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OOOooonooooooon:
ODooooO0ooooooood
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1. OJOogd

OOO00000000Usage-based Model of language:
Langacker 1987, 2000, 2009; Kemmer & Barlow 2000)1L1, [
OO000000000000000000, ooooomr
0 o
0
0. DOoooooo, oooooooooooodd
(0
OOO0000OOoOOdOde.g., Chomsky 1965, 1995) 1010
[

OOOooooo@o vsmO, DOoOooooOoOoddd
000000000000, oooooooooooomd
OO00000000000000000004d, ooomo
OO0O00O0O0O0O0O0O0000ooooooo00oooon
(0

O0O0OOoo0, doooooooooooddo, od
O UBM DO OOOO000000ooooooddon
Od. Oooo, oooooooooooo, oggddg
OO0, doooooooodooooon, Oooooo
(exemplar-based) 1O OO0 O00O0OO0OOOOOOOON
oood.

OJOO0oOodg, ooooooooood: 1 dodd
0 o o o
OO0O000000, Ooooooooooooooooo
00000000000, 2) dooooooOooadon
OJOO00oooono, ooo/ooooododddom
OOO0O00O0O00oOd. oooooooooogonood,
0 I

2. Hoogodd

oooo, 0o UM OO000o0ood, O0Oodo
I o I O
ooo.

2.1. I
Langacker (1987)1 0O O 0O0O0 0O 0O O (Cognitive
Grammar) (1000000000000 UBM OOOOO
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UBM OO O0O0OO00O00O00O00O00O00O000:

I I I I I O [ B
O, DO0O0OoOooonote.g., toes, beads, walls,
etc.)JOIOO(e.g., e, bead, wall etc.)(ITICICIC]
0,

b. DOOOOOOOODOODOOOOMOOOoono
0 | [ |
c. OO, OOOoOOoooooogoooood

0 o  m {m { |  { [
d. OOO000000O0OO0OoO00dO-gOoOm
OO0 (ruleist fallacy) OO OO OHO
. (Langacker 1987: 27-29, 46)

1) a

I

22. I O O O

Langacker (2000), OO OOOOOOOOOOO, OOO
I G B
UOOO0O0480 (Dynamic Usage-based Model: DUBM)L]
ooodo.

DUBM OO0 OOOOOOOOOO0O, oo
(entrenchment) 1100, OO0, OOOOOOOOO
0 o
OOOOoOodO. OOOODdon (pre-packaged) 1]
OOO0O0O00000 eeiyOOOOO0O0O (Langacker 2000:
3-4). OO0O0O, JO0OOOoooooooooooood
OOmIO00 (selective) (OO OO0 OOOOOOON
[ (Langacker 2009: 628).

OOOOO0O000000000 (schema), OO
OOO0O0O0O00O0oDOdoOdn (instantiation)
OOO0OO (Langacker 2009: 629). DOOOOOOOHN
OOO0O0O0o00oOO0o0OO00Ododnod (immanent)
A
OOO0O0OO0OdooooooooooooooodoOd
O @bid.). OOOOOOO, O 1 OO0OO0OOOOOH:
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(Langacker 2009: 630 [ Figure. 2 CICI[)

-

[
»

O 100,A00000 A (=1~490A00000000
0O, oOoOoooooodood, O0oOooOod A OO
OOoo0, oOoOooooOod A dooooo. 0o
I [ O

Langacker (2009: 629) 11000 OO0 O0O0OO0OO0O0
oOooooOoooo:

(2) [T]he abstraction of units does not require any special
mechanism; it is essentially automatic given the general
Hebbian principle that occurring patterns of neural
activation leave traces (in the form of strengthened
synaptic connections) which facilitate their own
recurrence.

2.3. I I O
OooOoOooO, oooooooooooooood. o
o
N I o
I o o O
I o W [
OOoOooOoOooOoooOyooooooooooOoon
| o
I o
0O, 00000 UBM OOOOoOooOoOodn. 0o
U0, UBM iOOOoOOooooooaooaonodod
|
OooOooooOoooooooooood. O 1 0od
Langacker OO OOOOO0OOOOOOOOOOO, OO
oooo, oOooOooooooooooooooon.
OO0, DoOoOooodoo, ooooooooooodno
N o v o
| o o
oooOoo. 0oOo, ooooooooodo, Ooood
| o o
OOO0O0O. Yoshikawa (2009)0, OOMOOOOONON
U0 (the beginning paradox )] LI,
oooooooooOooo, ooooood, ood
I o
oo, OOoood, ooOooooooooooooodno
tbooooOoodce.g., Port 2006, 2010; Johnson 2005,

963

2006). UBM OO OOOOO0OO0O0O00OOO0OOOOOOO
UO0O00(e.g., Langacker 2009: 628)01, L1IOOOOOLIO,
() o
0 e A I [
N o

24. D O O

OO UBM OOOOOOOOOO0OO0CO0oO0oooOo
OOoOOoooooooodo, ooooooodao
OOoooOoOOoooobDoooooOood. oooodo
OOooOOooooooooooooododg, odo
o
o o o

UBM U0, OO/OO0000ooooooodoon
(o o o o o o
OOOOOO4dn (e.g., Langacker 2009: 630-631). LIOICO
OO/O0000d00OooOn (categorical judgment) [
o o [ o

o o o R o
o
OoOoooooooooooooooodo. odao, o
O@oOOoooooooooooooooo. ogdo
OoOoooOoo, oooooooooooodao, o
(o o
OOo0Od, OoooooooOoooooooooodd
o o o o o e

UBM U0, DOOODOOOoooooogoooQd
(Y o o o o o o
OOoOOoooooooooood, oooooodao
(Y e o
I
OOoooOoOOoooobDoooooOood. oooodo
OOooOoooododO.

OoOooooooooood. ooooogo, ood
OOoOooooooooooooodon, ooodo, O
o
(o o o

3. oooooad

OOoOO0oooOoodon, DoooooooooOddd
o o o o o o
OOoOo0, oooooooooooooooooddd
OOOO0OO0O0O0dooood. 0ooooogo,od
OO (exemplar-based) IO (e.g., Bod 2006; Gahl
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& Yu 2006; Johnson 2005, 2006; Pierrehumbert 2001; Port 2007,
2010; Wedel 2006)L11 o

2006 LI The Linguistic Review 11O OOOOOO
0000000, ooooooooooooooooomd
OOooOoooodoooo. 0o, oogoooooo
LIEBM) IO OO UBM OOOOODooaonono
oo.

3.1 EBM L1000
00O EBM OO0OO0O0O0O0O, OOOOO0OCOoOooo)
OOOOooOooOOOddhigh-dimensional) L1001, T
0, OO0 (exemplar) OO OOOOOOOO0O0. OO0
N A
I o o O
I A | [ 0
I
ooOoOooOoooooooOoon. 0oa, oooodao
I
ooOoOood. 0o, oooooooooooooodo
I o O
ooooOooOoooooOoooood. oooooodao
I o O

32. EBM OOOO0O00O000000
O0O00000000000000000000000,
0O00000OOCoOO000000000)000000
00O0000000000000, EBBM DOO000000
000, 00000D00000DOCOO000)0D00
000000000 D000D0 OO0 UBM 000000
000000, UBM 0000000, 000000000
00000 0000000000000oon?

000, EBM 0000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000000
00000 0O000D0000000000000000
00000000000000000000000000
O (e.g., Port 2007, 2010). DOOQ)OOOOO0OO00000
00000, 0000000 EBM O UBM DO0DO000

1MQMQQWQ&@DDDDDDDDDDDDDDD,D
U0 UBM OOOO (alternative) IO, CICCT UBM OO
I
OoOoooooooonO. 0od, oooooog, ooo
I I [ O
2DDDDDIDDDDDMQMQQWQ&QDDDDDD
tl.
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OOooOooooooOon.

OoooOood, ooooooooooooooonon
() | o
I
OOOoOOoO0Oo0Oo0odOodn. Port (2007, 2010000
OO0, OOOO000000dow-dimensional) 1O
OOoooOoOooooooooooooood, oodao
OOooOooOooooonoo.

00O EBM OOOO00OO00O00O0O0O0O00O00O0000
OOoOOood. DoooooOooooooooomon)
0 [
() o
oooood.

3.3. EBM L1101 00O000008
000000000000 000, Hintzman (1986) 101101
OOOO00008 (schema abstraction) 1C1CICICIC], Johnson
(2005, 2006) L 1HHOMOMNAMN (exemplar resonance model)[]
OO0, ooodg, Hh ooooooooo
0 o
O OOOOOM Hintzman 1986 OO (probe) I
OOOOoOoOooOOo0ooooooooOddd, 3) goomd
OOOoooodoooooaooooyoooo, 0o
Oooooooo.

Categories

- \ \--\_\Ax\_f\‘ .EXempIars

_\.K :R 4_ "

"y

-

“saw’”
-—

0O 2.EBM OOOO0O000O000000000
(Johnson 2006: 493 [ Fg. 5 CICI0)

) R N R B
(| o o [
0 P
() o
I 2 2. G o
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[, Pierrehumbert (2001) 11O OO0 OO0OOO0O0ON
(| o
R
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34. (I
OoOooooooooogo, OOd vsM OO
Y O | 0 I O O O
ooQ. goooo, oooooogoooooogddg
I | O B
ooooodg, joooogoo. bogoood
(Construction Grammar- e.g., Goldberg 1995)111I0, I
oooooooooooooooogogog
(constructions) LI IO O OHOOOOOO, DOOOOOO
OOOO0O000 (e.g., Subject Verb Object, Object,) LI
I O

OoOodo, UBM OODOOOoOdoOdce.g., Bybee
1995000 00OOoooodn, ooogoog
I O
OOOOooOOood (od Bybee OOOOHOOMM
OOO000O0oooooOogddO: eg., Bybee 2002,
Bybee & Sheibman 1999).

4. OO

] 23,
1) OO0O0OOOOooOoOoooOooooooooOodn
I O O
oonO, 2) oooooooooooooooooon,
I O
oood, oOoOooOooood, DooooOoooOodo
R 24 9.
oOoooooon.

EBM OO0OO0O00O0O, 04, OOOoOdoodon
N 229,
oooOooOoooooooooodoo. ooooo, 0o
N 229, I | o
I N Y I
N O
oooOoooan.

ooono
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