BEXEZ T 7—ICE T SERBANDIERDATEE
TNA D)) ZXRe LIcO—NIBFAEZELT *

EI L L&
A Pl
R R B

04241997sumide @ gmail.com

BIE . A &2 7 7 — W90 L SUEMR O A 2 K 2 B TIFSEIC B WT, A X 75 ) Lde
FERRUIHE SR IR FI R 2R LB A P o K & v S M A5 T T & 72 (e.g. Croft
1993, Sullivan 2013, 2016, Lederer 2019), % & icf€ 21X, BESMICAE L 225K & &
NBZHFNIAR 7 4+ ) ANBEREZFTICNE WS T itk ) »rhakng, EREO
Sl E R 2FA L7 7 3% A RZTOND, 22T, KWEIZZOFE%
fEHT 2 —DDFBAL LTA R 7 4 V) AR %E 2T 2 45X BB 4~ L ini g
52 THEMEAZTUI TV L WIHIRBMAZILT, F—RARXT 4L LT [2N4 7]
ENRE LTea— " ZAREEZITV, ZOMEEETT I,

F—U—R 1 AAXET 77— IN1T)L). BRBACERNSH. B CKEFE

1 1FC®IC

Lakoff and Johnson (1980) LAk, ZRASEBEDO T ICHE T A X 7 7 — I AR O
AR L CoOMEICERBYLYTONE T RS oz, LDPL, ZD—/T, A
277 —3FEEOBEDY ., Wb THIROGE] IO WTERINEZ EIFIEEA
Elatrolzb EoTHELIARVES S, DO LX) RO, 2277 W5t
SCEFE D RIS % X - 72 BN 72 BT 78 O —2 2% Sullivan (2013, 2016) T» 3.,

Ll BLOFEMORFEFENFA X7 7 —RBEFAA L 7 7 —ICEPLINTE
D, BFRAZT7 7 —ilonT I ahikmizREL T2 L 3EARVEHILH 5, FF
i, LMo X 9 7 [#ERI%EE (sortal noun) | # &8 A %2 7 7 —RBEIIHRORNR 25
OB EINTLE>T NS,

() a. 2277 —=WED~NL T

FARIE, AR TR (A7 —ba—ot2] (2024 3 H 18 H, X -
HERFE MR F v v X 2) CTHEEPFERLZNEZ D LICL T3,

©2024 Yoshiki Sumide
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b. ABEMRIE O &5

Z TR TR, 2o XS AENATAEH A 2 7 7 —RIADOHEHFEREZIA S
PICTBZLEHNET S, AROBRIZROBEY TH 5, £5 2 Hi CAMFILAH
2 BEIAT R 2 A L. IR 23 2, Hik 3 BiCld, (REUREED 7= 2 I fE Rl £ 3
[NATN] ZRNRE LTa— " AlELFEwET 5, £ LT, 4HTIIINEL 2FEH D
AR AEBL T, a— " AFEOMEEEET L, 5HIZTLDTH B,

2 HESREVATER

AEITIX, FmORIIRE 25 (1) BEELEKEEOXA, Gi) BEMRGFEHE L £ £
7 7 —OBR. (i) FA A L BERAFAD XA, iIconwTih7- 5 2T, KifFZEDHK
MERRT 5,

2.1 BHEMr&ENRORXH)

AL iE (e.g. Langacker 1987, 1991, 2008) ic 3 1F 2 T a0 —oic [BERMY
(autonomy) | & [&7F1% (dependence) | DX A H VD L TFTD X 5 CEHRI LT3,

(2) One structure, D, is dependent on the other, A, to the extent that A constitutes an
elaboration of a salient substructure within D.
(Langacker 1987: 300)

Z T C near the door £ \» 5> KW ZHC & > CHBLILICT S, near 7w 7 7 A4
AMLTWwWBDIE, b 7Yz X— (trajector: tr) & 7 v F~—7 (landmark: Im) D fif
BB TH Y. thedoor ICX > TEFDAF =<7 T v F~— 27 2kl (elaborate)
INd LItk > T, nearthe door £ \») SBREANEHL TCWE, 2O L2rb
Q) DEFICHED & near X the door IZILXTHKFHITH 3 Lo T b b, I 5
IZ. a table near the door %% 2 CH 5 &, T T Tt near the door D A ¥ ——=<[17x b
FV 7 X = atable I X > THBILEI N TWwW3 Z L2 5. near the door % a table
ICHARTIRFTH B w5 2 ki3 (1),

22 HEB/MEMIAZT77—0RBE%

RHDGEDBUR 25 A 2 7 7 —RBLD M7 % 4T - 72 Sullivan (2013, 2016) 1&. KD
X ifilf & FIE L T\ % (cf. Croft 1993, Lederer 2019),
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(3) Autonomy-Dependence Constraint
In a metaphoric phrase or clause that can be understood out of context, every
source-domain item must be conceptually dependent relative to at least one au-

tonomous target-domain item.

(Sullivan 2013: 135)

il & U C Hifl 22 9555 o fth Bh 3 A% SC [Subj V Obj] 2 & 2 CTA %, O TR, B
V777 40T 20RICETZ NIV 208 —LT Y F~—0 2 NTNEE
Subj & HIWE Obj HBUL T 2 LIk o TERI N 20, V BKENTSH Y .
Subj & Obj BHANTH 2 L E N5 ([2), L7=2->T, (3) DisfiE s La
bREZ L, ILPD AL T 7 —fEREE T % [Subj V Obj] 3L Tl V 2SRIFRE I
BT 2EHTH Y, Subj 7212 Obj BEHEEMRICET 2 EHETH L LI kit
%, FEBE. The lawyer built an argument L \>>7= XA 27 7 =K% EZE 2 THh L L, B

a table near the door

near the door

a table |

near the door

X 1: a table near the door ® X (Langacker 2008: 203)
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ZA built 13 <THEORIES ARE BUILDINGS> & W9 X X 7 7 — ORIEFEIC. BHWWEE an
argument (I BEAEIBICZ N ZNE L T3 Z L2320 % (Sullivan 2016: 1451F.),

Conceptual relation: autonomous dependent autonomous

| | |
Syntax: Subj v Obj

] 2: @I (Sullivan 2013: 93)

2.3 &R CRRBFEAOXE

RAEDOHA A TIZ, SFEEIRIZ [E/ (thing)] 2> [EH% (relationship)| @ &
Lok T T FTANTEEINED, ZOIBLFAN T 7 7 ANTEDIEE) T
Hb, xL T, WRKERGA, €7 BEERNICARL TWw5—J7 T, BREIBEENIC
#77 L T\» % (Langacker 2008: 200), < D% HREICZ TIILIE, &M ic B
LCnw3E/ %2707 7407 5458 3MRIREROERICANZ 0 L) G E
Npz i, 20, LEDAX 7 5 ) AN RERIZEEEATETH 2 &)
TlichkoTLED, LaL, BEICHFRAZ 7 7 — X ICHFET 5,

2T, RifETld% < o e{T7if%E (e.g. De Bruin and Scha 1988, Lobner 1985,
2011, Barker 2019, P51 2003) icfiE > C, A2 XD L5 220D 7 T AICHET 5,

(4) T&54% 5 (sortal noun):
bR e DBIRICHS FLCE 2T 0T 7 A VT B4

(5) BA1%%a3A (relational noun):
fhONRE DEBRICEWTHIDTE ) 2707 7 AT 345

RIS S 21, WE DE (T [I8 (argument) | ZHLEE T30 M0 L ) HICEN
Ind, Bl MER] B<FHPeXEAHFCILERMELTIA>SLWLIEKTH
b, CoEMERE-EIEZO AT EFR] THhs, 20— T, [fFH] i3HIc<
HHEMEIELEZASEVIEKRTH Y, [OODIEE] L) X o z8EL
OHPHL2ICLEWIRY . B2 A (EH] THLE2E ) R TE Ry, 20
Bo [filz] Kb2b00ETH 5,

BURATRC RO IR T N 2 ARG IZTHIC X - TRIBUIL I 2 B2 H 5
LI RICEVWT, ZOHEH~NTKFNTH 2 LIBETE 2, LD > T, Croft
(1993: 359) i%, {3l 2 (X the mouth of the river T, mouth 23F5FRIVICIX river £ Y
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LIKFEHITH D, Z DT river 5 mouth £ Y d BEMNTH S, & LT3 (cf
Sullivan 2013: 117-119), ZHIC X Y mouth ® X 2 7 % ) A TR (3) DilH
FEKLEWE TS 5, L. Jamrozik et al. (2013) 13BIfR 4 G p3Mth o 4 5 X
DHRAEX 77—l RT VI L 2R T LEEROMEZMEL T3,

Lo L, RFFEO ZIRIG T LAFENAFAOBERRE I R0t W HTH b, B
AL IR Y HELE L L wEIEFHEOG G, SERRICKFELTwE L)
SEOMEmITEICSHE L v, 22T, KfFE Tl —oonEElEE LTRD X 5 ki
LTk,

(6) AEAZEDREH:
KFEDY T I NGRERCIIFEINLFATH 2HFBA X7 + ) VR EZ T
% BRI I3 BIR A FA A~ DERIE A Z %

CZCTHERDIF, ZORNEIITRXRTCOEHLFABRIDA NI TV —ICL>TAL
T VANREREZITEL V2 ERTEIIDTHRVEVIFTH D, FloR
FITY—E LTHEEDO L RNVICE 7245 B MKEDORRIC X - THRIGFE D A £
7+ D ANGBIRRABAREIC R b H B!,

3 OA—NAPE

KEicld, LD AMEET 2720145 [ N4 7] A RE Lz —RARX
TAET), BEOHMBLLTE, VT IALMN (e FVRAMK - 2XYHICE
FoHEH - EE) LB W THERLE S LAWERAFTH L L REA X7+ ) AL
IERCER S T 3 ABISHYERAE NS Z e BT L5,

AWHFETliE, [54 7] e TRIRARE A~ DI 2 o T 2 208 22 T 3
5720 EM X COERBEZHW2, Lido [{FE] or—23Z25Thot X
ST, BREFAOEIZ bW S [FRrEE (possessor)| & LTHI/REN D Z LT LA
ETH B2, WEEOHEIXEN (e.g. my, her, Mary’s) % of f1H5. HARGED L& 13HH)
F (o] BThicdhiz 2, FEEL. Haspelmath (2008, 2014, 2017) 13 B{R 4 & 235 5 4
HE DAL CAERLYSTVWEVSI Z ek a— AR ELOREL TS, 20D

! Sullivan (2013: 104ff) I X 3 a v = 7 X045l (2022) ik 3 N1 ©
N2 | O SR E Nz,
2ERLEEOBBREZ S TH B X, AREics T3 [FrF] &3k L Tk
DOFTHEREEXT % b D Tid 7\ (cf. Taylor 1989),
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TLaEIT AL L. H2AFOMBRATFS L X IZHTARCT o AR CHEER I Hl
5 Z EDHRETH B L E 2 biLD (Glass 2022: 837), % Z T, AWIFETHERAEHES
L LT ICHBIBIR 2 H 2 L WO HIfED b Lk 2 2 & &
5,

31 F&

KICEAEN RFAEDOFEICOWTHRRL, £3. a— ~ZWEOHEL S LICUAT
DL a AREERT 2, AECHERAT 20, [HHE] KU [RAHRES
EEWEGMa— 2] (P ANV 3272 T2 =Y 2 2021.03) TH 3B,

Rl: ATy &4 TN OHIER

NATN oy ANA T

N © X] a c
- [N @ X] b d
“at a+b c+d

FHDa 3D 245 [ NATAN] BRAZT7 3V ANTHERS N, 2o, FrE#EX [N
DX]EBTEZ XAy McART 25 (e. N DA T ) OMBETH 2,
ZDO—HT, bix [NATN] BAZ T3V ANICHERHEIN T DD, AKX
INDOX]icBF2 XDRuy MERLACEFOMMEETH S, HERIC, cid [~
AT BV TF ISR, 220, A IND X]IcET23 X DAY MIC
AT 2FH0] (le. N DAL TN ) OHBETH Y, dIFWY 77 Vil
TW3LDD, AR IND X Ik T3 X DRuy bTAER L 72w o fsEE
Th 3,

i, E L7z m2KED LICHFTY 7 F REAVTT 4 v ¥y — D IETERER
i€ (Fisher’s exact test) #1795 Z & T, XA 7L 3 &4 T & CHIERHCE D
OO XICERD L0 L) IO L, ZOBROIFENRG Hy & O SARKEE Hy (3%
NENUTDO L ICHET 5,

Hy: SA TNy &4 70 BFTERESCIN © X] i) 2 X CREEART 3,
Hy: XA 70y 3470 XOBFEHBCINO X]ICEITs X IicAEkRLP
T,

Fons pEAHEKE o =0.05 2 N - 72856, WK Z AL L2 IE %
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BHTzzE T3,

32 #BR

[HERAAEEZSESMa— 2] ITBWT, [ 7] Z2ETEHITEIET 93
HROhr o, TD5H, [NATN] BAZT7 5 Y ANVICHEF I TS L fH
INZHDIREIMHT, VFINCHHEIRTVwE LHIENE DI 1813 TH o
720 BB 6MFICBILTIE, AL EZLNE L DR MBS ZL HWR D270 D
THY., SEHOTENR,:LRINT 2L L Lz, FEONRE 27 87 th% Lib
DI AR > THELIZERBZUTOX2 TH 3,

§2: jw/f%%ﬁ]ﬁ@;ﬁﬁ%: [N 4 7“}]/J

NATN o AN T

[N D X] 40 5
- [N @ X] 29 13
At 69 18

o pfEiE p=0.02111929 THH . AEKE a=0.05 Z FTEI>7, 2F D,
ARXTZFYVANMEREING [ N4 T ZY T IMEREING [N 70 Xk
LITEBSCTHEEICARLLTWE W) 2 EBHERINE, 2F0, Dty [N
ATN] KB o TE 2, HEL» ICHER A2 BRI~ L L T\ B L AR
INZEFToTELZRNWIES D,

4 ER

HIfiCiZ, T4 7] oL D b BIREGFH~DIEAEZE S Nz, £ 2 TR
flicix, MEINEZFHOFEMADITEZITV, TOMBBRICOVTEREZED T E
72\,

PHEMAMICIE, AT &S AFfilE ) 7 7 i &L 72,

() - BRTEERZIO, BEITADOBHBEEE, N4 TV E2HT,
(LBi2_00077 3330)

(i) ZNIFKIEBED N TN ZFAE, ZOHICOTEFT T WBELRTL %2,
(LBh3_00112 6990)
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4.1 FREEXICERTS TN17))

F—, BRA G~ OBICOWT, N4 7] PERTZIH, Thbb,
T35 IND] OBREDBISE A HOERT 2, (N IEa2—R2A LTROP o AXT7 +
YAr7 INDASL TA] OREBEARBEFO—ETH 54,

(7) a. 72 I=XLDANL T (LBmn_00019 45760)
b. ZYEERCEB) DN A T (LBmn_00019 43880)
C. 7z IZA DA TN (LBg2-00049 810)

INHDOHEFITIE, IND| 2EFRT 24505 A X7+ Y ANVICHENT 27200 HEE
AR ELTWEeEZLNES, HlZIE, (Ta)icsFs [72I=X20] - (Tb)
O [LWMBHBCEF D |, (To) D [72 IR D] 372 I=2RLF A4 v EuRL,
[RNATN] ZF VR 2XYEF AL v TidRL, 723 =XLF A4 VTR
MT2LE2BELTCEEEZLND, ZRICED, [N TA] IZ<FYRPME-
IXYHICHE T 28 - BES LW ERTIE AL, <72 I=XLICE0WTHERD
LXER>E I AR T VAN fBRBAIREL 7 5D TH B (£ 3).

3 (7) OEM L 755 T B FGEIR

FURAMH - 2 XVYH 7zI=XL
(& s FEIE) (H )
B — 7z I=RA}
532 — BT 5
EE — 2 D R

NA TN — MER B % SCHR

INEREBRIC TN @] M5 o 2@ES) - WA B E L CTETELTw5 &
BbLN3HEMiIfic kDL b Dnd 3,

8) a HFEBHD N[ T (PB12.00253 19560)
b. NEERIFD N4 7 (LBi9.00165 82210)

YHIF L7223 T ORI ZY v 7 ID LB R L TE <,

3> Diegnan (2005: 161) b, —# D & {&EAE (e.g. body, head, eyes, face) D A X
77 —HICHEHIBOERIC X o TERMiI NG Z L&k a — " XPEDL» O WE
LT3 (cf. &4l 1994),
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c. RehEREHD AL T (OY14.11822 11320)
d. KIEGEE D A T (PM31_00164 4010)

IhbLDFEFlicE T N &, HEEE, AEENKES, KaerkERER,

SAGTER) &\ o 72 BEFE 2 M 4 2 2 & T, [ 7| 235% 4 o-AES) - WA

BT L <MHEHED B LRSI RAR T+ Y ANEIEREZT 5 LICHFSLTWABS,
%72, IND| HE O HIEER ZIEE LT3 L i3E 2 I WEHl S fFET 5,

9) a. BWHEZD A T (LBn3_00066 20)
b. 77y aFrTAhY v IO L TR (LBd5_00017 56050)
c. L DREZEDNA T (PB45_00150 52300)
d. ZKDASA TN (0Y14.04481 1310)
e. HMTICELZ PR I=BbDANL T (PB13.00395 27730)
f. ZEED AL T (PM53_00033 2150)

R OEmME Y o NEF, (9) TIHHEERBE LTHE N AL v, BEF AL v,
FHEFAA VWSS BERE N A4 VBTEEIN TR WS ZLikhk3, L
L. SNHEDF AL VICFY R MK - 2 XYHE A4 v & ORBEENELM:%Z0 30
EPCHEIE T AD72H), BLA, ITNLDAXT7 7 —KREOEBEL R >TED
lZ. Lakoff and Turner (1989: 162) 235#f# 3" % <GENERIC 1s SPECIFIC> TH 5 £ F 2 b
nz’, 22Tk, BELELPANEDKAZIRRT 272014 TAESIRT 5 &0
5 FEE OGS A U A % FF o B2 2 DRI D 72 912 & 2 F5E O Wk A S5 I
TELEW) XY RN AECERINTHWEDTH S, 2L T, INDJ 2D 3
EMHEEEL. 2O RN G ZFERIcEET 2 22T, N4 T4 ] 384D
EH (e.g. BWHEH. 77 v aFr I AhY v s H)B<BECTT > LS
AXTF ) ANGMRBAEEIC o T EEZ OND (R 4),

 IND| BEETE2DIZ7 = I =X 4, HFHEED), AEZERNSOHES), KAaef
FEREE, REGEH) L o Z{JREE 2 N A A v Tlde <, MR thaE
B BEFXA v TH2 L dETE 20, KETIIZOMEEICIZZD AL 7
WwZkicd s,

7 Sullivan and Sweetser (2010) X O# 5 (2011) 3 h iz Mk 2 27 7 —&
H72d 2 L ICEEEN 723735 % & o T 325, ARa Tl Lakoff and Turner (1989)

WCHEWAZR 77— LT ZiED 5,
8%&@%@#%%\#5;9 CFLY [HEH] THBELRES RV, HE

i TER ) EIERZ 2T L7zw,
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K 4: (9) M L 755 T 2 FRBIR

SPECIFIC GENERIC
(&2 R pEIED) (H )
2 — A U 1o &4 % Fro E [
532 — >
EJE S — T % fRih 3 2 72 0 O 15§
NA TN — SE1TT B ik

DX ICEGT AL4FAEMIRNT 27200 HAEE AR ET 2 L WO BEEIR TR
XA U H AR5 (domain adjective) | LI 2 X 4 7OBAFICHRD LMD (e.g.
Sweetser 1999, Sullivan 2013, Reijnierse et al. 2018, Zwarts 2019), %l x (X, mental
exercise £\ A X7 7 —RKITIX, FBITT 2 WA mental 23t4%5¢3 % 445 exercise
%5k N A4 v (Bopy domain) Tld 7z <. & F X 4 v (miND domain) THERF 25 2
EEIEEL T WY, Goatly (2011: 182) 13, D & 5 RiEfiEHE %, HIEMHEK %I
ELOORMT DHFANAL 7 7 —ThHE e RTHIEOILKIEELE AL T
w3,

B, IND] BHIRIEE S LCHEEL T e E2 5N 3D FET 3, (10)
CkBIF2 [f—o] 2 (MM &, thals) - BAECHD 2 €2 L Tw»
LA, T2TO INDJ d. AX 74 ) ANRRRE S MBHRICHES T 2
PR EHiL w5 [B=HEHA] (e.g. FAR2003) & L TRZZ2XEHDTH 5,

(10) a. - POHFIKFAL D LN a—ICL>T“HLRE” ~LH HE—D A

TNTHY - (PB17-00204 5010)
b. 7 Z B LK 2LARTOFAICE 5T, ME—E—DNf TAnz D X
Ve an7] ZolkbiF T, (PM11.00472 6410)

ZFofRbYic, odFicfiLcwbnzYa—ict>T R [ FurzHigsLIED 3L
FIDFAC & T AN 2 £ M % HIEEfE & L CHEE T 3 IR OMERE 4 1H > Tw»

O I AA VIBETIEZ NAMEMIT D A5 L R TR TH 2 DICH LT,
N XA VIERFIZZD#TH 5 & X5 (Dancygier and Sweetser 2014: 135),
KR, FEN A A VIBRFTH B large 1T large molecule & large planet CEVE
BENTVICEBT 08, F A4 VBRI TH 2 academic 1% academic job &
academic intuition TEL EE > TX VI EERBEH L 72\,
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B, THE, WEBE To] PEFRLCLES L 2EIT 2 &0 UK BB S,
IND| TlE7a< INIKE o T 2HRIEHEE L GERINEMBRICK S L THRK
TwneHEEING,

LALo@gnr o, T84 7] (T EEHEE 2 45E 3 2 WiRiEtE 2. AR TN
D] ELTERTZLWIUDREZD7ZA), ZOWHICLY, 2275V ALk
[RNA TN YT IR AL 7] XD DERICHAMITERLLTVE W)
HERIMEON LR T 720,

42 PFRBEEXICERELEWL TIN1T)L

ARXZ7F+VANGE INDODAATA] BT INO] B —FHOHREZETH B0
WL ITERESCICAER L v T4 70v | 3Rl o RIS ¢ L 8BS I 4R
ANz, EEE TEMSUCERLAV29FD S 5, ZoR¥: IN o] Lo ik
fEiEz S E=HcH 2, T, ZHEOREN LD DICK > TERRZED B,

B2, Bido NIk -Tl BZZEIFons,

(11) a. BEEKECARFAICE 5T, N4 T %5 721 &
(0Y03.06847 2210)
b. BEEZR I ERICE 5T, N4 TAELFIRERTH D
(PB54_00269 45890)

OB LICREP, 22T INIgE->T] 28 IND| tlEbkicHIEEE~IEE T 5
BEREZ R/ LT3, 20X INIZE->T] B IND] oftHE LTHHINS
e, R A TF VAN [N TA] ICRoZ5ETIERV, LD XS 7%,
HEBRZEZBICd IND| & INIKE-T] B 7 7L —XBHEETH B,

(12) a. HONIE. BORRICHEY £,
b. HD AT, FAICE 5> TRRICHZ=D 5,

DFD,IND| & INICE-T] EZ2dZH VT 7% RICHE W CHET 5 BEEE

(e. HOMHR) ZALTWE EF 2, ZNRICAZ 7+ U AABnLARICE TS HEZE

T OEE L W BT 2R AT e BRI N2, ZL T IND] & INIZE»

T PBRAFEOERT 2HOWR L I BREZIME T 2 UL, INICL 5T Off

ik T4 70| OBRAT~DIRIEEY ZHT 2D THLLEFZX 559,
BAC, BER -] offtyazxiFsnsg,

(13) a. ~-FEitxk LB EHEOMC, N4 Tk [F4FMTco2E 2T
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LRSS, PV Yy —DIINRDBD o T2,
(0Y13.06363 16670)
b. T XL a—F VMRS TANBRIFERDIE L VI,
(LBs2_00061 25510)

BRI INDO]®INICEoT] LidREARY, HEMEMZIEET 252 H->
T, 22T [-H] OEGBEREIL. [4 7] otk z 40 o FIBE
i (e, TERBNF) ~LBLE®Z L 2A1CH D (cf ILT 2013), RAEICE W TUE
KA 7 e 7 7 A v$ 2013 [IERREIRYEMR (nonprocessual relationship) |
TH Y (e.g. Langacker 2008: 115-116), T DmIcH T [4 T (72)] 13, Bf%
G~ Oipffs & [FERIC, BEEOIKT - KEFEHOIMARZ o TWwa e E2 57595,
B, HAATIN + SA TR wIBREL b 0b —ERHAO o7,

(14) a. 7eREROFEHRETZENFAL 72 TERAKE S 7] fH&
(0OY 1427558 2180)
b. [ZARA| ODEZHZLAAL T

(PM41.00223 270)

Croft (1993: 360) i%. clothes tree < acorn cup & \» 5 5% TlE. clothes / acorn
P tree / cup D FAE 7n FEbHEE (salient substructure) Z K@t LT3k 0| tree / cup
KENARERZETH L E VLI EERL WS, cREHMciZsET5L, &
ABHF N+ ANATAL D [ANL T OiRfTFEEE® 2 —DODETH L EEZD
ns,

Zokric, ALy clY EFZ=FEEORIERE LD N4 7]
ORI 4FD O BB T ~DIE, Thbb, AFMEORT - KEE O & Bk
HbDTHY, RLTAMRORHEFET 2D TR DTH 2,

5 &HHIC

ATt LGNSR X2 7 4 U AR % 2T 2 BRICBIR A G~ D onifa ke
T3 EWHIRFENT, %l [ N4 TA] ZWRE Liza—"ZHEICL>TZ DM
AR, FEOHER, AX 74+ AAE [ NATA]| BYTFIARITNINDE
BICAEBLcERLYT W LoMEREh, BEFSZIEET 2 EEXHE LTI
RIZRARA T~ L T B AR AR S Tz, 2, FTAERESCICAERL v
(N4 7] OFFUCBIL T, AL IR0 R CcHEEOKT - IKEE O
MBEHIN TS Z LRI NI,
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BEIC, SHOBEL L CRERZLFHTOREOLEELSE T 5N S, Ao HI
Z. TRCOZFA 2 7 7 — 1L CHER A S BRAFE~OEAEZ 5 L %
FIRT 3D DT RNED, [N TN ICERAZYTCCHE - B8 2B hoTz, &
Tz, AfEZIVERDPZDDO~NEFIEXEZ 20T, N4 7] Dotog
AENRE LEEABESLEARARTHL L IFEEIRDILLIATH D,

BEXH

Barker, Chris. 2019. Possessives and relational nouns. In Paul Portner, Klaus von
Heusinger, and Claudia Maienborn (eds.), Semantics: Noun Phrases and Verb Phrases.
177-203. Berlin/Boston: De Gruyter Mouton.

Croft, William. 1993. The role of domains in the interpretation of metaphors and
metonymies. Cognitive Linguistics 4(4): 335-370.

Dancygier, Barbara and Eve Sweetser. 2014. Figurative Language. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press.

De Bruin, Jos and Remko J. H. Scha. 1988. The interpretation of relational nouns. In
Proceedings of the 26th annual meeting on Association for Computational Linguistics.
25-32. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Diegnan, Alice. 2005. Metaphor and Corpus linguistics. Amsterdam/Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company.

Glass, Lelia. 2022. Quantifying relational nouns in corpora. English Language and
Linguistics 26(4): 833—-859.

Goatly, Andrew. 2011. The Language of Metaphors. 2nd edition. London: Routledge.

WARZZT - JAET - HFILSUE - AHE—. 1994, [45E 0 HIRIEREL & Z D
AR TSR 5 49 Il E R R ] (N THIRE R CBAIEHFE)
139-140. fHHALHF 2.

Haspelmath, Martin. 2008. Frequency vs. iconicity in explaining grammatical asymme-
tries. Cognitive Linguistics 19(1): 1-33.

Haspelmath, Martin. 2014. On system pressure competing with economic motivation.
In Brian MacWhinney, Andrej Malchukov, and Edith Moravcsik (eds.), Competing
Motivations in Grammar and Usage. 197-208. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Haspelmath, Martin. 2017. Explaining alienability contrasts in adpossessive construc-
tions: Predictability vs. iconicity. Zeitschrift fiir Sprachwissenschaft 36(2): 193-231.

Jamrozik, Anja, Eyal Sagi, Micah Goldwater, and Dedre Gentner. 2013. Relational words



156

have high metaphoric potential. In Proceedings of the First Workshop on Metaphor in
NLP. 21-26. Association for Computational Linguistics.

Lakoff, George and Mark Johnson. 1980. Metaphors We Lve By. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press.

Lakoff, George and Mark Turner. 1989. More than Cool Reason: a Field Guide to Poetic
Metaphor. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Langacker, Ronald W. 1987. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar, Vol.1: Theoretical
Prerequisites. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Langacker, Ronald W. 1991. Foundations of Cognitive Grammar, Vol.2: Descriptive
Application. Stanford: Stanford University Press.

Langacker, Ronald W. 2008. Cognitive Grammar: An Introduction. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Lederer, Jenny. 2019. Lexico-grammatical alignment in metaphor construal. Cognitive
Linguistics 30(1): 165-203.

Lobner, Sebastian. 1985. Dfinites. Journal of Semantics 4: 279-326.

Lobner, Sebastian. 2011. Concept types and determination. Journal of Semantics 28:
279-333.

FARBTRER. 2003, T5 =JAG & 2 0B H | TREEH R HARGE H A
15: 1-28.

#E3AEEA. 2011, [Generic is Specific 13 2 % 7 7 —p—IBRA OEBEE T LIC L %
BRAE— 1 THARIAI S dh A2 8] 2: 182-191.

PEIL{E . 2003. T HAGE# 5] o G & 35 R — 45 m 19 %4 540 & JERE Ry 44 36 f)
—J Hni: 0o LERE.

Reijnierse, W. Gudrun, Christian Burgers, Tina Krennmayr, and Gerard J. Steen. 2018.
On metaphorical views, dynamite, and doodlings. Review of Cognitive Linguistics
16(2): 431-454.

Sullivan, Karen. 2013. Frames and Constructions in Metaphoric Language. Amster-
dam/Philadelphia: John Benjamins Publishing Company.

Sullivan, Karen. 2016. Integrating constructional semantics and conceptual metaphor.
Constructions and Frames 8(2): 141-165.

Sullivan, Karen and Eve Sweetser. 2010. Is “Generic is Specific” a Metaphor. In Fey
Parrill, Vera Tobin, and Mark Turner (eds.), Meaning, Form, and Body. 309-328.
Stanford: CSLI Publications.

AP, 2022, TA 2 7 7 —BREESC TNT @ N2J B3 2 5% — [Hioi) & [+ v



IERERIAERD 2H3075 (2024) 157

b o] ZHIic—] TEERYARE] 28: 49-69.

Sweetser, Eve. 1999. Compositionality and blending: Semantic composition in a cog-
nitively realistic framework. In Theo Janssen and Gisela Redeker (eds.), Cognitive
Linguistics: Foundations, Scope and Methodology. 129-162. Berlin/New York: Mou-
ton de Gruyter.

Taylor, John R. 1989. Possessive genitive in English. Linguistics 27: 663—686.

WM EAR. 2013, TR S R RE R OGaEikAE | BPRDIERT (i) THIH ABERE o ¥
7t 83-108. Hint: HntE Hikk.

Zwarts, Joost. 2019. On domain adjectives and the metaphors they modify. In Proceedings
of the 22nd Amsterdam Colloquium. 437-444. ILLC.

FRHI—NX - EBEY—I

[RAHARES X S35 2 — Y 2] ver.2021.03, E 7 EFEFLHT,
https://chunagon.ninjal.ac. jp/
R: A language and environment for statistical computing. R Foundation for Statistical

Computing, https://www.R-project.org/



158

On a possible conversion into relational nouns in nominal metaphors:

A corpus-based case study of baiburu

Yoshiki Sumide

Sullivan (2013: 135), who attempts to fuse the studies of metaphor and those of grammar,
claims that “every source-domain item must be conceptually dependent relative to at least
one autonomous target-domain item.” This constraint, however, is often hard to apply to
the analysis of nominal metaphors because most nouns, which are defined as profiling
things in Cognitive Grammar, are supposed to be intrinsically autonomous. To resolve the
contradiction, this study hypothesizes that nouns, especially sortal ones, might undergo
a conversion into relational ones to facilitate metaphorical interpretation by increasing
their dependency, and conducts a corpus-based case study of baiburu (“Bible”).

As a result, it is discovered that baiburu more often appears in the possessive
construction (i.e. N-no-baiburu) when metaphorically used than when literally used,
which suggests that the sortal noun in question turns into a relational one. A close
analysis of the data shows that the additional element which baiburu requires plays a role
in identifying target domains in which it is metaphorically interpreted. It is also found
that instances of baiburu which do not occur in possessive constructions increase their
dependency by other means such as N-ni-totte (“for N*), N-teki (“N-ish”) and N-baiburu
(N-N compounds).





