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1. [EC®IC

SREOMERI R HR (HEEEREY) BV T, [SRB M2 2V SEOREMA 2070w b, F2a
LAAF =B, ZOEZBTAC L TCESELHCNIERL I 2ARBICT 2 FORAGENICREEhZ 2,
Ehoted, —HATZEDES ke b Mk oFICETASEHTIESIEICY » TEERXWHIT A 7312
WENRWE WS HTHAAL LA A SNTE. ZD XS RMEAICT2REELRD 5 200, SEOAR
BHMHEE% MEE (conventions)] IZKDZEZHTH 3 (e.g., Schmid, 2015). L2 LA SARIFILTIX, SiEICIZ,
ZOREREEE ARTIEFITE TR ZARVHEEDHDoTWa Z e Z2iEHL, Bbhic, Sitr H#
(norms) | ¥ LT & 2RBI W2 S5i88, [SFEDOMHREH (Norm theory of language) | & % W\ & [#H# 53522 (Norm
linguistics) | 2R T 3. ZD7/=®IZ, Southwood & Eriksson (2011) Z+H¥ LT MEE) ¥ TRE oERZHS
DIC LT BT, SEROMRA RHEEPHEOMNEICER T2 2R, $RZDXIXEELARTIETVL DO
DFEFER - BEGHA N H 5 Z e 2 FIRT 5.

2. BBrLTOHSE:EE

BEICETIZERMCBVWTRIZE DD 35HE 1 Lewis (1969) 12 X 2 1EEFHTH A 5. Lewis (1969) 13 1EE &
5 — LHEERIC BT B 12— 4 (coordination games) DfE, D F b 7RI (coordination problems) DFRHE | ¥ L
THZZ2EZ R, MUEOBERROMEZRE N, My — 21280 TiE, 7L —Y—258IR T 2 iR DfHA
BHEL L THWCHRREEZR OGN, »OHEDEDLETOT L —Y =22 OIS EZEINT 2 Z L AYF F LWl
IRRE (coordination equlibria) 2SEETEIE LIS 2 2%, Lewis lZZ D 5 5 D—DONZ 5 IHBHEM LB & » TERENIC
FEIRXNEELEINT- b DEIEYE L EFE L T= (Lewis, 1969: 78). il LB D EA L E SMIEETT 20 W5 E
X, EAGEBL BRI DFELLARETH 52—/ T, SEIEDFEROERZ L2 VIR D IEHEZED Y 27 04T
57— NTHMDOEIEZ & 2EIE NN ENEEND (Lewis, 1969: 6). Lewis (1969) 137, ZD X5 %18
HOERIERT2H0D—or LTHE (ERFRE HHD RIFTW5.

SREREE AR THEIIMIC O BEZ MR TE 5. (RFEMRL & Z A Tld De Saussure (1959) 232501 F 1555, T3
SEFERE S 5B~ (Discourse-Functional Linguistics) ] ¥ #iX 12 —HEDIFFUCB VW THEEL TWS B SiErEE &
RIZEZITEZ 5. B2 DuBois (1985: 363) IZ & % “Grammars code best what speakers do most” &\ 9 SCIEBIX
F&EE ] 20 S I dAE A A FRSR e L TR HE L2 d D2 E 2 5415, Thompson & Couper-Kuhlen (2005: 484)
DFEIRT 5 i (clauses) | DFERED MHHATA L OREMBIEEE ) ¥ A% L TW5S KT Lewis (1969) DIEFIZEKT 5
(“the clause can be thought of as a crystallization of solutions to the interactional problem of signaling and recognizing social
actions”). WTEDHIZETIZ, Schmid (2015) DIEZE T % [EC & 7 /L (Entrentchment-and-Conventionalization Model) | {Z
BT MEEML (conventionalization) | &5 7 mt ANFFEOARIIMEE & 52 2 FH . L THRINTEE ST
W5, RS2 (Construction Grammar) | DRI IFFEE TH % Adele Goldberg dITEDEETEIEDERE LM
BO—2r LTALAD NMEBIZHES ] 2V HEEZITTWS (Goldberg, 2019: 9).

D XS ICEE (DERNLRNE) 2188 £ A3 RBEKA LikmOERICH O, HRIATVWARVDHDHE
DIUI—EDOTHTRMEZE/-EZ T THIEETZ DA,

3. BB CREBOBRMGE

MEE ) » LIXLIRREFNICH DR, FRCRERAX A 28E& 2 LT, TH#E (norms)) 2 Foh 2. EEHE L dI12a
TamT B EIN, AADITENEHINT 2HSMREVHEL LTERAT2bDEEX 27255, L LEE:
2R X 51T Lewis (1969) TRICEFR T 2D THIUX, BEH e HEIIE R 2 D0 LTHEMINEITHS. KAHIT
BMEOBREZEME L, SHELZEECRBAEBrARITRNE T 2HBZHMELT 2. BRI, 18Y 2 HEo



BIfRMEE LC, MERE—HRT 2 W77 (1B = H# &), BEE2REo—HLeE2 2 /75 (1BY as Hid#] &), &
HEEEE Oy 52 B (JH# as 18E] 3 28N L2 LT, MEEHIMNCOBRENICO R -72bDr T3
Southwood & Eriksson (2011) DMz 1ERT 5. AR L L FORFOERLIT> THOLEMICABNEZN, #H
HOERIAE DR L I A XEFEHTITS .

3.1 [1BE = #REE] 51, [1BY as HREC) 54, [FRE as BHH

Goldberg (2019) (& Evbi@ b MEFICHES | L WIANLADWEESHEOAREEZEZ 2 L TEEAMEEDO—D L L
TW3H, ZOFMZ Tk W SEEERENE AL A% L TW5 (“humans treat language as a normative enterprise’:
Goldberg, 2019: 9)| ¥ WHHER L 523D LARRTVS. ZOHKHEY L HHDOZR IOV TOERHEMIE
FOREINTWARW/z®, Goldberg (2019) 1& MEE | %= THH#, HE—HLTW2bDEbhs.

HEEROZICEN TV 22, Fid Lewis (1969) X[FAEDOHFTHERDEAL TS, 22T MHowaHEE X
HEIEZ w5 (BZDOHTIERY) e MEFEFHEO—/) 2 wvs FRIEHI ATV S (Lewis, 1969:
97,99). EE, RICHFLHEOEGETHETE ZIE, Ve U0EGD—T, B2 XEMEEITT 2 20 1EY
WL T 2 EMZEE [RNE) THRWIERBEIEEH, LZETT2200 TEEhs ) KeELT,
ZIOTRWTEIZIZ Z e PEER, BEICX > TEHIEEINA SN2 Z 2i1Z# 57255, %7 Hawkins, Goodman,
& Goldstone (2019: 159) (3 R#ICRH S 25im 2 BE T2 CHED 3 2D XA TR LTED, 20550—D0%
ME¥ (conventions)| £ L TW37®, HEOHIEEZZLIDEEZTVWA IV DH 5.

—77, HEZEEO M ARTEZHOEFETS. FIZBH 272 Schmid (2015) X EFEEWK T2 2 oD 1
R LTk FOEERORIMIEZ EF AL L7z €% (entrencment) | ¥ HXWIHAIEZ 71k L7 MEEL
(conventionalization) | ZAE L, BEFO—MIE & LT TRELARFFK (normation) | 2 WHHREZEFTED, Z0D
HEDRITTVD WS T Lewis (1969) DIEHHTEEL L DA I BT TH S L WO FEHZIToTWV5.
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DERTERXS, B HECET 22 OFEm THE IZR—HEIN 20— FBMFICAEINE L WVWIE X
Ji%H > TW3 %, Southwood & Eriksson (2011) 23453 % & 512, FH#EITIX Lewis (1969) DEFRT 2 1HE L 1ZHS
PICERR ZHEMib - TE D, EhFERIC MBEEOMEZ R WHE PFEEL S 2 A THEIZERED DD
DBEMICER DD ARITRETH 5.

FEHREICIIEED X 5 ICAREE T 2 FE Y UTHRET 2 ZFIMABMEEICE Y 5T, A& IEHRE
721 2 WO EBEEG 2 5 205 THHEME (normativity) | 234> > T\ % (Southwood & Eriksson, 2011: 199). % - &
b Z DRilE Lewis (1969) DEGRTHME SN TED, ZORDATIE 1B as H#) FicdHEIZRWL. LaL,
Lewis (1969) DIEEH TIRIEE OBOLICARAIRTH o 72 2 DOBEEIRBADOFALICIIAETH 3 2 \W\W5 AT, [1BY
as FREE] BLIFER XN S, FOMED, T1TEIKIF: (behavioral dependence)] & [BHEMKTEM: (desire dependence)] T
& % (Southwood & Eriksson, 2011: 197-198).

iRk 5, BEPRILT 21CEa I 2 =7 4 OB ARFE CITEI 22 BERH 5. EEIIZDBORIs
Mo THREEITRND, EEEHFE CITEIZE - Toiwy Bl ZIXEAREITTH 21I2d b s $AHZ 8T LT
W3) DTHIUIDIEFPLZDEBIFENTLE o2 ARINDTEA D, ZORTHEEITEKFETH 5 (Southwood
& Eriksson, 2011: 197). —/AR#EIOMIIITIZZ D K 5 2@ DITE S X — U HIBE L IZBR & 72w, (RHES 2 BREEN 72
Y CHETAMIZEIERT 2 REDRENIZE DN TWE Z e B3H 3D, ZNEEFLRWHAFENRETD TRRIZZS
LRZHLINRER ] LWHEBEEFOZLIZITESE55. AIERZRIEDRWAHEZERET 2 L WO TEICH
55DbWVED LA,

BB, BEDLFEBROTEARZ =D ZEPEE LV EES 22 THRIZLLTWA (BHEO A ETOH %S
)., L2LAads, HExzoL S5 A4D THHE] CI3EERICKRIZILS 5. FIZIEA—A 7Y 7I2BWTIE
P—FTRBICHR 2 I eEXnTED, 2212iE T2Hiczo TdWidi v 2 WS HEOEFEEE R TN 3
B, TOROLIZ TERRBICZ > TIELL RV EEsTWS ] PWHBHERAHEL T2 223 LW (2L 2 5D,
LA >TIELVWE T HE > TWAHEEMED D % : Southwood & Eriksson, 2011: 205). D & 5 REFE DT
e [2E0E) 32324 TOREICIELE L OTESHEICBRIN2755 BlZE TRAETEREIL RrE2EXD
EEW).
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Southwood & Eriksson (2011) &, H#iicid M@ OmR) v 5 1EE OEE & 138272 2B OKRESTFEES %
CELTWA., TOMRE X 1, TRHEAE(TE DA (creating accountability) |, D% H, REDITENCOVWTHIAIKE T¥
ML EI) HFES5 2%, 2WHHEETH % (Southwood & Eriksson, 2011: 209-211).

Z OWREE, FRCEEOMBEAMTRIZE DK 3 2 51 GEHIATISE) T % F4 3 % (Southwood & Eriksson,
2011: 209). Hlz1E TRAETEL] LW REICBOTE, RAETIAECTHIIZB ORI VWS H
THIZED D 2753, RAEFTINGEFHBISET T 2 A4 REBERICE - TIIFREIENT 2 72 DICAFIED
HBID, RABTERILET2 W FEBFET 2 2 TORAICHEFICT I B T2 2 WO TEIZIIHIL, 2D
X RITEDHERTELIBICRBEDDE N TER X DICHE. IHICEBELRDIX, I OEAEDFE—DIREIHE S
N2 A2 AR TR 2638, 74774 74 DAIHICHERT 2 205 S TH S (Southwood &
Eriksson, 2011: 209). il 21X MEMZMA L D S EEMHT 2 2w S ffifEEIZ, EFOFREEHE LEAAOF DB
NZFSMAZE W B $3ZTHROLLTWEEEZ 559,

4. SROMREIER
LU b, ARTIEREENTO &5 IHET 5:
(1) B, FHAREAITEAEZ R L, A& OITBIREZICRT L IKE LRV TITBIZ T 5 TR
REDH) LLTALIHET 2D TH 5.

ARETE, O RHEOMEICSEIEGR T2 Z L 2ilRL, SHEORELH#ICKkD 2 5588, [SiEOHH
HEH (Norm theory of language) ] & % WM& [H#HI S35 (Norm theory)] DZEZ T 5.
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SN ICEE  LTREO U N2 MEZZ0 R EDOE TV S0, SiEA) TEHEOEN ¥ LTl
THBEICMD S ahs e eia s e, SHEMHEORME LT3R 2BE 2B TH#M 2335cREL
TWBZ ez 3. [6EE) 2HICEIUL, BR2) OFREEE kond ) 2 LTH Rz 2 LT TEK)
PEHOBRVWILIZETHoTHRVEWVWIETASaI 2 =r— gy FOMBEIRAE UV, HFEE R
BEGRD Y 22T M54kE ) @ THREYX ) BPEBEIA TV 525, [6hix) »EST2HIBEROEEE
BISMIRIRR e AT LTH, WR2SHEHEAEDHEOGENL R ) 2R3 2 Z e A[RETH D, i
LIFLIEZNZERM T2 5HICHEBETS. LA LEL OENRD IR D BEROGEICITHELRIZFSBRVDH D
T, SRR ZHNOFHET TER) OB RINTVE L ARIRETDHS.

T/ [SEDEN] DEFHIX, TTIKHEEZEVDDOHED, P b —EDHEENFHLE I ZoTWVWS
Mvg B (eg, AIREIED TEoN 51 ) % TIELW) B T2 EDERNTH D, ZORTZDOENAZ TIELWY
CEOLETWSHEERIIA L DITHL LML TWS. ZLTEDEI BHIER g, EBTWVWREL ) 2
KINHEET 2 e WO FTAEDRLNZ L WS M THE2H ML TN,

THIT, BEEL LTHBICAL LD WEFED NELWV) RIS TLdaIa=r—>ary e GHAEEz gk
T25HDOTIERL, BUIT NELVWOSIELWV] ELABVEI DRWIRZ TN EZ LTV, —H THEIITHE O
FHE(TAIHSREIC X > Td 72 6 I 2 I X TV 2H N ERSCMEE ORI - HERE, H2WTA TV T 474
DOEFUCET 2 WO WEDND 2 DIEEEVZWES .

FEa3a=r—ayoilEAETHZ ) EWVIFERNPLLKRENSD (e.g., DuBois, 1985), BB LTHI = R
F ¥ —F% W7z THIEL (improvisation) | I2& 233 2= — a3 YDARETH 2 ik ¥ %A % & (Cf. Christiansen
& Nick, 2022), fEPICEFEE I a=Fr—> a v 2EELIERrd LAWY, ZORDIFELTWS L £ TiE
SWEW, —STEREIE TREOBEETHE ) LWVWHIEZTHH B (e.g., Everaert, Huybregts, Chomsky, Berwick, &
Bolhuis, 2015), Z 95 T» 37 HIXEHE 2o T IHME(L (externalization) | SN B RHBNI -7 THA S L, AH
AT R XEEHVWTWAHENHIATELR Y., LUAZEBIIARY (FIULTHS) ZerfERLTWEEEZS
NETHY, ZhzHRT 200 E#H - 2 SEEORHABEAIHEETIERWEA S 0. 25 THd062% AT
H5) ZEICHFAKRERIEEN, TRICTRY) ZEREBERA LN, TRT TRV 22 IHEREZT DT
H5. SEIEBENTDHY, AU OEMEEZ R T 2720128 X5 REAZHOTHARIIMDORW. Ly
LAIBNTWA WK ZEETDH, HAREEREICL > T BRZERLEEH WS LW BIFEL, ke
i TR % TR UEK - $6E) S L TRV 2 0wS TH—) B—M) BMfEmEhcnd. 35345



FEICIIRRA ANV T —2 a UBFAELTWED, ZRUIL L AEROREREF L TWRIREL AR TRESES S,
42 EEORHFIEROSE - FlH

CDESRXERBELDHAD I LI, W OrDOEEN - HinlH SO FET 2. T0—o» 5L by SiEEE
OMEE S FLFHAT 2L VWS TH 3. SBIIHICET2d0ED, RICSiEY EE) koredse, Z
OUBEEIELEHLAZIENTERVEICEZS. —HTEBEHHTI & X 20 THIUL, FHEIIITENKITL
RWELAND THE | THE-DIHREROBICEZICET 2 e THlENS. X HIIHBRE A RIS
RENI NN D E D SEBORE (e.g., MREFLOAKE L o4 %) AT - HAET 2 2 b HARICTH - 3iHT 5.
SEFICELTIE, SRy AT 2 e TR THIBIOEIK (the poverty of stimulus) | D (Chomsky, 1980)
WCHHMEREIE 2 525 2 e AREEL 72 5. D% D, SEEGIEM» S5 6N 5 SEEHIME — ML UG 258
2115 2 TRABNC BT T0d 2w K hid, SiElEroB®RICH 2 THE ZHEL TV Ikt
EBEZBHIENTEDS. RERS, HEVLE (norm psychology) (2B % JEfTHSE (e.g., Schmidt, Rakoczy, & Tomasello,
2011) T/RENTWVWB L H1Z, b FOHRIZTz - 72—EOBHE» S THREDITEI X —>p HRENR 2IR2 #Hn»
THHZLZHETAZEDPARETHENLTHS.

% 72 Southwood & Eriksson (2011: 211) & CTW2 &K 512, BEEIIHEMELZH S5 Z L TR UL THEIAN 2 Z1b
T2, Zo7ntR%, SEOREBEORIRELEZ S22 TSEOERE - ELOMBEICH - lAz2d =0T
MTELZDLARV. Thbb, SHEREITKRII = r—a WS IGHHAMEZRRT 2 FE (=1EE) 2 LT
FRAL L7278, A N OME CHEIME R T O, H2INCHE SN fiES B Z2 A U 4 2R X8 23
HITLAIHEAKAE R BB T 210 o7z, TN ZDEEELOEMTH 2, LWIHERNAPIRETEZ22 WS 28T
H3. ZOMEXE, BV LA NDERICEHLTORBEEZ 200 LKV, EYVEHL EFTORER
EEDDDEBETHY, ThH TIELE ] ZHROHRELLZDDOB I LA —NVTHE, LWHIEZXHFTH5.

RIS, BEESE e OBIRME L WS X AR AR R OAREMICE R L TB E 20w, #HRFO—2HTH 2 2550
HT (conversation analysis, CA) TIX S B L FICSEE WM EATA% -2 0 Re 3T50, ZOFERAITS
BZDHDTIIRL HL EFTHUHETADOHTSEETHITETD Y, RRERNTICE ZIE, ZhNEtRc
BUI2H2OMEL LTHIZL TV WS R REHT 70 —FTHIEEX5. o TSiBEHEL Ak
TARORRX, SBY L REIWE T F MY, HEOROILITHA L X D SN2 ilA % 2 3 2 nTaEE
EFRETE2HDLEILNS.
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