I PE X EBHEFESTAIRE] No.22 (1992.10.1)

AAAKESBEOBICHT3
Lexical Preference R FE 4 2 BN ER

REHAAPEEEEES = B £ 5h

1.EUDEK

1991 T ARPEVNVOBRAREEEE (LT 2HE) oXf@iietves4y
TR ZOHR HRBEOXFNE. EBRXPOBHLBENCTFOHRERE (BT
RKit-TFIHonb(lexical preference) EW0WH T EMNbhot, 2D, R LEAIUHEER
BOMBHED. TOMEOINARBFARL - TRESZDYTH S, T T THEL BEEH
3. Hlexical preferenceEWIERMNEL e TH B, FRTR, OB LT, 2
FHHSURITIC A 2 B EOERR. BROBKE HBERBLTVWE H3BFHOEKE
WU LEHERHEDEWIZ & - Tlexical preferenceE U %, &V 5 AJfEMERIRRANICR T,
SZBE, BoEOEE o DEETR, BFHORKE ZOHFNMY B 5RE & Ot WISHG
NH DLWV EEREINTYS(Grinshaw, 1990; Jackendoff, 1990)A% T & Cld, BHFEMD
HHEAFLT T 2B L Zho OBFOMYE 2 HBERE SHLIT 5 & v SFisher et al.
(1991) DX 2HIEI Ly lexical preferenceDEU 3 FHOBALRA B, DI ZIhd, B
FORGNERZZRI VIR « ZHOAREERZRB LW,

2. AAANEFBLZHEOA YV o 54 VR

#HFR (199D TR B—FF/TONFHTLAMARE IV T, HEARFEEF DAV e 54V
XIRWTORBR 21T o o XRFTHE TR FORRBERIR X TRERTTHORATV O, %
BREd A &M Z2OHRLATEL - T0a3H chid, A& Zo0FxgrnFohs, —
D¢ XEEERRI DI (Frazier & Rayner, 1982; Rayner, Carlson, & Frazier, 1983;
Ferreira & Clifton, 1986)C, %5 —75, HfFHEBR oMK (Ford, Bresnan, & Kaplan,
.1982; Holmes, 1987; Mitchell & Holmes, 1985)CdH %, !

BIETR XRTRHBFANC Ui - T REOHBRIER, WET A3 XXOBMELHTRYD
BT IL EEERET B, CORMER,  TR/MESOEM(Principle of Mininal
Attachment)] (Frazier & Rayner, 1982) &IFiXh. X O L WARIIET 3R, AEED
/—FOREBEBUMITALORMIEELEVIDDTH S, OIS LIZAS & DNOBKT
KBV BFO®ROZBHFMAIE WoLEBFEAROAHEA (00, BHIE) LMRIh3,

Fio, BREHENNOMRTE, H3BFOMY B3 FHREN (B BHEE - il
TERINDG) KRG WEOBOELEAMA S O (lexical preference)y &d MV I, 30
& HIOERI Uicht- TXXAMIEEN B L KT B (Ford, et al., 1982), ftoTv O
RWOGE, FUREBHEEZFEOXTH - Td, BFAOFEREANELNI, 2000 SIS’
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HBHI2oTL 3,

G HiRTE TokdBEBRESE ARBAREEOXFRAMRARS R, BRER,
REHERPERTIAZETH o LA HBEOZNRBVWEZEZIONB N R
L BREOAFREBERENERYTCH I EMNh ot 2D, HRER. HENEGER
M3 5 EmtE WA T EA LT ol MROBROSHFNEOBEMIE, BFEk ko TR
BoToizid, BERGEDFOHERELRESChOBELER—RT 88 E. LEVEALE
TRISFHOIFFORRL - T, & A (1a),(Ib)OXE EhEhthat-liEEE XHE
ETH5H Holmes(1887) DB T, "find” & M A[AFNEIFLEF. £, "belive™id\
Wi that-{iRFEHF LR Y, ZhZhOXOMEDO ENH IR D, 2D, (la) DS
W "Tind” MEEINCIURT AIEE—RLISVO T, BARMRBELRED (0%, FIBR
TRBAHPOETZ("his son and his dog”) % EMOBFOHMEE LT LTLES) |
"believe” 2L X O L D DAL Lo TLE D,

(1a) The old woman believed the problem was difficult.
(1b) The man found his son and dog had gone somewhere.

3T, TCCHIEERADE, B OIS iKlexical preferenceNEL 20 TH B, Ford,
Bresnan, & Kaplan (1982)i\ & 3 E)FE OEMEHE B3 Bpreferenceld, T O—MH75 R
Btk TREMT SN BT 2BT T, HELRERITULTES T SHOMEIE
ELTW3, ¥/ Clifton, Frazier, & Connine (1984)%, &b HHBFIEOE WEIFE O A
Bt (subcategori- zation) DIEWMAMMTICEHAI N B E LTWA, MR, HAEFHBM ST
MEOHBSAE R XM OBCRVWS h3FEREHROTHEEELRETLEDR S, LirL,
HBHE L WS HHO ST, MIEOE Opreference RWEINBDTH 2 5 h, 2T %8
BHoXTcH ohitlexical preference D EHMERE L 5 X 5z, P\ XTI,
SHEBALLOLS BEREEAREE B3 h2BRAORMITELTEHI,

3. FFovEvay

FEERTEHLUTVABERFRICOVWTHL i, BEOSE RO OHT, vEyva
v(lexicon) DRI ED & 3 BIFAEBEZNR TV IO %A TH B,

HER « HHF(CB) IR, FTtRAb s 3 (LFG) RS & BuEOEH iRl Fililiil HaEm
WiRRBMEN S (B BRBHEE) LT 20REERTERIhTVS, 2o,
BF O V18 5T (argument ) HHGEI B I 2 WP T OBUS G- T 1 5 0 #71(0 -role, H 5 W idy
thematic role) BRI DWW T OREHMNE FN %, Shapiro, Brookins, Gordon & Nagel (1991)13.
VEyayRROL S BERPSERVUDELTVS, 2

(2) give #ZEMIEE (syntactic category): V
TLrFEEEL (subcategorization): [ _NP NP]
[ _NP PP]
HikE (argument structure): (x, v, z)
0 #%¥ (6 grid) :(Agent, Theme, Goal) (Shapiro, et al.(1991) X VEIA) )
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(8a) Joell gave Mitzi the book.
(3b) Joell gave the book to Mitzi.

MBEEL 3 ZOBEORT 3 ENFE 2, THEBLER. ZOoBFAAGRNVEBSH
BWEE2IET, (Q)D’give’ DA, W3, Zo0&HA ((8a)D"Mitzi” & ”the book”) |
50, BHFEAERIERA ((8b)D”the book” &"to Mitzi”) KA VEB, HKEICET 1%
Wi ZOBFE Lo OHMBHCM E/EIMERL TV S, "Give” DA, EHF("Joell”), HEE
HE93E ("the book”™) MIEBMEECHItzi") AT 2=E220H TV TVS, $hy 0T
WM AHEHE BHREECNRBREDLI BORIN 503 HHEBRIRNEEINII2Z
RLTW3S, (3a), Bb)DIFEY EHFD Joel1” i3 TEIFEE (Agent) ]« "the book”iZid TEEH
(Theme)J  "Mitzi”ictd FEHIH(Goal) ] HifIE &N 5,

BOORELREF L T2EEMEE LR EATE. vy avrhioo fIloff50 %
75 (Carlson & Tanenhaus, 1988; Pritchett, 1988; Shapiro, Zurif, & Grimshaw, 1987,
1989; Shapiro, Brookins, Gordon & Nagel, 1991; Tanenhaus, Carlson, & Trueswell, 1990)%>,
TlraigqtotEE(Clifton, Frazier, & Connine, 1984; Gorrell, 1991)A%% v 54 v COT
REERHEXHLINTVS, Pritchett (1988)id, Th ¥ TOIBMHIFLTH 5 N icHAHTI,
MIRD B B TO RO MNERBINTORBVEDIREL S LEEL TS,

TR AEBERTEOBAOIRTC R COTBRBEHNER LT 505,

e, THEAN @2HoT fAZ2EI L]l LVIRERRTOFYOHEHELTFHLTVS
Z &3 AEBEEEONBENOGEECOBERRRTH S LBAHTH S, LirL, 2006
HHOBIMIE, HRACE A TS, BEZRIHDHLT, HIBREWENTH 5 & Thid Y
ENRZROFNZEVTHFBLETREESRVOR. BFORU%,SEHONSH 50 BYINE
OBERHIBIHBHRER L UTHEEAINRTWEN WS i3, ZORT THEELoEH
3 FEHR LT FEFREETH 3,

S0 FHER HLvBFKHS S BRERNERER (073D 22045 HBHRRK
MIBIONZEFULTCOLSERSZH COHBEIhMRE BENoBFERBELTISIE
SRERINTVBORSSH, T jiachHohl LFFEEH Dlexical preferencehid:
CRBERZ2EITCHDE, ROXIBTEMEEIN S, LBOXRFBETHIL HROBWIHR
2T ). 2HFEEETIHIMEZHHAORKIC - CTHAEERELTEYD, Th
BXRTCEALTYWS, 220 MEek] &3, BTHELBRBHM, HEHROBHHFRE,
DI HEROBECETREL Z0BFEANETS MBEHIFLIV—1 0T E2ELTVWES, 20D
REEIFFTHEME LT (HIFREMIZRIEZ4) Fisher, Gleitanan, & Gleitman (1991)0D
HRIRBIED,

4. Fisher, et al. (1991)

Fisher 5 OBfFEE, REGE G RBI3FHOBFAORKOTH/E2MEL L bOTH 3,
Fisher &, TtV 727 2 b2l EOFEN OBERHD o RN BIFOR L2 TET 5
EVSEHEITE FROBHEHOEKOBHLEARBET 3HRCERVELE, 2L TG
TFHRAAORECRLN 2HFHEORTMEZER,V LT, BFOFK%ELEETSLEVS
{R#%E(Syntactic Bootstrapping Hypothesis) BIBR UL TW3 (HFIZIE, “think” & W5 BT O &Lk
& SAROBE,SOBTHETEZONRZID) o & ORPEXET BERBETT 550, Fi
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sher 513 HFEEXHEFL T MALZMNRI LT BEOTUFHELEELBFAOEKAFTY
—DIRIBZED L SVOMIEHERD B DA 2%V, DIFFAMCOTHOFEMNDINED
53 ¥, ZOBFOMVBIHBEMECI—EMNALN3»EIpE2EHNTFEEAVTHAL
TVW3, LZOMSEERREIh R TR, FABKEREY» S FWEEL I REEL
T3 LRAfER 1%,

Fisher 5 9\ BIFHAOEWE Zh H UM THREBLEELEAL L SFHEOHE, S,
W OADOEF LB L, ch20L208BRERICEX, ZoBFMoIkoRLE:, —
H HOBEREHICZH S OBFEMNE O BHEERE TR LE 2 2HAR. ZLT
IhoZo0@BREF BN F— 2 KL, BFOkEHIAMEORMEZE L TY
o TNEEEDREDIONRMTH B, '

(4) 1. %M@ F (Spatial verb)id, BIEIFMI(PP) LEVH L. FIEHFHMAIR EHTOME, EA
g (Path)y BRI E2RT,
f1) walk, sit, stand, throw, put
2. 5% » 238)% (Perception/Cognition verb)id, i(S-Comp) & &V} <,
$1) believe, see, think, know
S.HNEE e PWABEITNS, TEEZ(exploration)) & Tiifk(achivement)] K TFHXHTE, #F
BhENE T & BRI M IS,
B1) ¥ELEENE - look, explore
ERREF © see, perceive
4. BB EFE (Transfer verb)id, (EF2EDN) Z20AFA) UL »
Bi) give, take
5. 08B ENEFE (Mental Transfer verb)y AW id, {ZiEB)FA(conmunication verb)id,
(XZBE2EDR) Z2o0&F4N 50, Hiorss LdHUML
#1) explain, tell, argue

T, CORHRS, bI—EEHHEDIlexical prefernce2fAT LT H Iz, Fishersid, B
FAOTAFEL L BT OZEOMCHEBEEZEEREL TWAOEN Tho OTHEELERER. W
SR HHFEDO BHNOBEHRE2HIBARRMLTCVEDDOTHS LI NI B, HIXE ZEhidh
FAEHOMNTERAR. EHCEY 0E Fih, BREE00 RIEHAMCRRLILD
DTH5 L\ FH o BABF LHOM MR, T~HTHB] E0IPRBEERTMEL WV
HOFRUERMULUTVD, #oC ZOHHH S, FTHEELRECRMREIN S0 FEIE, T
DOE%RR & - T HIBBERESIhTWE EEDNS,

T HiachonlFEHEDlexical preference®E U FRAHEZ LW, HRTORE
BTl BFORRMZROX2RRLEDOT, LOFFEDAR « BB/ IS (b
(4)2,3) DI RBEHT 2 RISHFHEBIFEIR ko TRZ-> TV, TOXIR, MK
REBF K FAIETH SHFORIGHIRICBVRD oo v H 2 &k, —BHINTME « 85%E)
FAEAFEINZFHFTH FHERZZN S OWFHOME « BEHFH S L IOEAVREELRD T
BRLTCVWELDTHELEDLRS, 2F0, &V TAE « B BFcOIED 23 L fi
EHELRTNDIDTH B, &AW ERXOHOHEHF & LT think” & "accept” B 5 A%
HFEOE S N BBBF L LCOESVRMOBHTF L LT, BERE LsIIrBRORE RS
VWHFEE LCEBENTO 0T, BEOHMBEEZELERXRXT 3 RICHHEbH %5 L%
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Aoh B, WARNS, EREROEAWIZI TR, XTHEMN BFEOBEKRAIFT T —2EDX
IRFEHE LTV DRRIETER VD, COREOERE. SEROMERYT S, i BIFA
OBAF ) — LRFHEONBR & o THFRE DL SKBREIN I &0 5 LbrER
bSEBOBELE LCEEh B,

4 ZEHENOTRYE

RIfiCR. HROFEFEEN BFEOTURE2Z0BFOBI 2B%IFT Y —RABET 5 &
SKHBL. ThioBItREALTYARiEEER L, §C 2O BLEEERNRR
B ERBHEFREOLIBRBL2ELLTHSH D

39\ B CRUATEERG « DESERREIBER. chEcoEHM SR
TEHEIHARBEEMIZbDEERD, HETCOXEHT TR, ThET XOBRERM
Bhh, ChiRkoTXESE L, FHERBERLCO, AXBRBZOBNRBITHBHK
ORAXEIL, BMREX2HBACKELLDORAEY, ZhZPhoXE LBHFAOEK & DEU>
% RREINTIBIPoIS3RBAS, LAhL, #liiiTlexical preferenceA: Ui &,
¥z, BiffiC/R U cFisher 5 OWIRER2EDETEXTH B &, BT OMY B L HFHGI.
ZOBFORUAT TV — R X THHARET ChR- TEHARRRTESZ O LEDN
%5, BiFEOBLkE, HEEHONTEC L& T EREFREH TV 0HBREBHET
E3TH55 L, HER XN ORMBLHEATESLTHS D, bbb A BARINED
b, CORGAFIV—REZHHE (AXBOION) KRR I BHEHEUNR HELY
B—BLEVWHSLELE DR, fIS LR EMECTIBTHSS L, %l BYAT
Y —OHIR LD LOBEHED ZRED LVHSHBHED LT TL S (B, (DIDERME)
AR BDEVROZOATFTY—HAREL HIMEARBETHB) . S5k, EOVRNVOEY
FRHLUTRRTHELVOREVWIED D2, TR APHIE Vo LHEBEROHSE
ZBVLTVBZENFHRE R 3720, HIEENOIRRBBEY TRV, HIEERT DIEATE
FHERH LT XEABROFEELR T LV RYL2REFEEIONS, °

TR :

LARTREEOWA T TR ER DV TRIERULEW, Bl OURITIRRHE T
Wik Altmann (1989), Balota et al. (1990), Coltheart (1987)7s & MNBHiTL 5,

2.Chomsky (1988) i, THIFEHLIE O L2 ROEFRDIRIR (EWiER (s-selection)) i
Lo TREINS L LT #MOHBHEER. TURBL X - THETIBERBTVWELT
W2,

B FEHRBFOREL oG ETHET S LW ("senantic bootstrappmg”)ﬁuﬁ‘t‘li\ FED
ﬁifﬂﬁ%ﬁ%?éu&?ﬁﬂwﬁ%%iﬁb\u@ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁkﬁ%k&of\%
TRECHUOMNIF B EERELTVWS,

4.Fishero A, HOBRHLTWA LI, SR BT3B EKEIHEOWNIERTLTH 1Dl
TREBYV, EAR BEHRBFEULTOCOMV B THNREORL 3BT S5 (i), (i)
28R .

(i) John substituted a horse for a cow.
(ii) John replaced a cow with a horse. (Fisher et al.(1991) X V31D
Fio, MAIEEANTEL T BIEREMEE (BIRE, XFoEHOit”) . RILC TaEEL

Z2LTh, RUHNRBEBIBEHA (GiD-(vDDEBR) 2IAd 3,
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(iii) John escapes my memory.
(iv) John remembers my escape.
(v) John sings Yankee Doodle Dandy.
(vi) John sees an analysit weekly. (Fisher et al.(1931) XY 5IAD

5,20 & MR RV B_SHELTEOXERROT B/ LT~ IzArd & Gass
(198 DR R, S I SN B, Ard & Gassld, HBRH L LA E TR X
Yl L BGRIER BT nbEk, 2O THROBRER. XhoddH (53 WBIERH)
BRI X 2T AT B o oAt LAEFCR. BiFEoRRE ST kR
[ P AT AN '
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