114
© 24« 20154 11 A

YR SME AT R

No. 11
Nov. 2015

7 B A1 R BUR § RS L DR N51 £l

FER

o P ) 2 2 B, S {34, 333403)

WE AWV RXRANTHEMELERT v sy T I L, 1 Ef o & R AR A oy A kL3

RET H—EBEER,

PR TR — KBRS AR R,
KGR, WA H R, T, A AL
[P Er26%5 ] HO30 [SCHRARIRES ] A

s RARRER EATE R A BREREEKNE N A R AT R

[ XCFgn's ] 1674-8921-(2015)11-0024-06

[doi #ifth ] 10. 3969/j. issn. 1674-8921. 2015. 11. 006

1. 318

KT R L A2 [ PN oh 2 35 45 & A
IR . T B A M 5 2 78 Beoma B A 58 A 42
THAT 0, i £ 2% % (Lakoff & Tuner 1989;
Barcelona 2002 ; Mendoza 2002)1AR , iy 5 Fang s
oL a2 MR VRS 21 B AR e S B 52, HOAN e &A=
TE A — RN A SCRRTRR B L™ - Bl & 5%
IR s AT B TR B0 e M A R a7 5 B
FYANTR] 2 Ak s 45 73 B4 B8 it MBI A9 A0 £ Sk Jee) ¢
EEm LG, o 2 A R AT (1) By S AR S IA A
Z: B S R TR BARE A8 A A Sl MR e i L0 L3 1 1Y
A FE (AN Langacker 1993, 1999, 2009; Radden &-
Kévecses 1999; Alac & Coulson 2004 ; Kévecses 2013)
(AR SCRRIFRCS MRS 5 (2) gy — AN S e 2 ik
(domain highlighting, Croft 2002,/1993) 8% H # Al
&2 0 TN N i #2 (conceptual prominence of the
target, Panther 2005) (AR SCRIFR“R B,

S AR L S B OO R 5 U i —
AR T A BT )i TR
FRAESE T8 o3 AT A U, JF BUAS T E A Bl Can
Panther & Thornburg 2003;Panther 2005; Langacker
2009 55) . fHJE  Femy A Fna oY B EiAT [H T i 5 7
Z W % (2 U, Peirsman &. Geeraerts 2006; Rojo
2009:67), TLig " S M0 2“5 I H s A
— L) A R i — D W . (D AR 588 0 2R
% (Gestalt Psychology) , 7E 15 7 H 2 AR 2 I
VERTBY 2T 50, 0 R e AR XA 98 B8 43, i 2
HEAOUL™ e 1 5 2 Jnd 1 A TR A SRR R A i 2 ]

EEBN: P EN . B EZEEE SR A XA FRal % 8
+, TEFHRFT AN ANFEFTFE. BT jylu515@163.
com

* KX RHE A SAEFEITE X E MR 517 8 iE L
REBMM G A FEE TR (T 15YICT40051) iy | B R E

S AN B A N B 5 (2) S B SO I R 7 7
e 1) DA S R v Ak T R B 5 R A I 2 R T Sl AR
AT R A H BRSO S e PR AR A T R
b R A ARSI R DL ) B AR IR AE T
T B AT T TH B 2 i A= s AR o i o R 1 22
S, B FOCHEH— 8 IR —iRk, 1IBF M
it R A 2 0 T 2 ST B P R AR (] R, X 1
SR A R A A M A U, A R A AR R
W AIF ST 200 X6 A g — R fR R . LAk S A
IR A R T SR T PR 7 B4 (Radden & Kovecses
1999:22) B4R WA 12N 3 Wi . ik, F647]
SIATEIE-T5 50 R He . NEDE -8 50yl ¥ A
FEXT LA L [m) A [ 225, FRATT A B i 2 L S VE Sy
N 3 P A AR S R 32 31 v R A 1 o 2 5 T
B HOCHR R T NN b0 2 U BEAHL A, R
N HETE-H 5ok RES R e A B it — P R
HANFIA T

2. ER-EEX AR

2.1 BB 500 Z AT i M oe A
A AR 27 R (19 25 56 652 (Rubin 1958/1915)
I 2 0 A/ AE L] 56 (face/vase illusion) 325
F5 0 TEDE 5 5t X SO it B 5 v iy KR
“H I ATRS SRy ] LAAH B 4 AATTER AT DL R AR
BRI QB AR R BB o s m] LU Ry
SN HIEIR CIL B A2 R DR o {HAS E [R] B 2A 0
N FAENR . Bt 5 58 I8 O B 24 S 7E 25 2800 36 b 41
SUEZERT 780 MU T BUE-5 5t 8 R S H mT ik,
TR B AR A FIRZ 5 S AT S —
T S S B — AR B X S 7R N e
S TR B SR X —ER A R 2 BT, oA
AT A 5 78 Y I A IA 2 B 5 (Ungerer &
Schmid 2001:157) ; 775 5t ] BB 4 i e b, 3
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[ —F 3 AR A5 B0 B8 5 AE U ] 15 S e e i i 7%
oL ) — 3 43 AR A5 BN #A 1L (Koffka 1999/1935:
177-86) , A, 5EIE B2 N BT S aY nl
PEEATRRIR M 2 (B AR SR 5 KB S OC R Tk
PEILG: 2220 R AE ARSI /AR 56 1 X kA Jmy v
R R AEAEXTFR I B 4% 5y v s 10 Bt Ccontour) ELA HLTH]
4 Cone-sided) , FR ¥ H B AU 2 i (double represen-
tation) BYER A (J6) 1. 190) s N B & . =S
& % B S A il EAE L BB 5
AL S 2 R A SE B IR T PR (instructions)
BYE LT &4 (Vernon 2013:98-102) ,

TEIE B2 R AR B B I X RE TS S 4L
Ko HAT 3 52 ) A7 2 BAR G B 1 R L R £
FHE R R I ETE T S 412800 5 R B I IR AT
5%, Julesz (1984) . Triesman (1986) Z¢ 1A N & FE-
TE M4 B Pk (figure-ground segmentation) J& “Bij
ERE 117 (preattentive) W HI W %, A FH (N
Baylis & Driver 1995; Vecera et al. 2004) X4+ T M
A2 7F & (endogenous attention) FIAME 1+ & (exogenous
attention)® X} EJE-15 S AL BE R A2 . N 2B 1
BIEPREIE F 2T EAR K R OS2 b A2
LY F RN ) o I AR T A U0 38 A v X S R
TECANE B A 2 s ) S EE . O
e RURE B 22 A5 R W, AL EDE FRAE (figural
cues) W 5| HI5E AR A 1 B 1 U NI 20 1 B
HUE FARPEE D RN AEFE B W4 Rk FERIE
(Qiu eral. 2007 ; Huang & Pashler 2009), “EJE4H:
TR & 0w Xt SRR AE B W, ZEJE XS FRYERS SR
Hh— 25 R BB -8 5OC R W s (BRI A
SRR AR Z2 W R B2, HAT B B s A
FIBENLE: , 7T LG — )48 5 h BB -5 5 G R 1Y 3
e, DL EAFEERM AR R R AN E R R
FEFEHT  BUE- 56 Ry al i g HOE R
FRARFIANS 0T CAN T BRME A 5 ) A4 & A i o 31
G MR HVBE 1 — - KL
2.2 WHNHEF %P EIE-TE 500 R A a] ik

Talmy(1978) B iE =R 1T 585 h EKDE-15 &
KATEET P SCELN &, b5, Bk 2 1) %34
(10 Fillmore 1985; Langacker 1991 ;5K 7858 2011 48)
BT 5 S S PO 5 A5 AT R 5T
s 2ol /DR T e M T I 3 AR R 2 R X
GHHEY XY o R B HonT i i w2 i . AT
HINE T 2F AT A G R E S [ B A MRE R
AR AN AR 25 R A P AR T BRI AN 28 4
TNHDGT GR35 | AL AR DA 0 28 d 2 A R0 3 AR BB XA
HIXTG0 BAR BN JRINE F AR . & Tl A 4R
A R OB RN NS 5 22 AR i IR A

5T, an - H A& B o< J5 ] ” (principle of pragnanz) .
Langacker(1993) A9 IA 1 %8 1 %€ £ J5L ], Radden FlI
Kévecses(1999:46-47) 1) % iy A Y Suig A% 85 0 i 16 ¢
JEN (perceptual selectivity) 2, A E AR 3 WK
RUNER I NN BEBE D40 2 07 VAR 256 1 26
BN 5 RN R W e 25 1 )8
INHIAHZE ., G RB N HRT R Y KBNE T LAk,
B2 FHONA N 58 1 R 2R 0 A 1R (AL 46 1% 5
AR SRS . AR A SR AT 5
SR AT RE S A TR RE BIE | 2F M52 1 5 3R AE
bl e ik — AR TARZ 40, s B
I REACH HEDR VBT TR X S 4y HE IR R
SRR DA A T HAB R R TR 2R S
Az U S PR AR 5 I 1T L EUE o R /N
TEA PRAZIN R 23 AU R EHUR” . (HA— %
SRS R PET)7, 3k A B 32 3 T A s
FRLY AL I 0D 7 1 249 o K T4 5 58 BR AR AT 1
UL YET7 N NG 8., A DB M AL, ATk A
T R JE R R e 2k X,

AN SIS TAPS NP S eV E A £ 2 il
-5 e 4 it T T 8. Langacker (1991 308) .
Talmy(2000:316) A5 R W], KIE- B SR AR
16 B 4 E 1Y DD B W ARE CAn B e %
BPE O LA H2ssgmm e 8 0 5 AR MR AT fig
P L B -5 35 06 2 A a7 2 DU 2 AR iR
fif 25 L 3 T 2, DR AR 30 R 2R e B -
B RNMAEACR, XHNE S TP EIE-E 5ty el ¥ v
PEAUET OB . o,

(1) a. The bike (F) is near the house (G).

b. The house (F) is near the bike (G).

TE—MAEOL T AAT A S T 5 R Ul 2 A #
T U ALREAE CANAT ) 85/ L S AR ARG a7 B SR )
FrLAQa) B Sy Hesz . AR W] BEAETE DS Hb— iy
B B U6 TE B DU AR B R A A X H
T4 0E B JF HAAR A & b5+ 19 7 o7, IL I 3R 3R
(Ib) LB il

EIE-15 50 R M 3 ] LAEA R 2 HESL 2
WRA . “EIE M S Z MAEREAE T v LLE R
ZUWEHLTE A R 2EIE R . 78 B2 A vl g
SR KRB IR A H AR BRI FRATIAH AT LAY
AR M 1R R E#E 2006:24) . Talmy (2000 313) 48
s 50 IR A 37 B R TR I S5 3 A
JRIANIA] S o 75 2 L A B S A | S SRR
T EHESR =404 Jmy IO R R ATTFEA [RZ 18 L 21K
FHEIE-5 SEE . Hilan:

(2) The lion (F) chased the gazelle (G/F) through the

forest (G). (Talmy 2000:336)
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(2a) The lion (F) chased the gazelle (G).
(2b) The lion and the gazelle (F) ran through the
forest (G).

B ORI R A = SRS 50
b, X FAE T AZ - S
BN 3l A8/ N 2T (2a) | “lion” & EIE
“gazelle” BT 5o, fER KB E (2b) |-, “gazelle” Fl
“lion"ZH 1 T — M EIE A K, “lorest” 2 5, X
PRGN Blid 1 “ gazelle” A5 5t 2 KE (30
e — TS g Tt 7 A G N — A BT
RS 254

IR 5 2 BB 15 5005 2 i VIR RAFAIE |
UNIERNBESVSENNE S S = 20 PSS VA £ iR
EUE AT 5OC R sh Nt # . BB A 5t
Z AN (6 0C R BB ASPE R AT i Vg /s T LA
Wiy Sk P AT & T R MR 2 2 ) YOG 2R B AR
ERVERLE

3. HEMAIA RN

3.1 KB BRI Tl 5 e i r) A R A
3.1 1 FemryEng

TR 2P ST R B, A WL T A 3 o 5 1 R
RECZ T WA B B, BIME & AL ANE 5 R AR B
(A AL A BIAE . Sperb FI Wilson(1995) 1] 75 52
PREE e IR FRATT 5 15 19 A B2 DA A Bm T A S 3R
AR KA A WA R U R B W H AR X (target
meaning) L&A, 7EX —Br B, Acbr K 3 H
PR BUBE A TE 1 T A 98 L X I 5 H R SCAH
A AR & L A ARl 2 BT 55 R AR &
AN HIERAE . HAREUE & — BB L Qi 2 2R B 4%
HATIE S RIS AR E G T G E o
T 0 B 1o 8 S DI, DU S5 38 n A A
HE S MRS T A (vehicle, RIVE & BT U8 21 TR
B R ERAEIE A B B IR SRR, X
— BB AR GRAE AR AR GHE D /9 E WA
2 RIEEAA T RE W ] TR S RIE AL E T
HAEsE, 415 b i A if H & A 3k
P51, BV ey SR I ek s BUARE & Ak L 1 5 R AE Bl RIS
B R RS . R L R i TR Y AR U TR
PIANET B2 T BIUE-8 500 5 1) 1% 28 1 DA 45
Ve e . M ESALZ i, B ARBHES 2 KIE , [/ —Ik
SR PN P A ARE A S I P R R Bl A TR
TEW & RALJZ W IS 5 R AR AR IR A &R 15
INFNZE 0 8 B . B bR SO & e il 75 5, A
WS R ER . flan .

(3) a. The ham sandwich is at table 7.

b. That Yao Ming/The tall man is at table 7.

c. The jeans is at table 7.
f5](3a) Ht the ham sandwich 245y 1k, HAE
BGSARRANT « 52 38 b 2 B CEAT IR 55 S AE PR T
ham sandwich [FJEI%) (3R , H ARt & Gl b iE
SERBE) B S TE U AR 98 B 0N EUE it 5
E A SslAH O iy At ABE A3, n whe Jost 2 f s 2 L B v L R
R AE IS SRR 5 BN 2 SR
HEATE S RAEZ T, B2 AR S0 BT A R & A
Al REE L TRAE A KR . SC I A R 2076 52 I DA 28
W= AR PR EREM. B, 7E]
Gay W EREM RE S TINR Y, IR
I ST S 25 T At ) SRS o i A . T L7 3
TE O T IS5 51 B T 6038 8525 BT A A9 2 A1 At AT H:
gL —JC TN BT L 2 R 55 DN $ 3 e — AR
R B2 B o AU T 65 1) S I 5 2 AR N %8 i (Dirven
1999:275-76 5 5K A% . FhIAEY 2005.4) , it A ol fig
A . AR A R A A R W] S AR A
FRAE TR Bk B — 19 B 5 s I8 2 A IR 53X — R Ak
A AR AR IA I 28 B Bk DR T 3E AR & 3R AE
B “Wk AR ” (that Yao Ming) 8% “ K &4~ (the tall
man) RFGFRIZ %, 4nf (3b) 5 I Ak, AR 55 51 GAKI
FA4O W F M RZ WA TR 18 T HwidIE =L ik
DA R IR AR 31 R U A RT R A P O B 25 1Y
JRAEERAE (U™ the jeans”) KFEFRIZIE WA (30) o
3. 1.2 Hemynyifn
ST R R 2 T PR T R I TR E RN A
TE-8 e — U e N R ok A8 s FUR i oA R0 A 1 o)
AR I AR . R R AT AT A i ) A R A H
PR30 R P58, A H i SR S0 2 T B35 5 R
AR AR AR BT ], H FR Bt & el (BB
WA P ST R IS A& el 75 R R R . TES%
WA R B B B S R AR R E R T A A R
YEo W T2 52 5 Wiis 7 R AE B H L 7R IR
PHIHR IR Jl e MR o RV Y 5 IR A& A, SR S E
R S bR X A B bR SRS AN HTR A
WA R E AR Sh s 1T H bR O LA
Al RN E SE . H AT UL e i
it ) S AR TR R S A AN AR BOHE & AR A R Y
“i R R S R A R DR 1 5 i 5 B
PR B RENTT S iUEDE . 5%y iR A ot
e fih e PRI R ol e (0 DG AR D 2502 1R SUIB IR
CEL A& A0 . it
(4) a. T often read Yu Qiuyu.
b. I like Yu Qiuyu.
c. Tadmire Yu Qiuyu. (5723 2011)

TERF] () H Yu Qiuyu (ARFKFRD 1) iy X
Af, 2807 T KB S e AS [R))J2 10356 5% A a7
TER VR I &AL 2 10T, A PR IEME S 52K Yu Qiuyu Hy
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EIE , H PRI & SE/K Yu Qiuyu’s works (REKFR Y
V) AT 5 e Rl S 1) H AR BE S A0 2 T, R T
BES SR Yu Qiuyu #3605 15 5t H AR B & 50K
Yu Qiuyu’s works (AFKH AIVE S Wi%5 R IKTE . K
-5 5 75 A H #5 L (Yu Qiuyu’s works) B9 A%
R fRAR B T4 2 “read + N” (B4 » R TE
Yu Qiuyu )@ MHEEI P REEAT HEEE Yu Qiuyu’s
works, N REERF AN S AL FT B Y. an ik
PR =, A B R AN AR 1. 4n (4b) gk A
“like+N"#4 2 (1 7T fig & 42 Bk RN AR A 7T f8 J2 L fr
B AEBRZ S TE AR 25 R X T (4o) H
1 admire (LD WIEBGHE T Yu Qiuyu B9 X, K —
R BEFRAT H AT BERUM ARBKR A O 223 2011)
3.1.3 W RUARRRIE 5 e i A ORI TR A

Radden FI1 Kovecses(1999:22) 1A\ Ky 5% iy 5 5 5%
RN E A S 5 2 ) P DA R K 2R 2 A o7 A 5 R OG
% (stereotypical or idealized relationships) &4l 2 |
B, SREERIFNAEY (2005 5) 8 H L & HLAL R B i 0
S M RN H AL AR BE AR A S s 7R N R AR AL A Fr
AR AT R s N ] A AR B R o 2 e W
S RS M R A SR A I R B 5 A R e iy A i
P BT 0 NN ERVE R[], 8 AL B ey L B
W >f Yt S8 ABE 5 R B b S ARE O B S L A A

SRR FF 8 A R 58 1 I ] o st M 5 e Z IR AR
B PR o e AR 2 v ) P i A RO 2 R H B
SR rh RGBT v 2 ISR
TR B B A R N 5 22 [ e i B 4 L = AR
AL 5 — o 42 A H s 8 A Y5 (A Bl )
PRI B AR PRI A DB -8 i i /2 B
PEAETE T L2 AT 5 v A 1SR AR 04 A i 45
VE OGS FATT TN 227 3 To R Y 4 FAR
FATTCH— PN R FE A IR TP —1
FRERL G —HE o I, o B RCERE ™ s [ R AR
XA G/ /HESE) BRI — > FEALAR =5 1
vy 7B P AR AR AR F bR SR R BA /B RE BAD B AN
SR PR R ME & (vehicle) fIA M A2 . H bR A%
A O/ EREE) 71 T A rh BLHAR S R Ao
HEATE AL s 7E DX A Fmar g, JATT— et o
el H RALJZE i _EAN T 97 55  ry B AR S (p
FE| BN/ B2 A ) 390 A g MR A 2= T A LI & TR A A 3R
A IR s AT T8 AR P 0 R PR 2
JEREE™ AT A4 o 4 3l DU B AR 2
FE| BA/EDRE B CHl TP Z B B H LR
3. 1.4 FRwg AR ORI S8 — e

ZE I FRATT AT LU -7 5% BE VS X 5% i 1) A= il
AP AR 5 — g e LI D

HENSIFHE. BREINER. FRE%R

ETFER (M)

—————

B BEARE -1K
B EE

PRBA: F=figure (B ) , G=ground (& &) , FE=R{EH, Hif=HiRE
E1 BER-BERELXBTHERERMIZEANTERE

T e G A 82 A B S T SR PR AR g ) A
FITRUEIF AN AL — R O BT — A K A A [R]
— N X HAEE AT — &, e T s P
ZIERF HE R B RIS B R R . AP 1 T B
(14 A BT TR 2 A B ) AH S AR 2 e B AT
ST WA BB 5 — I A A TR A
e vy ) A R AN E R SRR DAL O A SRR
G E N S (AT IE S (BN R (]
(] » FARIOHE & phy PR 308 2 i T ok DS ABE 2 o
TR R o e e A B B P ik R TR -
st U SE ER/NAINOE LTI SR X ENCITACE D

(0 LR R A SRS . 5 A B B v A TR
MORIEIE] F sl 5 R AEJZ i 21 H s A #E
A2 T A AR A o A AR DT ] R TR
H PRI 300 5 i 5% 0 s AR 2 oy 5 00 4
T i B -8 S5 0 B A4 32 B A R 2 R U
a0 o AERe AR ORI AR L RO AT
S 100 1 U IR DIR853 Ak ) B T TAH B
B B E S — DRSS (1 P IEL L
HEIT H SRR D o R I AR AR i A R 1
#— EURAT F bR SOREE: » 2 T T ) i B 1)
ST SRR S TR AR AR L F s SO
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AT Y T B W IR 1 S SR 2 T A
CANPEL 1 AP A J2 T Y AR 0% 42 el 52 3 R 7D
T A 5 AR 8 2% i ARE A&k 22 T 1 7 S5t b B Bl o
T RAEZ T R EE Can i 1 R S 2 T ) R PR A
2 HE BN S22 5 B M A gt o R R A A [
B 1A AR I o

L 1R 7 8 S 30 i G 28 0 o 2B IR
AN R I R 4 e o B A T B 5 i ke T
R T s R S 3P B T i A R R
FF P DA R 45 4 I ] 0 500 A, 1 2 A i A It B
M LA N ) H A SOME &R 2 T 40 ) 518 5 R AR 2 T
A (B 1 R Sk DA s P REE 22 2 T € 1) v 1) 7Y
HERIEEEARER) .

3.2 KB SO R BT v 5 i vy e iy mT v

55 BRGNS S P ) P AN [ i ) ofe D Sl R
Fl5 45 00 1= J2 7] DL B 48 9, Radden i1 Kovecses
(1999: 22) FRZ J i Sy iy ml it o 5l

(5) a. He hit me on the head.

b. T am happy to see a lot of new faces here.

(6) a. John is a Picasso.

b. He is a failure.

] 5 Casb) Fl 6 Ca, b) B RHAER 4343 R &
PART-WHOLE 1 ABSTRACT-CONCRETE F4~
FEAUFL G A a b PG4T 43 T 0 1) R AR A
w2 :5(a) ) WHOLE FOR PART 11 5(b) iy PART
FOR WHOLE;6(a) & CONCRETE FOR ABSTRACT
M 6 (b) iy ABSTRACT FOR CONCRETE, # X}
R PR RN B B BT P R 4, A S BIESE Cn
Langacker 1993; Radden & Kévecses 1999:46-47)
REH R HIEAT I3 St i A W) A L
TR RE . EIE- SO AE A SRk — A A2

H I LA, B -1 5 i ] 3k R — >
FORINIEE SRINAIDOE S5 1RGNS IR N U P VNP5
FTEBLAR AT DL AT BUE ik 4. o & 18
T 4560 iy A YA S I S AN B2 B X AR AE Y
o, T HL 32 B R 0 R DL RGBSR O 5
WHED RIS o X — G g s A AN TR
TN FE AR TEAS ] (9 18 5 v £ 28 7R [m) By s 221
AT AER SN [] 14 A8 2 Ak 5 s, B A AR &8 40
(5a) » B FH R /AR R (5b) » sl HARAR R il 42
(6a) » B AR AR HAR (61) 25, 528 T ] — )2 i &
JE-18 S 8 R A W O R KA
11, Koch(1999: 151 Iy » — MANC AT ik At 3k
IR DT M AE [R]—HE SR oy B AR O R 1Y I — &
R SRS FUZ R I BN 28 7 FE A I 2 2
T A MR A ) B AR ) PR 2R 25 28 i [ — 3R]V AH O
PRI T AL s DT A -8 370G R R A i e, X

iU

4. &5iE

Koch(1999,2001) 8 2845 1, 6 i 2 8 -5 &
AN SR BE T EIE -8 5RON Y, Al A B A DL &
G e A, X — WS SRR E M. KA
5T 2RI BT 5B e X0 7 6y 9 A F o A
R B A 5OCR MR PR R T 5%
e DA SR8 ) AT 06k G T L R B v A B RN TR Y
INFIHLHISR B 75— I REAESE . % i) A AR
il A P[] INF 25 DA R A B 1) RS2 1 1A
AR, AE ST R B TR D — 1R g R L — # 2
AR o vy 1) of 5 BalAE R E A Sl MR A A e i
INHHERAE B AN [R) [ B A 4 8 o AR A 0 58 1 114 14
EfAaAENNSEAERNE A6, "R
O T v R A B S R s R CR E bR A
SARE D PR 5 R H AR S G 58 e < S BRSO
A T AN A1 B B A9 A 052 Sl MR 48 S 4 i 49 Yl 1) 1 € R
FLA W RRAE Gy B R B AT NN 2 IS AR D B T 1A
— i e T2 5 5 R R .

TAEAC TR 75 0 A6 BRI i on T o R ) 25 Sl
Kol 7 2 DR F E R MBS T R,
Boersma(2007) i i3 18 7 SC 5 i 1 & 18 19 A2 e A
PRI BN 7 BT RS, van Valin (2005) 7E £
-F9FR1EE (Role-reference Grammar) FUHEZE T K
T A BRI AT T4 A IRERL . DOIA N A
FET 5 18 5 0 A BRD B A 2 P A 35 [ 110 IR ) o
(R & A IBEERNE T 5 H N MNET 2R,
WE D SRAFTE 22 5 (HONHNE 5 22 BT IL ik S/
SR A BIRAT B REE B AL 51 FAEH] .

B

@ A 3CH A “ TR R BSOS T SR AR R AR SO SO T
T R R AR WA A AN S e o SRR DU — AR B AR

@ WAFEEHRNFA QR P AER, XM EANE A
B TRAESN A ST G S84 ) Mo A h
TR ESEREREE R SN E R AR HNGE RS
Wit 55 32 F0 56 X G B W5 T H 307 28 B9 1 2 (automatic
attraction of attention) , (N AT 14 H sl B £ T 1%
B rh 28R H L 5558

@ O R EURAE A (BRI ST R . 5
AR T 22 R NANN 2 R B Y 1 5o
B TLL 20 1 A DR R A AR Y g AN
WA N HBE FAR—“RA TR

@ A R F R AR (R PR 5 A T R HE
k=8,

® MAE TR WS S R AN AEREZ

S 3k
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