« »2002 3

: H14

0.2
(196D s

’

1987).

1.1
PACS »
€«

1996

{ (
N (
1.2

(Emergent Grammar) R « M4a2 >

40

Tl

100871

: 1000—2979(2002) 03— 0029— 06

1029 @,
( 121
) a.

7, , 19.3%)
.,

, «x D417
(@3]

s (1982) (&)} ,

’ ’

? «

( Hopper _.& »1s6
) d
s ®

@ ,

40 ) (10)
{ 1.2.2.

€« D,
) 9

a.

an

BIACDUE & & i & b sh R 2

’

]

L D265

L 118

”» G>: (17

s

: (53 ’

9. 91 .

«

1K »335

(1, 0 1Y%

]

L 7%)

1€ »329

52%)

& 8%)
BRI

)

L& Me6 D

1€
o 29 o

»95



)

b “ /

s 67%)
(12) : ¢
« »332 >
(13) ?

:(202 , 197%)
(14 .«
& 4
(15 ¢
RECENTE )
(16 ,
& 2
an , ,
, 1€ »405 )
d. (137,

d Oclo1 , 9

(18) , ,
1€ H491 >
(19 ¢
J@ »300 H
d> . (36
(/NN )
QD , : ¢
o 214

€. :(2 ’

22) “o

7. (69

2« »218

13.3%)

8%6)

. 559

20 H153

’

0 2%)

? r« »s >
L 23
(23) ,
« M1os >

@4 s

1.2. 4.
15 6%)
(25) 4,
S »4g2
(26) ;- .
r@ 482

2.1 s

2.2 ,

° 30

(98, 969

26 202

. (160

s ’

(1979 ¢

(1982) ¢

2.3
( 1995):
@D
1933 P233)

«

(28)
gel

2. 4 Miller(1993)
, X,

Phrase )
)

2. 5 Miller

2.6

» o«
> ~

Giv¥n1979) . Givon (1971)

» o«
s

3.1

:[ citta— pramathini: de: va: na: m api]

(

7 (1985)

» o«

(Bloomfied

»

: Singvogel order Raubvogel—Sing— order Raubvo-

house— keeping) IP(Tecica
[P/ FP(Functionnal Phrase
(1995) )
, LP
. LP

(lexicalization)
1997). s



1999 « M 1996)
, , 4908 s
2889 . 58 86%. 92 86% 7.
(1982)

? b

3.2 s

(discourse manipulable
participents), (reported events)

( Hopper & Thompson1980) .

3.3

Cintrduce) ,
(figure)
(full noun);
(full ve) .

3.4 s s
9 ( )?

3.5 s

” (decategorcalization ),

’ ° : flSh fOI‘
trout— trout— fish“ ”, watch birds bird— watch (

).

(29)We went fox— hunting in the Berkshires.

(30)Early in the chase the hounds started up an old red fox,

and we hunted him all morning.

29

s « fOX” s

(&)

(3]) 3 ”» . ( 32) 3 ”»

3.7 s
“ AABB” i CAAR €A

“A AR ,«

( 1999), “
3.8 s

(1999 ,
(2000) .
(33)
(34) 9
(33) 3 ” ,
; 34«
3.9 N (2000) ,
, ( )

4.1 s
. ” . Bolinger(1952)

. 43 fOX”
, “ fox”
( 1999).
3- 6 b
31)
(32)a i)

G G “ 7

’

AR . “A— AB’



. Firbas(1992) “@n e ,
“ ” (degree of Communication dynamism) s s R Ak
, CD s » CD )
42) ) )
: ,CD : : L :
) L& »2s3
4.2 , 1029 s . (39) 7 40«
s 925 s 7 ,
89.9%. s Cactivity) ,
s cb ., 4D s s
) ) (42) « 7 )
) , « »
(35) ) )
« »218 > 5.1 s
, CD , ” ( )s
( “7, \
235) , )
_ 5.2.1 . “« o7
4.3 . 10 1% o,
s ? 5.2.2 N
(36) ) - (2000) “
S D256 ) . .
3D s , ? ”
« »328 > 5.2.3 “©ory o« 7« 7
38 s , “ . ”
L& 318 1995, 2000)
s “ 7 7 5.3 s , —
— (background ) o, o, s ,
— (foreground)
CD s 5.4 s
) 43) ¢ ,
r¢ »2 H
4.4 s ,
: . — (
(39 . L@ »29 1995, 2000),
) 55 ) )
(40 . 2@ D137 ,

32



s : 3674
< / < 2450 67%.4 »
+ « ) .
5.6 , 3,
CH « “« o7 ® (1999
“« o7, . . 5 05% ;4 »(1995)
( 2001), e @ (foregound) (background) Hop-
5.7 s per: paub and Sandra A, Thompson (1984),
) ) () (2000)
, . 46) 4D
( 1997, 7« ? (irrealis) s s
, . ( 2000)
, ) (1995, « D42 .89
, @ (1968) “ V-0
5.8 , , . »
’ 7 (1984) .
, 1.4 DIGED) 1983
26 ) 1991
@ (1953). (1953). (1957). [ 1] [M]. , 1961.
(1957 (1979). (1982). (1983). [2 “« 4+ . , 1982 (D).
(1983). (1983). (1990). (1996) [3 [J. , 1980, (9).
©) (1979 . (1980 (1995) (4 0. , 1995,
©) @,
. [3] “y [A].
@ “« o , ¢ H[C. .
(2000 “ 2000.
[ g [M]. . 1979.
7 “©or 7 [7 ,
(1998) . . » [A]. 11
“« o “ ? C ), 2000.
® (1998) “ ey (9 . ( M] . , 1995.
“VoVEV v o«y \ . [9 . [M] . , 1995,
[10 [J. , 1995 (2).
© , (1] [D.
. (1982) . 1999,
, (1997 [12 , , . “ oy
@ (1999 “ . 1998 (2).
N »( . , [13 [M]. , 1990.
, 1995) « » (1983) [14 [J. ,

o 33 o



[ 15

[ 14
[ 17

[ 1§
[ 19

[ 20
[2]]

[ 22
[ 23
[ 24
[ 25
[ 26
[ 27
[ 28
[29
[ 30
[ 31]
[ 32
[ 33
[ 34
[ 35
[ 34
[ 37

[ 38

[ 39

[ 41]

[ 42

1983 (3).

(. , 1998,
(2).
(. , 1953 (10).
. [M].
, 1983.
(. , 1953 (3).
[M] . , 1957.
[M] . , 1979.
(. » 1980 (5.
[M] . , 1984.
(-
, 1999, (3).
« » o« 1] , 1995, (5).
« » « » [] » 1999, (2).
[M] . , 1999.
(). » 2000 (4.
. [Jl- ’
1999 (D.
[A].
C Q. » 2000.
[A].
C Qg , 1983.
[q. , 1994.
. , 2000 (5).
[]]. , 1994,
(2).
[A]. 11
( ). 2000.
[M] . , 1982
[q. 45
, 1997.
(0.
, 2001.
, (.
( 4).1996.
[A]. 11
( ), 2000.
[K].
» 1995.
(4.
45
, 1997.

© 34

( D[ A] . 2000.
[43 , [M] .
, 1996.
[44 ). . 1982, (D).
[ 45 [J. . 1957, (6).
[ 46 “V+N? [n.
. 1984, (2).
[ 47 ,
[A]. [g.
, 1996.
[ 48 . . ( M].
, 1979.
[49 [C]. , 2001,
D.
[59
( K] . , 1996.
[ 5] [M]. , 1982,
[52) [M]. , 1985.

[ 53] Bolinger; Dwight Linear modification. Publications of the Mod-
ern language Association of America 1952 67: 75— 79

[ 54 Chafe, Wallace. Discourse, Consciousness, and Time: The flow
and dislplacement of conscious experice in speaking and writ-
ing. Chicago: Univemsity of Chicago Press 1994.

[55] Fitbas, Jan. Founctional sentense permspective in written and
spoken communication. Combridge: Combridge University
Press 1992.

[ 56 Gi¥on Talmy. Historical syntax and synchionic morpholagy : an
archacolgist’ s fild trip. Chicago linguistic society. 1971, 7. 349
—415

[ 57 GivOon, Talmy. On Understanding Grammer. New York: Academ-
ic press 1979.

[ 58 Givon Talmy. Introduction. In Givon ed., Topic Continuity in
Discourse A quantitative cross— language study. Amstendem
& Philadelphia: John Benjamins. 1983.

[ 59 Hopper Paul J. &andra A. Thompson. Transitivity in Grammar
and Discourse. Language56. 1980, 2; 251— 299.

[ 60 Hoppes Paul. Emergent Grammar. Berkeley Linguistic society.
1987.

[6]] Li, C.N. &S. A. Thompson. Mandarin Chinese: A Functionnal
Reference Grammar, Betkeley and Los Angeles; University of
California Press. 1981.

[ 62 Miller D. G. Complex veib formation, Amsterdam: John ben-
jamins 1993

[ 63] Tao &Thompson “ The discourse and grammar interface: Pre-

ferred clause structure in Mandanin conversation”, “ Journal of
the Language Teachers Association” 1994, No. 3. 29.
Grie i XE4E)



