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EE . ZMXEFE (e.g. Langacker 1987, 1991, 2008) D HIFH M 2 M & o thic i3
profile/base, figure/ground, trajector/landmark, reference point/target 7 & @ £k %4 7
THNYBEET 5, 2O DONIZIFHTE DR D ARE X VERIZDL (salience) 2
RKEVERLLTHEOTONE, & TAHMPERITIT NS OIENTRME % B)#
FARMHICEkARboRHrExLN, BubwiIHER AL DX
b T w32 FHARLE LAV, KAFRTREELZL 262D FFHHARICK
a2k ke LT4@EH (7722, BHOELL, BHERWELSL .
SGEWBESL D) e L2 RET 5,

F—T7—F ARARGE, BZb, A, HHEE

1. 3L BHIC

1.1. TEBiIb] 283 RE

R SECIRELZ O OEBHROFHIC EELEHOZ S RECTH TEEILS
(salience) ¢ WIHIEEAMEILIHA VLN T WS, ZHIFIEFIC B RFHET
HY., RHLEICHEY T % figure/ground, profile/base. trajector/landmark,
reference point/target 72 & DA X3, Z N T NATHEORIZ b ORE I I X -
TR#EoSILRTWwD, A Inbo v Iicbls 2R EIEFICHREN T
HH, BIbewSBManrfMozoicFETIo»r MR LEw, ATk
DI BRLENFERLEDO LS ZEFEBAICKBINZ 28w BlA» bR
HFiesF s [BLb | 208T 52 L2 RET D,

1.2. KR DEMK

e 2HiCRHRBAMLFEICENT [BZb] LwHIENED L) BXRTH L
N2O0MRET 5. 3 HITEELZDELAETHEZMANAL. 2 OREMIC
DWTEZD, 4 HiTRELLDZMO2DEFEHRICKMIND 20 ORMEL L

© 2023 Yukihiro Tomioka
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TAMMBEICHET I L2 REST S, sHTRABOTI L EITW, SHOREY
L;Oblfﬁ’\éc

2. BAMNEICHBITRIEILL
21 IR EBR

FEAMXETCEWSMALEI M SARCRL ED X 5 %22 (construal) 9 3
PREFHBICKMING EEZ2Z, MAFEMHKITI2ELED -2 THh 5 EIR
(selection) & WIHIIETIE, YO X5 EBMENE2SHEILT 20, Yol %
& (forground) /& & (background) ¢ T 3B REIND, HiF L IMEINS
boohTHILD (BBi2>o) EHETHD, —HTCHERIIHENWICHL 22w (B
VUbBNI W) HERTH D,

A manifestation in perception is the phenomenon known as figure vs. ground.
For instance, a sudden noise stands out as figure against the ground of silence,
or a small, moving cursor against the more stable background on a computer

screen.

(Langacker 2008: 58)

oLy iR BERoOXIE X (figure) & H (ground) @ Xf 37 I 424
2, flELTCR1IOArE vyDFBmEMEENEZLHRTBICOoOWTELXLSE, ZORFED
Ho#awwEHT 2 (Figkd2) &, BERCHVWEOELH L LI IR X
2, icBWEHScEHT R tAr Ao ANDOHBEICRZ 2, T XHWE
SgiERLEKLTY S,

M1 ArEvodss
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FERIC, 777 RACKBPED A KRR EZHETLIHEICEIUTOL Y D
KHAAHETHZ, CREFAKCEFEETE22Z0HPICFERT 22V E#EVDEE
mEicKmInEplcd 5,

(1) a. The glass is half-full.
b. The glass is half-empty.

INHEFERECOIBFICI TR ZIMEMORIETH S, TH LKL H
DECICHEDLIBEIL IR ZObDICHET 2HETERL, BalkHEic k-
THRIBEINIRETH 5,

22.7A7 74V ER—=R

HErWER, TheBEET2HEBobFcIVEREMTILONG, 2o & ZHHE
T LM IE X — R (base). FEEFMI ONAMEIE T w7 7 40 (profile) & M
Bhad, cotE7o 77403 R—2C LTI EHEL IR
(Langacker 2008: 66), 7B 7 7 A VI EHBRIAC Lo CTEHER I I IR TH
%,

(a) hub (b) spoke ©) rim (d) wheel

X 2

21X hub, spoke, rim, wheel £ \» > FEB TN TR L EBEWLEBE O & 2 A1
T2 VWIHTRAZZEEZRLTVE, () offltRLEL, FHT2H 2o
BEVWPEERBH KM EINEZDDTH %,

23. b IV —EEFVFT—Y

T 7 FANINTEHBORKLOPTCROIBFILLBREVLDIFI TP 272
— (trajector) . RICKEWwdboDF 7 v F~—72 (landmark) & FF XN 3
(Langacker 2008: 70), E KWy ic i E 8 EiEai. F3&E BWEE. £E W &EFWH
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EOXNNICEWTHER NIV 278 -, BENP TV FE~—2 LI N5,

(2) a. The other guests all left before we arrived.

b. We arrived after the other guests all left.

(3) a. Line A intersects line B.

b. Line B intersects line A.

(4) a. The lamp is above the table.
b. The table is below the lamp.

(2)-(4) FAENICERALLRREEZRLTVEIR, ZREFAEELOEEN X VB
VOPEWVWIRIEEFWTRARDZ, COLAOBULIEEERIICHNZERRF -
OO TEREINS, 7. Langacker (2008:321) I the table near the door
EWV IS ZLFMICBELTY thetable # P 7Y 227 2 - L THH, LAtk
THFRF LB ICHRTEIOERL LA AL TW S,

2.4 BHRIOKBILISL

Langacker (2008) W #iEoHHME Ic S CHiFL T 20 HRHT 2 DH D
BHBELTWE, HlziF 5) & RFEFICES T, EH [ think OIFERNE
FHERECBACREFHEHNCT 22 Y P2 B2 N T ERHOBELS A Z, coLt ¥ [
think IR T 5,

(5) I think Victoria would make a good candidate.

In sentence (1) we observe that even a “main clause” (i.e. one foregrounded

in a structural sense) can be backgrounded in this manner.

(Langacker 2008: 59) (T AR IZEEH)

(5) THIRLL., BB BARKRE VO RIEERHONAETH 2, CniF#HIEOH T
iR E2E52x2ERTHY, MEFoFHEZIIC LI mTHimibEIn b,
. FTHR TR L7 X 5, Langackaer (2008) 13 & & T I 72 B0k < 13 3 i1 aT
HltlLTwzdxTHh, fig,/ ERONIZAKL ZME cEHEHICHEHLS Z
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EEMEEL TS,

25. 2BREE

C = conceptualizer
R = reference point
T = target
D = dominion

------- » = mental path

3 (Langacker 1993: 6)

W+ 2 X5 ASHERREZAMUT 2200 TALTH L, M10X5 claLs
(conceptualizer) (35 W8 & (reference point) ZFEH L T& — 7 v b+ iC MM IO
WEEfl 72, UFTTRRON TV LIKSHBARKBILORKREVWEEZEL S,
ZOBERICOWTIENTERN 2 FEME L SURM 2 FEESBEINLTW S,

Observe that a heavy-line circle is used for the reference point, The intent is
to indicate that the reference point has a certain cognitive salience, either

intrinsic or contextually.

(Langacker 1993: 6)

SHREETARTIARBASCA P =I -0 CcEHEINL, fiFRHEICENT
BHRBEERSHESE, TEYR 2 —7 v FicIGL, AP =3 —XkwTIi3lE
(vehicle) &M &, ME (tenor) VX —F7 v FICNIET 5,

(6) My watch
(7) He has a gun.

(8) She bought Lakoff and Johnson, used and in paper, for just $1.50.

6),(7) TRHEAMOFHETHIZIRICIE Iz EYMTH 5 [HEH]©lH]
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FREAMT S (B HEMNT2) 2005 BEE L THEELTWS, (8) TIZA
% T® % Lakoff and Johnson 28 % @ FA{E (Metaphors We Live By 7 &) % 1
CHRT 272005 lBEtkoTwnb,
ZWEEITZIVHMEIRLLPTbDE L Y PCLTAIELIZS WD DIZT 2
AT LHNITH D, Lo TCEZWUEOFEOBIbLIR, THLZAMEDINCT
e TsrzeEZLNS,

26. 7 247K

Langacker (1991) I EMoFEMHEltoa n e T & I MK TEILSL & »w Ik
FHWTWE, ZZTltuncle & \WH3EE ear & WIHFEEHIICH 2 5,

(a) uncle (b) ear

PARENT'S
BROTHER

MOTHER'S | FATHER'S | EAR! EARz
BROTHER @ P  BROTHER | (body part) [P (earof comn)

4 (Langacker 1991:270)

B4 DKRBIZBEIZL A RE W & FABMIIBELZLA/NI W EEZRLTW S,
uncle L WO AT TV OHEFICIEIHORBLROAERE TS D, uncle & )
EAEEAT 20 XV EFEN R THORE | & wIERTH S, Hic, ear &
SATIVICE T(AED) H] twd Purrsa)e [(KeE&dEb Py ERa Y
D) FE] LI TFTMATTYBEENE D, car & W IBENEHRLT Z20E D
KWHBET I2MREMNAEER TR AL, ZNUXTROTAT TV THE, 2DLIIKC
(B2 H | 2, H2EIMET 28K (Fubx 4 7hEK) & LTERI AR
FTVHEEEHIEMHF o T D,

2.7. %3¢

LB, BBASGEICE T [BEZb ] I HERED IS Ko T3
B L7z, cokoic TRIZL] v HEBREAZXMRTHEMIATw2,
L. TULoBAEOREZRL T2 LEFEALH#HS, ThEZNLOBELZLLICD W
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TELIHMARAETILDESH 5.

3. XITHRERE
3. BEfTHMRICL 298

(B2 ] Ewnwd AEZ2K3ELICODOVWTREITHE T EREI AT 3,
Boswijk et al. (2020) X SFEF OO D FHinl (a5 #EY. BASES. B
SEFE., BWiEH) KB WT, salience L WO HER DL S ICHFHINL TV S
PEFABELCVWDE, BIHAMEEZ DL CRUT L cdRTEBy, 4 D
BRAZBICOWTEREINT WD,

According to our review, in cognitive linguistics, salience is considered in

terms of:

1. Predictability: infrequent features are unexpected or surprising, which
makes them stand out and more salient. On the other hand, frequent
features are more easily accessible, which makes them easier to process
and more salient. As such, features on both ends of the “predictability
spectrum” can be considered salient.

2. Top-down salience: external sources provide a context in which
something becomes salient.

3. Bottom-up salience: there is an intrinsic property of the feature that
makes it more noticeable.

(Boswijk et al. 2020: 717-718)

(PRIt o BRI B )

F#l % (predictability) @ A7 — A DOzl Z N Z N 4 OB CTEIZLOZ LI
b, THHDOEVWODET 7 2RABERTHD, —HTTHMHEOE VD DITE
EPENEERED LT LW HTHIL D, Zarcone et al. (2016) IC X niF, oD
FlEcE# O 5N 2 bottom-up DER LI HIZD L v ) AT Tl KB
YbhbIEXIE L., KaEICEE O 55 top-down DRI HIIT 7 ALPT 0
WO BT TR L IEIET B,

[Bottom-up ® 7 % ]
Bottom-up A b IYBHEPIFREONENZRFEICX2FEHOIELT I TH
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%, Langacker (2008) " F 9 X5 RE A ECHEH L A — YV VA figrure & % &
WOWE QI1HizSR) B.YOoOREPEATCEETZ LI LERLTSE
D . Bottom-up B HICHY T 5,

Kévecses and Radden (1998) ¥ A b = I —iC & J 2 Bk (vehicle) ICE TN %
FTLHERE L TCHNENRECESWZUToX ) ZBEflZ2EZFCw3, 2hb
12 Bottom-up RNV BEE D oL EBEDOYI R P EEZLND,

(9) ABElofREICHkT 2 @R
human over non-human (AR D3 5 25E R T )
concrete over abstract (BRI b 02 E R I N 3)
interactional over non-interectional ~ (FHAAFHII 2 b D 2B R TN 5)
functional over non-functional (BERETED F b O 2ER I N 35 )

(10) HIH#Y 72 R 1%
immediate over non-immediate (EHEN 2 b O3 E R T 3)
occurrent over non-occurent (HTER & T3 Z L AERI N )
more over less (HDO% Wb OB EIRI N B)
dominant over less dominant (B# 74 d 0 2ER S 5)
good gestalt over poor gestalt (R W7 v 2 2L b 2K T %D D ER
ENnd)
bounded over unbounded (BEiHRDOH 2 b D2E RSN D)
specific over generic (FFEWHOE WD OB ER TN 2)
(Kovecses and Radden 1998: 64-68, — il Ik Hr)

[ Top-down @ F&37 5 ]

Top-down 7% PRz H L FEiFHE K Lo CTRHHEINAEZBILILTHAIY T Ia=F -
a VICEE DT N Tw b, Zarcone et al. (2016) (I top-down BRI b ICHE %
H22ERELTCHMBEHEOHN, RENROF M, 227 L oBEME, HiLoOE
WRoEE, R % 25 T %, Top-down DR B IZ AR o H 2 & Fh7
LR HETH 220 RAXEICE T 2 X (construal) & O B# b v & F x
b3,

P HAZEFRIZAD (2003) T X 3,
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3.2. RITTHROMER

Boswijk et al. (2020) % Zarcone et al. (2016) Ti¥ FHlEICE IV LZRIL L ®
top-down, bottom-up DEILHbIC OV THEROLN TR, b %o ZFiEHR
ROHMIFEINTESLT, THLEZBILEPEKNICED XY RaS5EER LD

IO KBENZ 2 IEARUHE R S 25 %

BIAZFAMRLGFALZEFEL T I XD &, FHRIABE VI ATAED
KEFPREDEW, BI2EHETH I LEXLOND, —H THEEL LTI topic
THLEDCTFRERRVEVWI ZEDEZOLND, & 5 L 2B FHER
EFDOLRUVTHDLIFRERO»PHE TR W EIT X 5,

% 72 bottom-up/top-down DEEZHBICOWTH, ¥ FTHNRICHIET 2 Fik
TECETRHEBFECRET IR T 202 3HETRZ Y, flziF 26 il X
I BBHOBROEEE L VRN (B4 CHNENEExLNSE —F/T
HMECEHEINZDDTH 20 ECIKET 2R ELDFALL LB TE 2,

4. B bOBHEE

2 BicHRAZXSICEAMLETERA BT TBZE] Ly EISEHAINT
Wiz, TNENHET2-OICAKMTRBILEBR T 2ERELLTT 7 & 2,
HHROPEL D . ERMEL L, SGEWBE L b 0 4 BE ORI L 21K T 5,

1.7 R%
o, B, SENERoBEo I hedI%2T7 72 wd, T2+
AW o X EH., HEAE JrzaxtrofkxTcdbdb, it Boswijk et al.

(NN)T%%%@E%Fﬁ%kbfﬁﬁéht%@t%ﬁ%’*ﬁ?éo
T 7 e AT SUNRI L R SR e, EA . MEMEFE L VS
4o HICXAlEn D,

4.1.1. XHERKE#EME

HETHN-EFROERIENIBE I LY, lEx T erbT s
t AERE W& F X %, Zarconeetal. (2016) & Top-down DRI HICHEE L 5 2
ZERE LT THEDOEROERE] 2280 T 225, Zhid UIRIEEMICHY
TEeEZLONDL, XIRWEEEIHFORTE O -2V K T3 — 5
(echo utterance) 72 KD FRBHRICKM I N %,

2 BE i (ef. Goldberg 1995, 2006) iC 3 1 % # 3¢,
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4.1.2. SEHEEEE

REOHH(KFEEOHT)CHETIHMELL T ERIGHAEEEEZ b O,
Bl Z XM ERET 2 (EEME R 28EIcS 2) HREIMELL LT 0,
T RELY, HIDECEKZEDAMBEO LT T Iclb2,

(11) a. Where is the bike?

b. The bike is near the house.

(1la) X3 2BET (11b) DX S LRKE2zZHWY L L TEALZDIZ, KELT
HY 2720 lHEFLEE2HALRSTVWEELEL2LTHE, 2TOXHICHEWN
EEER. M2O0BFE2MES T 2200l E LTRKBEALT v, SN
EHREISERHZODD T AL SHERHOBRINLR R ORETH V.
Bottom-up DEVH D —fFlTH 5,

&

4.1.3. TEE

EEELRIESENHELTCEBELTVWBRIEACTH B, 26 HitHZX 5
Langacker (1991) TRl O I NPT XL W I EWR TR D L w ) HERED
NTwkdy, CLiRSIBRHOBRKOEEE LI B TE b, Hic, 5
R Lo X)) BEEZTBELLT VA, TAEIIELI DI LA EFTINLLT
W) RHICE L THRRORERGFEEST S, 2EV EFEEIMX. X0
R, X2y oKETH 3,

4.1.4. HEREIFHE

Kévecses and Radden (1998) I XX, Afdl. #izodb b0, Lo B%
BoboRh PRIBIBEBREL, A= -0k LCTEITh T, TOH
MIEMBABRONENRFEAKMREI W20 THY, AMoEYE L ToEFE
WA FEI L MER 2B EICHEKRT 2 EFEZLN D,

F B i Silverstein (1976) B EFEE L TE I LS T VWEEDOFIZREL T
A 20k TABI T8 REoNENFEICESCHERFEET 5, C
N FMEMBIFECESVWEFIITHLEE A2, 272, AHSLHC bR L
WBRALZFZCT VR THL 2D ICERMBEICETIF{EECLRILTVWEH
Z bbb,

P EGEELFHEIFTECMBEAT 2 2 L2 5, Silverstein (1976) OREJE IXFEEIC AR b %
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14
Y
|

MENEFHEISERHAOERNRLPERLE D ORECcH Y, EEHED 2
y—vav EoOHWD LML L7 Bottom-up DRI HICHY T %,

4.2. BEHRHNEILIDL

XICHFEEAH S My LFHEICE T 2 EREE S Hy (ER) b5, ot
EFEAEGEE I L CHERNICERL o, 24 8iTR7Z X 5, T DX T Victoria
would make a good candidate 2 F 7z IC{EE I L, MFAINIZHEWRTH 2 HEE. <
DEHBERPICEELO T LItk b,

(12) I think Victoria would make a good candidate.
(Langacker 2008: 59)

HHEE I AR cEEERCKMmEIN S, HHME S CH T 2FHEITIFEC
YT wWEHBEL D 2, FLSEC L TRFFER VY Yy Z7~—7— (HARZEK
BUOLIYHE ] #Y) Trand, RELCFCTCRERTIXRICE» NS LW
S (CCRESOFA) 885N THY (cf Quirk et al 1985: 1357), T H i3 1
W ELREHIC KM I HTH B,

HHEE T 25EEE, BANICIRNOELETH S, 2%V EEDOKFET
HRLAEZCLPERTERBECBVWTHMELLY T VHEERIFEL LTI AL T W
EEzibnd, 2Ol LT AL EREECITE O RMEBEBEGEED 2
LWnwz b,

T, ABFEEICARYILT V2L W) HIKBEL TRELFCHEFAMICBEL
ERoMEDXdhalasr—va v FoHNAS AL WIS EROED B,
DX 7% Top-down 2 HH b EMMEIC KT N5,

4.3. BRI D
HLrEWHBOROH 2 ~HrEBEXATONLTVIEHA., 20O FERN
WKL D, R—=RICWFT 2707 740, EEHMICH T2 FEHERNICHE T
2,707 7 A0BZOERLEIBRNICKE LD, FEH (T w77 4 VRET)
BHESEEALERO T 7 7 AV ERETIEERTH Y, EEBICHRTX
VEEZzRT LT LS B TE D,
. Langacker (2008) Tl F 7YV 22 4 —, SV F=—2 0l LTEEHL

TR s b -T2,
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REHOBABRAPZETFLON T AL, ChR IV 2722 =BTV F~v—2ICRL
THRWICEIZOE WIS ER T AV, HIoL XA TiE 7Y =27 X —3EGE.
SV F=—73HWELINE D, HiehkoTa 7 7 A v ERE L, FERICE
VODEFEFTH B,

4.4. EWBRIL D

HEMBAL L R CEN AR B CE T 2IENME 2B OT 2R ETH 5,
BlzZ X EERIHNECAHEAMBCN LT 2EOBRIL Z2F>Tsh, REH
OWIGERICED 2HIM R EICKMENE, UFTEHARZEOH TH %5, 115
(2000, 2017) BRAFAOBICEBICE T 2 EfTHA*SBABECE T2 AEL
KL, SWEAKCRY S 2 WAL L CEE>EHEEWGE>BEHKE> ISR
WS FINEET DL EL TS,

(13)a. MREFFEOHLFicar7 vy F2HTF L,
b *WIEHMEOH FIcaTA 7y %2 b T 7,

14 a. WHBE 74T v Efiko~ryyavETiko TiTo 7k,
b.*IHR K L2 74 T veD~wyvyavETiEsTiTo 7k,

(15)a. IWHEEMfiZAE T2 74 7 v 2 ic ik oAERHICH T 72,

(i3 2017: 128-130)

(13b)-(15b) iE (13a)-(15a) LWL EKANAEZLET 2L Z2ERKL TWw 325,
ZOX)RBRIIATEETH B, &5 LIEMMRE R &R A H O CHNEE
UbRRKMEINZdboTh b,

FHELCHMWBL o 2RI APHCEIBEREEH LI THEST LN S,
Langacker (1991) TR 70 7 7 AV I N AN F —DRMNOIME MR EFE, K
HHMWEEIC A2 LT MERICAE XHFEE. RFIWRSEFCHYT S,

In fact, once the profile is known, the assignment of participants to these

grammatical relations can be predicted (or conversely). The subject is
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consistently the "head" of the PROFILED portion of the action chain, i. e. the
participant that is farthest "upstream" with respect to the energy flow. By
contrast, the object is the "tail" of the profiled portion of the action chain: the
participant distinct from the subject that lies the farthest "downstream" in the

flow of energy.
( Langacker 1991: 217)

T, BHWMEECE T2 FAKICEHFEDOERD Top-down 7 BERICHE X
N3, flzizghics I3 TEEROXFICE (fico>wToFEE T 50] &
W ERKBED > T3,

45 BIbOEZEN
UMECTRTERX

R n s,
WTEZ %,

WS B RA R L RVICHEEL, TNETNER L 58
CTCENZTNOBEBRABEHRT 220U Toflico

N 17

(R

(16) The bike is near the house.

hMﬂmw3M)fi(M)®i BXTRMESTONENRTH S bike

A figure & L CHiEIL T 2 "o Twd, LA LERICMPELDD»II
M LOBHEICILI > THAEZ, ARTRELZBIL0FEHEICHE W T (16)
SMTB2EUTOLICREZBREFOND,

(77 & =]

the bike I RFEMHTEHPEMICK L ZETH Y, XREHEELH 2, 72 the
bike 1x/hX < THEL kb\7¢v‘[i%%oz L6 0 Ao LESZLT v, D
TOHMBENEGHEODZ2HEFEL ST 25, — /T the house T KREL CHMXLDHEE
THYHAELTHEL TV L2 bHMNEHEERD 2,

(15 #ATERZ S ]
(16) 7 bike DEMEZMLM A 2 HN TCREI NG, EH L AV IHFRMITEIL D
DL (is) near the house D5 TH 5,
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[fERAIBRAZ S ]
(16) &k L TC—20ffithh),. 207077 ANV ERET 20 REHOD
is THb, Lo THAMICIE is BRDELD,

[ S )
EFEFETH D the bike \ZHIEF ML the house I L TXEWITEEN D,

DX —DDEHRIAOTCTHRALBILLBLEWICED > T3 2 e
DD, REONLE» L F 2L bike BRIV DDIEH TXEWEL B UMK
SRR E B ETFEE ) HIKELCTh 2 BHEMNIENEE D DDIIF house
ThH Y., FWMWEIL B %2 D DD (is) near the house, TR RMWIRILH %2 D DD is
TH2, TOXIICKHEILLOBMEE XA T2 2 Lic ko TXYFEM ARSI A A B
b,

5. b IC
51. ¥ ¢ ®

HLEERBEIEL, BMIn3Ecicl3Ers BB IsEHANCEDS, 25
LA hficsnT—Ric [Bb] EMFh2fFEABESLTw3, KT
FRAMFEICBTCHwL RS B v HEBoSEEICODTHERL,
BB 2T 7 A, EWRORLZL ., BRNERLS, SGENERLZD © 4 5 0 A
T L ERELE, SRBEROFM AT OZD IR, 20Xk K
DB BMMICEE ST LN, MICKMRINZ2 O ZHMEICT Z2LBLETDH
%,

5.2. SN RE

BRI CEN B ZRICERCEDL 2K ZHHT 22072 FDFEET
Hb, Tk, HGE, WIEFAMEOENMIEL KT N 2 SREHR P MICH Hh
E. D2 OBIbLELTCOFECIVHBINETNI LEbN S,

¥ 7z, AT T Top-down AR H & I N/2dDICBL CHHEICKHEIL &
nNiEmozvwmnrssg &5, Hlx [EREOEROBERE] L) BERBIARICE
WTRT 7RI CTE R, THW] T2 227 L oB#EE] & &ofHEix
FECHEEOERNICEDLDZERLNMBEOT2ICHE >, TNOLATESLTHE,
A= -0 EOERICEKNICEI MDD RESHOMELE D,
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In cognitive grammar (e.g., Langacker 1987, 1991, 2008), various binary oppositions
exist, such as profile/base, figure/ground, trajector/landmark, and reference point/target,
where the former element is characterized as having higher salience than the latter.
However, the term “salience” is used in multiple ways and these asymmetries of salience
listed above are motivated by different characteristics. This paper proposes categorizing
salience into four types (accessibility, informational salience, referential salience,

grammatical salience) as a characteristic reflected in some linguistic phenomena.



