MEERBOEYICEITHIREZ VR LMEHE

1. IXL®IiC
HAGEIE O T E R O(aE & 135872 5 25 (Hirsch 2008), SENE 1 AN S5 2, 5 3 A~k sh 5
AH=A N, E, B, BERICOVWTIZEH I T W, K7a =7 ME, BERNIOESE 2 iz 1
YA a2 — LHROBFHABROREIBOFEY Z3&E L, i) Y —AMBEIZED L ) ITERT 20 %M+ %
ZEERHMELTWA. K, EREMAGEOME CIXEICHE 2 HRICHG 2 2 0HEPEBICERANY THR
(Hashimoto 2015; Aarons & Berger 2017), € OFE 0 MEANR b7 U~ 212 THEMWEELZEL Z LRSI T
V5 (Shibata2020) . # Z TIEEH L A YV AOBMRIENEE BT 2 RI2 LT D, ARG Y 1t X CiE%
ROMeE EOBEIZ Lo TRIINDAZ L RIL, TAT T 4T 4 —RIET T MEADBIER AT 5B
D=8 B 5 2 EHAIE RIS CTH Y (Johnstone 2007 EMIE L DFAETH D, ARTi, MHATLEOH
ARFEFEVIZBIT D A K v A & F# M4 (Du Bois & Kirkkiinen 2012)%, xt&6 305w (Du Bois 2014) & A & o A B
(Du Bois 2007\ L CTHHT L, BAFDOA I =A L% FEET 5. 50 T (B2 HR) 1B EOHkFITH LT
FERRRAEML A A, BRSO COBIREL S HEEY Y — A2 AW THE L BELHEIEARAZ X
AT Iy ZICRKBIT L2 LT, H1IHREOMFBMEL ATl & bICHEF B3R, FH=3) LoME
BMEZ A A=V ERET.
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2. FEATHRSRR
BFEMADOFED TIEE 1 RIS L HEICE SO CRENFHR SN TEDLNZ L ONE 2 IR oI
FABEINTEONLD. BIEAGLEOMIEICIE, 1 HROFIRER & R IRICK S DFED, n’*L7?< L7z
52 AR DIBIKER & AR A b A E U —(Hoffman 2004; Hirsch 2008) & 5& V) , £ & HIRLIEAEZE O M 21 & 5 . Halbwachs
(1950119 L % &, FlE & IFBHEOHLANHIBENFHHBE I N L DO THH 7T, RN T izilow
RIZESOWTRENFHBEINTZLOTLH D, Tz, HRZHETIHAEORETBEEICL > THESN
%. Assmann (2006)IZ L5 &, HADFENSiE LI D ERIEBNGE SV AT L &I LT, 4, #2,
Wes®, (EIE, #am)SATREIZ 72 5. Sicher (2000) & Hoffmann (2004) % b4 5 &, 55 1, 55 2 AROFE D IZRE T,
551 HEAIRRER LUS%FE??%@ ZHe < BERAIE 252 DM A H Y, 5 2 HIREO R - LE - Fé&%ﬁb z
A E M S S, Schiffrin (2006)1F, HEDOFED FAHWAEREY VY — A, BREROEEIM:LEIE, EY T
w&mxa/x \ZHE S A 24 C /=, Schiffrin etal. (2008)i%, l%%% FEY OREE, N ,%%HT,X%~
V=T AN TTAT T AT AR, AZ U ARBEER LTz, A2 VR, FEPRBREZEVEOE
friEfHir 22 & T, A - £HOEFERERDFH w?ﬁﬁéﬂ‘éi;%é: LCESE @%hé%@f% v, FEEVNHEF
E ORI FEBINEABET DRIEICH 2SR 1 A TH 5H(Du Bois & Kirkkiinen 2012). Berman (2005),
Nir (2017), Sakita (2013,2017)i%, A% > A5 UL UITRESER « SEaBAVEIRICERND 2 & 2R LT 5. BIRIET
7 A N NOREERBIFRM: & B R ORERIM: 2 TH b S 5 (Sakita 2006; Du Bois 2014).

3. BFFEFGE

CRMERRERE 2 RIS A 2 B a— L, BOEETOE AR O T b RLEICK D FRICET 55
%q2$1/7‘: i“&, fiis) @%—:75‘% 1 ﬁ{t& EE’@{‘X% iTL“CEE’&k Q’LL%O 7575), uu%&“)ﬁ *%LVCX&
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VAZEIRBT LD, B RENEDRHT L0k, XAT 7T 7 ETEIBICER LT L. £z, &IE
\ZB34 5 descriptive-evaluative R EL %, &l 1, JIENE, 7 —~ L OD723 0, SaBRHE & LR B, epistemicity
evidentiality DBLENH 058 « oW L 7=,

4. HPRER
1) FEVIL, F1HROFELFHMEE, B FAFOBRELHEOHC L LCORELIHMEi2 &, HEENMRAZ
At w7, 1 ROFHEICEE Y FOFMEAE RS, FH1 - F2 oA ¥ o2 LM FEMEN, MKiE
BEED L TORMLE D, FI()VEXAT 7T 7FRTDE, QORI 1~3, 8~10, 12~13, 16 THIXE 1 D
FEAT, RRE RSS2 HAREE 0 FORHE, SRFISEHRM 11T BIXmF ORENBNEIith b, FiRoFE
EFEVOHRTEENEZICALND. MHEOFRFHMNALZAIZHEBLT 2 b Ol S 5 72 DI AR (£
b, ZO, i), T, fiR) BT XRA DL kAR EOMEELEEEE R L, HHEPIFEOSCREBLE LTH 1
REHEIIS AR (&, o T, §20), &2 I EBECEE] (T, 2, £, bif) BEEFOR
AERT 5. e, B 1R (29) E2HR (WD, WoES 2, S K H7) 200U T, theme -
theme, &6 LF - M & FARFZEM ETORCHEELRTT. 20 Lo, H 1 HROFLFMN (e BARAD)
%%okﬁﬁ%%¢ CERRIHIHZE K DT TWD) 1T, 8 2 HROBUE~DFHE (£, BL72, &)
%1 HARGEE Y ~OFHli A R~ 5E (B, 5V PHAGDLI Y, EEMICHEEL SN TEEY 2k L T\ 5.
£7-, RO 7 3 —H ZADFEFEIT Sicher (2000), Hoffmann (2004)I24E L T\ 5

() ZORFFHZAFICHAEFICHHIICH, Woldy, 29, D TnWaD &, fafE b b @ s, b, Bilc, >
FTTWDH-oTN- T, BleZbZzTDHoT0 o4, BIT £h, BOLRALLSTH), fITHR, 50
A, W, Vol XWHTLS 2ATT L. 20, F, iz, 295, 23 TW5D, HRANL, 29, 13,
Eol-bO%, WPz, 29, i, 295, BEARLWICR, 250 TIED, 1@(ww@ r, ERE
T TWoT. D, Filke, FHITNoTNISIRILETINVESTHDLITTYT. T, TARII
IZDTTHATEED ST, fERER, FOTHER, Ao TEI K57, EUenhn. BEnTT L.

1 f ........ , {‘@H‘—lfﬁfé‘ E?ICBETICB%KB\ rmn——— ‘- rmm———— ‘.‘
AT 4N H S0 : SFTVE ik,
IR DIERNGEERN i, BEIC 2FTVE (2T T, |
Bl xT5 2T wii, #i iT, +1
BhL2ALDL T HIA N )| R,
z3 HANY! il YN
ALz HTL % E/mﬁxto
i Fo BEFIZ, =N SFTWS, i
9: i HAADD, fo5. h | Eokbow,
1C: : i, ) H
11ffT 7 DR e AN EEN
12 1 T3%aT IR
13 HETWODIZA, ERHIL fo TV T, |
e e ermursercaesmemsrmseaensasmancsssemseassmseessastms s mass anmssnssessssasaaEssmasnas st s ennstasenss | SagaRe e e forssenssessenssnssnssessrsssnssassessssasnesens ; .................... H
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AR DFTHAR [T,
. **h""?%%‘i) .................................................................................................................... e T ——— T——
1 PV T BB, : :
1 Eih T R B N :
2 3V ioh,
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2) 1 B2 HROMIEBELHEY IAALTHEHEFIHE T LF C=FOMEBENELD.
3) BBV FITE 1 RO BITESW TR SINTZFHREFEDL D, ZOFRIE, 5§ 2 HROMATIEOF T LIX
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LIRS hiBEs s, B2, 30 FiE, BoBE S L BOELIZBICHT 28 1 R0 FERIEHGIC
H O OFN 2 N2 THRARA A— LR 2 g S5, 2O, 51 ﬁfﬁODI@E"JEWﬂﬁ IRERBELZHL,
evidential & L CHIH#E#k(e.g.,» T, &)= —FH T, 3BV FOFMMMICIE, REHERE, BIBhE, BIFZEDO~>
%ﬁ(%q%o&D,MW,C%w,ié%,ﬁtw@)%%%bf,ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ#%%%%@mﬂm@g@
T ARBLE (eg, &, 12, K42) (BFEJR 2003)<CRI#BhEA 7 & O FH B AT 2 (interactional particle) & f-9~. F£ 7=,
HDODOEHETHE | HROBEE L1387 28dE 2 %38, UL UIXIESHEE TR 5.

4) FED FORRITE DR IZZEL, HALZ L APLOFHMNRNF AT 7T 7RSI D HEEIC ST
W5, HAGEIERE Y OF — N % immediate vs. displaced (Chafe 1994)(Z43 1} C Figure 1,2 IZE7 /Wb L7z,

Immediate world

-

T [Immediate world

2nd Gen Narrated world
[lst Gen Narrated world

2nd Gen Narrated world
15t Gen Narrated world

Ref

d

ef

Pasq{ narf:

Current narrative event Curreft narrative-évent |, 1/

Figure 1: Inherited-memory narrative model (Immediate mode) Figure 2: Inherited-memory narrative model (Displaced mode)

Figure 1 {355 1 A3 51 52(1% generation narrated world) & 4842 L T2 2 ﬂ‘ﬁ IRV, 121 % 2R3 Z DFEY (2™
generatlon narrated world) Z 28t L CTHLIZE(Immediate world)#; 3 tHARIZFE DM AGIEOFE D IZB W T, RO
LT%%%%@?%¢T@i@@ﬁ$@é%%%%bf%@,m#%ﬁwf%é.*ﬁ?J@mﬂ@ii
m%z SHRNBFELAELVEBHT 2L AR TH L. 3)TIE, 2 HMANEY AREZFMEL THY, ¥
AT 7T 7@ TIE, HROE 2 HROFNZ KHTIENOFFEY YV —ANXKZ, BV & L THEEL TV,

B) ZoMHRo1EY, FO, RO, HWole) AT, 1FhDR, O, 50, HO—, EFEE-STWI L2 A%
1, HDO—, LCoFATTONRNE, 9, T—atbbNEEFITRDOTVIAT, F2HoT
WO DI, HELARNL, Ro1E0, 29, 7=7RFEZ, fF->T, £0O, Lo, DO, #xTH
MR E R WT 2R, e 5 T

...........................

1ol R0y i if :

2 Heo, i ko, i otz H X T, i i :
3 i i i Hgho i HE N
4 HHC Y N
51 : S QA R 2 H N
6 i i i T TWOd 20 E |
7 HL N R Bl P EhbilcEEICRS i 2TV AT
8 : + it P2 o TVI DI, ELARRNED, i
9i i T LI L NS P 7 TREZ % T, i i :
10; feo, i i fiLomyi : HENE
11 Hho, i RETODRERVT R, : i
1a & it H Y HIR XN Wi 5T, :
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Vﬂwwma@io_ﬁr%t<@&w%§<@ UNE SRR & P ﬁfﬁwm_mé%@i;ﬁmm@
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5. BbbiC

MRAGLIEDFE D ICRB W T, E8lME & MR8, FENFES &8 AR 2 53 2 g e fidoh o, #BE
LB DS HFENFLRMIC 3L TS L(joint engagement), A X L ADX A F I v Z AN AEL D, ik
AGLIEORE D ITEERRICE SO TIEY FOHABEMLIZIEEMN TH AR, #F 1 HRNH5FE 2 HRICFEL LS
AEE L RBRIREE LT, B 1 IADBETENER O 250 5. RIS, 82 RS FEARHSEEZ &
UWMIERR « 31T 2 ik 0 AR D IBHEMICEED T Y A THD. SEEINEEV RIAMEE L A X VAR VFE
BN ER~OIEE FHOLERAOBRREL AT L LT, 1, 2, 3tROMIEBEEZRICLT, %
RAVRRE - MR ZATREIC L TV . fifam & LT, MEMKREOEY X, AMOS:EE, @, il 242w
A, Sk, thstE, R ABRIVEET), HOHD Y AT ARHE SN D THD.

SR B 23K00536 12 L AR O —E Tdh 5. Bracha Nir [ & OEESILFEIZENSHRE LD THS.
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