Wi 5 L7 AbE)s & SGEAL

R—U— F ARG, SCE(G, B, BREILE 7

1. F

Lass (1990) 28 E#EZMD 1 44 7L L T# 4 L LEAL TR 4G
(exaptation) V% & < o> TIRIGFH i PEHMICH 720 L VIRE N TE 2, Lass 2 & 5
ELANEIG L TREM D (unk), Tab b BREE Ko R ERIHEEA L RL SN D
TERET., MEHOMEE SEYOEBICBIET 2 LMY S b I BT EARMH,
LoblF TES LuISBRoRIECO VTIE, KL LAELOHHSRINTER
(2.16i), 727, EFHREZ NS DHEE2ED OO, 5% Lass D LRICHROIK S 28T 3,
EwH0b, FEHEOWEOMHIATIE, HXLoiMEERE L bic, BEREERIR KO E %
Ko, BREE b 2wy MRS (falsesign)? N E 2T 5 C LBHL DS NIH S
T&H % (R (2016, 2018a, 2018b, 2019)), T #viFZEE»s il 51k, (designification)
ENESBERTH B B, MBS ST THRERZE L EHED, BEDY
TEER ) EMPERICAEEDLLVWIREBICEZ Z L DAL hv, &5 ICHBESPH RO HE
B2 ES T WO S 4 AZT oD, 2O LTy —2A%2R2IC21), Lass D)
FTBEfh ) OFEREANDTEY ) LI T FUAPEFICL > THROEREZ X 51Tl
HONTL5DTH 5,

ST, Ko HIZ, AEIG E v S R Z S (constructionalization) DL 5
WARBL, HilhETV2BETLILTHE, SHIC, TOEFIVICHEIE, 0k
EDAH=Z AL L THFBAEPSHEY T TR, ST, KO TRITUT
DEBOVTH D, bbb, Bz ~THIESLL ZEEP VL 22 DEET T,
Booij (2010) OEKICB T 2 THESTEERE ) (constructional marker) ~ & F&E T % FHffilHs
Rohzdh, Zolfeid Lass D0 ) /MEIGICEE ST 5, U L X, whidRXo
Thv—F=—2, Thb, BoOFFEEADMBOFE L OfFIcEZ o0 LR, AW
L 2o L 0 RPN HST 2 (41807,
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F 72, Rt (grammaticalization) Tl&, it 5 2SR & L CORERBICIN 2 T,
EEGH (grammatical marker) & L COHEEZ b ER T2, Txbb, BXZhANK
DOFEALE AT L T, SRS % 7 ORI~ LR LI 20 Th B (4.2ffi),
TovFIFICEBWT, "HEls - UK - SOEE#L L v —EDFE, Lass
D) TTEER, OFEEADRY ) Lwi4 A=V L 5 FLFANT S, kB, Z0¥
A T EIBE, THEM) OTFEEREL & v o BT, THERMEIG ) (junk-exaptation) &
EiENns bbb s,

KimOWKZUL T LBV THD, £9. 28Tl FhEICOM&ICD W TR
2HEICHME LB, MESAEFERYICT S, 3Tk, EHEORET 2H Lo
T DOWTHAL, ZOMMEZ2HRE220HF %, Zoficik, BXUbosERM:
D5L, LbbIryayn Muliiiest, 2 L hilsoWEIERET 2, £v)
Db, ThoOMRIFINEICEET LT 2BOTHE LY — VLR 2P 5TH D, firl
T ATk, FEBRICHEUicHED < HLEIG & STELO TV ERET 5, BRI,
FTHIE L RS oFEiE~0REY ) ELTEeTMUT B, Ric, E eIz
HED AL E SOFEHROFKEL WS, 20D U956 Ah3EAHRE LTEF UL
T2D, TOETIVICE o TEHMLENEIE ORI OBIRD 7V 7 L 5, Fifkic, 5 i
Tld, BXLOBAFI 2B LTI DEFLVOENEEEIT 5, 6HiIRHDE LHT
b5,

B ARHTIE, DHIT E v L T Goldberg (1995, 2006) o 218 3 2 # ST ik
(Construction Grammar) DFEMER, B X CHiH (2016) THREL ZHEUbo €71 % H
w3,

2. NEINZEH < BRF

Kfficix, TR ESHZIC LoD, HlELZNHEFOMEZE, Zhz2d 50 LD
DPOFFITOWTHYEIC L TB E 72w,

21 TTEEG) DOFMEEADTEL) & U TONED

Lass (1990) 12 & 2 &, JH#IG L 1E, "B ORI LB~ OTRLZ2IHT, £,
THehhy L3k 28FEL2IET DR A5 », Hz1E. Giacalone Ramat (1998: 108) I
£2E, ZNEAED L BEEE L AVEEDOI L TH D, ThbE, »DOTEX
HEREIZHS T, Mo 2O TAROKRE 2L L LEFETH D, HicE
W, AHEIGO BAEG L S ABERORER, Hibmm L TPREROEEL L bIFBRED
FIICE T 2, B, LD ERFHNHARTH T NV~ VEEEED Y L5 Y b
(umlaut) 2% F A Y EEIC B W TEHE O (plural marker) ~ & F&E L 72 FHENIZ/MEIG D
WG L SN D, BEEE2HL L BITERONEREOE, V457 FZhAKOHE
MBI Kb T TRf, LL, BROE#RL LCHAShZE v 0TH2Y,
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R 5 Hizsh#s & el (5 )

M$ﬁHTﬁJ@%&%“@ﬁ§Jk%ié@@\iéﬁl®§4f@%§T%@
D, HHEIGOBER SRR OSEEIC D WA S 1, BUE THEETL L ORECD ST o
B NICEN T % (Brinton and Stein (1995), Norde and Trousdale (2016), Gaeta (2016)
2E)
72Hs, TBEEhy OFFIHE WS 7 LIS L Tid, Giacalone Ramat (1998) %13 L &
%W DOMFEHE D L WA EH S 7z (Vincent (1995: 435), Traugott (2004: 109),
Willis (2016: 202) 72 &), L2 b OFoiEd o5 T OEERICHT 5 hi,
2 1¥. Giacalone Ramat I X % &

Usually a morpheme is not suddenly left without a function, but goes through a period of
more or less casual variation. Moreover, the process of functional emptying in most cases is
not total, but only partial, in the sense that some features can disappear, while others
persists. Linguistic change starts causing a ‘reduction’ in functionality rather than the

creation of ‘marginal garbage.” (p. 109)

% OLENG, BFEH THET EMERZIZEICHEREER D ZLid0 ot E FRT
%, F 7z, Van de Velde and Norde (2016:22) b3 2 & 51c, L 7 — ATl
WHHHEN TFEN ) L) R EEREIET 2 2 EAEEL WY,

Lass OAMEIGD €TV, TBEM ) OFEEMERAHRE T 5720, Ih s oftHIiEET
}D%?I’LE{ZF@*E%%%%%S‘L#@EIH R vwa ko, MR, Laas H&E D, <
no ot EZ Y, MEIED Y =7y bR TR DANCHIRT 5 L vy Tchlt
5 L aRER L SNz (Lass (1997: 318f), 72725, Z57%5 L. RN OHikE
BENDOFY, X, BLHDLELTH, BDHBIEED Y v D1 DT ERL b, H
BR. Lass 23 X 727 — R & RHEIGOREEGI & Ade U, TEEMANEIG ) & WA Cfh & X1
T5MEDH HD (Szezepaniak (2016: 319)), HETIE, =7 v FOEEI DL, T L
2 FHEHE{L (refunctionalization) T Z SWNHEIGOARER EE X D5 E L%

—FH. BETH, TEN O»bbic THENT, (obsorescent) & o7z, b)(ﬁi/u%%
DERAEZAOELEL, HLETHY =7y POWEHICIEDLIMAELHFET D, &
7o, BEICBOTEREOEENS BB LRV EEZBPREL DL WY,
Z 1%, Chafe (2008:266) %5 DX DF|f %S,

A syntactic structure ... is a mixture of elements that have direct semantic relevance with
other elements that may have had semantic relevance at an earlier stage of the language, but
do so no longer. I have been calling such elements “quasi-semantic,” because they behave

as if they were semantic although they no longer are. ... a syntactic structure is a mixture of
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semantic and quasi-semantic elements. (J5HL D55 FH)

COREZEL TS LERBCERT2 1 ATH D, 205, EEOTRICII 072N
T A B %, AiH (2018a, 2018b) TR L7z & i, Bi¥% (dropping) @& —4 v b
F. FEE L. EEEoEFICRsN D 326i), 2oko, BERRIE, THEMS LW
SEHEEIbLV, EEREOHEEOEEREZRTEOIILE 25 G26), LrL, EH
DFEZ T, THEM 20 CAMEIR, MEBROERNELT 208 » R ITTHL,
AELPREZHRE >R THRE) E0HIEHRZAAKICDH S, LWwiDb, THEA
EVIHIEFRICIE, 2 AT A TRAA=VEMAT, 7T FAy 7 REBEEIPEODLTH
%, ZOfFEEIR EoMEIZ, X0 N EERE2HCIEES IR TH 5, 72
2, TORICOVTIE3IHI® T Y, HEEDD 5 1 Do, HERELICO W TR T
AL,

2.2 HEL & EREEL

Norde and Van de Velde (2016) ICUU% S Ni-im X e inatEdric o, JEIGZE O B
HamoERE, Ty —7y FoELD S, =7 v P OFEREL, 2 L CONEIR
&SR, ST (degrammaticalization) DBIHRICHE - 72 DEHIR%EZ 1T 5, ST,
L E . =7y FBUENCH - FIROBIE 2 G T 2 8B TH S, T
OEH, ¥—7 v PR E T 20 L 5 21k b 7w (Szezepaniak (2016: 318)),
LAY =7y P FHOBREEZES L 7h &2 0l EEHI NS,

COMEEICBWTEHELE L2301, ERERARDOTIR - #AE & 2R ORI - HiEOH
2. BE& A E KR (conceptual continuity) 7233 & 50 5% 2 L 9 T H % (Giacalone
Ramat (1998: 112). Gaeta (2016: 87). Gardani (2016: 230) 72 ¥ ), £ X2 T D g3 Hh )5
2O BRITEOLFOERLE Lo T w5, BlIZIF, RIEFEDT LTV FDOT — AT,
BFE M (vowel harmony) & > 5 FHHEEMVENE & 20 (number) &\ 5 SCEMIEZ DRI
W Lo s £ o 72 AL SR, KERITB W T T LT Y+ O — A0SR D
BHEifl L Sh20E DD THAH, £, IHECEAAMEZ -, FHAAHE
(unpredicatable) Z#HEREZ L EES DT, ZMMOFHAIREEEZMREE S 2 C L S EHEEL &
% (Gaeta (2016: 76), Jansen (2016: 308) 72 & ), #il 21X, R E/l 2 X ¥ 7 7 —
(metaphor) 7g EHEN. N7z HWRE DR 2 & - TEHAMRE G A. 243 sk
OHEFI EFRD SN, R LTI TRTE 2T LD, KR, ANk o¥
Wik SICHEELE 2%, BRICZLORBROBERICBELWTIZELILZI LSS, BEE
RO TCIE, BRORER LDz, LS 02 LRI B Z L
3&LHB L THD (Traugott (2004: 143-144), Narrog (2016: 98) 72 &), Z D7z,
I ROFEIIC S+ EE LS BELRH 5,

bo B ED XS R oMY Sk, BERIEEDr —ATIRIFEA EREE RS
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R 5 Hizsh#s & el (5 )

T, Lwoodh TEER) EPRICAEIb L LEREOERchIE, HEEE D Lk
WA ZIC, HARHEHT TS v MRZWARIEKERS 5 TH
b, Thbb, TTHER OFEE~DTY) &, DANICEREO NEGEEZHRL, Z0
7z DA e { FRERE(LICER Y T 5 C LTk B,

23 F&H

XHk T, R LR VWERERIINE LOES, 5, T OB&R K2
ZFre, BRELTC, MEEORE I L ATEELICH 2 LT 5TES LIELIERS
Tonsd, EHEZ, TR E0IBRICHES 25 LABSA2RBO R 6, —H T,
MEEEh ) OFIEREANDORY ) 2R L CENARBEREFIEI R, 51, RETHmT 3
koI, LassEF VD TR % Thils ) B &z, EEE TS ok
HEADFEY ) L THEMETNIE, Lass DEF VI DICHETS 2 ET VLR B,
7o, FEERLOHEICOVLTE, 2ok TREONEREL RSN 0 L 520
WAL E B, 1225, ZOFEREDDLIBRICZ LRI FCRRINEEE 22, 72
72U TBER O IcBE b 2 BERINEIE T, CORIRIFEALMEE SR
LEERL 72,

3. B s1t

KimDIREDO BT, Bt & 2 D NBEHS T H 2 Bigd 51l (designification) 23S H{
WKHABEICDOBREL TEEZ D E WS P F A TH D, 25, KEALHEDREIC, FITAK
fiic, MUb, 7y asu MU 2 LTRSS E v o ZEEERIC O W THIBI L, KA
> THLINHEIGDET VA LEREED D,

31 Bt EmtsEst

TRESfb &k, BESCDRIFT 2BEEIRL, ZhBH A% LA DX (pairing)
DA E LTHEZN S (Traugott and Trousdale (2013: 22))%, KD IRM T 2 Ko
7L 1E, Bybee (2001, 2002, 2007, 2010,2013) 7x & OIRIET 2 AMKILE 71 (Usage-
based Model)? 2 & L, ZNICEHMEADRMEEKL7-dDTH 2 (HiH (2016,
2018a, 2018b, 2019)), Bybee I2 &k % &, WAL OBHMPNEE L 22 D1F T x v 7R
(chunking) EFFIEN 2R TH B (Bybee (2010: 57)), TNIZEEDEI2UH 2=
FELUTHBRT2EREEZELBRLLTETSF v 2 (chunk) 1Z2KH (holistic)
BRI E T 5 (Bybee (2010: 52)), 7. F % v 7R SLALAETS O 50 BN HEES
LIRS %2, 2o, AIFEKRS RIEMH kT 2 L. EEAE T ETiHEA D
WITIFHAL L 72 XA L S6ER L1 5, iR, HEMOILEME O & S 2Ut o R
L, poflfte LT, M1 BHMEOBEREZERIGL TR LEZbDTHD (F
Sl onT Ko 4+ FHEES. = RkFr v 2oBR, L) BT v —0a%Rk
EDR
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Fx v 2
(a) (c)
A+B+C — A=B=C — [A=B=(]
1 (b)
(=X E )

X1 #Xfboesv

7. HHfEA ‘A+B+C 26 F ¥ v 7B EAT, Fv 27 ‘A=B=C »HIFEL
((a)) . FTHL D EH (exemplar) & L CE4E (memory) . ¥ 7z 1% THESCH ## . (constructicon) '?)
WEFEENS (b)), S50 ‘A=B=C »EMAII X b @Bt h s &, #
MO [A=B=C] OftEicv7cd (), FEOWVS THXL LiE Zhb (a)
n5 (c) ETOBBRDOMIFTH 5,

R, RO BRIHEICOEE T 2, M1 0 ‘A=B=C #Fx v 27 L LTEET
%k, &HEE (compositionality) DfEJKIC TAHE A5 (Bybee (2013: 55)), FEHDE
AT, ZOEREOMERIE T7 > 29 Ml EFEREREOSEBRI TS 5,
oyl Mu e, Hicw S b, L OEEOFRKD D 5 SRR E S
THESCHYEE ) (constructional meaning) 237E 5 1 223 (R (2016: 7-9)), D
WX, ZNFROEOBRESPESL 7 L—2nic I, Sh, XReTtzhbsh TR
R, THEVIETETMETE S (HTH (2016, 20182, 2018b, 2019)) . T 2Ll & DIF
HOBWHAWMESDE->T TEROD»IE0 ) NEZBT T2 A A VT nd &
Vo T &I ITHESULOBIRICB W TE L OFEPBEREEZ KD T LiE, LOIIE AR
1 DDFFNELNT 52 L ORI BIRETH 2, Ldbdbh, TOETVICKD,
ALDHEFTIZONTF v v 7 O Kb T  EEHHRICHIATE 5,

—J7, WEXOBKEFIET > 27V MbEAT, wbhid TERokiT#, kL, 3
FhElE E LCoIEE a2 8k 2 (B (2018a: 120-121)), EFIZ, DX 5 HE
%% Thids ) (false-sign) &ML, N IPE&MNIC, e 5T Chafe (2008) D \»
5 TEERIFEMRMY, (quasi-semantic) &E‘E;ﬁkﬁm WroTBLH, BT LTEL
WHETE R, Led a0 RGEEOER L RTS8 o0aw I LML Lo THER
ZET 5, Rl olEg L LTk, 501 714 LUK (eg. ‘all of a sudden” O
all) ., ‘one’s way’ LD way (e.g. I can worm my way back to my old spot) 72 &', ##3C
CHEES N EREN DT 6N 5, k7, KwTld, BEOILTOBIT 0Lz
Miigc 51k, (designification) EFE5, ZEBHABD & Si1c, BXOEE AT v b (fixed
slot) 1&, HSULOBRICE VTGS S N, BEENDEEZED I LDL,

32 BEERR

LRI R 7D £ 7V O Z B2 R TIRILD 1 23 lEHS» 6& 60 5 (6
FH (2018a, 2018b)), &% 9", it ¥% (dropping) (%, €70 Al 681 @ HI#9 (recoverability
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R 5 Hizsh#s & el (5 )

condition, RO)Wicfth 3, MBIROMETIca Yy T 7 A FOBMFAE LA 0WET, Wb
%80 (ellipsis) & 1357 % (HiH (2018a)), LodERDWBIEL TH, EXEEOH
S0 T RIRDOZAGIC D 7 S 6 70w, FEFIX, BIEORMEER TECAREED H AT I,
Z L THEEORME TG LS (RiTH (2018D)),

BiEHS O 16l E LT, BEHOBE (‘NEGBiE) Y% H<akd, (1a) L (1b) @
EOREIE, HOEXHhLZNEFN ‘isnot’ B ‘n’t OfdEIc k> THEL 0D
W TEEY, Th D,

(1) a. Like I care. < It’s not like I care.

b. I could care less. < I coundn ¥ care less.

(la) £ (Ib) %, EH5BHMEREnot DFMICEHDL ST TESTHhww, LRRIN 5,
2. ZOBRICIE, AR not D ERIEBOSA TR TH 5, HlZIE, (1b) DU,
P BERDIC N0 ICHET 205, ZHIEEELTH > T ZH D ORI
THD, bbb d, TNEDHLTIEnot WEHBICHTE L, Lod U021
BECH O, FHRELT, () Enot2 72 THHEXEFBERI NG W, 225, BE
B, oMM ERELEATEIER2EZLE, TNREBIRZTHELD L
ADEDS, W, IR, (1) I8 % not DRIEEEMTidk  BiER &
EANIEGICHEMTED, LvH0db, FRokoic, Thd ORk—HH B
LR OB —1d, BivE L AME XA % 2 REERZ 25 TH %,

T, BEHESP NG 2 20F AR T O RED, ZOMVICHNT2EEDE X
WBErkb v IVkbDThs, FEE BEDOY—7 v bEBRELEEINIE h
5 DOBEBIR ORI RIEEICHIATE 5 (i (20184, 2018b)), EHIC % 2728, hals
L, BESUCEWE S Z TR Sh, wbhid TEROET®, Ll EETH-
foo £ 2L, BEESPEITAIREORIK (RC) OBEANEA L Ro/cb L ThE-
oA ARBEIE v, ¥ 5, RCIEERNEQETLICHT 217256 TH 5, HIE
ARZE DRV REE IR, 252 H RCOBANRE L6V, £/, 2O X5 HHEE
DIREL T, RICKREREMMSEC BT E bRy, L bBiEls0BERRS I3
XWERICEEND 2O, BESHOE®RNED BT oBicay 727 X MIcH % i3
HAEU RV, M EOFINL, B> TESULET, 2 —7 v b ERERE % 1
KETBLVIETUDHIRE D, EBE PVEIEE LB TLIrEL BV, 2DCZ
L, EHRPESULORBERR TH 5 2 L 2R L Tw 3 (AT (2018a)),

33 BiEEEsk

FEHEORETIE MO ETNVELFET2H 5 1 DOMHLE & 2 01k, THHEIEY,
(decategorization) Td %, WifikHL & 1k, B SGRLoERITHE- ¢, FEREH
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DIARK DB (W - URE - i3 2 %o T GElEEETY, B s &
b LU DRI S & LT H 2 £ 725, Chafe (2008) & I8HT 2 & 51c, Ak,
SNSRI E ST, A T4 A L0 E, BUL—RICAGN2HRTH S
(RH (2016)), DMK ZNHFIEILEID S XL H BN T WD, XERTZDAH =R
LIZOWTEHLLGRL 6N Pl2EHE RIS 5 v, EEOEZ TIE, Bl o TE
) ST IED 72 5 72,

HAOFEREETIE, 2) 1T X 512, ‘onaccount of % ‘how about’, ‘because of &
Vo EAHEBFSERE 2 LA BHERP LIELER SN Y, BiEAEAR, &
o2 BIRT&E 2\ WD T, THIIRTEFA ORI ICK T 2 8 A0 HETH 5, JH
#il% (2) icHF5 (COCA D),

(2) a. Iliked Otnil better on account of he wasn’t like that.
b. He’s not a fanatic, but he has it just for the sake of he may need it and he wants
to be prepared.
c. How about you and I have a respectful conversation?
d. So, has anyone seen Nate Silver referred to in a negative way because of he
perceived religion?
e. He must have due to he retired after 25 yrs with Disney ...

f. ... instead of he’s a very troubled man, and ...

INHDHENZE VT, of ® to 72 EXNEMMAFEINL 5 5 2 LiX, TN 5 DHIEFIIE
B BRI R R0 DODOH B L DIEETH D, T T, I DEARTEFN VT
NHFABEDIEL, LA EEEORBORHTH S I LITEHLEZWY, Zolirs
T2E, TNHDOREAPTTIHULEATWE I LIZHS»TH D, Thbb, HiE
FADAROFERFIRE K-> 72 D1%, BIEFAL PR S EE L TEiEE RV, BRlEsL
AL DDH 0612 EEZNDEDTH D, R, BIEFAOENSS FVOZd
XD AH =X LIRET B, Thbb, THEREL, b FEUboxHh =X L
Ko CHMHTMEELZDOTH B (FiH (2016: 87ff))

34 F&H

KREITlEd, EHEORET UL OEF IV OMMEE R Lz, 72, ZORHLE &2 25
RDI L, BEHSR ENHELZ L b B, Z2h o EEZEDE TNV & - THEHBYIC,
LAbHRCHHATEL L RN L, L 0bIIBERSRIE THEM OEEEZEZ D
JATEDLOTHEEL LS, LwHDbh, Biv&lE, FH L MEEOEROAICET S
PoTHD, POIBEDY =7y AR BEREE D D% 61F, B Z W EKD RC
CkoTHIEEN 27255 (HiH (2016: 88)), L7cdt> T, Wid&ld THeM) HEMET 3
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R 5 Hizsh#s & el (5 )

Tt ZLTC TEN) BHOINEFETHDIEDIELELEDTH S, 777, 2.1Hi
Tk ko, TR, WO RBIHES 2 H T 4 ThaA X =V 2T 2720, DL
Bo#mTiz, THEM Orbbic MEEE) v ELEMEOWHRE A5,

4. BXb/3OEE L SER

RO E T VOB E R L7z E 2AT, RICAETH 3 /HEIGED E T VEEICHE
5, FlF LRI & T, RiwTid, FRERICH LT AR E oFEEE~ oY) L v
SETIWVERET 5, ZOETNTIE, HESEBESH, 0w TIEIbc & - TH
EE 725, £9. AEiClE, SEIGO BAG L LT, f30E# (constructional marker)
DFEZ LD LI, o@D RS OFEE~ORY) LSRRI E T L
ZRT, KT, HREIG & XL, SGELOBIRICE b | BRI SUEY & SUEEDF
BEwH | 2N LR EETVERET 5, ZOETNTIE, OEEOIEE IR
IR k> CRIREE 75 B

41 BEEROvY bk EBXEH

Fillmore et al. (1988) 7% TERfA 7 4 & L) (formal idiom)'® L WER & 4 7 DRELIC
. TEZEZAm Yy b (fixedslot), Thbb, #XDF—27 v XCIcERT 2 EEN
SNEEPR LGNS (B (2016: 21), #HlZ21F, K2 D ‘one’s way' LD way 3%
nichrs,

Maybe I can fake my[way] through this.
1
EEAT Y b

M2 FECEEERT Y b

BEEA ATy POt —7 icAdRT 570, BXAOMOER L {6 R CAREE
EAHTECICEL %52, BRMEEOEVERL, MifCERE (R L, L FHE
{bZ# b 23 v (Bybee (2010: 159)), FERE, Eito & 5o, EEMEE DS S 3RO
FHRELRD, LhrdbZoRoMSCGEEONEN) L7 2 (3.16i), Fikc, #Xho T
TREATHBT Y adl MEDERD, Ry —7 v P OERBEEICRE LA S
N (R (2016: 135)), 207, EEZA 0y MXT 245 2 290 MEOER I35
B, BRI S LOER 2RI LT v, EE, HXicBwlids e, Bk
D=7y bEBn2DF, CEDEERARTY FOARTH S, HlZI1E, (1) D not 1Z[EE
2ay FTHY, Lo bAZREE W HEFO O, Biidshokiios —7y + &
o lzDTH D,

Fyayv b, OV TEBEBSESEEAR Yy POAESY =Ty P ET BT LI,
DTOERCBOTEbLOTREL %%, &b,/ SUE L ABEIGDBR % &
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ZH5BORO» o Lib, —RLUKEAMEFEORICFI RS H 2 L 5 IcBbh
RV, ED L I ABBICEMEL T\, Bybee (2010:3) 2k % L. ‘one’s way' L
OEEAR v + way l&, HBEOEFEEF (grammatical morpheme) L AL 9 %,

(3) Maybe I can fake my way through this.

ZORPF, Ok 21T way DO R L AT RE— T b b, BEABT Y b——
725 TH 3, Gisborne and Patten (2011) 12 & % & way (3 SUETFAER O JLRY [y 72 5
ZWLOPRTOT, ZORMBICEBHIGOFBENILH 2 v, UhEd, —J7THRM
DOEMBEL, LI HDH, way ¥ X, ‘one’s way' X ZFNHIKICE &, BX ZH
i RN EI 2 H> T2 XS cid@bnikwr5Tch s (HiH (2013: 356), T L
2 way 13, SCHEEEEE WS X b, Booij (2010:235) D EMWRICEB T B THE SO
(constructional marker) & E X 2 DBEZUTHAHH, Tiabb, way lFEMEEETIEZR
. WXORFIEEEZH-TWE EEZLDTH B,

2T, HEESOBEEHADFKEICOWTALEZTARL Y, £ TIERD Boojj
(2010) 25 DEIHERTH LS,

.. inflectional markers that form part of syntactic constructions may be preserved as
markers of these constructions, even though the inflectional system in which it had an
identifiable morpho-syntactic role has disappeared. The distribution of bound morphological

elements may be limited to specific constructions. (p. 235 ; 5[ 3%EE)

SIH D THREZ A L ik, &k, EEOWw S HEl5IcHlYS T 5, #/H. Booij
F. ZoFHICB T, KIS 3 SUEAR D RE D 72 & JHERE & 75 o 7o R ITEER O 91
DREDOR U RE S N % & ST~ L TIBARIL < h 2 "TREE 2B 2 & FER L
TW3DTH 5,

Booij 13TEHEZE D A % 5 3. Norde and Trousdale (2016) 134T DR SR % —f& DFEL
WCHIER L7, BARGIE LT, BB (xdery) I2BWTH O E LTl
{5 v FHED der DFEE H T 5,

(4) die der inmiddels sterk  geromaniseerde kelten
those the:G meanwhile strongly romanized Celts

‘those of the meanwhile strongly Romanized Celts’ (Norde and Trousdale (2016: 179))

I ETE L 72 der 13, A0 TRMEAF & 72 3B L L b I S n @l OB
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TRCHRT %, 7225, 47V FEBICB W TURERSFE L, B&Z W BESFERICR 3
L, der BBHRERFL L TOBE 2%alclikd s, 2hThAB, der i (4) O
KZDEFRFI N, 2 Ao TRMAFSLEEALF DS O AFF - Bucd —ib S iz,
Thbb, BEZROREL EHIC, dar 3o ABEZELLANL, 8256 1F
b — 27 VAR DARSFRIS (conserving effect) ' D7z ®1c. HESTICHEE I N TR I N
bDEEZOND, L LTRAEEER 2 der TH o 72h8, 2Dk, IBEHIGIC & bRk
HEGHRE LT LS N E w0 TH b, ot AR Ko 7 der Y, AKD
AR - By % 2 TR~ E—MBIL L7z 8w HFEEIE, £ oFEEE Lo
ZHRICE B0,

D der DFGERBELADETNVICHTCIEDZ L UTOTFIADBRENG, £T,
der 34445 D FEEIS I BERE 2 2\ RESUIC & DA E BRI, B S 2 It bo 1
BITH 5, »OTIEFERMICHR SN Det+der+NP 7255 % 7 DEHE ‘Det=der=
NP’ % ~NTHEX [Det=der=NP] ~NEFET 5, T OMWBIZEB W T, der BPiGEE{liIC
FoTLRZwIHEENEZEMNMT 5, KERE LT, der ZEKBLE L TOBE 2RV,
AT CERVEERA Ty P b, BEAR Y b e il der iz, 20, H#
SRR L BRI S . BESC [Det=der=NP] %ML 7-f DS E HRIT 5, W
DEBXD Thr—Fe—27) thz, ThEEFEAEOHBN O oIcEi>D L
FUiEchsd, 2oL LTid, EERBOMEBICL > T, record & 4l L BiF L v 5
HoOFEREE & LTHIT 2HEP DTN, 7B, JHEHEES Losrilicib
LEVIET, ENEWI LI LAEENEBEEZLEEZILND,

Rz, Hits O SUHEBRANOFEZRINEIED 1 Bl AR L 5 B0 E 5 pE L w,
9. @) O der BPFLELEAT, TCRBKERAL L ToOBE258aci@i L <
WADIFMEETH 5, E-FARIC, BEX [Det=der=NP] IcBW T, ME—DEER T v
FT®H B der BHEL D FRBIIHEREE T DICRIZLI B LBHALLTH D, TNHDH
595 L, HElE ok, der SHESUERR L L CHAH I N &9 200 I dMHIED
MEARDHB L VA, LrbIDFUAd, THEM PHEEANL L Ihs,
WS FERAINEICAR DA A =PI E b TV, Eilfo &k 5ic, FERsbEIcE, fEl
OB 5, AT OFERE~OHRY ) L L THERTLILENTES, LrbIOD
ETVTIE, FBEMIBEINEHULIC L o THREL b, LW H Db, JHHIGDRMTH
2t E 2R T 2 00 ED R S UL P 5 TH B, KETTIR, FREIG & SO
BIGRICHE 223, Z ORNIC £ 3 3CHE UL OBIRICH SN 2 DEED B 5 .

42 XEEEE. ZUTHER

WAED SFEAL DI T, X LIEH L T THHRAICTELWLEDL D OFETH
5L DOHHBHE > T B (van der Auwera et al. (2015: 636))'™, HEED L Z A, von
Mengden (2016: 141) b~ 2% & 5, T=CE L, 3EHENICELOBROAZEREL T
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Aosh, ZICEEG LA =X LiconTEMEES W R L% ot, &
T, X UOPEALMEDOHFEL LT L, ZORERIAICKRDIZ5 L 0h, 2D 15D
e # 25 B S © H B, EEH Z, X & TS0 S0 ) (grammatical
constructionalization) & Ff 7 Al L 7z Trousdale (2008). Traugott and Trousdale (2013).
8 & U Traugott (2015) @ HE%MT 2 (HIH (2016: 15-18)), STHERIRESUL & 1,
SUHEHIBERE 2 D DR ——T b b, SUEMIRE ST (grammatical construction) ——% 4=
A THERAEREZ 18T, CORMTIE, UL 230K LD TIEfF) Lwd i
%%,

—7i T, Bybee (2010) HVRMET 3 & 5 & THESUL=20k k) LI KR, T4bb,
WU & ORI R SO TR & AT EFFFTE 2w, R Bty Rsik
X EEARZTDITIEAL, LiedtioT, Z2hbzdX_T b, L3203
5PICAKIEETH %, BlZ1F, Chafe (2008) (3L & Rl HE% b DH, EEIC
WFSUEEANED BB EHBVIBEE LT, 1 T4 A L0RIHZH T w5, 7z, FERAE
X (resultative construction) 7 £, b wp 2 I ERE S (argument structure construction)
DA, REOELOA A =P I LRV, 222 554, Thb 0Bk
DRESALOHEHITH % T LT3 Hhb b v, 39 210, HESULIESCE & 0 @A
FEDIRL . 20720, XTI SOENICEZL L Wb ODSGHERT 2D TH 5, il
J&. Traugott 5 @ HfETld, TSUEIESUL=C%) TH 348, TRESUb=30Eb, &
WIHRIRIC A % (HiH (2016: 18)), C o 7lalkix, #3Ukz Gk ko TR, 72 & Rk
W7z Bybee DA% 5% 275056, Lad U LE SGENESUL o AICBET 5 2 &
W&o T, EMRM L7 & O @R — bz e 2 L ATELRT, KDHFEL
WHETZEVWR B,

7% BRESLE SGELOARE £ § 2 ko | DOEBERIFEIE, BCe L H R %
&z v affhEnd: U7z 2 L T©H 5 (Traugott and Trousdale (2013), Traugott (2015)
7E)e o b ZOFBERSGAMUICE T 2 XoREINEHIND X 51k
PHERHEINTEY, RLUTHLLER LRV A, EE FEOHLZ2EH, 20
FHEEICIZ L TS KX L 7= D Bisang (1998: 19) TH 3, fic k 3 &, BUE#EL
DET ZHMAAZRMET 220 H, ZRAKRL LI D LwH, SUEEWS
b EHRNICERIER OSUEEADIEL VI A A —UHH0, ZDRd, L b RN
7 A ¥ —< (scheme) TdH BHELZNHEHIGE LI NS L w5 FARIF LR L 2]
W, FERRICHESZ I PSOMEENE LW T —RBEET DL I, TORICDWL
T, Traugott (2015:59) (&, FAH - E ik (topic-focus structure) DFEEPFENE (word
order) @ T#EEE{L, (syntacticization) % Z DfFl L LTCHIT 2, DI E, WEEH Tl
C o EIEDWIEBIT, 72 LICSGEEEREAE I RS DD, SRR (grammatical
relation) DRIV & v o 72 SUEBBEDAIHIC D25 72 T LI £ B 072w (Gaeta
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(2016: 81))

U ED S, UMM I N AEOSELE . BERA R v b OSEEN D FEE
LV 2DDLRADBERET 5T L5, UTFoimTE, fiEolEs M~
7 1 XAy (macro-grammaticalization), & DM %2 M3 7 v Ak, (micro-
grammatizalization) & PFA TR %2, /2, 2D 20D T 7B v 205 7% 5 #El
DETFIVE T2 JEG#ELE TV (dual grammaticalization model) & MRS, 7245, Jig &
ML EBY, 7 u3UiMbE =7 v SURMENAT L TR C 2 088 IE kv, Lid
WA SORUDTSOENRESUE 2 RIR E T2 0 E DICBWT, w7 u Qb M cEd
5ZEEHoTH, 7oA BMFEEIIHER L D A 00,

3L EDEZ % ‘begoingto’ 2H ¥ T IWVICRKIRLbDTH S,

['m([going to INF J*UTURITY — [ 7 v S0
1

2 7 u
X3 sakfbo 2 @t

‘be going to’ DFHETIE, WX FRKM: (futurity) 2R T SOEMRE LA EFET 2
D EFFFIC, EEAT Y b+ ‘going to’ (gonna) ASSEAEFRANEFEL DO H %, BIFHED
WS~ 7 v SR b, BEFEOBEL S 7 a3 bTh B,

LTAT, BEAT Y N ORUEHA~OFER, SUHMLEZvHEE I HlOME L % 5
DT, SURMESLTHEBEMNBLTOHELLEL S, ThIBSURNIESITH % 5 LB
HIRESCTH 5 5 LRI O NEICEZ 2 b b R whr b5 TH B, 7205, SHEME LD
RESCREGHE, SUEESRE L CoE bR iRRITH 2, mEB 6, SUENEXD
AR L 70 2 RESCEEER T MRV ICIESC O S SUEBRREDIEEE L L Cv B 26 TH 5, C
DRITTIE, EEZ T v b OB~ OSLEIG IR, SRS B W TR
S UANE OB D LI D, FIZIE, BIFED ‘be going to’ TiE, [EE A
O v b ‘going to’ (gonna) IRESCIERAN & FET 2 0 EMIRRIC, SOEEGRE LT Z
LERT 2, Thbb, ‘going o’ IR FFZ (/gona/) 1Tk - T ‘be going to’ %
‘T'm going to school’ 7 EAhDRESC L 55 2 @ L FIRFIC, Ak ERE LTy EivT
W5DTH 5,

DlEo ki, 3 7u3gdhiz, "adds > Uk - SOEEHRL Lv o —EoR
HRREANTET2LEZIOND, £ L TRHILE OSGEFEBRAN DI L2 AEIGD 141 &
AT blE, FIII7uELO TEE) BILEISICE»R 5%, Ok I,
POERE =03, ERUE L, SUEES ARGl S (BER 1 v b)) of#E)G I
FoTET DL LEER D51, SHHEIE L SGRLOBERBEDbO T YT L5, L
b, WTNOBRICE WL TOBUEARE LBEHEZ R LTV LRPEETH 5,
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FLdp L, TUENRESUL=CEb) LI MR ERAT S L BEICUGELOAR
BREEZONTELOEBOFE (2 7 vkl Wz <, BXzh Aot
(w7 m3ikfh) DPERHCET B, v RO 2 BEMFER Y ICk S, 2L T
ZO2EGELEF VTR, & 7 e bMUbE A TS LU L RBEE AT v b
DGR E L SN 2@, T4abb, MHEIGOBRE LCETILEn s, K
Tid, U EoSbEIG & SOED € 7V 2 EEOE Lo I Tidn, ZoREMEE
EES %,

5. EfIR

KREITE, oo FWMEZ R 7INEIE B & OSCELO EF VO FEHEIC > VT,
WAL D EF Z W T & b BARICHRIEL TA LY, 22THr 7L LTHR D
iF. BT (2013) 23 wh &S (wh-exclamative) @ ‘what-a-type’ £ X, (5) D#ESCT
H% (DLF. TwhiE ), BAEECE LT, EilcB )2 wh BB EEEL &
W) FEEEAT AR L, 207 OFRNEEEEZ o IV i, Fo, whEEESL
IZiE, (5a) D& 5 %5ERCE (5b) O & 5 REHEELH 5, BIEDOLFETIE, BEDOHD
FEEIRCEABEE R WA, CHIERTEICGEN A EEPREE 6 h2 056 THA 5 (Fi
H (2013: 354-55)),

(5) a. What a hateful person you are!
b. What a lovely surprise!

B (2013) 12 & % &, wh BB SR REEEDIIC R 5 & 2 O BRSNS 5
RESCl 2 N TERBEMICECZD 0T, 9CHEFICE > THEXELETT 2 (M

4 ) 22) o
wh g[S
wh BEH X <
wh & S

4 I

Tibb, whEESE, ARwhEE XD 1 HETH- b0, HEDaI YT 7 A
MZBW TR L, WAL EANTHR L XA EHEEZ LT 5D TH S, Wh
JEIESC S wh SERI S TGRS 2 D1k, 295 LERWREEDO o Th 5, STk
TiE, LIXLRBTEOHRWHELUIE D 72 &5 h (McCawley (1973: 377)), Thiz
RUTEROEYUTIE RO TH D, Z0HEHIC, WIHTARSEGE O wh BT,
wh BB & MEEERTIC HAZ o 7@ 0 s v, (6) 1T & 1, YD wh JEEESCE, wh
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FERISC L MR, F3E - BIEhEI{EE (Subject-Aux Inversion) 278 L, L2 BERISC & [H
C A FaE— Mo —=3 X L R 5h7z (Brook (1976)) .

(6) a. O what a rogue and pesant slaue am I. (W. Shakespeare, Hamlet, ii, 2, 1481)
b. O what a mass of benefit shall we possess, in being the invisible spectators of this

strange show now to be acted! (Ben Jonson, Cynthias Revels, ii, 1)

Wh BB SCHENL S % 19C DARE, F55 - BhEhEaEIE O SEE AN ER I IR L, RA&iic
B 0 JEEIBEENE A ERS U7 (AT (2013: 334-338)), 25 - BhEhF @& o8 O(% T
. 3 wh BE X oo 2R TREL A5N 5 (BTH (2013: 350-351)),

BNEEED o TEDDIFERL 22501k, R4 ‘what a+ N #EiE O FEER
BTz, £9. ZOBEIZINEEY 0SNG ‘whata+N KL, &2 TEA
HFEEMHON ? ) 2EMWLZ (FTH (2013:338)), OEDIC & % &, FHIZI3CKTH 5,
IRGEFE 2B C TR A SN z28, F2ORERY ‘what kind of + NP’ IC#I S 11,
BRI RIEFEIICH > CLZWICERA~NDEZ 7 E 5, ML LT ‘whata+N 4)
FI9C I EEZWE L, 202y FlEOWIC whBEELZ2B T DA E -7 (FiH
(2013: 339)), # L C wh B SCICEE LS N, T OHEEDO TR, (extra-
grammatical) H§iE& & 75 5 722,

RiT, T OREEFHOESULOBS D 5illlo THZV, £9. wh BB Lo L L
AT LT, ‘what a+ N AJDEEZA T v b, ‘whata XL THY > 22V MUSER
%, ZOfER, ‘whata' ZIRELE(LEZ~NTLEVICHIREANEZLT S, 22T, #X
DOEEA Ty B ESLOEAEZBL ZIP TV L E2ERLTIZLY A1), %
To. FF LB & ic, BIED ‘whata+ N A3, BERTA L L COMAEZ %> TAL
«\mﬁﬁiwﬁﬁ@rvUv&J@iﬁ&ﬁ@?%éo:nuﬁﬁ@\mmwﬁ%
LETHDLILDIETH B, 5T ‘whata+ N DFEMHICE > T, worzAld MHE
i LU 7z ‘whata' 7228, BHAR L 72 2 wh JRESCOBEREZ LD FE S, Z Oifiaric K& 7
BN %, T7&b b, ‘whata’ (FAMEIGIC X D SO E L CRHURER IO
Th 5,

Tk, SITUEDYF VA DZYMZRG L TAHIv, £3, RHMEL 5 wh B
XD FPERM LT E, ‘what a b N A 2B EDHTT B OIS H B,
LT 5L, BFETIE, ‘whata’ @ what 1Z%ERG what L IZHIHE7Z EEZ R R 520
(R (2013: 357)), 7. a b AREWH & LT OMEEE Ko bt LR £ &
TRECTHDL, TNHDORPHTBHE, LA ‘whata' 1% whEEIS % wh BER 7% &
OB T 27.00@E2 LD EEZLHHPEENTH 5, EBR, FEMH ‘what
a+N PFEH & 7o TLKE, ‘whata' &, O X TIZR SN WIKFDFEIITH b |
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whEBEXD ThL—Fv—2, ELTHRETH D, Lrb4lficEiMLIL S, 2
DTUIEENTH - I BRI LIZVICBER A Lo THEEZ RV, 20 = v F2FE
ORECRES NS &, SHERIC & o THESUER E L THAE AP T v, CORD5
LT, ‘whata’ 2SHESUFERR L L COMBEIG S N5 T AIcEoTwiz b wR b,

T, TODMOFZLEEZRTDIE, (5b) D X 5 HiEMEE wh BEXOFETH 5,
CHET wh R SCIE . Wo TANIE ‘whata+ N A2 Db D EWwWR A5, TEEE, 25%
THTRBEXD (5a) £b bk, BFETIE, ‘whata' Tl  FEEIEFEIED wh &
B % wh Bl E KT 2 HAIE LT Tw 3 o EREHAETH 2, 7225, 25
Z b fifEE b 720 (5b) Tk, 29 LARRICHEELH 5, EE. (b icB8 W THE
YHEEGRE LCHE S 2013 0L D ‘whata OATH B, L2d (7) D& LiEREESD
wh BTk, 72 72 RENE T T RAR I IEBIEREIE 2 /R 3 M EEEERI S L o il AT &
AR

(7) But after seeing what a fun place this is we’re moving you up to number one!

IDESIE, HoWBIA 7O whEE B W CHFIEELS DS 5 5013 ‘whata' %
BuTicidzw?, $4bb, ‘whata DAHCHESUEROBEHIZAS 620D TH
%,

KICHEFE 2 13, wh B XD FGED SHENE UL E AR LI 2D EI TH B, T
DIFVICH T 2EHEDEZIE ‘yves TH 2 (HIH (2016: 51-52)), Z DML E 72 2 DI,
wh BRI ST T AT O XL CH 2 L VWIEETH B, 724, Z0FRICHEDHTIC,
SRR, L0 ) 2 EIFDIET D OMPMI»EEZTEMEDH %, Bybee (2002: 111-
112) Ic &2k, SUEMEREIZ TTFEMAG%R, (procedural knowledge) & L TR S
5N b, 9, Bybee i XX, FHEMWHAFRZE Z, bW 3 TaBENAI#)
(propositional knowledge) %f L T, f7/®FIEICEE L 2 4Gk TH 5,

Propositional knowledge is ‘knowing that’ or knowing facts such as ‘Santa Fe is the capital
of New Mexico.” Procedural knowledge is ‘knowing how’ and includes knowing how to tie
shoelaces or how to drive a car. Propositional knowledge is conscisious knowledge which is
easy to report on. Procedural knowledge is usually below the level of conscious awareness
and while subjects can carry out the procedures, it is much more difficult for them to report

what the procedure is. (p. 111)

T/, MHEDEWIT TFEREA,SCEM) (lexical /grammatical) DXl E D% h3 5,
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This distinction has an interesting parallel in the difference between lexical and grammatical
knowledge. While speakers are often able to report on the meanings of words and phrases, it
is much more difficult for untrained speakers to explain the meanings of grammatical
morphemes or grammatical constructions. Thus we might conclude that lexical items
involve at least some propositional knowledge, while grammatical constructions are largely

procedural. (p. 111 ; Bz EE)

T @ Bybee @ RLETIE, SUEMIRE S Fit & WAERICE b 28X %57 (Traugott and
Trousdale (2013: 12) 4 &), & § 2 L, HKFFTAHFHOM L, FEHTHZETOFIE
Wb B L) HTFRENAFERDL L, 2N ASCENHEIRICET 522 Ltk 5,
FEBE. Austin (1975) DK, FEEfTAEEHEOT S Fhi X & LTCREOU - n, aEl
IS Lanwb D SN T&ER, Lo, NEE,; 1RL L 7z wh &%
SCEMIRESC, 2 LT wh BRI ST o Fodi it 2 ORI SUL L 079 2 DX HARD R D ©
ETH 5,

ST, whEBSCOFEE GRS L A% T 7% 513, FRFIC ‘what @ % SRS
ELTCHMT 2HEED PN S, TORICDW T, Al (2013:357) 1% ‘whata’ %
TR EE (intensifier) & LT $ A R[22 R LIz, 7245, 22 Tld, &L A ‘what
a’ % Searle (1969:30) D EWICHB T % TFEN D S D5, (illocutionary force
indicator, IFI) & L CoHM 3 2 A[REMEZ TR S R L 7z v, IFL & i3, FEFEN O A
(illocutionary force) % ZFEMTBUC & » THRLT 2 HHEEIET, HlLIE. 8) D ‘let’s’
. TENEE 2 AKT 2 AR IFITH %,

(8) Let’s go get a soda.

—JiT, ‘let’s’ OFEF, LIELIESGEEo 1l LTHIF 515 (Traugott (1995: 36~
37). Hopper and Traugot (1993: 10ff) 72 &), TR, 57 2 &, HHD IFI 1M 0E
R E LTI NETHS, £925L, ‘whata b x7z NEEE, 24K 2 IFL, ¢
bt JOEFRE L TAMTE 5, FEE Lo X 51, ‘whata' (3 wh B R
GoWXThHr s, LobIRINOE Y TEE, OfFEL L@z %,
FLdpE, whBRESXOREIL, T X WARRICERERMD 2 HETANORELE WV
SR B, BN SRS E A7 L5 % (w27 u3likfl), 7, SUENRESUL
OMWBICBOTHEEAR Y b ‘whata’ & TEEE, 28T IFI, §74b b UREREN & H
HEL7 (27v30b), 2okdic, wh BEXOFREIZ, EHORET 2 2 Bk
ETNMICEL->TEDLOTHALMCTHHTE 5, 72, ‘whata’ © I 7 v 3EKIE,
Vo e AfRsatE Al L7z ‘what a’ DSRESURERRSUEEGRAN L RMU SN D L v | 41fiT
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RELZABEEDETIVICE > TIHHTE 2, DED X Sic, whEEXOFEX, Hi
HiCIRE L ZIHEIGE K OEMMDEF LV EHEILTE2HDTH 5, KD EF VI,
wh BB E 59, TBRWA T4 4 L EWIENR 2 9 4 7 ORI SC O 4 Bl %
KB TE b D s NS,

6. fEm

AT, Lass (1990) DOHRZET 2 /HIED € 7V 2 HE AL O G %E b L ICFHHEE
L, ¥/, BELAEMEIEOEF V2 AW TH L LEMDEF LV ZIREL /2, Lass
(1990) DEFNVIFFKRLGH 5 THEM) L IR L% % b, Lass HE
bHLDETINDEBIER&HER L SNk, 25, KTz &k 5T, Lass D) TP
W LB 2 HEE—FEFOV S IET—DEET 5 2 L, BEOBHRIC K> THE
DICHIETE D, nick b, TRELFOFEE~ORY ) & v 5 HUhicH-o { s
JEDHFT I IR E T IALHAIREE 72 B, ZDEMKHIL 725 DI, WA 714 A L EIFEN
294 TORICB O, HBitH L LZEEAR Y b RSN EFET 27 — AT
HBo IHICARTRTIE, SUENHEUL =30 L MAob LT, Eo 28
HGEEHO I Lz, $hbb, UEEEB X 2EOGE L (w27 u30#l) &, EE
Av vy FOIOEERAOFE (2 7 vkl »oMlEns LB S T2 EUEEE
Ty THD, TOETIVTE, v 7u30kfbe & 7 v Gkho TEE) EzhFnX
ERESUL EANBEIG E VWD T ik 5, RIS, wh BESXOFGEZL B U TARROIRE
TENEIEE X OSGR D ETFUNEITEDL T LR R,

E

1) ARG LAY EoMETH b | MO CES SN PRI O BIND 72 01 F]
a2 LET, flzE, BoPEd &b LERRFH O DICHEL 7208, Lo
THRITO=DICHENHE Nz, L < 1Z, Lass (1990) ¥ X O Van de Velde and Norde (2016:
2-7) %2,

2) BT NVE L CHBRE., BastEoM&icowv i, 31822, £74, FEL
{1Z, B (2016, 2018a,2018b, 2019) % £,

3) FEL L, 41822,

4) KTy, FBERIBEEOAZSIHRELTED EIF20T, #ic h#Es LWERGE
b IDYATOHNEEEIFT DO LEBELTIEL v,

5) vLaIY b, S v ons, BERFORE OB T TR ICA U
171l (regressive assimilation) %4873 (Trask (1996: 54)), 5 F 4 VEED gast ‘guest’ D
BOE gesti 13, *gastiz [gastiz] I I 2> DIE 525, FBROD [i] & D THAKIC & b *gestiz [gestiz]
NEZALL, S SIICEERDPIE L T gesti (B F A Y EETIE giiste [gesta]) & o7z (F2it
6004 %), EBEMMELTY LT Y POEENBES KON, Z0K, FA ViET
F. CORELRNPREEERONIA ERY S h, HEELShz (Gaeta (2016: 59),
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von Mengden (2016: 154) 72 &),

6) D, HEELUILL DI, I06 OO REPREERN R FERICHE I D TER VL
WHZETHD, EBL %L oM, JeicBIH L 72 Giacalone Ramat (1998) % &, Hf
FEOTENRE L BRI DTH 5,

7 ) Brinton and Stein (1995: 34) 1 X (X Gardani (2016: 230) 7% &£,

8) ML EEMNIC D\ T, Traugott and Trousdale (2013), Barddal et al. (2015), Coussé et
al. (2018), %ot - HiFH (2013), AiH (2016) 7z & &£,

9) fHEAMHLE 7 ILVIZD W T, Barlow and Kemmer (2000), Bybee (2001, 2007,2010,2013),
Bybee and Hopper (2001). Goldberg (2006). Diessel (2004, 2015, 2016, 2019). Blumenthal-
Dramé (2012). Behrens and Pfinder (2016). Divjak and Caldwell-Harris (2015). Traugott and
Trousdale (2013:Ch.2), Sanford (2014) 7 & % £,

10) HSCHERIZ DT, Goldberg (2006: 64) . Traugott and Trousdale (2013: 11-13). Hilpert
(2014: 13-14,2015: 354) 7 £ %220,

1) K CHRAT 201, Quirketal. (1972:536) IC &k 2RDEFKTH 5,
.. words are ellipted only if they are uniquely recoverable, i.e. there is no doubt about what
words are to be supplied ... What is uniquely recoverable depends on the context.

12) NEG [itv&ic 2w Cid, BiH (2016,2018a) %21,

13) figrEfbic > w»w li\ Heine et al. (1990: 229-231) . Hopper and Traugott (1993: 103-113)
Trask (2000: 81) 7z & &2,

14) COHRIZ, b OEAHIEFD S > pERANEFKELOOHZ I LERTHOLE
AbNb,

15) AL INSDERBD b —2 2 ¥ % COCA THARTHAS L, ‘onaccount of 7533069,
‘for the sake of 4396641, ‘how about’ A337691, ‘due to’ A38150941., ‘instead of 3103856
., % L T ‘because of IZ\>7z- TIELDIZ179893%1d Hon 5,

16) HRIA F4 A L1F, BZ5LSHICBL TR BN AEXSI A 7 ThH 5, 7% Croft
and Cruse (2004:234) lZZh%z T2x—<MA 74 4 L, (schematic idiom) & M5,

17) b =2 VHEEOHRSFRIR L, hoBREECHEM Lo i, ARBE oSS ORDIC
RUIEIC b7 b U SN 5 & L2157 (Bybee (2007: 351-352)), % 7. Sanford (2014:
107) & X OHTH (2016:43) H &M,

18) Noél (2007: 195-196) &, XMt 2 HAMEDHFIE L IEEZ kv, T LA E X
AV B Z L E R D, FHoET NI LD &, B EFHOBCORAIHICEDL D,
BRICEEDPET DB TCEEA S, Thbb, ML 1 >OZORIBREZ, Gk
L 0MEALBEZET, . TNl 07 )VIE, bz kb2 ob o LB 5%
% Traugott 5 D WL & 12T H 2 ITIZFML 20,

19) b 72 A1 Traugott and Trousdale (2013:22-23) &, T D ¥ A T ORE X % TEEREFE S
(lexical construction) , #%# 24 A 7 ¢ %2 TEERFE U, (lexical constructionalization)
LR, S b 3R ZBRET 5, b L AERIEIZ, ER{l (lexicalization) (T
DM B E & D (Traugott and Trousdale (2013: Ch. 4))

20) FRMREEET B DICRITINZ 2 &, QRS UL & BRSO XBNIE H £ THAEX
fLofERIC K 2XBITH > T, WERZNEBOWEICITRASENIX R,

21) EFZ, pOTHESLITL AT 27— 2% T2 HE, (double grammaticalization)
LWEAZ (B (2016: 107)), 7273, AFROEF LT, Xikfbz 2 Bofks b o7 nt
ALEZLM, T2H, £EZ 2T TIEEVDOT, &5RRELHS»RZ,
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22) B OBR L, wh BESIoFEOFIC oW TIE, Bl (2013) 2230,

23) Fillmore etal. (1988:505) 1%, HEFHUSCGEIARZ DM & 72 2 Kilk % THSCER, LR,
NASGERRGE D% L 13, BRICEENTH > BEESVDIE TL Y v 27, L L THEEDHEX
R ENEbDTH B,

24) 7272 L what 12§t { ZEBEEE 3 MRLFHTH 25451, (1) WKRT L S5 IC ‘what
+EEI L {1 ‘what +HRLEF LB,

(i) a. What pretty flowers!
b. What luck!

DT EF, —RLZEZA ‘whata' D apBid sl TwuiawZ t2RT LD AR
%o EH—JC, BRETETIX ‘whata + N 3 ZPEINICEIRTE Zewv, Lcds-> T,
‘what a + N* 23860 & L COBEREZ TEX L 2B T, a i3 T CICAREREH & L CoSUER
BENEHRZATETCThH D, EBE L5 OEFICEIEE R BRI UENCOAIEREERT L
WIDFEIARTHAARTH S, ThoDEn» 5T % E, ‘whata' @ a BBIE b SUEERE
PHRFFLTV S EIEEZICL W, T ‘whata + N oW T 7 )z —rarvz2 Dk
WHREL 726 X wEA 5, EEOEZ TR, Choo 3B, 300 XERME L2
nNENPENCEELENT DD EEZIRNETH D, Thbb, ZD3HENIE1 2O/
AFx—=DT 7V IL—aryTldnl, ZRENBEFEREICEEL 729 O CERA~ LML
EEZLDTHD, 51735 E,. (5b) FEEICWS & ‘whata + N’ Tld7Z . ‘what
a FHEGE LRITIHIRETH D, FEE, 3WXDI L ‘whata + N b 2 =iz <
ERTIFZDICERMENS DT, 274 Ed ‘whata +HELH cowTid7r v a?
VMo Eic kb T TIBEELL T B AR SV, M EoEZ Tk, (a) & (ib)
b, ZNEN ‘what HEELFA B L ‘what HIRAFN) v S T L -SSR &
WHZEILKDBD, TAS5DTVICOVTIISEOBEEL BTV REL,
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