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HI IS BLE S X IBHEER
(Semantic and Pragmatic Restraining Factors of
Case Alignment)

2P (GUORui)  ERVEFE (SHIMURA Noriho)
LR KEF LR

—
L1 fal B 3

¥ C(cased) fENIRIETEEE, HINGER BoR &I T1517
MEERR. RLIHE=M: EHENOM). FIR(ACC). 5
T%(DAT). EMRIEE, FENEERE, SEEEENZER
o
6 2 B R T A B AR R
(Da. Iyom saw  him ,cc.

b.Henoy saw me acc.

c. Iyom gave the book,cc to himpr.

d. Iyom gave himp,r abook .

(2) A2 e PN —ft HF 3.
Watashi-ga kare-ni hon-o is-satsu age-ru.
1st-NOM 3rd-DAT book-ACC one-Cl %;-PRES

‘WA

A4 ARAC MR — i 12 g S TO TR A e, T A
RS A H RIS 32 2
MHE(ER) > TR REEE)SEE 5ESSK
B Lo AP R B U L AR I B . i H 15
(3)a.watashi-wa koohii-ga  nomi-tai.
1st-TOP  coffee-NOM drink-want
‘AR,
b.watashi-ga kono mondai-ga wakara-nai.
1st-NOM  this question-NOM know-not
CEAEIA .
c. watashi-wa ame no oto-ga kikoe-ta.
1st-TOP rain ’s sound-NOM hear-PAST
YT T RRRAE .
UYL M L BRI R TITiIEE, HEEEZE <o
HET SR L TR R B ga kb L.

g, HMEH RS SEM,, N ARINOM-ACC
FAERE, HFAREAINRAER, Wi/ REDAT-NOMAE
FEZE,  (Kittild 2002a: 133)

(5)a. Ich habe den-Teller zerbrochen

IstNOM PERF ACC-#F 4T#¥:PTCP
R TR

b. Mir ist der-Teller zerbrochen
1st:DAT /& NOM-#if¥ FT#:PTCP
P CRANG) FTHET T




{E1EHS 250 (ergative-absolutive system) /& —Ffff 25 & #)
LA BC B
(6)a. Doris-aq ayallrug.  (JEELSTiE(Yup’ik))
Doris-ABS i€t
23 A
b. Tom-am Doris-aq cingallrua.
Tom-ERG Doris-ABS  [r] {5
HWAME T 2L, 7 (Payne 1997: 135)
JCEETEE S, (6a) A KA, MiZEIRTDoris @A, 5
(6b) KA ZHM M EE RS (-aq) , N5 LWH) I
FAAHEANE Cam) A,
YEidA% R G 0] LLEAE — i 5 8 A0 B RS BB i 20
BRI AR I RN R, 5 22 R A RS ARl

WAHESKIIES W LMRISREMLE GBFP) X .

Dixon (1994) : “HFFiEFHA A L/ NEIFN LA /NG oo oo b
FRBFINEXFAMO. FRIEFEIIIEF (constituent order) fTEA
Xy, Wnseth; AMEFEE S, ANiE. §TE . /i
(adposition) HIEAIX 3 A BIE S i@ RIA 22 X IR
(pronominal cross-referencing) KX 4y, ”

DOBBA R R, (H AT DL i Bemti /N A 1 i 1 A 42 ] 1)
FER IR € A W AR TR B E R R (Barde, H/h T
2005) -

MaEEWMT .  DbAERKT .

Istsee 31 3rd see Ist
NOM ACC NOM ACC
®aF M —A45. bEEA P& K EH 4.
NOM DAT ACC NOM DATACC NOMACC PrDAT
DUEA [F) R A AL
1. NOM-V-DAT-ACC 2. NOM-V-ACC-Pr-DAT
8 A AER I LR RIS R R, Fﬁumu%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%&
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FRATHE R 25 5 BN L A i B B R AR I B Al IR AR
HIKE L B AR S 5 A KA L E R ) (BB KA LSRRG B
FR, MESTE T LM A S SR I B IR Mg R #, 22K
R H A L B AR AR R 3R

S A P B A R 2R

LiBtA(verb): i3 (HEM. FFetk. Ban LHE . .
B FESH . HBD
Wk (TR 25, FER/AETERD
2. t(argument): FRARME. AdE. BIEE
3.F M (event): FAEME. BUE/GH . HE/AE
4 .15 B 45 (information structure): #i{5 B/IHE R
LA T AR A R 3%
W It ZE 1 (agentivity)/ 3 S (patientivity) [ 58 55 o

EMFRCEERES T, BT K. =i, 5Kk, oFH
il — 2L A% . e
fA% (ALL) : %[
Bk (ABL, MK : #sf
KEFrks (LOC) = W&BhIZ
THEM# (INS) : ZhERMTA
FEBERG (COMD : TERNIIFERE S
HEME (MAN) : =
H#& (CAU) : JF[H
IXLLTD AR G NSERE (OBL) o BN IS8 IAN 5 .




1.2 BERES P SHER

— N IE R L O R, R B iR T KA AT
TR HE SR BIUE, W FIE SO RO RISC R A%
Pic 5 (case alignment)” o #%Cof AR RERE I EL 40T -

WERA: B Bk ER

WXt WFE 5HE 2H
(EH) G (FE)

BRI, CHIREESHREE S AR, Z7
FEMIAEA S (—rshia) WE—iex b, AR
YN ME— IR JCHE DG VEE. B 5 KWEhiE £
AR IO A R ARG, 10022 0 BRI . T e a0 S
Byl (s A 8 oA AT R O RS i -
(13)a. Doris-aq ayallrugq.  (JGLE 3B (Yup’ik))

Doris-ABS traveled

EANE 3

b. Tom-am Doris-aq cingallrua.

Tom-ERG Doris-ABS greeted

G EE T 2L, (Payne 1997: 135)

ZHOE S RIUZ MR IS E RR, WHE. 1EiE.

Comrie (1978) . Dixon (1979) FH=AME A I
BRI 2R 2 43 A R G R A2 2 .
A: RWEhiE R A
S: AN EMEhiE fmE—ig 0
P (0D : RWshia sk
1. EH/ER ARG (S=A#P) ¥, . H
2 AERGAERE RS (S=P£A)  BHREEEE. JoH TG

LM/ R R G ILVERS ABRE R G

lfm
sh )
accusative ergatlve

10

I%%%%%ﬁﬁ%@%%%mﬁﬁmm¢ 3 ) P
Pt HCE, ARSI B AU, EARAGEI (Whaley
1997: 158; Payne 1997: 140)

UL=7 R4t IVERERRSG  VIPIERS

Tripartite Accusative focus Neutral
s
] AP
FI R S
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LRI T IERIER RGP RIR S LR RS
I RIR G ARG, bR LR R RS AR AL
SPEAPI 7. U0 LT P H il A8 RS iA 1P
i R/ A%, AR EAR/ S . TAEERE R R
THSHNR, EHAKTZR ikt AT g e/
A% PRI CUTEGE PP R g N iE R 5% ) .

k&, PrBfFEK RGEA S M R R

R ER (ERD IR (5 .

THEEEEE RS KA I AMPR 5 HBLR 58—
NFETCE ARSI ILR, I AR TC It/ 2 I A 5 55 R 2
W32 SR A o

= R E A I B AR B R PR 3R

2.1 REFEFFRAR S EAPRIFH
Hig ) T B . 5 1B (Tada, 1992; Shibatani
1999) .

(1)a.Yamada-sensei-ni(-wa) utukusii okusan-ga iru.
Ymada-teacher-DAT(-TOP) beautiful wife-NOM have
‘M EERET.

b. Boku-ni(-wa) ano hito-ga kowai.
15t - DAT(-TOP) that person-NOM 1A
EEBMBAN

c. Taroo-ni  eigo-ga dekiru.
Taroo-DAT English-NOM know
KRB,

13

14

Shibatani (1999) #ig th#4 s-5#& 45 H A — € 91 B A
(semantic motivation) , 5ZAHICHIIE IR RAAFE:
1.AH /477E (possession/existence) ;
2.0HDRZ (psychological states) ;
3AFIRA (physiological states) ;
A5/ SRR, BAEE I/ (visual/auditory
perceptions, including the notion of ‘appearance/seeming’) ;
SRR RLEN. B UEEMENES (Modal states of
necessity and wanting including the notion obligation (must) )
6. FNATRE. BB/, VPAISEME SIS (modal states of
potentiality, including ability and the notion of permission
(may) ) o

R E FYNE (East Futuna, Claire Moyse p.c.) H, “F&
(look)” 1 “F& M(see)” MK B M E L.
(6)a. Na tio a-ia ki-le-ta’ine
PAST see ABS-3" OBL-DEF-girl
“fiE WIS LT .
b.Na tio-’1 e-ia le-ta’ine
PAST look-TR ERG-3" DEF-gir:ABS
“fE TN LR,
af)haidto (F WD MZFHFFH (obliqued Frid, bhjH
Filtio-’i (F) W2 i@ .

15
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MESTEF AR, COHEREE. “WS+3hia” SH2HE
T TSR BN E IR
(7)a. Keopi-ka ~ masi-go siphta.  (¥Hif)
coffee-NOM drink-COMP want
R,
b. Nae-ka  ai-ka kwiyetta. (Shibatani 1982: 106)
13-NOM chidren-NOM like
REMRN L
VKEE (Icelandic) 1, “lika (EXR) 7 FEARFEARESE g
FE5K, SR (dative subject) 45H4.
(8) Mér lika vel vid henni.
Is:DAT like:3SG  well with 3SG:DAT
‘FEXRM ., ” (Icelandic, Andrews 1985:102)

17

2.2 UMK EERMEE
2.2.1 FE MM BA S AR
B 7 A T SOWARC BAT S A, I AT HoAth— Le R )
P TC B AT S
B RWEABNZERTBRAE, MR E A .
SR BEE 1T
(Da. Ich habe den-Teller zerbrochen
15 :NOM PERF ACC-plate bread:PTCP
‘B OGHED FTTETRERT.
b. Mir ist der-Teller zerbrochen
15t :DAT be NOM-plate bread:PTCP
P AL AT T HET (Kittild 2002a: 133)
BREATHN: A=FH  P=%EH
HAMTA: A=HK P=F%

Wit I R EIE T A B/
(9) a.Dima Zdjot ¢uda /*¢udo.
Dima waits miracle (ABL/*ACC)
‘Dimaly AT CRAE) . 7

NG ORSEIER) CRIAROLIAGT, B, JEE, AR

SRR, WFEA SIS, REETXE)nRIER
FE, AR, PRI SRt .

A BE AESH . ABENAMOEED b, A R,

18

%% (Sinhala) (Wijayawardhana et al. 1991: 106)
(3) a.Lamoya  bat keeceva
child:NOM rice eat.PAST.ACT
INERE T KR
b. Lamoya-to vaha  keevuna
child-DAT poison eat.PAST.PASS
INEARNEG T H.
HREATN: A=FH
BAMT A A=HHE

TR PANE EVERES, ATtEERss, PHES
VRSG5, DRITA T RN 5%, PRITHON TR .

19
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2.2.2 HIEEAERERSIKIAARE
H T8 BB St m] DUB I A AS B SRR A AR B 1
(6)a. BB AIE B DL 12,
kantoku-ga  yakusha-o nak-ase-ta.
director-NOM actor-ACC cry-caus-PAST
(I AR R T
(BAE#E=ACC, KB FRKRERT)
b BB AR P fz
kantoku-ga  yakusha-ni nak-ase-ta.
director-NOM actor-DAT  cry-caus-PAST
CREALE AR T
(W% =DAT, W& EEE: KD
(MRADBTED 0 A EHDE T,
otona-ga  akachan-o/*ni  nak-ase-ta.
adult-NOM baby-ACC/*DAT cry-caus-PAST
EERILFRT .
C“BL” RS, ANRER 5. O
B S T PRI RTS, HS R ESS, — K
MR PRIERERBEWAE S, WTHSHEEERK. 2

21

2B T E /A AR S ) AR PRSI B, M
HiIL g A a0 in] I ME— R JToS IR L & .
(6) a.Jan jest  w pokoju. (Witko$ 2008: 250)
Jan:NOM is in room
*Jan is in the room.” (JanfE/F[A]. )
b.Jan-a  nie ma ma w pokoju
Jan:GEN not has in room
*Jan is not in the room.” (JanAN7E 5[] )
W2, R &SR pIME— R ST gRAd o B
) o BN ERWRE TR E KE, SHIEF RS .

2.2.3 H /A XA E R
Wi A2 RS IR R 1IR)F, AR E A2 g ]
M URIR/BEHD o
(8) a. Mmr Yuta-TM 3TOT POMaH.
My chita-li etot roman.
FAT:NOM #£-PERF X KF3/Nji:ACC
AT TR AN .

b. Mbt HE YHTa-IM 3TOr0 POMaH-a.
My:NOM ne chita-li etogo roman-a.
A % BE-PERF X KJ/Mit-ABL

CRATBA LI EAC DL, (FK227% 2010: 61D
HE PR, 1 E PSS M B/ EH) « REYEE
AT DRSSPI 2B, RUOAEhEIE AR AR AP, (BB ERAEEN, 5
WA A, (H T E RN, S . B, W5
AR, BOvgate. O
T “l B L LA PR FEOR A AT A, U
FRIER % B 1E B A%

22

224 “HRE/EN 7 NEEEREH

Park and Kim (2022: 13) : &) (9) #, “sakwa(3EH)”
FER, For “MZER” BEERE, BARERE N KER
[8] o XA H RS T RE S UL UE RS 1] (speech time) HH ) — /MR
EMIELEFTEE: (overridden) o ] (10) “sakwa(GER)” H5=
M, RONTEULTGIT[E] “AENZ3ER” gt BB, AR SCUL Il
TEARNZIER” T JE -

(9)Nay-ka sakwa-ka mek-ko siph-unitey, cikum sakwa-lul mek-ko siph-ci anh-ney
18-NOM apple-NOM eat-COMP want-CONN now apple-ACC eat-COMP want-CON not-END
RERICIER, AP,
(10) ??Nay-ka sakwa-lul mek-ko siph-unitey, cikum sakwa-lul mek-ko siph-ci anh-ney
1¥-NOM apple-ACC eat-COMP want-CONN now apple-ACC eat-COMP want-CON not-END
PN, EBTEALIZ,

ATy, BRI 122 5 R T AR E R “ 55/
SR RAHRRARZ RN CSR/gS T . BUERASS, HESEEE
PERLSS, 2GR VERSE; TR SO, g A E VR
5, SEHMIGI VRS

23

24
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M LT LR R, MACE T 202 TR Tl
FhE (5% ZAH),

S % T BB ) 2 DT 3T U 45 D Tt P A 52 S e e
R TS, RSWEE. AL BRE. SIRMEERR
S T TC Yt A /52 S R SR R Ss . P RO SR
SR SZHEVERGS, WIEE TR S AR
Mﬁgﬁ?&%@iﬁéﬁ WA FARIC A SR AP S
(Giiil .

R S FR A B B AR < 1
i ]
M T Rk
ZEM sfg M

25

LR R (split intransitivity) FR5E
SR BEAEEE
(1)a. Toma-gwe Dori d”’ma-ini.
Tom-ERG Dori greet-PAST1
AR T WL,
b. Dori-gwe blit-ani. (H 3. 3{EHE)
Dori-ERG speak-PASTI
CEMLYIET .
c. Nu pat-ani. CIEEE. B30
dog:ABS die-PASTI HHET .
JRARK IS R e (e — 18 oA IRCE A TERS (b, A1
BCE i (o) o HIXETshia R SH H M (volition)
(Payne 1997) . fESHRic @R, #2IESHPRIGARIER,

(Guaymi, Payne 1997)

BTN R G0 FEShRC AR, BURIESHMARIBURRIE A,

JBT 1M/ T R Gt

= ARWE IR BT B AR B S R R

3.1 S RGNS HEMN

Dixon (1979, 1994) #&H, JLEAFELAREMIERBRIE
5, CRIMERBRIES KZESHEN . 2HEOFGEES:
A, shd/mas. AR, BEtk. k. EESHE,

L EAKY) (split intransitivity) FR5t:

A BB ARG SCRFEA R 2 N2, —2R8lia (—
HESASEESNRD WSSAHAMER, H—%shiE (—
RAE @ A EED) S SPAE AR ERS . dn RS
EORZ AT

25534 (split ergativity) FRi:

AN EENFAARYESIE T AR ARR . AR R A, S &
Fris B2 1845 B4 BRI 4% R G o BI R Y. X
#S (fluidS) #E%.

26

SR LR TR R 5.
(2) a.nga-s  mogmog  bzas payin CEIEHIF*1E)
1-ERG bread:ABS eat AV
E LA T
b. nga na gired
Is:ABS ill AV
‘&M, 7 (Takeuchi and Takahashi 1995: 279)
AR B T8 R G . ARMAISHI 2 BE/AERE
(3) a.nga shi byung b.nga-s shi gired
1stABS die AV(5E#/4EHE)  15-ERG die AV(HE)
CRIET. T CERD ‘HEEM, T (BRD
(DeLancey 1984:132) (Takeuchi and Takahashi 1995: 279)
HEME R s AR aISHIeEEE, B a) EURER .

27

28
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250 FERS (split ergativity) FR4Gt: RIESIIAF AT ShEIIA
IR SREHTE Bk A1 B0 R T Tk RGEE A% R .
BT ANE LB 58 SO sk fF, IR 7] —3hial FIEEAS Rl 3 & 4
ANFHE R G
HREM AR
(5) /REURiE (Dyirbal, Dixon 1994: 10,14)
a. guma yabu-ngu  bura-n  (ZE=AFK: S=P)
father:ABS muther-ERG see-NFUT
BERAE I TR 7

b. yuma banaga-n'u
father:ABS came back. SRRET .
(6) a.pana nvurra-na ~ bura-n  (F— T AFK: S=A)
15t PL:NOM 2MPL-ACC see-NFUT
EATE W TIRMAT.
b. nYurra banaga-n¥u
2 PL:NOM came back-NFUT ~— “fRfJEIR 7.

29

SR BHE
6 75 AR AR A A [R) SR B 8 SEAS AR A% RG22
5 (Comrie 1989:351-2) .
(7) a.Student-i  midis.
student-ABS go:PRES
WA AL,
b. Student-i ceril-s cers.
student-ABS letter-DAT write:PRES)
PAEEEE,
(8) a. Student-i mivida.
student-ABS go:PAST
AFEELT .
b. Student-ma  ceril-i dacera.
student-ERG letter-ABS write:PAST

RAEFTAE.

(BERF: S=A)

(it Zhf: S=P)

RN TC 5 ) 5«
R2 T ANFR AHEMER T 2AER (Payne 1997)

—— = HE
AFE AR 5 ANP
Managalasi ~ {F/i#  {F/i@ — _ _

HENP  JHABNP

Dyirbal /5 T’F/J@ e/ E/il {E /i
Cashinawa F/5 i;]’g 1E/i8 {E/8 /18
Spanish F/E FE F/E — —
Farsi g EiE EAE F/ —

R A s MRS T B (R RS R R . TS TR AR L S
LT AEdn . AEmE%EY (Croft 2003) :

I AFRS2LAARSIAARS TG A L8> & 4 ia>F 4 4133

A BRI TEAE OC: AR A S, SIEAIME R,
TR 5 B Al A AR BAH FIAS bRl (FA%) o A BE IR,
SHIME LSS, AT BEER A A5 iR PR UM [ A i G

Dk

o

30

G AR, MEHE A SRR (perfective) B FTEMEWAZA, &5
DA A B A E A o
(9) a.nga-s mogmog bzas payin
Is*-ERG bread eat AV
ez TR

b. nga mogmog za giyin
Is:ABS bread eat AV
2L (Takeuchi and Takahashi 1995)

A R A RIS S S B 2. e R ST ISR, e
Mk Gimperfective) ¥ RH [RISERTL HidAk -
(10) a.nga-s bod-la phyin-pa yin
IS“ERG  Xizang-LOC go-PERF/CONJ
‘RET R
c.nga bod-la ’gro=gi yin
Is:ABS Xizang-LOC go-FUT/CONIJ
‘oKL, © (DeLancey 1990:306)

31
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I A G BB AT 5
K3 IWHEXTS. ARIHE AL E K50

S A
LR/ I 0 SEARL RN LR/
ks Btk Ak Sk
MBS BN/ B (R
REBKEHmR/AER BK (R
WE O mN OBR/MER BR B/

LRI /e BRI A T ARIC R, AR /AR SE B Ak
10 3= A1) TR AC v .

HRARRAET, AN/ RERRIANZ DR, A
FN /AR SR B AR TR AR IR B P ) T AR B S P S, R
R HEF R AR .

HRFM: FEB/EER
TR (Yagua, Payne 1992) fi i [FFE 3 2 5 B4
FHK.
(11) a.Muuy sii-myaa-si- fiif. (S=P)
there run-COMPL-out-3:P
MM T k. T GREBEA M. D
b. Sa-sii-myaa-siy. (S=A)
3:A-run-COMPL-out
LTI
“S=P” H Tt ARG s sy “S=A” BT A
Yist. EMERHLRSEEGRIELMNESR.
“hif (fl) 7 HEKRER, 2IEE.
“sa (fl) 7 AEMIER, RIFEE.

2024/1/15
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DU R E i P 2 PR AR AR DR 3 ARG T B T BT HE 2

4.1 #BEEEZRFH A RBENERELE S HESR

M ESCATZS )T RT LR B, JEH PR e B8 2 R R
FIRFRIE IR R, o a. B EMSE, Wik,
RIS T B A5 5 1) S % R o T 4 B A Rk

Silverstein (1976) TE/HT7r ZUEM RGN R I
WRBERVEW ARG, 541EEIENES)E(agency)F <.
Payne (1997) F&Hi, {fHSFIARIFIELSFIP IR 13K ]
AES1E -TE T AR R . SAIAZ R AR AL A2 Stk
(agentivity) ; SFIPZIHAHBIAE ZRASZEM (change of
state) o

34

AN, Payne (1997) =T ERE/ENE RGFERE/
TR R S8 X 5 TE SCBh R 8 IR A M e B 2R 22 B
fith (HIEAI DM AEMAEARR: AR E Kb LR
JHIMEEEE (agentivity ) M52 (patientivity) PRk
BRHEKRSFHNER., EAMKERERERERRS, M
FIURE T B L ST A M B AR AR I BT SR i B AR S

BATAA, AREHZEFHIGRELM . AN RS2
FEERR T B ZEERMAEREK, B
MER B RS IELES .

TS SO A 2 FH A R, fdi45 i
Te ORI BB S % bR A A

FARR T, 5. BRES JH0 .

FEARHF RS, FS%. FEs) (BRFD .

35
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B IRIASTC B AT HESE
1A ) S A E B i TR
FAx—E, TR, FHE—5k N
(53t BRERRAER M AL, SFE5K. Bk, ik,
T . T HARSE)
2HEEGEE) GEFERITFL -
FHE(NOM) > F5H#4(OBL) > £ (ACC) B
it SR SZ A IS e (AR, G2 A SRS
25y e WItHI S/ 2 SRS A L B A A O B,
FRAGU) T o S FEPE RN ] T s . SR IS PR
o MR R RES B ARESE GR AT DL G A
AR =R WITHIE S 2R RS, W ARSI
AR %%MDM%EBE:%?J, BN A B = A TR R
ey

A it = A R 5 5
FE AT -

LN ib)iTk U SN
BRI NSRS Ak

iR, 2 P
SEPESS, T AR Z LRSS, Mt
EH: pe Ve, FHEAF .

37

37

42 BB RGSG—TERKREA
MRSECE R R E A A FM. A, A, BRE.
FE/RE S RS BTG REE, IR AT IH45 A e i it SR
SZRVEFFIER N TES, TEHER. 2SS, MWW AR TR
MEFETS . 2P, W T hR A A
A V5 SN R E AR
i k]
M T R
ZHEE R EM
W3S, BATKBEE R (EEE R RCE R H
Phy EhA/MA. A, N FINER, ThRRThiEH ez
TR . WL, MR ESRR R, ERESR
B, RSAUEIHERL,
RS U SUH XTI R 0% B E
i 5]
M e %
Sz Bk v (3

39

%%S’tﬂqﬂ%%iﬁ%{ﬁﬁl‘ﬁ%ﬁ%M (A -
E2

A
WEHRZHESHEAL CREENIE) -
A

%A\
9t 4 HEIAISE T I AL B ? S50

FEAS ST B a], FOESEA T B A =R 2 7). ATt
HEIEEY, TUARRS v S PR IR SR, WA TN
1%, HEFEPTPNTR.

38

38

EREAMIERR G IF, FERMERSIE, EEKARS
A A RG] B T
LR/ R G ILVERS B R S

nominative
S

EE accusative accusative
nominative

Wk vt, TElR RGN LT R G 2 FREM TR
D) EE A R T .

40
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USSR R GRS RGITIE, MGt HIREROR
e ERKARGZAL CARYIERINA) REFEARACE,
PRI RIS AT BRSO % 1 1 TR R

EX 2
ERKAS CHIEIED
AR R
) B % 4
wA
. TEIBM R GE: A L)
e AR SN SR
S: AL F
i F A

A

41

4.3 HEEMER 2RSS KM AR AE
SCUYE R E AR R RS S, A A
Dowty(l‘)‘)l)h& T 7 B F t(thematic proto-roles)E 18 : RITHI

BTT AR TEEEH, bﬂ?(Proto Agent) fll J5 Y 57 3 (Proto-Patient)

I35 B SAMRRE
R BV AHFE
1.5 E M (volitionality): ST HMHHSE5RAERNIERLTLERN.

2./ H1 14 (sentience/perception): A4 B & AN, FEAEMNIA R

3 fE 3P, (causation): {RAFF( K AEBT —ANSH5EFPIREZL.
4 AL FE M (movement): AIXS T R — NS5 & A EM#ATALE .
5.H 3% (independence): M7 T2 iA Fr g S

R

T EAERE RGN AT — B HE F ENE . BB Ik
SERFIE Sy TR /NS, H P o bt R I S R B e 2R
3‘F*§£'f$$&%z‘mﬂﬂ%%’z§%

T&#/Jd]ﬂﬁi i ARR LR SEHS

%3

lﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁt%%
A BB A B T A R 5
PN FRE IR, S —Fh i
BURRURTCE . WIS B 2
FUL, AEI R S R T
B, AR A T REAR W

42

REVZ IR

3525 (affectedness) :

1.6 (change of state) :
2.8 (increment) : A FAF IR K AR NN

2 PIRAA L
s L

44RE M (stationary) :

AR T AT R 2 '5%1%%%%1

43

54K M (non-independence) : NI T HAFMAFTE, R
HEERFLE.
" BRI A B &AL, TR R it e R R A ) 32
Dowty (1991) [yc)5 284 M GBS E G0, BERRER,
BERHER] LA I CRAGHERIRASYE) |, H SRR T i B
FIX o EABE ORantE, itk @i , nr A .

44
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Neess (2007) 24 T H EARFAEX 55 B/ A o it
FHZEHANIZSE5E: HEM (volitionality) + 5| &K P
(instigating) FI5Z5ZMiE: (affectedness)
K8 il FAZH M I KIE L IX 5; ( Neass, 2007)

i3 2%
EEX: J —
BRE o+ —
ZEWE — +

ZHHETT R, (HOGE . N — AR RFAE :
9 I R SR 52 S R K X 7y

W %%
1) o O
oA | HRE v = [ sk
MDA, B 7 R/ vl wm | | L BRI
RIS S o
T s L

45

W IC R SN 2 FE A Bl NIESRAR, TR AL T3 44
HIPs . AEIEERZER, TERIH. FERAN-ZESS LR

BEEAE .
{EBI 55

A S~

-

O R KR e T ek D .
A 2 I e e SRR \.‘
L i

INOM NOM | NOM/ACC ACC  ACC ACC /

. Y . c
Bk ENHAE T i, WER ATE A S
~ _.—

NERBYEG.

47

A 18 70 R VY AN 7 THT R ARFALE T 18 3] AT 53-8
F10 BRI 8 T SURHIE BT 4325
SR | LSRR 2. SRR 3IRAYE R 4. BETEA KW 5. G RYEAR K
+HE +HE -HE . .
B B B Mika AE
+51 Kk +51K -5k N s
ORI S N S B +ilR +ilR
FHE T IS IS - -
+2 7)) +25)) 25 - )
Ak 3 +AEE, . .
L ik e e
B ER
Bl il A 2 6,58 7 4L, 151
look,hit kill, open | see, like, can, jump, cry bread, die, fall
have, be
N1
L HEZ ] e e
O ISR U] D v BB B S iRz
B BhEShiA | S HEEhE /| 22&;?5@ M) )
Hi3h il ¢

46

ARRAKEBNZESR, ET Tk, =%, SRE-RFEM/ ZEE
SR L ) 1 v B A D) B HE AN [ -
T RG2S, MR, AR .
{E@M KRG LA+ LR A T, EMRER, ADAER .
Iy B T W) 2 G SRR A TR ) ) PR TE 32 5% RIS &
28
F13 WA RBAENEE ELSS EI#
A S P
fEE  -EE +HE -HE -EE -HE -AE
43R 3k +3lR +3lk 4Bk alk Ak
[+ i [ i) (%3 +23 +%FH)
B &R B vEL &l Bk &L
R BNS BLR Wi ERLS EH A

kill, open see, can jump, cry bread, die see, can look, hit kill, open

TmRs (= E ® ¥ (= 5 )
Karrm  (E = ¥) (= = = = )
FBEESE (E R = = 7= = )

48

48
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Hig. #in. 18, LRSS IR EIEAR 5L,
P EARAL, MR RONTE -3 S5t F R/ T AR IC A PIFS
AE I FEIAE .

A p B

R R T 2 C S T A +ﬁﬁ$'ri- =
S RN N +%$'r$' +5%

NOM  NOM NOM NOM/DA"I.' OM/DAT/ACC ACC  ACC
EA OB L M—X}\ﬁﬁ/é/ K, A RJF

ik T
s RN 2

ﬂﬂ

49

FREME. BUESE, SE. AR MRS R K SRR EZZ), A
SR T /52 SR S AR I Y -
BTy S R BT W57 PR 55 2 Sk

HRER R
DLSCEBLSE () DS
HE HE
CLAR R 48 CARA
i R R T e
i G M2 i
R CICGGIEE :
I B/ FERRIAGE e
A S

AR S (iR i
A Rk | SR
NOM  NOM NOM
B ENCHRE

! Eﬁ%& g
ierM‘ TR 2 g 2 g
cC ACC  ACC  ACC
WAL BWEW E RIF

[+ R A 4 3D

51

HH T30 7R T R AR AR T B AR )t Al A4 iR e i S
P/ 2 BVER G RACIE R, AR XME AR I 5811 ik
ﬁﬁ%%?

(12)a. BB 3 EE % DL ¥ f2o

kantoku-ga  yakusha-o nak-ase-ta.
director-NOM actor-ACC cry-caus-PST
SEICEAFRT . 7 (ACC, HRABEBR )
b BB AR E DL fe

kantoku-ga  yakusha-ni nak-ase-ta.
director-NOM actor-DAT cry-caus-PST
CEREILEE AR T (DAT, 1k G )

BEEUEH (yakusha 8 51 F FERGE R 5 MEC T 5 Bt 5
MY A RS, T AR RS S T MRS, R
B EMESREH B —E e, AIMREUSHIER.

50

T PUE )5 A AN 53 RHERE LR

POEF, AR RIME— IR oE LA

PrEL: S-V: BAURE. MhrETAE; BRWTT . 3L T

frE2: V-S: WiT7T—468R. 267 — R, RTHENA

Ae/ERBNIA Cunergative verb, BIMEMEA KPBhiE: RE. TAE.
M, R %) HegAMEL. JEEMINIE (unaccusative verb, 45
T&%Ziﬁﬂ Ky FK. Wi BB B 5D FTLUE LB LRI B2 R L

&ﬂlmﬁlff%mEEEﬂH’J MR AT AR BhA B R St 2 45 R
PEAS B i ABE AT SEBU RS, ST RN SR

52

2024/1/15

13



AN E KPR @S 5 SO RUFIBROIE S . JATN,
DUB SR E S A 2 E R R G0, DUBEA LR R K
MARGRRUER ARG GRBISARSD .

Ba): EEAE RS

D’Z\ %\ %’E ENOM%%ACC

AR RA LA, DL §iE SO %A
RSN M, SRENE: RIER
ZhfEshiaE: Bk KRB (ERRRGD

A0 AT =R B R ME— R T B RS . . RFEE
A ORLEE X, RAAEIE S M@ ARESRER L RiIEE
WA S -2 L5 E MY TEEIZ 5

RN B R HME— iR TTS ATt 115‘9—‘7557
6], BERTREM KA, thn] ek

A )

it g+t +7ﬁﬁ$f§ +‘ :
B e U S

NOM NOM/ACC ACC ACC
wA BENCHRE B ERAERL ILE R,

FEDGE AR BCEBRAE P, ARSI (BB, ) ARBEATRIA 4%,
WRTRINA A%, FEAAEAE N B G 8 2 E A E RS LR A .

2024/1/15

@NOMW 4§\

SR Sk, B W (PRERRSG: LUIHEEA

FATD
ANOM% T %AACC
ISKEDSS e R
T EH )
53
+ éu 1Z=]

6518 TG E SUR A F RO N OC R -4, 2
HERK, H5H-5%. HA—HH, LRRZAKES. P, #HH WS
TR, WA-S% . P-FHE. S-EhK .

MATELNE (EHSS>HH> ), ERTIIRILT 1’
JCI S AN 52 S A FO R OGP MR, e ) T S
NEM, ZHEERGRRRGIR T L N TR, EEME. ZEEE
MmN 5% 4. o0 B S B2 SRR A0 T RE 51 RS f
B RS .

WG RS2 M R — AN LS, AR SR A T4
S i $EMD%M§mi#rI%EI% TR -2 3%
£ i 1 PE ) DN o5 I N TP NI 3 o R Ml ey e 0) 8 o 1
$ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ&m%m#%

. Wi - PR ESE S AR R S R

%I%%,mm?%*émMMIw%$é$ﬁﬁVﬁﬁ%
%(%%>,§%§ E TR R

55

54

I B3R UG RS ST F S RIS 2 R A &R
W/ F RS - B (-SR] (kA2
k]S AR PRI 7 TS SRR . FTE RS RS,
ST AR AL M- S2 I S GE VI BITE Bl A 22 O 9o PSR Iic &
MHE. BiE. S5, WIEFERZEIRL, U -5
HESGNIETCRE A I FENRTRE . X PRSI E
H A B R E0 VG R AR T B

fEilkg: FAERMARS) A P

Em#w+m#w)fm%w+m%w-M$ﬁ J@thm$?
r/

- RAME |[-2gTE T | o2 T 2T 2T
|

Aok ;ﬁ{xﬁi,ﬁ,ﬁﬁjkﬂﬂ.,% WAL | EXRAEN A RIT

ZHLMA: EHEED) A
IS IS R i | i EL% -
B 1 v X L S e | R || e 2

ok MR RGE BN g ﬁﬂLﬂﬁ A

56
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B T T U SO B S AR R B A, oAt 2l S IR R
A HE— ISR RIS R TR Sk 2, XSRS, AR, Bl
AEISE. HE/AE. CARRA. AR, L. INEREGEE. WiliE:
(1) a.nga-s mogmog bzas payin (Takeuchi and Takahashi 1995)
I*-ERG bread  ecat AV T, CGREME, B8
b.nga mogmog za giyin
15:ABS bread eat AV PR, T CRERET, SRERD
(2) a.nga-s bod-la phyin-payin  (DeLancey 1990:306)
I“-ERG Xizang-LOC go-PERF/CONJ ‘FETH. ~ (&%)
c.nga bod-la ’gro=gi yin
Is:ABS Xlzang-LOC go-FUT/CONJ ‘T L. = R
[HARIR] S SEA% 1 72 37 5))

A ' S P b
O W R R i i i
B I S R A i R 1

NOM  NOM i NOM/ACC ACC  ACC  ACC
Al ENGAAE RO ST ) ENGER TG RJT

[+ AR G R A V2

BATRCEEAS FEME ARG, 2 AIAN AR, KR
REFHE 238 RS AR 10 2 B M I e R
FhricZiR%E 2 (Dixon, 1994) -
T BTG MERE D S HAh 55 4%
R
EEMAS: FHRERIC > EREARRID
TEIBM RS WS E R o fEM A bRid
FAE BN T AL, ER . ER R T AR
R YL, B AR IR AN, ESEEMER, =
W SERAHR. SERMNEERSERE RN, ERS50EE
=R A—5,
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FTRERIfERE: A R AE KA B FAR iC SRR .

HIES REAEMA), RAEFEE, shiasbH 2F i
M. HTRYAAES, BEHANP, SAFTMHAMLTX S, FiM
ANirbrid.

MEIA R L PSS, AR A . mlAT R AFIPIIFRIC i)
HTEESSARK®RIG, HLEAERR e, UEX .
R

1. fEP_EMNARIE (ACC) , MAXTF: MAHTIRSALER

—/NEJFEEL, R ERINARD, TERRARSFFR 588 RS,

&AL Z T ERARC IS

2AEA LR INFRIE (ERG) , FAPXJF; TMPH T IRSALEF

—/NEJFEEL, ARFERIARC, FRRPRIS FEAR MR RS,

& RAERARIL 2 T BRI IR

59

58

LR
R At
LR
BT
A :
N
INIARIL
K.

A K 4y 60 281 K A 5 A R 79 b i SRS T AR 47 M g e 7

ZUER R MPRIL

(1) /REURIE (Dyirbal)
a. numa banaga-nyu (%= A#: S=P)
JOAABS FIR T SRR, A L e
ALERKT . itngus PAIIRRIE, SSTERAR.
b. puma yabu-pgu bura-1. YR -
3:ABS B}E-ERG FH W-NFUT
BERBN TR
(2) a.nvurra banaga-nu (Z— " AH: S=A)

f7AI1:NOM  [E]2k-NFUT A RIS BRI
AT , b )R JEREI, FEP LR
RATEIR T Hiidna; AR, LSRR
b. nana nYurra-na  bura-n

[Al. FERE AR E .
BAINOM #ATI-ACC & WL-NFUT
CERATTE W T RAT.

60
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PARRARIC SRSt n] DR =20 RSG5 ARIPSF AT AN R ARd
IAX 43, SHIT-#A Wk, EimAmbsd.
WZEIRZE/RE (Nez Perce) KANAJIIAGESAER (-nim)
Pt AER (ned , ARWAIMSMgRED IR (-0)
(3) a.haacwal-nim pee-p-@-¢ cu’yeem-ne
$#%-ERG  3SBJ-WZ-P.ASP-REM.PST fi1-ACC
“The boy ate the fish.” (J N2 7 1,
b. haacwal  hi-eeleewi-@-ye
% #.NOM 3SBJ-T.{E-P.ASP-REM.PST
“The boy worked.” (B&TAET .
c. haacwal  hi-peeleey-n-e
5 NOM 3SBJ-%E%-P.ASP-REM.PST
‘The boy got lost.” (FHIEZEKE T .
(REM.PST = remote past iﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁ‘f )

(Deal 2015: 657)
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