EBEXL L BAEHT 2004 4 11 A HTIHES
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5.1. HAFEOBYFEHOME
5.2, EFEL AW ER
5.2.1. INSIZXI+ BFAE
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EEXL & AAREHE 2004 45 11 BHTIRER

—EREDEENMEERNER

(#hrR#E]

FITHBITEN=FY DFRE

—BAREOEERFEREFILIC—

=

BB OWHBMIZBWT,
FETHMR & IR > TV DD,
ThDH, ARIL, FRHC, AARFEFEOBERERIC
LT OMERERTDZEEBNLET D, %@7_
E, HAre
L=,
OEFEERL., SBOMEOCHFAEETT,

(¥F—U—"F] HEFE, HRAUOEE,

1. [ZL®IZ

W—EEQLT LD, $EBCET L)FEEEN,

FEOEBZZOEERATERTL LV IDE

LIEHE SN TODIBBTHLEF 1997, BA
2003; H I 2001; 7 2004; LB 1999, 2004;
Brown 1973; Clark 1974; Ellis, R. 1984, 1994, 1999,
Hickey 1993; Krashen & Scarcella 1978; Peters 1983;
Vihman 1982; Weinert 1995; Wray 1998, 1999, 2000,
2002; Yorio 1989), #x ¥, & BFEEHEM don’t
know” & VS IERE/RREENTE L LTH, fhDF
EFH T, “No like it"(= “I don’t like it”) & FE559
HENWHZ c‘: 2 B (Ellis R, 1994; 86), T7=, BH
(2003)D 11 7 A BAFEEFEL, (2K &)
e (DN TD) LW TLAMER LR
EWVD, ZHLERITE, 2FED, ROWDIICE
Y (unanalyzed chunk) & L CRRE SNBSS, iz
L2 EARFRELTWAEAK, A3azs—s
YETEREDEWD ZEIZOWTIE, BiREELD
F1L72 725 D (Hakuta 1976; Weinert 1995; Wong-
Fillmore 1976, 1979),

LU, A7 E D 3 SUERRIOBERHTRIL SO
ES I onTiE, ERBGIPNTHS, L2 ¥
BT, Mok 0 BAERREERENIC RS
&5 RAEElls, N. 2003, Ellis, R. 1999, Myles,
Hopper & Mitchell 1998; Myles, Mitchell & Hopper

FRBWPRGWONIEY 2ERTHZENL
O Ll E 'O ELTERShIEAN,
\\\\\\\\ REYT, &

Binb v ) ZENLERIEMAL, VT, BELEBFEEIRICBT 0 E !
BAEOHFAERE BT E LR 5, Ulhrbiic

EREILE 70,

N

b

m
3

1y
v
. \(%/L‘l\

=
=]

LIEUISER SN T3, B S ET
Bic LCUHERBIOBRICEL SO0 EV I R

TEBEEENEEOLEE (productivity)® £ & ) (2
W, £, IZEA =R LET N & HFERIEIET V) 2EY

P D e
IRITHDTE Y L AR EREED

—EEEE
— 5o

TEANZANETN,  EEEER

1999; Weinert 1995; Wong-Fillmore 1976, 1979)& ., Z
ISR 72 RAE(Bohn 1986; Krashen & Scarcella
1978; Tode 2003)23 R, 64V 5, =%y LAFERIE @
BfRiE, L1 B, L2 BEL bIZ, FICERICHER
SNTHWDHMETH Y (UM 1999, 2004; Ellis, R.
1994, 1999; Myles at al. 1998, 1999; Tode 2003;
Tomasello 2000, 2003; Weinert 1995), AfED HAIS
ZORICHD,

FOIDITE, T, SGERANE 2l Al
EREEDIHVICREBTHDN, LW ZENLE
BEETAZ ENNETH D, THE, BFFERD
FERAERLC, K& Zo0T7 Fu—FRnEaSh
TWb, HE—0N, ZE AN =X 5ET/V(Dual
Mechanism Model, 7§ 2002; Pinker 1998; Pinker &
Prince 1994) & FEIEN 2 & 0 ¢, HRAIOBRIZL S
IR E | FRBICE SO R BREICE ST S
bOTHD, ZEAN= X LOBEICIITIE, 297
ini BALIBEObOTH Y, AFENLERE

o7l eianbtE2 605,

IHEHRL, 27 s =X NEFI(Elis N.
2003; Ellis & Schmidt 1998; Rumelhart & McClelland
1986)%° A ¥ —< HiH(Bybee 1995; Langacker 1991,
2000)CiE, B—D AN =X AEH/ETE, ZNnb
. Whwad TR &, RS e 0% %
BRI END LB DD THY . FREIE
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5 Y (Usage-based Model, Barlow & Kemmer 2000;
Langacker 1991, 2000) & LRI 5, EREILET
M, SEFEDPEET D L RERE LR
FEIE., BRERIT2TTHD(FH 2004
Langacker 1991, 2000; Tomasello 2003),

TEANZRAEE—DRA N =R LD T
UITEL D 220 BTV D DL, 2458 @@f%f%é
(Bybee & Moder 1983; Bybee & Slobin 1982; Langacker
2000; Pinker 1998; Pinker & Prince 1994), Z&EEIZ b~
TEHER B RANE F & 80 B AREIL, RRIO.LHERELE
HEBRNT 2 LT, BEREOHER Th 5 (Klafehn
2003),

PIFTRES, 2230, RO\ SENOERIC
DWTHI . ZEA D= ALETT N LEREHR
FFNEWVI IR 2 OOETNVEBRY BB,
FLT, FNFROTT T, BED LHAIRE
DEITELABNTVENEREFT 5, RIT,
L2 BHIZRWT, g ) o%EI 25 U REr
BRHEERTHL, 5 LcERzEE 2 LT,
AAEEOERFNEM I Lif, HicE b LHAED
HEL =15,

2. BABEDEE
21 Ivizx Y

SEWME DN EEOWIER, HDWIL, BEEID
IRBHFEEE, NEMEEO S ERTICOEELED
TS 2BEERT DT, Fe 2BE A
LTV D, Wray(2002) Tid, 2072 F U (chunk),
7 3 5 55 (formulaic speech), 5 & A AX A (lexical
phrase), [EEFRTi(fixed expression)7z &, 40 LAiED
REMBENENTVD, AETHE, RLEINLZDE
>t DORBEE [eF0) LFERZ LTS,
EBOBETa AL IBANDLRDL L, i
EN I EBIIZ, FHH O —FK & (underanalyzed
strings) & & L71~m% (fused strings) & BhHdZ L
%AE’%<’kﬁ%ET%5mmﬂw%Zer
2002: 106), Bi#EIL. ZEOOMICROHOE LR
BN ED ThHD, BRI, BOIPRANCE
SOTHERER T 00, RUERENS
lEY, £FELTREENRD LRS00
Thb, Flxid, HET IEEFE+Fa 27 +H4
gl o3& LT, “What is this?’(What’s thxs9)7$:”‘:l2
Lk L&D, LT, MELERT S BIC
DEBULAA (fusion) S B, DF Y| F%%Fn‘i%ﬁ]Jr =

a7+ A5 &0 S ERT, “What's this?”
DOENTZEY T EINAL IR B LD,

mEE. Wb, 2 LTAEIND LD
ARTEHEBELTNA, LaL, BlALI—fEDE

Bit, WET2IHAE AT 2720, FEFTLEIC
IRUTHERE SR L, BEROANBZEITI 2 &M
FRETH D, - T, g 0 IdEEN L SEN
RN D0 BRETT 52561003, AiE x5
ETHI LD,

L, EBEOTF—Zh6, CRpRGHOHNT-
EN THDIIEHWTT 3 2 EEES TRy, i
F DI OWTER U7 T, ﬁﬁ@hﬁ#ﬂ%g
BLINTOVBHEENE D, BIXIE, Myles et
al.(1999: 51-52)C i\uTw%@ﬁ$ﬁ6ﬂfwéo

OF UFEEDIEIIDHFE AT 22080 B3 E
. BHETH S,
EREMIZRDENTH B,

DFEFERY, BRI, FEARRMICRESIICEDN
HEMNRH B,

@F B LB DN,
WTERN,

ORI UFEEDIEN DR TERESTE
D, SUEMICRIEL TV 5,

O EDIRCELIRT,

AR EROANER

IRbiE, TR SNRITHRIER SR E N
DEIRBOTIFIRNE WS, Eio, BEOETIZ
HTITED & 2B o0 Tt AliE
BHRFECME L& LD/ L—Y—rDbDh
% (Hickey 1993; Myles et al. 1999, Peters 1983;
Wong -Fillmore 1976),

FOPUTIE, ﬁ%ﬁﬁwﬁ%%ﬁkﬁé%@%
ﬁ%ﬁ’bé(Dabrowslca 2000; Sawyer 1994), #x
HEEDEERIS OB R OMT\LI?_ﬁ%%ﬁL
7= Dabrowska(2000) Cid, FREEOEH VS DI
ELTERESINTWDAEEENE N EFE XL 10
B EERENTZ S OE EERNTZE Y (major
formula) & A7 LTW3E, Thickd &, WOk
BSCE, i E0RNFE A ST, REIZZOEEN
Bl po TN &S, ShiRIET-ED oL,
BEDOAF —v T2 Z L k) AR
AEPEMICET D L FRIN TN D, SHEICESCE
BEISEFICHRTH D, 205, 10 BLLEER S

— 112 —



TebDOn, RIELTESHTTHLZON, BLE
(fusiomiZ LD &F & LT INE L k-
HOTHITIT-E D Lk,

2.2 £EH
KOHONIE D & ORIz B O, EREN
REBEEETH B, EEMNLEFBERNENEDIC

W, T Ly 2FRBR LIS,

B, YA THERRRDZ L TH B,
Otomo(2004) Ti, FAEXMROSEBRENBM L 4 7
DALTIARNTEREIN TS %, IBELLT
Wh, fZE, BRBOBERE —ZICHo0WT, &
~RPz) EWIHBTTUAMMER S RWEAE, A%
D L~T L &R D, TR~z WA, TRz)
bRONTIGENE, EEEDOL~VT2 405, D
ED, HxlearT s A NCEOEBEEMERATE S
T &, EEENENE NS T LITRB,

BN, BAEANIOEE THLHERTCE 0L
I DEFALD Z & Th D (Tomasello 2000), # DF:
V¥, Tomasello(2000)iZ L AviX, BREALRBEEETO
SREMLHFFERERFTRETHL LV, Hli
i, BARBAZSHEN, EHi-) L) &RBRE
100 BIFREICEEMA LI-E LE D, UL, #6225
HOFER, Z OBEFEEN, @ﬁ%(ﬁwﬁmu)%%
AR (EH5] YR EMOBLTIX, Fo<#EH
SNt E BB fiébﬂb Livevy, A
D, OB TERTREREEHY . ThEhT
DIMNBER S e hr ol b L s, IR S - S8
FEmd I el b, 720, ShiR &b 1TEES
BOIEOEA L2 BEIZBWNT, f‘”%‘@—aﬁérw
S ETHRINET DO, BB REREICIEY,

EZohEN, 1EE ié%%%ﬁﬁ%@f%é
AEMREBBEEZE L THA0THE, —ED
Hio Lz Z 80 nEBRICH LT, ﬁ%@ﬁ%#
AR ChDH, TOHE LT, LIFLIERTS

£1 —EANSRLEFILEERKILETILO R

DD Berko(1958) D KB T 5, Berko i,
“Zib"ZARIR S AL Ll FTEEDT @ D T RO
0%, “zibbing” & W\ HHEITIE A EH TE I L %
HWELTWD, 5§ BCRT LI, BARBOBFE
AICOWTh | EEERMTOR TS

3 EBEBLDBENETICETIN-FY LEEW
EiEREN

PTFTHE, 138 & THAL @ 2 2OV RAT A%
WBETD [TEANZALETIV) & B—0AR
= ALERTRT D EREMET V) 280 L,
ERROEEME S ITRIIPERF LTV, B, %
NENDORMOBENE | R 1IHBEIIRT,
31 ZEANZXLETI

TEA D= RANETNNL, BRI EB S (vast
expressive poweryx EL T HRIOHELEET S
EFNTH D, ::h %. Words and Rules Model & b
T, SREICHEEE I N (58] (word) & K&
W%ﬁﬁrﬁ%JWM®20#%ﬁ®yx%A&
LTHET D EE XL LN TV 5 (Pinker & Prince
1994; Pinker 1998), = Z T (3B 2% /-5 D
(R) DX HRBEET TR, OehmEn T
DHEEE (lexicon)iIZFMBE SN2 b ORTHEEL, B
EBRLEEND,

Pinker(1998)#%, “EAH =X LD & LT, B
@@ﬂ@fﬁ%mbiifwé BERE DA RIE
F(go-went )i, ﬁzﬁ\%@ﬂf%f’ﬁﬁf% n. ¥
LR IBOBELBOLNTNAZ LG, HEOEE
ma@«7@;ohmrénrw5aén5 —7,
HRIE A (walk-walked )1, R FRITE, #iz
BIRRD 72 < AEBERYAR Z &, DRRANC L - THE
BERTWD EEZTWD, Pinker (X, H5EE
PRE» LIBERE B TE LA, HRIOFERIT
FRiE(block) SHD &> S, DF Y| broke & %&1-T

TEHAN=ALETI

EREIET NV

ERERET) DB 7Eo

MIEY LAER | FBLAUMEL VI BHED VAT AR | WELER,

I,

FRISEEICRE SN DD, HANIRE | HEICEEIND,
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WBKRANL. breaked &IEEbLRNEWVS T IR

B, TAUANOHEE, TN MREANE L

T, -ed OFMNDMTIOND, L1 BEHEROYIRITI,
breaked *° comed LW\ REENRAOLNDNB, Zh
M-ed AHINOBRIAEEICEG LT LEI 2

v 5 (Pinker 1998: 222-223),

RRA R, BRI K0 o70ic
EBHEECHI ENNETHS, LinL, BEOL
MRS O, T4 MERIOBXIZL DD
ThdEEZLNTND, LT, HRIMREZELE
{bid, FOHEEPEUECED LT, MEEhD &
Vo,

FHEIEFIC W TiE, AT ATRBOTR
72< . swing-swung, sting-stung @ & 5 2 —EDHFHH
SR — U RTEET A ZE N LI LIRS T D
(Bybee & Moder 1983), I 5 L7/ 8¥— 43, &b
EBROBERNPL S I DNLD, B, “spling” D
BEREBEZD LV FEICKH LT, £ OUFER
mEE N Cgplang”, b L <1, “splung” & H AT
&G STV S (Bybee & Moder 1983), 29 L
7= ESIZ OV T, Pinker 13, BE OER T OER
SN$E— LR SO LE X, B RET 5EE
HEOEEL LTS, LinL, HSETHE
EHANT, BRECENENDBOTHY, FEEED
B2 b 0 & & % BTV A (Pinker 1994, 1998),

ELRAEIT > X VENTDHEAN=ALET
VL.
Krashen & Scarcella(1978)D AR LB LB D TH D,
Krashen & Scarcella 13, ARERIRE BRI E
D LIS UTHRIET D EEZ TV D, FAIEE
Sl E V'O (prefabricated routines)2%. “That’s
a_ P 0k, ANBAFRREROS SN
% — > (prefabricated patterns)IZFEZE L 5 D Z L {IF8
DHTVEN, HAOBEBIIE RN LRV EERL
TV,

3.2 {FRRILETIV

Bk & 5 ic, EREILET T, FEE AR
DTAYERE L IR OISR E Y, RHABHIAZD
BOR, B—0DA D= XA > THEBAFRETH
HET B, FlRiE, ks va=A METATHE,
B a2 HANIEE LS, 2=y MHAORKEST]R
BRI L 0 -ed OFTIREEIUIER O-s (4172 & TH
Bif7z] 235 — 58 ST < (Ellis & Schmidt
1998; Rumelhart & McClelland 1986),

N E Y EERAORERRTD

TEAN=AAETNOERE LTRRINT
WADEEBOBELTHY . ZORIIHLT
LERPZEENTWD, BEEOT 7 44 NERIR
BB < Ty, R L BITER ORI ER
LB, FEOBAE., EAROEENENZD,
L od ERDTHDORASH THHD D LRV,
Lirl, BAEOL ) ZBEESEOHEEL. kaer-,
asob-0 & 9 RS EM CEER A ELTBENLD Z
LTV, Klafehn(2003)d, AAGEOBEFIER TS,
I A O BTBROMINE W O MBS DRNITD
NTCWBO0E 9 DR ERITHINT TV 5,

F7-. Pinker(1994, 1998)i3 S sEOEER IR % 58
FLTOBD, EBEOBREEOERERL L, B
BICHE » 7-ARER R b O TN LR s T
W5, T SAETEFEOMRINOIL, BIEEE
EOFRBAY— U BIFATERT D Z EBAL
78 o C WY A (Wray & Perkins 2000), Pawley &
Syder(1983)2MEHT5 & H1c, BEEREE 1L UENIC
FELWXOETEENT AT TIERVWOTHD,
il 243, BLTFOFlE, I want to marry you” & [F U1F
MAEEZ LD ELTELOTH DI Pawley &
Syder 1983: 196),

(a) 71 with to be wedded to you.
(b) 71 desire you to become married to me.
(c) ?Your marrying me is desired by me

(d) ? My becoming your spouse is what I want.

LU, ¢l want to marry yow' B — i fEh 5 b D
THDHOIH L, (@h bk, iz, &R
WIXER &N,

A LBREN, EAKRTET AV (Usage-Based
Model) TIHER SN T | SIS
S UCEET A bit Tl . ERHEL. 56
R SEEND & 2 D (Barlow & Kemmer 2000;
Bybee 1995, 2000; Langacker 1991, 2000; Tomasello
2000, 2003), EIED/NF — ATl EAEIGE < HERY
R b0 5, £ ERINRLOET, SEIER
F2EE 3 B, 5 % h3(Langacker 2000), {3 FRILET
T, SRS ERTREOSIEEAICIED < B
B bDELTELRS,

AT T AT, EROFEEROL HI0E
T EEELTWD, SAEET, Ex OREEEN
o, DFE Y, HERCSHEEEYES, TLTC R
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FROBE 2T HHEICET IERBE DI/, &
B, od BEEEL Vo LI S2—
EEARL, JoHBEOEVWAF—<EHE LT

< &5 (Tomasello 2003: 4-6), = 5 Lz 7 vk AL,

BN L OTH Y, HEOMEBLRIZITE LS
Z B XD (Tomasello 2003: 327), A0S A X 4EEE
WRBENRWEWN D Pinker(1998)DEIR L 1L, K
ES R %,

HEORENY, b—2 U4HE (token frequency) &
Z A 7B (type frequency)? 2 -DDE TRITEND
(Ellis, N. 2002, 2003; Tomasello 2003: 327), h—2
HEIL, BEOSEEEN LD bWEDb D) &
WHSDTh D, X, Bybee(2003)id =2 —/32
O broke (RHRAIEFHEER)E damaged (B AIENE
WER)D b—27 VHEEEFHE LTETF TV
broke 2% 100 FEEH 66 EIHELL TWoIZxt L,
damaged 1X S [EITHol= &V H, “EAD=XLE
FTCHIER I T L 512, RRATESREC
MBI, b7 /ﬁﬁ)‘?b\ﬁb\ LSBT
5o

—H. XA THEL, BEOEE Y — N,
ZONEEETEDREANEZNENDZNEND

LDOTHD, EFEOBELTHA THENEVDIT,

damaged @ X 9 Zp-ed OFHIMSHIERIETH B,
broke t&. FHED/ 7 — 2 % F D0 spoke, wrote
RE—BOIGRE T, A THETCIHENEWI Z
1272 % (Bybee 2003), % LC, #HAEIOILEH
bl RAFEOEEERE DL, ¥4 THENS
W Th B L& % 6B (Ellis 2002, 2003)
ERELET A OB RICT2 2 & Krashen &
Scarcella(1978) & VXK, RAMT D72 E DI
Z D% DRZ :’Df@?b)éﬁgfi fﬁ?&?ﬁ&%iﬁ‘f_
EBTED, LI BHRIZBONTE, ThEaXFHT5
G2 R 545 (Hickey 1993; Pine & Lieven 1993;
Tomasello 1992, 2003), %X, Pine & Lieven(1993)
¥, BRPERT 2HEOREEABIFL TN Z
3: n_J: 0., ZORBERFEL T 5, Pine & Lieven
Wi, KEEBEELTDHETAERE L, £k
B, EEN R EFEOHEE(multiword utterances) D 2
SBRGHON-EVITERL TR, 2TOT¥
BPKRGFTONTCED BDFE LI & ERLTND,
Fio, HEFED LI B TH, SRS E«DOHB %
BT, RS RAEBEL T LW SE
R SR TV B (AL 1992, 1997),

bhAA, FIECESZN L2 BETLYTIEIES
MESINL, BEOEMNH D, L2 BEEMEF
D OEMRIZON T, RETHRET A,

4. 2 BRIZB T 50 =FY DES

Ellis N.(2002, 2003)i3, L1 BEE & biz L2 BHE

IZRBWTH, D372 F Y (formuta)ds &8 A OBE
SNT 8 H — L (low-scope patiern) % % T, #iE
{construction) ™~ & D NB EWVWIEHEFEEL T
Do FRRIZ, BROBIEER, 0 -F D BEEAL
EFBREINCORM D L) RAREls R, 1999; Hakuta
1974, 1976; Myles at al. 1999; Weinert 1995; Wong-
Fillmore 1976, 1979)% 75 L T\ 5,

WIZFE Y OFEN L FHSCHE L b o & LTHEHR
INTWBDH, Wong-Fillmore(1976, 1979) DT
WL TH S, Wong-Fillmore 1L, 1 EIZED, 5 AD
FHULY A VR DEEOEB/ERE L, 5 A
D TR G R FEEEE L- Nora(fiaRaEo
FEE 5L, BegnkE v aERL, Thi
ezl RAEEAL THhazE s, X
i, Nora (2i%, UTFDX 5% 2 2OEE Lizhve
EVRR LT, Wong-Fillmore 1979; 212-213
D 5),

I wannna play wi’ dese.

[ don’ wanna do dese.

Wong-Fillmore {Z LA, Z4U5 % IZ Nora i,
“wanna” DF IR AERIL, KBRAETHDEZ L%
FERLILEWS, £LT, Nora 1, ATD LS A
HEEEHTAZ ENTEE,

[ don’ wannna play dese.

I wanna do dese.

“How do you do dese?’/2 &, MiDd37=FE iz
Th, Nora {TRx (CFERPAHED ANE X 21TV,
AEMRERICRBIE TV oo enBE Sh T
VD (Wong-Fillmore 1976, 1979)

oS L, Bk X9z, EENEEEITNT
E O LI L TRET D LS RAEBohn 1986;
Krashen & Scarcella 1978) % RL.H 415, Krashen &
Scarcella(1978)1%, D E VB H DR THIEIN
e LTh, Thid, AEMEEEAIDRZEVIC
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BOOE | FESWBEZ - IGEE RN EB LT
Do

F 7. Ellis N.Q003)BH LBHD L9, L2
B CITHET T — 2 D3, FEEOPIEVRE
DEHETHE0ERTT —FBRRELTND,
10 BRARB O F Iz 2T, Wong-Fillmore(1976,
1979) % 16, M OHEWTFRAE (Hakuta 1974, 1976,
Rescorla & Okuda 1987)n 6, RO EN TH
272 b ODBRETARS AL T BRI E ST
W5, L, FREULEDERIZONTHE, HoZ
D UTmEFILS I RBETH B, Wray(2000, 2003)6k,
MR &, HERRADEEEOREEREV L <L
DICHR D = &R D LT D, BOFEMES
BESSEEE, SFREN. A7y POB LB, BE
RY, xR THROEREEANOERIRRD
M6 TdH B (Wray 2000: 471)

RSB BT U Tl mdidiTo
D CHoTREN, ReIIHGHINL Tl e %
WELTHNEHDLHAENs R 1984; Myles et al.
1998, 1999), Myles et al.(1999)iL, 77 v AFEERE
BA XY aotAORBTOREY ., HHETHIZHR
L7, Myles et al. bk, HFICAREZSRLERA
“comment t’appelles-tu?”(how yourself-call-you?) 23 &
DL I LEPEFEL AN, ZHd, A3
HZABRORMITH BB, [DEOAFNLRIC
D3] EWV ol ZAHRORRSUC bIRR S TEMY
DREPRONE, AEO2ETHET L 1T,
HICR U b, EaiRBEROANEINT
X0 DIE, T E Y OBELRHERO—DOTH D,
F LT, # D% “comment t'appelles-tu?’ i, R4
OB ANEZHRT, Reiiatah T
57 EV Y, Myles et al (1999, Z 9 LofERIC
SNT, FEENNZE D BRI LU THEITO,
BIEH L EE R R L T R LTS,

Myles et al.(1999) > FiE D[R H X,
tappelles-tu?” D WNERER DI ST 12D,
R LTABEMEN 2 LIl LIEbDOTHHD
M BAWNIA AT a ORI LLD
F ORI JE T B (Wray 2000), Myles et al @
BB BE T AR (I
s'appelles-elle?) b Z LN TWIZZ &R I DB R D,
Wray(2000)3 61895 £ D 1S, 7o E Y OGHTHA
VARG v aryRUTRIY D D0 E D NI
Th B,

“comment

comment

A UARNT I a BRERD DB AL, BAD
BABEEN, SUENEMS & LTHL, B
UM LD -7 Z &5 b 9 H3w)t 2 5 (Hanania
& Gradman 1977; Rehbein 1987; Schmidt 1983; Shapira
1978; Schumann 1978), iz L, Rehbein(1987)id.
SELE FA VIKHEL TS M a ABROSE
a— A% H LI, Rehbein 1%, bz ABBRDS,
T E D FEBOMECTHEAL TN Z L AR L
TWb, FlxiE, “abeitet’(work, = AFRBEKIHRIE
Byt —ABRRZAR, BEOXIRTHEASH
TV &9, Rehbein (X, RAFEEEOHEIL,
I E VL, ERFEOBENREREE VD LY,
Sitbiahia I amr—a VBENT S,
RENBEREME RTVWS, FEENEEBLILE
BEOWH T Y 2l —a VST AR
BENRHLHN, FOHBIT, BHO=— X% BEH
IR ST BDITEND, T9 LI B2 HONEHE
B0, A VA NI I a yBRETHD
& FEH & TV B (Rehbein 1987: 245),

Schmidt(1983)Tld, /~U A ~fE: Uiz HAGERFE
EEE Wes DWEEEEN 3 FILEVFEIN TN,
Wes DFFEITIL, UTO L) REHKRHLEE TH
~72 &0 D (Schmidt 1983 150)

What did you say your name was?
What can [ do?

You know what I mean?

I dunno why.

Thank you calling.

Wes IZERAHOICIE., REONEEANKEAD Z &
PEEL o7, UL, 29 LERBELREIC
EbETHOTMNMEETHZ b TERNWI LD H
7%, FZiE, “but what can Shinji do?” & & 9 &
THEFT. Wes 2. “but Shinji, what can 1 do?” & F%&%
L7= &4y 9 (Schmidt 1983: 150), #U T, Wes I3%
EETORI any—ia VREIREESEIN, X
HEHATERS IS E VEER b Tt BESh T
Wb,

7L, A BREEE BRI LR Z <
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The role of formulaic languages in L2 productivity
—A case of Japanese verbal inflections—

SUGAYA Natsue

Abstract

It has been often noticed that L2 learners use unanalyzed chunks in the early stages of acquisition. For
many researchers on SLA the central issue is whether rote-learned formulas play an important role in the rule
learning. Focusing on the Japanese verbal inflection, this paper is aimed to present an overview of the relevant
research, and suggest further investigations. First, I compare two language-processing models - the dual
mechanism model and the usage-based model, and examine what ‘rule’ means. Next, I outline the arguments
on the role of chunks in the L2 development and studics on Japanese verbal inflection.
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