/p\%t :l <1l — 7 / 3 ij{/f?lﬂj
— BHLBBERORFAFERE L TOXE —

B IEA (BERRAART)

1. [FU&IC

HE k4 S 2 £BD%  IZERNA D DT, U IEHERFEO 7 MBRENEMERHOMBEHTHZL T2 &
TBHEEDH B (Wray, 2002). —HT, & FDOSiHIBALER (creative) TH H, BHEZMRICHAGDE S 2 L TH
WERARZED 2 C LICRREDRH 5 & T 2ikam b RE, MEDIC, SHMHOFIERE L U ToE Mk 20k
MTholt LTH, b FDBIEN RSB O RER D72 L3 4uL, A& OFAEICEI L TH] S 2 DR
BISAELE 70 %, — M, ALER 2 SEEMHZ RIS L T 28R B, T3¢ (grammar); EFEIENLS,

ARTIE, 20X BERTOEDORFEZ, "4~ 22l WHEZEHR T2 TR, 2HEIE2-0DHD &
THRFZIIRL, WL OB S Z DI OWTERT 2. U, HlAISGEDOREZ &R TSiE L
(verbalization) | 23R & 723 (Croft, 2007) %, AXGELO KT, BHE B EAER (tool-making) % T#Z %, Z &I
Lo THEM L SFEENT 28R L3> 72 &3 2 TERRIRVAS 4K Et (Cognitive Coupling Hypothesis:  Kolodny
& Edelman, 2018); ZHERIVER & LT, AIRNZEECHEROMLE, 20 EKENa 2= —>a v 22T,
HEEE L 72 RN R 77 v = v 72 B 2GR O@HZ T 5 2 &%, ZHUIZRERIICHIG L WS FE DR
i - PR Z AIRBIC T 2 HIcfiio 7z, LT RFTH S.

ZORED» SR 6 N5 —DODIEIX, HENWARSIEGHTH->TH, TGED (storytelling/narrative) ] £ FER2 X 9 7%
HEhTe— NIt o 25410%, JEERNT Uk OXE &Ei%i?&?%ﬁﬁﬁt’@%?(ﬁé EwHIET
b5, ZM%“C“O?I%@@&@K&) LFEF—F D a— R AEDS WKL L7 b D2 #EE L, ho—MRINEa5E7—
8 & DX 21T > AR 2R T

2. BZE 3145 —v3y, &

21 BEHhOAZa2Z—yavh

30 Ztfii A 788G e FOFED D712 HFIELT0L2Dh, L) RICEWVWT, MzZT5 >
DNEDFET S, —HIFZoMwica L TEFE,, 20k ) e, RBAMEELETH S, &L g,
Everaert, Huybregts, Chomsky, Berwick, & Bolhuis, 2015), 9 —/i%, 23 a= —>av, Th3, tHET2
(e.g., Du Bois, 1985), Z Z CIXMifHENIC X 2 HBEORMFICIZB AL R0, S, H20IEEEEE - 322
rr—3a vy ORBREEIC O W TR I 24T |

FEHEOBOG LICAEFNABBRIRENTHEHM T 2MADHREETH LR —LY A v E2FESIE 5D, Goldin-
Meadow & Feldman (1977) 2SR & 912, A—AH A Y ICHITADTBREMRZ T TSUE) LIRS kI LREEDMH
Do TVRBIEWTPo>TRS, EIANIDL) % TE) ITE > THRBINBITADENETEPZEED X 9 723
R, A=Y A VORI FTHZEITLEORBICIE, ZHUTEPRNICIE bo Tk 2 EREIN
T\ % (Carrigan & Coppola, 2017). CNAHFETH UL, BIEHIHSCEE TRAH L) OIF Tasa=r—v 3
VERBIBNITO w6 72 LA 5 2 L IFEEL W,

L LT, SGEOFEHND 2 2 2 =7 —> a v ¢k, HOPZIF TR T 2 BANHEPEEZ O E 2 D
ThHhtuE, 252 L BYHWAT 'FiE) LwIHIBT M) S 2BERH 2 DI OWTHIHT 2 HENEL 5.
22— avORFFIATLLIEIRVE LT, SHEIRENTHLLUE, Moroasia=r—vay
FOBERDZ DERICHIET 5 EEZ RITUTERBE DR,

2.2 U%%::1—7 vavy

TS EPNBEERIE, EICIE TREZE I 22 —2a v bETH S LVIHITERTHS, LrLH
ii,i%uﬁbfu%kj\l =2 avPEDLIHER2L Dh, EwIHNTHSE, ZOMEDMHRELEE L
THENEHEZRD 9 5 DhH, Kolodny & Edelman (2018) DHER T 2 BAINAE A G (Cogmtlve Coupling Hypothesis:
COCO) TH 5. [HAMRICOEIND 7> 2 —VEHIUY (] 70-25 4R IS8T 2 A7 7% & DML A X
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T 2 701 RFIN TR, 2 L TR ARBEORR L, 21U 77 v =y FOEETH % 2 & D35EfT
7% (Stout, 201 1) IZ X > TRINTE Y, SCEMNZZFEOBL LN RIIN - BEER - FHRioihG o BLE L 78]
BETHo7 I ERRINSD, COCO E, 2D &) BEMAAMROEREZBNIC TRZ 5, L) SiBNRIGE)
D3, FHRIRREONIE 2 2 2 =7 — 2 a v ORISR E 2D, WHDS (ARSI 2 R C) THiBd 5. C
Ll ol, LEZDHDTH S,

BT 28im e LC, }EOEZ, &L FHMz A E:i%, BB TS (verbalization); [CHH LT
W3 HDDIH 5 (Croft, 2007). A \VIZHA L TR WiEEBRZFES 12X, THENMEZ L) LcDd Lo iz oy
mmL%LMLTﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬂ%b,L@ivﬁ,W@%,%%mu%%%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ?%%ﬁ@%ﬁ
GBI 65 2 8T, kEEN, L3552 THD.

COCO L EiEftFiic i 2D1%, T4 < » a2l BVHEYITOWTEELT 2 2 L) 28, FRBISUEED 512
BEoRHERNELWIEZTH S, FLEHOBNITHEL TORWEMELGSROED %, METERMEERL Tuiavik
DOHRFIZOWTEESITIE, PoicEElEnasayr—va vy —nUBREE L 0w)ZETHS, ZDX
9 72% %1%, Dunbar (1998) IZ X 2 FiED "oy vy 7HEE LSOV bDTH S, Iy FEFHET 3L, [
—A3 2T ADKETHY %036, KIEDHIT Twigwy APITOWTOFEDTH D, BARNIC Tf{~<-aa; (1
TOHBERIC O W T oG R &,

3. F&D (storytelling) & 3U%

Croft (2007) D EHET 2 X H IS CEOEIEDS TFiEl, 1ISRO 5N DTHIUE, ORI L HRT, ¥z
Il (storytelling) I2BWTIF X D TS0 OFAEEIHIHICHTL 2 2 RTINS, 22 TARTI, FHLSHEIC

DD TSI L e a— R L, Do—MBINAFEL SE (FICRiE) 7—F L OB E2T95. Z0a—
NAFETIE, FARDTITHADHALSE SN U T OFHlZBGEET %:

(1) FED F—=2IIMbDFE L FET — % L O X EN S
U, HERETELT LY TSUEN) TR LB R N2 FGE RS IR N RS L sl 2 H 2 L b
50, FEDOBETIZZD X ) RFEGESIH S, e LU GEE G2 FoRiin% C ER S s, 59 7l
Th 5.

I, BELEEDO T -8 ZIRIA <mﬁt HBL7z74—<y b THRELL TW3, caBank (MacWhinney &
Wagner, 2010) ND a2 — S 2% FIHA L 7z, B0 IRl L 7257 —4 & L Ti& Bradford Corpus D ZF|H L, D70,
The Michigan Corpus of Academic Spoken English (MICASE: Simpson, Briggs, Ovens, & Swales, 1999) ZflJH L 7.
MICASE % HHUZHI U 72 #8f8E IS D\ TR BRI T 5.

R 1L Fa— S ZADFAREH

a—,82 \ FeEERL Y S e
Bradford 2,893 22268 FI9547 VLY DCOTIVAVTAYAY
MICASE | 151,389 1,602,977 7AFIv 7 AR - aham - MHER R E SRR

T —Z1Z DAY O HH THILBE % 1T 5 72
Q) a NREKZIA—NRADT =¥ &iikiid, FihizitL 7z LT,
b, HEEI LIV SN TV LA DELT (e.g. .+ [/]), BLORHXT (eg. /= °) Z&THIERL, 2
c. XFERHMEETUNLFETH -8,
d. FEEOMHICERL Tld, FEFEEREZR T~y ¥ — (e.g, S B EN T2 D% D0 THEE L LT
AL, EEBITICHE L FEIIETODREEE L THA L .
B2 — R AT BT TR DTSR L R R, Vv VVEORHR E IR 1 IR,
RIZ, WXEDFTAETH 505, TXA LT =5 DA OMEICHTIMETH 2 HSE) Z2EENICHIET 5 2
EIIWEETH 27:0, a— RRIMEINTOEHGEERTT— Y 2FIHT 22 L L L, &b, Habhraoa—
2% Z & Bradford Corpus & MICASE DA TH o778, ZDMHZHDAD LK% 1T 7%,

D https://ca.talkbank.org/access/bradford.html
2 CABank ? “Special CA characters” “*—3" https://ca.talkbank.org/codes.html & Dl L 7.
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CABank D 3 — VA BT B HEEMNT I HKFHEE (dependency structure) ZKTHDTH D, FHifiZ LT, fhoHigh
& DOBERMER R THEES 7 (e.g., SUBJ, OBJ, PRED) 235 XT3, SUEMNICHER 2 F56TH - 7284, root &
7% 5 HIEEIC ROOT £\ 9 & 3 S, Wi 72 E DAL, INCROOT &9 ¥ VdMffEns iz, 2%EE
H, ROOT L) ¥ VBN IN TV HENEENIHED LN S LOEIGTHEL T 2023 T1UE, TR
Xy ZEETHIENTES, BUTIC, INCROOT ¥ 703t Sl FiG DY » 7V % MICASE %42~ § %:

(3) a. *S1: no but that’s not what the +// (MICASE:mtg270sg049.cha)

b. *S2: some kind of control character (MICASE:mtg270sg049.cha)

PO FMEZ DL IR

4) a FA—NRADHKGEAU &7 VY LW OEZ D (% Up £ T 5)

b. Ug 265Gz —2 ¢ Ot L, ZDFEEEN 5 U EOR S THUL, BIOFGFEREA T ICA S

c. T DFEGEHHY 100 1IC% > TG CUHEZ R by 7L, TEZNRT—F L LUK f 2316 T 2

d. a-c Z 100 DKL, Foik f MDY F2oWRRET 2
(4b) IZ B\ THFEDFEIE ICFEBOFEAEZ AN T 2 DI, MR W FEEE IS “yes” 7 £ OWT T UFERE T H 2 wlREM:AS
i, RRICRECEEL L Z 2PN D 270 DIEETH 5.

%8, ARORHOE) THIUIRMEITIE TFED ) THL I ENHET L EEZIOoNDD, ZDIEICH, JEih
D7 x—=Y T4 ST 2 REIEDE N, 2O, MICASE 23— SRR 7ATIv 7P v VDL FEEEa— A
ATHY, HERHERELHURZ L 74— ) T4 BEO I EBPRINSG 20, HENRE L TRFAEGTH S.
72721, MICASE ICIF#fED LI B 74—V T4 DECODH» 6, HkPY 7R EWENAY 2 7 VR0 %
TIRAS EEND D, FFIL71r—<V T4 DEWEZbILS £ I J — (seminars) & KHFLDHEER (lel) DY 7 a—
N G R & L CEE L 7.

HEDREREZR 21T, AEOFH 1) D# D, D57 —4%TdH % Bradford Corpus 1D MICASE &£ D b HY
WIS Z R L7z, seminars & lel (ISR L Ti&, PRUED @0 ESCEZ R LTV 5238, Bradford Corpus Ofifl &
DIFPP TS, ZHHERAEPLE ) D, FHDEDKIETSH % Mann-Whitney O U #HEIC K > THEEE L 724521,
Bradford Corpus & seminars Tl U = 6863.5, p =2.24e — 06, lel Tld U =8194.5, p=2.16e — 15 & 72 D, Bradford
Corpus D3REHIC b A RITESCEDNE W & DR S e,

K25 (V7)) 3= RRADFHE (f) L FEHEERE GER) KO 5 FEUL LOFEE» 0 2 2480 HE & (5+)
a—,82 \ f FEFHEER TSR REFERL 5+ H a—,82 \ f EEERRE SRR RREER 5t
Bradford | 0.95 10.18 2893 22268 0.63 0.93 17.7 12022 132067 0.58
MICASE | 0.76 14.11 151389 1602977 0.56 0.91 19.31 16736 249691 0.75

seminars

lel

7272L, ZhEED 7—4 & L CTH\ 7z Bradford Corpus (3356 CTld % S MEHICB T 255D TH 2 2 £ h 6, SRO

FEAEHDY TFED ) THH T ETIEARL, THEE THH I LICHRL T AREEIZRE L Sk v, 72, &6l

FBT77VhY - TAVAVIIRESN TS I 6, SHAMEOERPVEL TS ARIELEIoNS, 5

BIZFED T— 2 DA, KO, H—Da—m"ARNTH GED ) EALNDLHETEZ ) THVETRLE, X DEWESF

TOHKZIT) 2 LTI oL MEEZHED TITE 72\,
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