S LD T D JEEE R
—HEDOXEYLIZEET D% —
Ruben Polo-Sherk (& K[52])

1 I
AAGECIX(1RNEE TH H Y, Sih TIEAIZRIST 5(Ab)D X H IZRKB L, Qalckhisd 50Ad) D
£ 9 RFBHUIRAB SN2,

D a. 7 v¥F—aFEKLIHEL
b. Bake tasty cookies
c. LW vFx—%fE<
d. *Tastily bake cookies

bHA TEHRLWY () 2 TES ) & [V oX—] OELLEEMTLINEND Z E1E, BRD
X EORETIZARW O, FRAIL~UZBIT 2 ERICHER LT by, SERBEORTIE
N 202 Z LI L TE WL OO TER ST & 7=, #l 21X, Langacker (1997,
2000)1%, ANEDOER N HAGDLE > T—2D=y M & L THIET D &\ ) grouping IZBIT 518 E %
1ToC%, H7e% grouping D/ 35 — AIH VTR IR N R ST DH@IZE B4 5, Grouping
IR EL Tl <. Mo EICET 2 b THY |, FaEERIC—8T 2481320 ((2a, b)
A ERBI SN2, £72, @D L2, ZJ—TbENT-bORFHELSEL T8 LH D,

(2) a. Those women are intelligent. (@ tr (b) tr
b. The problems with that idea are numerous. e —D O
(Langacker 2009b: 50) -] O —{1

(3) The headway that we managed to make... (Langacker 2000:157)

% 7. Chafe (1977, 2005)  Croft (2007 DEF /LT, FHEITHIE SN LB HETHIEBZIZHITH
nza (ZhzEis b vy) LT, BlziE, @Wo X oz, TR FICE-> T, BRDEE(EA
LD, ZiLh EFED grouping & R CERRE & 72> T 5,

(4) he passes a girl on a bicycle / you see both of them converging (Croft 2007:356)

LINLRRS, 2SO TR T2 AL DOFERTH D EHOERN (DO L 9 ITIZIEFE U EL
ERTEIICHRDEVIBREDIHT S Z LT TE 720, 72 LT, grouping (X FREAR IZ EHE /2% E|
PRI, BELSERIOEROEE L)) IMNBRZR O T2 DITH B AL 72 ST 7,

[\

R

Z 2T, ARFETIE. KEifk(compartmentalization) & V) Friz el & AR RZ L2V, Kk &1,
SEEHEOR LIZWEROXEIY J7 - B# - s ko Z L 2R L, BEE ST 57 mk 20—
THHO, o, REOHEDOEMETEH D, £, KELOZERIFR X T OZERICBEFR L TEBY ., Y4
HEm CRBT A ZEEFREICT 2O OXELNFEAET HEICL O & LTEHL (cf.
Slobin 1996), % V| SHEHFITLHLEFHICE I RIEBELXEILT L0 TH L, LIein>T, &
FERI CERAERTICO b O TR o - Kb E A2 FFORBUCIE, S0 EBHEEA~OFENR S
ndEEZHNL, LFTIE, KE(LONRZ =125 3 DOBRIZ OV Tk b,

2.1 FEXxHREE

FAXHRRE & X, & 2RI Y T2 RN R o8& LofEICE» D ZEThb, FlxiE, (5a)
TIHGERET WD 12025705, (Bb) Tl one (223035 DIFAEMEEOHI TH 5, Db ZD/REZ—
DOHFITH B,

(5) a. Z ZIZHEH ULV
b. No one is here.
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2.2 AHXA - M

HOLRITIIVEOTER L L TEHAINDIMEN, BIORITIIZHOTEHR L LRI IND Z LN
Hb, TOXIRGEITEI o TV DO HE - JEMiCh 5, FBETIL, BlZIE, (6)TIE. 35E
® reluctance & unwillingness D 27E CEINTWAENHAGETIX RAARE] LW 9 1FETERIN
TWHZEND, 2O0FEENHE—DBERICEMINTWND EBZLXOND, O &iE, W, HAGHE
TIX1ETEINDIMENTFETIZ 2FBICHHE L TWD Z LT D,

(6) a. Her reluctance or unwillingness
b. WL DAKE

T/, XL~V TlE, Talmy OFAGE(Talmy 2000)%° (B8] OMENH#EXLEFEEOEHLLNL Y
726 &N 5D E Vo =i (Goldberg 1995; Langacker 2009a)i2 & < WS A (B)D X 5 22 Fi)i %,
AAFZETIL, AR - B & FAHRBORIEE Lot &b, AL VEBD entro & flotando D 2
FEDN floated D 1 FEIZHKIIG L TN D T2 OFEXI 33 - JEREDOBIR TH L, BEIOFERD ED L HIZE5E
IEEND D E WD S TR OREIC 2 5,

(5) a. La botella entré6 a lacueva flotando. (Talmy 2000:49)
the bottle moved-in to the cave floating
b. The bottle floated into the cave.

SHEBERICE L TCHLRE(LIZIR OGNS, HlziE, 6a)TiX., 7 A IAERFADOERE(LICa— FE
INTEY., copula [ZiTa— FMEE TV, FHUIx L. (6b)TIX copula BT A%EE L, ER
FNCIET AR, BN L2, FTIREFEOEAMIL, HELE L a— NMEaiT> T 5,

(6) a. EBRL»-72TT (lit. (It) is was-tasty)
b. It was tasty

(7) a. PIfETY
b. HfETL -

WEEREMICR TS, FRRRBEN SRR AICA NS, flxiX, 77V AFEO@IX@OIZEI TN D
23, ZZ Tldcopula W BNCT A% a— NMeT 25 (BFIET AT Vea—NMeT5), £lo, 7
T UREDQD X 5 TedhE e & OB AR E R L EESMEROER L LTI 0ngEEIc
BENEEE [Hle) WO RINRTE D,

(8) Je {suis/serai/etc.} allé (lit. ‘T {am/will be/etc.} gone’ = ‘I {went/have gone}’/’I will have gone’)
(9) Damnatus sum (lit. T-am was-condemned’)

X #E{l1% negative concord/polarity (2% CTiLE 5, (102)D AL VEEOHITIE, HEDHFHRIL 2
DETZA L TERY . 202 Lid, ADICEWTHREKTH D (BR+7RV), Fio, BIRmREEN
2NA0) B RBRDBIS TH D LB 2 biLd, B, 2R IHEEZLELT S (ef. *BRITLWY), £
DIz, (100)D [RLFK) 1ITiE, BEDEHRNBA> TWDNEBENRH D VI ST BFAIEEE B 2 B
Do

(10) a. No hay nadie aqui. (lit. ‘there-is-not no-one here’)
b. &R L 22y
c. BARKIK

2.3 IRAHIEHERL

HE R AR R OVRAN D O S H 5, B2, (11b)IX(11) DIRARFH#R TH D &2 D,
HHh A, QNI EEET(11a) EIZXKE LN R > T b 72D, (11e)D X 9 12 negative polarity & L
TIFHERE L7210,

(11) a. ZHIUFFRLOHEMTIZZ2Vy  (Yamanashi 2000:246)
b. ZAUIFLOEMSTH S (bid.)
cHFZIUTBRFLOEMSTH S (bid.:253)
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SEENRIACE D EREESE - EIC Lo T, MEoE LN E D, oF 0, ZEREBEORROES
TH, EERICEHEOME T Z2E 2770 TR UEREZELTWD W) Z LiERl, #Eotr g H
ELRRHDOTHD, LTFIEERSNDERLFALNCERLHITH D, (120)ITHY T 5 A1 FE
(12D)1F 72 > - KA E 2 o0, HFREEITHERNEN T2 b0 Th 5, —F. BARED(120)D
EHIIRE S B s, £7-. (13a)DHEFED more lFAAKRFED [Hob | ICBBLFMY L, WZiEL b
Z O L KB EEE L 72D WEET 5 50 L7 o TV D DS, Jess [ZITkH T 5 B AGEN 72
W, B bEND LOBBAMICE RS, FHEEIC, 19D [~b0b/H 5] #H3LE some ~ X
WEEIER & LT 0wt & Bz A0, RE{LOEIZOW TIIARR IR AR HRER L Wi b, 7=, [FH
B ORBOXELEEIIZHELETH D,

(12) a. I'm thirsty
b. Tengo sed (lit. ‘I-have thirst)
c. MEDNB\NTZ
(13) a. more/less
b. H o &/?
(14) a. HERIZED EE->TWAB AB WS (lit. '"There are also people who..."
b. Some people think the earth is flat

3 ARWEOEF

INFETREFEACONREZ =37 TV —bOMEE LTS5 Z & 23E Do 72(c.f. Chafe 1977,
2005; Croft 2007; Langacker 1987, 2009a 72 &), L2>L7228 5, Langacker (20092) 23222 L T\ 5 &
IR, BELIZWVEES X EEREER Y OBMRICOWCoFRX, 77 2) —~(boE LTS 220 &
72 X & Y 3R - FHRAMRICIT 2 WA, BEERITIE ) X YHZ I3y X YZ ISy 280
r—2ZERLTVRY, Lh, EHRAMEE TS ot 2 2B\ T, FEREHER Ol Eic s
NHDOTIEHRL, MAMICERIINIOTHD, Tz, SELICEL UL 17 2V —(boEHEN
VY BT ERETHIET TR, BEEEO LD EATKE{LT 20 E W I BN D LRGHT 54
ERHDH, T LT, ZOLITRET D E, BHEE LEL ZOBEN LN Z N TED LD
225 (ZRBNEFE LW EEZ BNDEHIZ OV T, cf. Langacker 1990:115-116; Croft 2007:344-346) ,
b, BEORBELIZOWTO#EmEE LT, SEICEVELEVLODORELEEN R E D LIREL
7=
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