G ZLIE, BUETHZHOMAEIITDOITVDEAY T 7 =R A X =T - A
F—< 295D DHHD, Johnson and Lakoff (1980) X, Metaphors We Live By
T B BRIIEOH T2V E A 7 7 7 =120 T, ZOMBmWEHRZTLOTWY
%, Goossens (1990) iz, A% 77— A =3I —=PMEMEHTH XY 7 b=3I— (met-
aphtonymy) % #&# L. Fauconnier and Turner (1998) 3. 277 7 —HEDO L) %R F A
A YHO—FHM RS TIE R, ZO0HE» ORMEGHEHBZEV T 7Ly 7 v 7 #
FEIRIB L CT\w5, Clausner and Croft (1999) (%, Langacker (1987) ow9H TR x4
Y AOWTERRERAT Y. IS A=Y - AF O TV THL I ERIERML



Masa-aki Yamanashi (ed.) Cognitive Lingusitics. Vol. 1 ~ 5 113

Twb, Dodge and Lakoff (2005) 13, £ X —3 « AF —< 4 B2 Mgt L <
BONLHDOLEHELZOTIE R, FIZIE (BE) 2BV TiE, BEZHERL TV HEICMH
AR OB X ZDb DL RLZRETH Y, TG 3 5 MFENEII N OB 4 72 55
BWIZHHMLTWB EHVTWD, THEIEFIGHILEE T V2 ) A% L LTEH
2T %o

KEEOH T, HHFHHRNOELILVimEd, A& Langacker (2003) T
b0 TOWXTIE, () BREEIMLEOLOTHY, (i) WMaLIEFAFI v 71
BT A OHMCTEITEND 20, 3 VT 27 2 MERSLHE 2 2 KT OMEAEH S 2RI
ZEn, (i) WICEKRGEFEHREZWHBICXNTE 2, EWIHFIHRO T T, BEXE
TR SN 2R E LTI Tl R, FFENEERE STEMNE®REZRE L
77 7 a—FBLETHDEFERL TS, flziX, “The cat is on the mat” O X 7%
HALZ PRI, FEREAT 25m CIEMIE (assertion) & Eh A% Thidd 245k, "HE
e 7 L — 4 (interactive frame) (2B M T L2 % < WO 2 Kl AT
WED D3B3 D I NBHEHICBVTIE, B 2 KWHE 2 b L AIHT-OEZZ M1
FEELBWRIRITE L D, E5I12, ZOFEICHIT T “And George Bush is wise,
intelligent, and intellectually honest.” & %5594 &, Zhiud "KW, OME/EH 7 L — 24
T () RSN b, COMOERIL, BEICHERSICBOTIEEN RNy -2 LT
L L T3 720, B BRSO WIEHBEWSHEL=y Ve RAREIbEwH, &
IV FiEL =y MIKD LS ICIKR SN 5 (Langacker 2003, Vol. 4: 31),2

irony request
frame frame
assertion assertion assertion
frame | ’ frame N ’ frame
declarative | declarative || | declarative ||| | declarative
clause clause clause clause

X 1

HEEHEMEZIBNT, AL LRIV T 7 A MO T TREDTHLZ=Y M ADNHED &
LfEHENZ E, 3077 A MIEEFNTWATRIN 25 B 2o FiEr=y MM
AT, EHEOHID (augmentation) 2SIV, HLWSiEL=v bk b, 271
2T L) IZKRENTWS (Langacker 2003, Vol. 4: 45), PUEASHA % B2
WA, ZRAFHELI=y PELTHREEEL TRV L2 £ T,

2 D412 & 5 request frame OFIZOWTIE, MIEOE A TEIET 5,
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Al > ||a] B > |[a] B

Basic Recurrent Augmented
Unit Usage Unit
4 2

IS OERHIE. AN ZRRICELDDOTIED S05 MEER VDI TRV,
BZIE THEMER 7V =2, 5 ez/Hb72 L TwahsH, 21 Fillmore (1977,
1982) DWH 7L =2, DL BRARICHZOD0BBRENTWERV, T2, THEIKD
By 20w Th, BN ZHEESRHSCESRRAOERE LTEET S T HmNH
1ty % EVLFAZEOFIRIC BV THE (HERSN TR 20b 56T, £Hvol
MR E OBREIC OV TR ST, S5, THiE, R 7/ e=—, )
MEATH 7LV —23IRENTVDE 0D, EDOX ) RGEICZEDT L — LN KEHT 500
WZowTiEih s Tnirnzd, FEHmOMEEEICE > TEIRRPYWRY 22 &KL 50
b NG, B EARSERALZ KT L3V, WEIFICHEIGRES ) F->Tw
ZOIFTIE R0, BT OgeE LB ) Of%EE L Tk, LR TH-
TH7H T 7 A NT LRFENERR R0 R ve LAl ZhbEvo THEK
L AR ORI AR T DIFICD VR v, ENENPMLLIZED 2=V THILHD
IR #ED D DX, RLTHREEIEZLWVES D, TOREIKTIE, Langacker ®
WEL. RAMEEFEIEHmFENRKBO T T a - Ve %koTwd (L LLIE, 20
IV REEVRH D) LML TEB &7z,

2.5. TERANEREY LEAEMEE,

T, BEOBIIOWTIE, MIEHRETE 720, I sICEEDlzv, 22
T3, CLO# 2 2 SiEH A 16 L 72 Tomasello #3245~ SiE#E ~IGH L 72 De
Rycker and De Knop #3C, SCH#WFFEIZIGH L7z Freeman 530, ¥ = A F ¥ —HIZE12)6
HI L 7= Sweetser 30, il g amlZIbH L7z Zlatev 3500 X 512, B4 EBADIED) %
U S 2mENPEHINTW5S, T, Lakoff 53¢, Deane 3¢, Feldman 75X o
£ 913 MREFEN LB O OmEDVSHIND. 72, SEZALICHEILGR 2 50 2 52
Ly BPENIRE L CTH LT ORI O AT L 912, 5 d FHWIZIR
LTHIOKBLZAEAMT Lau L7z Croft (1996) 131=—27 THh b, kiF. Th 5 DOFEH.
(=f) DEAEEIEHE (=) THHLbWLTHBY., ZDiIZ 2.3 HiTfiiir7z Hopper
(1988, Vol. 3) DAL LBE —IZF %,
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3. AEDERELERAR/NDTRR

ST, TZEFTRTLEE, THETOGmXESZORBIZHRS N2 BERI L TL
%o CLOFRAEFNTA0E, ZOLMITFTEFEEZBZ 72HES TSR ), K1
WCEPREYZ DO L2D0H5HN FEHI, 25T CoeMEEET 2 &AW
HEIZD o TETWL, AFTH U707z Fillmore 13, 7 L — A B RaR2H SCSC
EOBBIRWE DT 2E~ANBTHLD, BaLd o 204 FEICHERPTONLE -
720 X THD 251§ % Talmy, Lakoff, Langacker # 3 U AREDHE L. 9 T
YEHZETH D, CLONRTF AL 2ZEIhHAETN. L2 0r. BEDELRIC
%o TLEIMICENZHMERL. HARZT TR RO CLFEORNIIHZ 2T 7290
1. SHECTOBREMEEZRIETL20R52BTHICANTH A ). TOEKT, &
FHRRITHENTKRE W,

REDPRIZFHEIMICOH S, STRHAHICLZAMEDLRELTBY, Bk
ERED ) 3722 e ThDH, Ll —HT FEBEDOERZ HAFEO AMED ST
M AWEREIHAINDL L)1k o7z BELTF GERE) L& FOMPUCHELE 4
LWL T 572012, —AOWEE L L URELEmEIT) 72012, HaHeke
LCOBEDWIELRA B F A TBL I ENEETHL I LidmrRizh v, HFOZ &
2N BT, LEDRWTH RS AFIINO SN BELR LT Y — %22 S5
FHO—ANL LTHBEZADTI IR LTBL,

BT, AEOEKEFTBRROEN TS CL OB EEZFEHmE W) BUE»LPED 5 &, k4
BRBHHFELNE Z LI DL ZDO—2IF, 24 HiTHE W, B L FHmOBIR
WZOWTThb, HAFHARFSZIHE T HRENASLZBMLTwEHELT, HCETH
TADBEETH 55, TCNEFEHMFRTHREIREDDEL I, LES oL
Ohd o Tz. KR & R ER AR Z T A5, L TH—WTiE R, & Sib
L OBEMM L V) T TIENICH—WTH L0720, ThEnT a7 7 4 VT HHTHED
RRITNTNDLELEEZLIRETH D, PIZITHENEFAY b7 —271FCLTH ANKRDT —
X THEN, BROEBERDVPE L THHGOLOTHLIHD L) ITHEL. ZOEKRERD
AEimLHDTHIUL, FEHGROBEIHENEEDLE D250\, BN TN 2 S L
TEFAT 2D T 7 A MRREHEOT 72005 (FAE 2017, ¥ 2017). ik
BgcEok ) hars s A pEGEN, Lo L) plfiimaHE . L0k ICHETR
ERL., ZNREIMOVBEINTEEL TWo20D, TH)WVoalz¥ A F 3 v 7 B30
WEHOBEP T TEELROTH > T HRMITES L, FHHISEHBRI N TV LE 2 ER
FEOBEBRZTZHLTH, BORIMAILLRVWERDbN S, LBz, wbwb
FE R ERIL (pragmatic strengthening) <°, 2.4 i Tt 7z BRI (augmentation)
DZETHDLN, THVo72F A+ I v 7 BlgE% LTI 2, EKim & Mo
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HRHENDLEV) T LIFENTIERS RV,

DX R Ef N E LT EFOROREREZ M Lzwv, Dl Ty AaEEA,
BIMMELZATTITE) EWVIFEFEIIB TS NF &, OFERY K, ThHbELTWVS
WMERMATZZ LD Do FENIS, FHHFICDHZIHENTHEI DLV, JEHNICWEE
W LTCORGBHTHNE, T )Mo TLEE v, LwHkiHICR S, L2L. BES%
2T, INDHAT ZREDIEZHZ ) EBFHULY472 ) OJF ICHER TERE L 2T 725
Wy EEPS TTAIEEA. SIOMELRATTIFE EEbNs. THHRFE ERT
REEDI) o WL LTHRENLE DI, BFEOHT»S@EPT2HETHY, HE
FLLTRELAELAICE, BT LHKFEEIEES 22V 29 LB E S LGB
DO TH Y, Langacker (2003, Vol. 4: 31) OMEATE 7 L —2 %I - WL 5 %
S51E, LRI EATAD TITEBE TV =L, & THITAEETL—L4, OLL 5 TR
MIT 2L TERPRLR D, LEZDLRETH D, HEATAT L — 21TV TI,
24HiTRREEZELIEIL2b 00, HEWIZERLTHESTBHT, & LA
DM SFEBIIHERLL TR T EEND, ) o HETAPETND L
T, CLHGEHmMOLICHELTWwIZTTHE, AHFRZORBELG 2T ND LWV
HIZBWT, FEICHELAETD o,
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