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1. FUBIC

A% TIdy Croft and Cruse (2004) ZHUY LIV ZDORELXRT T 5. #ifwd 55 21 Croft
PHYLEIFE~E3FBITHEIE~E 12E, Cruse ¥HEY LG50 ) 5 4 EORH
By BIUHEBEER, BENBLUGEN BT bD52ML TEREZEMNSHEEDAMAET
BN, TIHhLEELEMEEL Lo TWADIII L, Cruse PHY LA F4ERE~ET7E
BEASHEOTFA b &) LI, I Dynamie Construal Approach & V9 FEEERG
DL ->TWVde TOT 7O —FRBABEHFELZ COMRELET 2600, FL O
RERIZILTV S, I72. TOT7 70 —FOMAEIT o 1272 ICBRAERFOEENEL LR
W ENEL DEELMOMAD R I TRV, LoT, BASHEFECIRAOEWEE
3. 4 FEHEFHHE 7EA, “Introduction to Cruse for (future) cognitive linguists” & T
BWIREARTE LT, EXMICEASHEFLHETIAPRPR LR THLZ LITTEL
TV OBIWwER) HT7T)—, £/ AP=3I— AFT77—LECHTAT—Y
F o 27 AL BAISEFE Ot Ungerer and Schmid (1996) |, Lee (2001) , i L (1996),
LA (1995, 2000) , #7 (1998) , AJ (2002b) ,3E (2003) ARAR (2003) %BMOTI b, Z
DA, BHEREFO MYy 7 2@ LT3, WE (2000, PR (2002), KM (20022) & &
EEEICShve MAT, BASHEFEOHECHE L CEMLZL (2002) 78 5.

LHHI=F 128 OMEINTWE,

e
W1 i Croft
2% A (frame/domain) Croft
- e 3% f#M (construal) Croft
B4 A7) — (category) Cruse
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5% %3 (polysemy) Cruse
HFE BRI BoFE LAITALEHED Cruse
# 7% *f# (antonymy and complementarity)  Cruse
ERE AF77— Cruse
$IE 474 F LD SR Croft
F=E U #10% M (construction grammar) Croft

#11%E {HHKIMET L (usage-based model) Croft

®12E R Croft

SFN, FRTHLE1EDH. 1. SHEMINT2EENT Fu—F (28~4F), 1L
RN T A RANT Te—F (5FE~8E), I MHEXIIH T 4B T Fo—F
(9EE~118) L#HiE, BRREREIERTHE, FEEAVFRTHVTVLED, W$
FOHYERSOENIZEET, Cruse DIHYT 54 4 FIEMHE L < Cruse DI § 255 7
BEOBALRELTVALYD, F4TEFLLAB L ORREI R,
AMOWHRIBLUTOHEY) THd. FTHFTHLAIOE—MICHEE, 2T Croft DAY
LRiEhs, $2E~H3 Bl L TRFT 5. B3MTIE, FELL Croft OHY L 725
9B~ 11 EICHLTHTTS, B4 T Cruse DN L7254 B~ 8 T|ICW L T
MR T 5. BT LoTH S,

2. B2E~EIE (BIB\ED Croft HHEH)

£2# (7L—A) £3% (construal= M LODRR ) H4¥% (H7T)—) #
EESHTICH $ 284NN T 70 —F (A conceptual approach to linguistic analysis) | &
END AN LTV Croft 2S5 28 L3 %R, Cruse WA FEAHYELTH
D, BHE. Fik SUE. BRCKREREND B0, T, Croft DIEL L2 EHEEIC
HIadhThrE 2 EEFIELTERYR .

1.8 2EOBE

2.1 Tld Fillmore (1982, 1985, 1977a, 1977b) , Fillmore and Atkins (1992) % L% %7,
bachelor/spinster % EOFP SHEEOFEEFIERGSIFA T THLI Ll 7L—24
EWRGHOLEESRE L TELAERE2ERTVE, 2.2 T3, radius/circle 2 EQHFD» 5,
Langacker (1987) 13817 2 LEOWMAS 7 L —LBRG LR AL WA L
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FERLTWAD, TOHK, 2.3 T7L—ALFRBARMAFZLL, A7) 7 OESHE7 L
—LD—flTHAZE, BiOHG (theory theory) (235115 HORSE % HAMMER 78 %
NENEWENTE. ATWNGEETHLZEL 7L —ALLTEALNLGZ L, 0T
LHEMAHTIL—4A (—B5FIZBIT 5 MURDER OBKRE ., HMGHIZBIT 5
MANSLAUGHTER & %/l 272 MURDER @ FIR) ZPRAED Lk ERli<Tna, 35
2. H %% LAND/GROUND, FLESH/MEAT, STINGY/GENEROUS, FETUS/UNBORN
BABY 7% Y Ofl 6 7 L — AR OFAELH VTS,

2.4 Tlx7 L—ABEEmOIEE L T Langacker (23517 % locational profile & con-
figurational profile ®# &, scope of predication @ %%, basic domain L #H&k: L
T ® abstract domain @445, 3 X1, domain matrix, (ICM T3 cluster ICM) @i
SEWBAL, TVT77Ry PO “T"RHIIET., FOEROERICERO 7 L—00ED
I boTVANHRLTWS, 2.5 T 7 L—A4 L ICM % HEHF L. BACHE-
LOR, MOTHER. LIE Q%% %7, EANICEIAETDHH LB~ S50, B
LAY E TEA AR OMIEIC D Twad, 2.6 TIHRA Y Y IVAR—AHGFH®HATLT
Whe

2.2. B3IEDEE

% 3 BTN (construal) —MRIZET AWM OETH L. MBEDORATH S Talmy DA
A=V ¥ ¥ AF A (Talmy 1977, 1978, 1988) I3 & UF Langacker D xifl%E (focal
adjustment) O £ L, Lakoff % Johnson DR\ T4 4 A —VAF—vIIHEEE &
T, 4 KHH, 28/EEP» 6% LBROK (pd6) ZEEL. W4 ISHHAEMA TR 5o

BIEDFHTHH 3. 1134 A=V AF—<0FEAbTRS, Johnson (1987) 25T 5
4 A=Y A¥—<D) A+ &%E (CONTAINER), /) (FORCE) % & 7HBICEHELEL
Twh, 3.2 Tld Attention/salience (FEE /BHME) L LT, WISEBTL2001L-TH
EEBASRELZE, HRICIRER LR TV REER LIC WHEHSEA D H T & 2D,
Z @7 B |Z metonymy, reference point (2 £). granularity ($L). subjective motion
(Efmded) oS +EELTWS, 3.31F, Judgment/comparison (FIHF~ LEiE)
LLT, #FT)—b, A% 77—, 7A4X¥aTLEYFo s FRENLTWS, 3,413,
Perspective/situatedness ({03 & HEE) L LT, #lam, ¥4 7 A @GmAiiarE . E8iE
OHFHEMSICHBAZMA TWvD. 3.5 Tl Constitution/Gestalt (. 7 2% F)
& LT, team % archipelago % EHHOMBE 6% 5 VIV —73—HOERE LTHRZ LN
HESWEOME, ShEMBEROIREH. circle & round % EEMAE L THRZ 20 5EE L
THZ A 2% LOREHEY b Twh,

_9]_
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2.3.82BBLUBIRICHETIRAKENR
Croft DEN-HIZZOBEAOLRETHSL, 22T, 3200 TT I F—HF—ik
mhLOHEZ LTV,

(i) 7b—aA, K (domain) % EPMMLTRIFETHLIE  (pl5)
(ii) 41 A=V AF—"hL{2hOFTHIZHTTENEIE (pd5)
(iii) B (b OOz K construal) A4 2ICKEITELHT E (p46)

i) iZid, Micx—2, A2 )b, ICMABREB AL, FNEBTOLX S RERKRTh 5,

The term frame (Fillmore), base (Langacker), and domain (Fillmore, Lakoff, Langacker) all

appear to identify the same theoretical framework. (p. 16)
‘We subsume scripts under frames/domains. (p. 17)
Laloff calls such a frame idealized cognitive model (ICM). (p. 28)

PR, BHIBSHEFORTIE, 7L —4 (Frames: Fillmore ® 7 b — A EERGw) .
(domain: Lakoff and Johnson, 1980 @ A ¥ 7 7 —#3%), ~— A (base: Langacker, 1987 %
EOFERE) . B (domain: Langacker, 1987 % & O S OHEEANET L THEH 2
NTBY, TNTEROEY LLHICHTHEERTH AL 05T, Clausner and Croft
(1999) T TED L) RHLEIZLZDD. HEVIEEIREIOPTEFERFP L IATIE
Molze INHEZVEDOMESIHET 22 LITRMEREDEROL-DICEELRLTH
2LBbhzr"

BT &2 (i) ICHLTHERSB. 1 A—VAF—v L) HRBELEIVETTEHPT,
COPEGOMBST R T EN OB IZBE L CEEMAMASED - 7ohbif Tld oz, A
A—VAF—T b)) EFECHMESEMHATAANGEDL ) LERTHE L TW5 09 %R
THLENDD, TOWHOBICEAECHERENTVE A A—TAF—vD#EmT EMT
ELWwTHrHdH, B5I1T, (1) Tk, Talmy DA A—F ¥ - ¥ AF 4 L Langacker DI
HRENS D EDOH KA (construal) DT AFAIZE LD EFTWA, BHOHEBIC
FH LICERY SV, [l 0BBORELEESEEZ L0, BAEHEL LToH
WBOWS LR EWEREL T 2L 2V e AFIL, LRI HFEARAZ DLV
5o

R, FHiMc 205 FoM. Si2wngizphts . (1) p.24 21k, Langacker
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|2t - 7z basic domain & abstract domain @ X47%3@ 5 #%, “directly embodied experi-
ence” DHFMBRIZITCHELTTAIEATELHOP, (2) p. 26 AF—<v@FHE SO
TAN/ NR—ABREFTTEZB L IFEHLZ EFBEMTWS, (3) p.27 1213,
ABE W) MEOFMRIZE L T, PERSON=HUMAN BEING; HUMAN BEING=LIVING
THING+MIND; LIVING THING=PHYSICAL OBJECT+LIFE * FiRL Twa L Ebil
LZERNFHD, ThThPEETH) ICM ThoHLEZMIMELTEAL GV, 752
REIXERICMNEERT L &2 56D, 72, ZTOAEE Animacy Hierarchy %
Lakoff and Turner @ the Great Chain of being Uil 7: b DEFRIZL TWBEEELS
NEZPED LD GRRAVPRBELEOD. X6, p. 270X ) ICHEESHEIMARLET S
&, 722 Z1E, X = non-PHYSICAL OBJECT+LIFE ® L 5 % X HHEL I A2 @ I
BLTIEEI) A (4) p. 31 IZ “cluster ICM is essentially a domain matrix.”" & \» 5 EE 72
{8HH 55, (5) p. 33 “Fauconnier replaces the notion of a possible world with that of a
mental space.” & 9 MRV H S, (6) p.54 summary/sequential scanning & fie-
tive motion (Z§ AHE LK 505H 5, (7) p. 55 Sanction, full sanction, partial sanc-
tion 2T ARREVE RS H D, (8) AR—RAL 7 L—2@3HaMED ZKMMLRAT
HBHEBENTEY), AR—ZIZHATHHMIIERICON N RT B TH B, L, A—
ALTL—ABREDIHITRLE, HEICHLTD ) —HKBARAALTRLI o7

2.4 . F2EHKUEIEICH T IEMA

Z O B M S EICFERREWEOERL TH B, 2% h KMl S8R RAE
LLVIZLTHB. KEEELLVIRATHRNTOBMSEFIZEETHY., Thr:
TeEBELTHMESO T L) BADPS TSRS 2R3,

Lk (iii) CiE. R (construal) P4 FMBEOHE AL ChH L4, Zhodifigs
EHLTREZETIRARLAZLWI LD, SHHoOMESOLBIIDLEFEVWELLRS
bORELEHTARI, LWHIREDHHTHALIICRZTONE, FHIZEENELFD I
L Eof L LT, Figure-ground ®#R% & Force dynamics DEE57%33 5.

Croft @ A I (p. 46) Tid, Figure-ground 1% 3.4 (I HE) &I TwE,
3.2 (EE /AN CELTHPAEN TR VA Figure-ground &\ 9 FREIM4FIEE,
FE® ETid profile-base @ifIk & L THIL. profile idd & A ABHMEIZH L Wbo T d,
2 5|2, profile shift DFAFTHA A F=3I —= Active Zone b 3. 2ICHFFINLTHEDTH
%o

Force dynamics @R D) G 3L WA, HE3. 5 R 7wy vh) 2gFhTw
Be. NOMEY. MTLD, EOHLDDFOESFVERLVIND PSR 2y N
FPEFBELTWAILERDEY, FREVILELTIL—AETRTY 2 ¥V N Th b,
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TETWIHIHR SV as i, AIREATWE L) IZEFOERE —RERALD, &
SOESEFSHELIRAZYTHAHOBAEAIIOVT—RWIZFTE > T A EBRBNEDT,
Force dynamics \Zfo7:Z ETldBve, HHON [hEoTwa] & HLTWA] 2L
W ERTIE, BRaL. 37 2bbHBicMbsbOE LT3.4 (Rl i) ¢FEALLIL
LHVELELI Ly HAVEMER ATV THEBLLL AVO2E MGy, ZORME
CELTABTIRETEIORFIILZVA, 22 b pd6 DA IFIMERTHY, FHT
DEXGEHELTHOL O NP LB 2R 2P LENL LIRLEBLLE
Jo

Zofl, EEAELTOA2BF2, T, A A—VAF—<OFHI) AL (pd5) OF,
FORCE ®JH|>, RESTRAINT, EXISTENCE @ - REMOVAL & & % #%, Johnson (1987)
ik &8 5 H F{EE T, RESTRAINT REMOVAL (I Twizb a4 L) Lw)xk
HREFETAZEPLI BB IFLEAERICLARY) Tlhwht Bbh s,

Kz, BIEBOHMICA-TWARENE T ES, BE., HwTld, TOEPHT, ¥T
CHTE7-b 0% LB b, 3,611, ED X9 IZ construal ¥ { & LT, AhFHiE
Tl b, 320FUNDLEEFBRSNTWAY, Shid. FHILVWASTTH Y., Kl
DATIZIEH T VIZET ES. SHIZ, p. 73 2B LR E LA FHOMES FTH 2
Jo HLWER MRORAH) LS bOORFITKEND L2, TORER
ELTHBBEE-STLED . LW EBREWHB (of Croft, 2001) 2B TWAPHT%
AN EFHLEALOICE. BMOETIE AL, —WirFLEeTHATLIRE TR RV

Pib, ARETIE, Croft DAY L7482 HB LU S EAME LAz, RITIXFE L Croft
AHAY L CHEEEICWT 289 BL OB 1 EEERT 5.

3. BoOE~FE11E OUEEE)

EOEHS 1 BRI ULEENIR-TwE, FIETS 74 4 2OME. B 10 TH
WWEL Fo 40O H LA R, Pillmore and Kay. Lakoff & Goldberg, Langacker,
Croft % 4 D OH WM THE L Tv 5. 11 ETIIMAMKIE TV (Usage-Based Model)
WD WM L Tw b,

3.1.EIEOBE

BOETIE, FHTHAHI. 1I2KE, 9.2 T/ 744 20EEZ, 9.3 T/ TF4144L
Wk, 9.4 CHXERMILEDOHEEMIE-TVvEH, 9.1 Tk, Chomsky #FO X &
ORIT->TWE, 2OFT, FAHEGHAELNC, MECET SR RAETH - TH RN
(FEEEM) (S LADTE7-A82 THMHBLTEZELA0L, Chomsky BT R
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BWELIZR W EMEELTA T4 FLAOFEICA>TYE, A T4 420582 T
2L EFIEI Fillmore et al. (1988) £ Numberg et al. (1994) TH 5B, 3. 4 74 4
Lo E LT TREITCWS,

(4) a. It takes one to know one. (7377 & 59 TiA%3v4)
b. pull a fast one  (F A LLET)
c. bring down the house (k2 & KIGF % [ii7)
d. wide awake (T >0 HEZEF L)
e. sight unseen (& & L@ ~37(2)
f. all of a sudden (%£%%)
g. (X) blow X's nose. (&4 )
h. Onece upon a time,... (2L, L)

AF4F 0070 ¥ 4 7HEFRIF Numberg et al. (1994) 12 &1 a. LENABHE, b
B, c. 2E2DhESLE, d. LT THE, . FHINBEHNBRTHL LW, T,
Fillmore et al. (1983) 726, 4 T4 A LAD 4 DOEGFEEIT T A,

(i) encoding idiom & decoding idiom (Makkai, 1972)
(ii) grammatical & extragrammatical
(iii) substantive & formal

(iv) pragmatic point #H» L LD ER VLD

(i) Tl answer the door, wide awake, bright red % &, BUHXERA A5 HH 5 THl A
FIiFs 2 A TELRVWD D% encoding idiom EMFTE, —Ji. kick the bucket % pull a fast
one DX HiZ, W Tbbrbiwvd @% decoding idiom EMFATREGLTWA, (i) T
&, first off, sight unseen, all of a sudden, by and large, so far so good O X 9 7 3CHHERYTIE
A 7 4 * A% extragrammatical & LTREG L Twa, (iil) Ti. blow X’s nose ¥
The X-er, the Y-er DX 312, SABADVAr IV Yk - TIhoOHEREIIHATES LD
# formal EWMEATWA, (iv) Tl Good morning, See you later 72 & O3, Once up on a
time 7z EOREECRI D @, Him be a doctor?) 7z EYFEORRLEM L LICHWLNRLS
LOFREFTLTWA, MEICINGE F LT, BEMIAHRAZ SO, #lA LFAREA
b @, BRFHRILLTWEHOO=0md 64 74 F LD 45K LT L7 Fillmore et
al. DWf A £ LD Tn5,

9.3, 9.4 TIXAF—<MA 71 % AL L T Chomsky M TIHERB S Twiz A

-
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F A4 FADPUTICHRRICE TRATWA D, L MEOEREZHENERF->THRLTY
A, . Fillmore et al.® let alone M L ORIEZ ML L OFRFOMIERY, ZURAY,
SR ARSI AR TRICEE L Tw5, & 561, Lakoff (1987) 2815
There ¥ ®WFE. Michaelis and Lambrecht (1996) (2 X 27HEM L O, MASET
M@ 5T A & Prince (1978) 12BF 5 Tt-cleft, wh-cleft @R EEAE O FE. Wierzbicka
(1988) 7°% Have a V XD & N is N #XOWFA. Jackendoff (1990) 2HiT %
‘time’-away HEL~OF N &, H5% Goldberg (1995) OELIZHWT 2 EFEMWNIEL TO
WA 2SIV EF v, EOEE LEOERIC $ TELb ARz w, #s
L L OFOHE - AR ZEROH AT IEE T TR ZE v,

3.2. 810 EOHE

£10ETIE, 10.1 THOCUE A AR T 2R, 10. 2 TIE 10, 1 THRAR L2242
HALEIILT, 420FEFNVERHELTWD. MXLER AW T 2L LT, Croft &
MAORKEL LTUT2BBRLTWVWA.

(i) E0XHHLLEIEREZHC2D (@FE. Bz L) (p.260)
(i) Eo&9nwiiMReHuvas (T, Bz L) (p.262)
(i) MR Lo MRICIEED L) Gl D59 (p. 265)
(iv) Mol Lok 5 ITiEBEShTwaLd (p. 265)

ChEYCEREETHAD. 10. 204 2DFEFVERHAT LI EITL > THHEICED L
bhd, ZZTWH 4 2DEFNEE, Fillmore and Kay @ —EOH%, Lakoff (1987)
L UF Goldberg (1995), Langacker ®—# Dff%E, Croft (2001) TH 5,
¥4, Fillmore and Kay &, (1) & Gi) (CBL. [cat v] CCEHBIIEF), [gf sbj] (X
BHEEILER) 4L oEHNE, CEBRREHVWLLOEFERTHNTH L, /2, Gi) &
(iv) IZPL. Fillmore and Kay 3554 % #7 (complete inheritance) D& HdbH, Flz
. EEUAMTwh A& %A wh BERIOHISCIEL, LI (left-isolation: S EHF = kimOF T 5)
L SAI (Subject-Auxiliary Inversion: ErRBIEIFAEE) #MXr LR RT2, IThi
HFT)—BEOEMALRLE, MRTELLEVD, 10O HBWATIT)I—THY,
EHOEEOH 6 e L EBEWHFEHTHALE ).
iz, Lakoff (1987) 15 X Uf Goldberg (1995) IZ2WTH<Tw5b, (i) Tl Goldberg
(1995) @ participant role (Z45-#F%#E) (2B L THE-X, robber £ victim & 9 fZ#1d
rob/steal IFETH A LEERTERNTII VAL, EFEEBFHFL W) MR, BREzE0
VEHESEEUET 2 EREERTNCHE LE ), (i) OELHOMMAL LTI, instance
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link, subpart link, polysemy link, metaphorical link 2 & f#H L, IhbE71 74—
FEZEOEE, BIUSHEMREZFIEHRNA 7T -TH ). BHMODBOEH SR
LEENBENTHLLEE .

Iz Langacker (1987) ftilc oW CTii<Tvib, Z 2 Tid. Langacker O RHISCH:E TV
EWHEO—HE LT > Twd, (1) Z2WTHARAH, BhF% L oXEike
BoHonTwbbon, B L EREFRBZI)H9 ZASCEOLE» 6%, JOEHETE
LA EERIZBEST N TEBY TOBERTEERTIRTREVWER~NS, 351, (i)
2B ACEMR L #5412 elaboration-site & elaboration & V) FHRNK % H&E ORI % £
S TWAZ EAMMAINTWA, (i) OMZXHOBMBICEH LTI, FEIELIHE—WE
T —8 GEHER) 2ETLIEFERERTWS, (iv) CHLTERKREF VD
BA»rLEEFEIUTHL LV,

BHRIZ Croft (2001) AWERSNAHAS, ik, IELWWD 7T — & RIR & L THEBER
A TH B ES L Lakoff (1987) 3 X UF Goldberg (1995). Langacker (1987) &#t#&—|C
LTWa A%, SCHLaim & SURBAF T N TR XITEFLTRESINS L W) BT DER
(“Radical” Construction Grammar) DFFLLTH D & w9 #F#lliE. Croft (2001) ZBHO
a4

3.3.8 11 ZOME

118, LRl RICL, 1L 1 TXERREENDTO AL, 11. 2 THEAKRE TV
CEOWEERE, 11,3 TRk T VIcESu L HEm e ) o Twb, 11.1 T
FOH LIV —NVTEY A PTHRHERLTWA I E 2~ H%, 11.2, 11.3 T, Bybee
(1985) % ¥ ORFFEL SHRBIREF VI 2V TIRRTWw b, [ER{KIE 7V Tid, type fre-
quency & token frequency #41F, TNENIZHLTUTOL ) ARG EZ ML TV D,

(i) AF—<OHEEERY 1 7HAFEONETHLH (p.296)

Q) BHzE, EHISNAHENERICEZ W, beBlFL L 0BE. PHUILER (am, are,
is, were, etc.) THEHFLTLEI L VI ETHL. (i) BHAZE, -ed &WHBEEE.
BAGHEENCORLEEZMA OEEREFEFIZSEVE, wkEOBER (flew, blew ¢
¥) ECOMEIEER S BER S v oEESEIMRE W) 2 ETH L, SHIT, 11,2
Tid, W—WERITHER cBEMnd 5458 LT, source-oriented A ¥ —< 7217 Th
¢, product-oriented A ¥ —<II2WVTHEST W 5,
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(iii) 2L THAESNDIREDTTT S (SHRIRE L — VI E ARl HiETaH )

i, B2 ungl E W BEFFART. Vo ltAZOAF—AEHILI N T B L,
Bx BERD» O ZORESFABA~OFERIMRE L, 9o /E, IREE b OffEIZK
JLL T — LR Gk T A HEEOERE 2 CRERPEETH 2, REIZ. KDL )RR
LB STV A,

(iv) YR X Ol SiE, HPEONETHS,
FPE L R FE & oW A L. BRIk oTARETH 5,

11,2 I BT A HEAKIMT TN E LT, FHROESHEICBWTORILT LI L bk
FELTWVA, SR ORETHET 5.

3.4.B9EH,SHE 11 EICETHEKEROR

B9®A5 11 EE T, Croft OFIC4 ARMEFRFOMHIH T 2HEE L CTE7. <
SOPOFERTRESFEREOMBAYTH L. T, Chomsky HimOREEMINBRLELT
B RRRLTWAIZE, RIZ, A TAFTALBOLELERL TRATWAI L. &
%I RILE 7V % B L T Bybee MMM PRMOLHEEE OBELERAATLHILTH
Bo WT. FRENIZOVTE I L LEEL L k25,

W QRS0 T2 Chomsky FFHOF ML T D BH L v, Croft 135 0 FHD
1 # 5 ~— ¥ &% LT Chomsky Bz 2T hfith Cwa e, BHEG L Chomsky
W OHEEPREREIC R TS, iz THHBESLFRIMCHACIOENALA T
1 FAOPEDSFORBEEE R > T RBIZEHEN VD 5,

F7, MEIFERBEISLESFAF ALV BSREE L MED) 20T, Fillmore
et al. OIEMEITIZHALENPRAEFTBE o Twd, 252, Fillmore & MIHIIRIL Wi
i G & EE - AR R E L ARETELEEROTETVRLIAYPFMETE L, S
Hlz, 11 %3, 2R Tlid s b0, Langacker B U TRV EL ERSINTWAME
MEREFLETCELRYDIYRT VB TIRALALLDLEFMHTE 2.

3.5.89FpPSHHE 11 EICH B5EMA

—FCRHBREETEATEL LD L > TERRPENELR, ERTRVERELGNLR
bw({2dH5b, Langacker D BH L O Y B X UF Croft H & O Radical
Construction Grammar QL) VW Th 5,

Langacker DB LHEIZ, BEOBUEEFOAMETHILE,. DEODOEE L E3BED
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BEAEHOTHBA LI EY, FETREYLEO—EL LTI LIObM TS,
ZORERZHE LTESNEVIEAIRIEEN RV, B A A, Langacker DHFSEH &ILH &
BIMFTAE—HRXIZZ0ERbYEHLRTYWS L, HHKILEFL S Langacker D
FELFROEDOTHB, #NThH. Langacker D3ERB & 4 ZiflfErv L2t s
NTwhuolk, BASHZEOMEEHATL2FL L TELPYEY ZVErd s, b B2
Ay BIZEZIE. E—HRLEM. ZNSEFOHLVWEEZEHT 2012, 2Hmofhon
e AL L HLES AT A B TR A TR Z Az L w3 RAFIRED 1o,

72 810 mOWOUED HBUTERMNZARH 0 12 RA 5. £/ Croft B4 Radical
Construction Grammar (2B 3 AFBIZR R ZVWEITH. JHIIFEOIFELTRA LI 5
KEITHEARD Cruse IZH<NEF o7z EHRITL LR 5.

W OREBIZHEZS W 2mEMATE L (1) p.245, p.255 Chomsky Bl 817 % %
RFIR P TS L RN LSRR TEIBER LNV ERFENTTHA ). WHLEE
HEELTWAZEA) L, BiHIEAS 77— WET 5, (2) p.259 T DEILIEL WEHR
ERLTWZ0250E0bh 64, (3) p.280- e-site B A % ERAICEIRST2H
DTHAHEV)FEBIZFE L v, (4) p.28 BFRRFE W) WERBEEHBRLTLE-T
ARMUZH T WL DEB S D T, [EBF] 0f{bhiC [THING| &wvw) BRI ZA 7T
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