EFEREDWIRINE B RO
IRy —= YT TIOUIZIED  BeRE¥EE 7' 1 & A DRI

S IEA (BERESESAR [Bel/ HA AR Rl 78 H)

1. FU®IC

FHEE#E € TV (e.g., Langacker 1987) ICED (KR
B 722 SR HISE & L TUiE Tomasello (2003) 233
KD, I TIHON TV L DI TE T — & 2 FH
FERICHD O TN BEEORR) TH D, hH
WEEZEBL TS LW, Aike LTz 815
LCw2D0, 2%, THEOER, BT (H
B ) 9213 frhb v, Tomasello (2003) %35
COFRFOBE L THEL T3 DId THECUE
(Construction Grammar: e.g., Croft 2001; Goldberg
1995)1 DF9H £ 25D TR (constructions) ;] T&H
03, ZNDID5FEERTH L0 E ) DITHEX
XERDER 2 H OIS SRS 52 DAT,
ERIFR SN T2,

ARFHFKTIE, Tomasello (2003) DFH L9 %, B
iy 72 —FE X (Holophrases) 2> 51 E H A v v + %
Fio 355 - S (g, BAF—2), 2L THR
K7 W83 (e.g., ~HHHIVEERESC) & BRBEIIICAEE -
MR G L T CHEEED T ae X o
MENMT, SIROEHT— % 2 6 MRS 2 HEEHEE D
P2 B (internal representation) s % I B IIC G EE
T2 EIE>TIDTuLADHEiE%HIET.

H &1z 13, CHILDES 7 — % (MacWhinney
2000) N ® Brown 2 —,% A (Brown 1973) % F\»,
SR DFEEED & FEEROBICHE > THWHEIIZ 8y — >
ERL, BREONI Y = OEEEZRET
52 EI2&oT, WRAICKHEERGROAELD B L
Tl ZE%2RT,

2. HIRE
2.1. NI —VRERICL D/ —VDER
Y — VP (e.g., A - BB 2009, DI PLT)
T, RLEDOHMTH ZEEOHEH e (e.g., X: John
hit Mary) Z{TEDOIEHIET L T (e.g., BT 1T
& o Tofiift L 3%l T(e) (e.g., [John, hit, Mary])
21, T(e) Doflliz &2 TONHPEEICKD ET
—OFTORFNICEEULZ T, BoNESP %2
e DNRNY— VA Ple), ZOMREREZ Y —Vv
PEPLERTS.

2R = BT R BIR (is-a) D
BEEMEZRD., 20 X)) 2MABEROMEI N
7oy — VA P IREHFES 8 Y — V] (Pattern
Lattice) L #8532, M, ELEOFHH e 26/ 6N
Teky =iz Lle) ERALTHIE LTS, K
BIRI3HERE AL 272 T 0T, TUELBEFRZ o7k

HKBEHRZ Ny RIS K DRIRY 2 & Fig. 1 D& I IC
%%, Fig. 1 Tix, flijig{Lo 7 difified 2 20 %
—DEFIMII T 2 L) M AT > T3,

]

[obo [ |[ [hie[ ]| [san]
John | hit | _ | John | _ |Mary |_ |hit | Mary
o[

Fig. 1 e = john hit Mary @ L(e)

(Pattern Lattice Builder (H2H - &8 2009) TER)

22, IRI—VDFEEELTDRBRE

PLT DEFRT 5,89 — vt + OFEHFHEDOFEET
HBiolE, WROMBHELEE, ZDRF—vD
RRDOFEIAM 2 S v, T8F — v DIRFZDFE
2%, UTFo>oflE»» d 2 9.

(1) a. FIHTHEZR Y — > OB DM
b. APEMECREE DM &, Hx DRy —
v OWEDOIE

WO, R 20ERESCCHEE (Radical Construc-
tion Grammar: e.g., Croft 2001) DOHEEIZINE,
SRR TR e BED» S e 2L TH B
EWwH 2 kL s, ¥z, Tomasello (2003) 231E L
FUE, SN RC L S ISEDOTIIBRE T EE
IR 7% “Subj Verb Obj; Obj,” @ & 9 %%
ke LTiERbALETES T, &) EEWE,
F-wanna-do-it £ \>>7—FEX, More _ &£ F -7k
X, Put__in_ EB oL FE R RETHRIN M

WATEDL RN —vElD 2 LIk D,
> T, FRDFEED 5 Z DI T ORI %
WL TEZBBIC1E, A & FER 2 R0 2k
DHFELRHIREET, L0 EAKEoRE, FEaEEE
WKL TOMXERET Z2RETH S, 35
12, #ifi A ¥ —= (Pivot Schemas), i (Word Com-
binations), FEHMKFARESL (Item-based Constructions)
& 5 o 7z Tomasello (2003) D ¥, Hix % FEB
BECHIETI2EHENI BRI THILEEZION
205, ZDOFBIREH - P IIHMEAEDRDH Y, F&
— MG I > THEbeoNS L) RMEED DT
b, 2N, 20X BHESCOBENSED A
FHUC R oW X ) IR T 20885 D, TFE)
Iy = RAERL, Z2Ih oo hrDREMED
HADFELRTH 2 LT, IREMICHE 4 DRSS



HMEPHEEEE2XICTIONHEE L\,

PLEZEEEL T, KZETIE, TR OREICH
NI EZ FFBIAZ T, RO FGED S M
HZ 88 — v ZAERR L, BICHBR 2 Bl SHE o I
HEDRTHERE L7237 — I L o2 Eied 3.

F7, N —VDOIEDOHEL LT, (la) 1T
Ty —v DfETIZ e L, (1b) KB T4 @
Ry —vOWEDEE RS, BRMICIE, ISR
REGETHEL 72, Y —v D THEM (produc-
tivity)s ZFIH 7 5.

3. &

3.1. F—%

F —#I2lx, CHILDES 7 —% (MacWhinney 2000)
N® Brown 2 —/%Z (Brown 1973) 2RI L #.) 2
D2 —,3 A% Adam, Eve, Sarah &\>9 3 $IED
T BYERI N TV 3,

Table. 1 Brown 2 —/% Z DFE

Child  Age Range Files
Adam  2;3-3;4[4;10]  28/55
Eve 1;6-2;3 20
Sarah  2;3-3;8[5;1]  71/139

Wi, 437 — 2 D%\ Adam & Sarah (2B
LT TF—y0azMALTwS,
Nk, 7 ROLINHEROINEHE EI
TICMB AT A0 5 & v ) BN AR E, &
FORMIEICEZ 7— 5 052N AN TR
WMARvTeREGGICERZEET S H 2
EPMARBI NG o, HENEVIHETT —
Sl LBERETHLEHM LI LIS
£%, T OHMIIRTICRTHEY TH S (&
D M 2 U heep://childes.psy.cmu.edu/manuals/
02englishusa.doc % 2R).

3.2. Ak
LT =20, ) SROFEFOARZRKESHL, ii)
SV LPEME, R—X0EENsHEZHNL -
bDOEANT—FELTHELAL, £2i1T, 20X
9 IR HTILBL % 175 72D Eve O 57 — ¥ O % HER
T35, 7741010 id FRRINEICHESINTED,
BUEIMEIF EERBE L, KEWIFZEE,
PED &9 i Z T 27— s L, BUF
D& ) T CEELEOEEZ T !

) CHILDES & i3 Child Language Data Exchange Sys-
tem DMET, P EFAHDORAN (EICEFH) OHA
BNFED T = R=2TH %, HFED7 4+ —=v
TRl I N, A BEEOKRA a2 —R"ANE %
5% (2% hup://childes.psy.cmu.edu/), HTH4M
FIH L7 Brown 23— 82 1%, 7— % @I O
RaEhs, xR cHHINTHL 3,

Table. 2 HifLHEEED Eve DT — %
file #sent Mean Length vocabulary age

1 547 1.99 160 1;6

2 338 1.73 151 1;6

3 155 2.02 97 1,7

4 359 1.77 162 1,7

5 347 2.07 158 1;8

6 267 2.83 204 L9

7 356 2.47 211 159

8 483 2.8 290 159

9 277 3.04 213 1;10
10 310 3.07 212 1;10
11 245 2.93 191 1511
12 350 3.45 253 ;11
13 288 3.53 241 1;12
14 257 3.17 215 2;0

15 398 3.54 293 2;1

16 356 3.65 292 21

17 469 3.67 396 2;2

18 470 3.47 343 2;2

19 417 3.51 333 23
20 499 2.43 274 2:3

(#sent: FEAEHG Mean Length: ¥R GERD) )

2 a1 77A4VHDT =455 PLT DEFKIC
B TRY— v ZERT 2,

b. 22) DFERD» 5, HHE (= N d 2 EH D
BE) - FHONY) T—2a v (= BT 2
HBIDERDFE2% D B BI5H 2 Pl D]
= DHITHL, 3.3 HiliRnTHETE
FEEZEEL, ZO¥HERD 2;

C277ANHDT =589 = %A
L, 2a) DFEREMAET 5;

d. (2b) FIER, (2c) TH LN —v DAE
HEEEL, FHERD D,

e. MEDTREZREBEDT7 7 A NVETHYIEKET
ORIk 5T, RY—VDEEEDRFERERS
BICEINT %2 7 X 22 EENICHGEET 2 2 &350
BE L 72 2.202b) oV T—ABELTEL &, F
DNY T =2 a P 1(OFHNINT % HHH O R
DA TH, BHEZE2(EEHR VLI BRY—>
(e.g., “where go”) IZBRMEFITIRL TH 5.

2L, TOAETHEERELGHE LS REUED
77 ANEBIMT3BICHML T3 I EDHE»
oI LT, ZoOWINFHEICEEEZFHHET
ZOICHA LT =2 OEPHINL 7272124 L 7=
LDTHHT, Y — v DEEWERML 7272012
EL7bIITiERWVE ) A[RENPRETE R\,
g, T ORI NEZNEITEHONT L
FTAMBEZ B PaIcTFllcE, EHoNT
T4 DX Z 2o EMI NIy — v DAFER
D LRICEET 3.

COMER RIS 121F, BIcR L RRRAIC

2) P o TR OBICERR 2 EEEOFEIR ST A Y
Y 7 b 5k Python (ver. 2.6.5) & FI W THERL L 74kt
Ho7w 275 hE#HL Uo7k,



B o MR 2 8 — VARSI Z T, 774D
EFE%z 5 v b L7 — % #EEJHE L, KR
IR A B T — Y BRI X 5 TTIE S
y—rDEERIZERLZVIE, LI, FE
N> CTF— 7 2 Wi S GE & IR 28
MofEmz2RYT, VW) I E2RTHENDHSL, #
CTOARFRTIE, BRINTIR > EF IS > T3
F—=FIZMAZ, Bz I vy Yu{bL7=-FT—%% 50
Ry —VHEL.

3.3. HEHEDEE

R —VDHEEDIEE LT, Y/ DXy
FrE— (H) 288 L7223 BEmE, ZHI LI
Iy bR E—ZFHEL, BROLHEZRO Y-
(e.g, “put _in ") WKL TIX ) FEEHDOL Y b1
E—Z2 R LADYE, i) 2 DBREHBOHERHRZ H
B, i) KRICZOaZHETL LTI —Vp
ko Fut—H(p) ZiELTw3.Y

4. WEREER

4.1. ERBE

PHEDORER, LM GEMERD I (= A7 7
A VB DOBEANZHE > T) 1ZIFHIB I A PEE D P s
ERLTWL 2 LR O SNl (Fig 2, SME; #t
fifi (H_ave) 234 FEME DY, Kl (Scale) 5% DAL
TOANT— &8 (FEFEH)).

Table. 3 HHEDEFEME A 10 /8% — > (Adam)

rank | 1 H| 14 H| 28 H
T [Adam _ 496 | 1_ 7201 10.01
2 | my_ 4.61 | xxx _ 6.96 | you __ 8.13
3 [1_ 4.52 | put __ 6.94 | dat _ 8.01
4 | _ paper 3.81 | Adam _ 691 it 8.01
5 get 373 | _ it 6.81 | xxx 7.80
6 | _ go 3.63 | dat _ 6.65 | Igoing__ 7.68
7 | no_ 3.59 | where _ 6.41 | do 7.66
8 | Mommy _ 3.59 | _ there 629 |a__ 7.61
9 | _ there 3.59 | _ inthere 6.29 |its__ 7.39
10 | go_ 3.57 | let __ 6.09 | put __ 7.38

(1, 14, 28 IZZ NZIVGEM 7 7 A V)

B OMER % fED 0 210 H 7> T, KT TILM
R ZAH L 72, S9BREZ, &5 — 78RS
TORY—v DIy Fuat—DFEEZ  HINER
Z DR TO T — ¥ B (= FHH) 2 3HERE LT

S vv vy rub—LEild, MEREE LOHEKD
AEfERIC O HRED Z LT, 8 — v DL
vOILYFrE—HW) X, voif&HOEBMEE
Wi, Z DRI 2E &% p(Wi] ELT, UF
DEIHITKRDENS:

Hv) ==Y p(wi)log, p(wi) M

i=1

4 FELOFANILEI (2010) BRI L0,

127" Fig. 2 oMo Xk H1c, EDYRHIE
WiELEIEoHR 2 R <), BIFROYTITE
DEAVERTIERE RY) bEWEZRL TV
% (Adam: R? = 0.96; Eve: R? = 0.95; Sarah: R? = 0.98;
RE1ICIEVIZEMIFDO ML TIZE ) EEVLDEFL
Z LTl D).

Adam-original Eve-original

b
:
o
o —
s
| f
8 =
&
o
= o
= S

5000 15000 T 1000 T 3000 T 5000 T 7000

Sarah-original

06 108,10, 12

[ 5000 10000 T

Fig.2 3 $RDOIGT — % O#Ai
(AR IRLHELR)

BRFih> CF—2 28 L =267 —4 CUE
O) LIEF% 5 vt L7 —% LR LDk
B dH 7> T, RDET—F Ik LT biEnI
2T\, BREROES 2Rk 7, 7L, BUHE
MOBEENKEL-ELTY, AROMUTIZED
FEABIMED > T 35A, HEEMERIND 8 — o h3fi
WEREARVWEW) T LTS, 5T, SlHlZ
R*>05DbDDAZEE L., ZOHEO—E
% Table 4 12779, fHE _L# =13 100000 512 LT
b5,

Table 4 25, O OEEZ & R DfEZ L O # I3 5H
FHFThH, HBKNEZEIRE VDD (eg, Adam D
random45) IZREREN S I ERE L 2L, RN
20 LDABEIRELHES>TWEEFAS (Fig 3
&), o T, ROET—4 1% O 1F £ DB
FIZR SN, Ty —rv R oTnw3
LiEwmfrens,

BHBIC, O L ROMEEDENEETHINE D
1 BEARD o g oGEL 72, BRNici, O 28
Kl e Btk 2 Hi 7 e, v ¥ ARIERETT— 9 %
EMLEb00—fTH 3 &) IR %2 ME
L, ROMEE D L BHERAICT L, O OHEH
HEICHNTOENE I ERE L. fiE, Lo

) B IR R O EBATRIO 71y R iE, HEtE@ER O
Python f ¥ ¥ —7 = —ATH 5 “rpy2” €Y 2 — )L
#EH T R B2 MM LI L 7.



Table. 4 R* > 0.5 DRYREAROMH &
Adam ‘ slope  R? H Sarah ‘ slope  R? H Eve ‘ slope  R?

org | 1.59 0.96 || org | 7.04 0.94 || org | 3.42 0.98
04 0.31 0.50 05 | 3.30 0.64 || 01 | 0.90 0.75
r05 098 0.77 06 | 1.29 0.56 || 02 | 0.41 0.55
r08 0.43  0.63 07 | 3.36  0.59 || 07 | 0.84 0.51
r10 0.72 057 09 | 3.75 0.53 || r12 | 0.78 0.61
r12 0.73 0.62 r12 | 2.05 0.67 || r16 | 0.71 0.59
r13 0.99 0.65 rl6 | 0.81 0.55 || r26 | 0.67 0.83
rl6 | -0.25 0.60 rl7 | 410 0.58 || 27 | 1.19  0.79
r19 0.67 0.59 20 | 1.92 0.56 || 128 | 1.23  0.63
20 | -0.27 0.69 25 | 3.44 0.57 || 29 | 0.69 0.80
21 | -0.21 0.58 29 | 1.83 0.73 || 135 | 1.03 0.55
r28 0.93 0.74 36 | 3.50 0.87 || r36 | 0.44 0.57
29 | 040 054 || 39 | 1.76 0.59 || 137 | 0.78 0.53
33 092 0.82 r40 | 1.21 0.69 || r39 | 0.85 0.53
45 1.16 0.57 r44 | 339 0.53 || r43 | 0.40 0.64
r47 | 052 0.52 || r45 | 1.84 0.64 || r44 | 1.06 0.56
r49 | 1.32 0.60 || r49 | 1.41 0.53
50 | 0.81 0.69

(org: TLT — %510 7 V5 L)

H_ave

5000 10000 15000 20000

Scale

Fig.3 R>> 0.5 2>2ffHE >0 D7 —% (Adam)
(FERIE O, TERIE R)

PIRD O DEHEFIE R OBEELSHREICHNTED,
AR EAEASERICE 2o T0 3 T EHED
& 5 N7z (Adam: t(49) = -20.4534, p < 2.2e-16; Eve:
t(49) = -32.5039, p < 2.2e-16; Sarah: t(49) = -55.1863,
p < 2.2¢-16).

42, ER
AR E V) DI, H B HENER (S
Axv bt aE—0VEEOZEN) 235 2 BEE (5
FlOBET— 7 BORN) 12k >TENL 5 W]
TELDEIWTEHDOTHY, BRI T
F =& W X607 — ¥ MRBRIRICB W TE
WIRERBERT EWI T EIE, Ty ruE—)
YO T— ¥ BOWIMZ k> CHHTE S, &
W) ZEEERT S,

Lo Ledss, BE¥ERAIEF—5 0Bz 5
v MME L TG E I IEPEREDH S B b A T

EWIHZETHD, TV rE—DFHDOBMIH
Wi F—yEOBINCk>THIERIINEHDT
FRWVwEWVI ZETHS, HE->T, SHlomlFaht
DRTREFRIE, TV RBOMMOBEIZH B R A%\
REEZY bR E—DFEEORN E DB TH
%L, T OBEMENT L bE—RTF—%
BIEFALCEIITHMLTW2 EIHICRATYH, 20D
Hich s TRZRORE, ofinofEm i, #
RIS BRERROME S L RERBOE T AL Tw»
5EVWHITETHS.

PE»s, KEETRIN/ZY br =D
IZA D88 — v OEFEME DM X, Tomasello (2003)
EPTIRT 2HROBRBEN L HEEKED Tk 2 %
IFELAEATDEHDEEZEND,

43. XABEDE
SAlfT o T ARG I ) EEEOWIY 7 a2 2D
WGk E, FEEFEO MM Z R L7z D DICEE 22w,
Friz, BWRICBHT 25y — v ok L,
WS O OEBELREREERE L TR wAIZELY
b Ltz o,

LoL%i2s, ShoflEoEsEs L TEERZD
iZ, PITICk>TdH 263 N30k ) RitET
ErHONE, BEESCOEEL2EZ 57T,
K4 RBED S ETEINICHGED TS "7 uk R %
FILTE S, LWIHIZLETHE, TDI LD, Bl
DFMAIA F, ek 2 AN (e.g., HIAS FEEE,
FHESEEY) EoBRMER B Y, BAIEEAICH
%L DEZ L6 TDIXHSH»TH B,

EEP N
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