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subjectification

1.

1.1.
(1995)

(®)

(B) a.

(6) a.

=
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1.2.
(8) a.

d.”
(8a) (8b)

(8a) (8c)

(8)
(8c, d)

1.3.

Talmy(1978)
Talmy

Figure Ground
Figure Ground
Figure house
Ground bike(Figure) (9a)
(9b) house
bike Ground

(9) a. There is a bike near the house.

b.?There is a house near the bike. Talmy (1978)
Figure  Ground Figure Ground
(8c, d)
(10)(11) but (12)

(20) a. 63 ? ?
b. 63

(11) a. ? ?
b

(12) a. I'monly 63, but I feel a hundred.
b. ...asmall but comfortable hotel.

2.

2.1. Multiple Dominion Model
Langacker



(13)

(13)

Langacker(1993)

Maximal dominion(MD)
1

conceptualizer
reference point
target

maximal dominion

: immediate dominion
: mental path

Immediate dominion(ID)

ID

ID ID ID
(14) (Q) Why is the letter 7 like an island?
(A) Because it's in the middle of water.
(15) Q)
(A)
(14)

bil ID
ID

2.2. Subjectification
Langacker
rise
(16) a. The balloon rose swiftly.

b. The hill rose gently from the bank of the river.

(16a) rise

(13)

(water)
(15)

(16)



(16b)  rise
rise

Langacker(1998:75)
(17) A revised characterization of subjectification can now be offered: An objective
relationship fades away, leaving behind a subjective relationship that was originally
immanent in it (i.e. inherent in its conceptualization).

rise rise

1999

©
Langacker
(18) Subijectification is a shift from a relatively objective construal of some entity to a more
subjective one. (Langacker 1999: 297 )
rise
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3.1.
2
©)
(29) a. ”
b. = -
(19a)

(19b)



ID
ID
ID
MD
(20)
(20)
3.2.
(21)
Langacker
Event 1 Event 2 D
Event 1
T

k: T. ﬁ . Event 2
NS <->

< \\ : II /I
\\ \\ \ /I/ 22 )
N4 e

Event 1
Event 2 (Conceptualizer) Event1
Event 1 Event 1
Event 2 Event 1

Event



Event 1

(22¢)

(22a) (22Db)

Eventl Event?2
Event 2
Event 1 Event 2
Langacker Subijectification
7 (22b)
(22b)
8
(22b)
(22b)
(22d, e)
10
Event 1 ) . Event 2 Event 1 Event 2 Event 1 Event 2
—\“\::-W'//-) —\“\\-\-i;';’/-) —\“\\:;L”/';’/-)
8 9 10




(23)

a.
b.
C.
d.
e.
f.
g.
h.
i.
j.
k.
l.
m.
o Y
(23a)
(23d)
(23m) (230)
3.3.
331
(24)
(24)
(25)
(25)
3
3.3.2.
(26)
(26) —_—

@000 o



(27) a.

(272)

3.3.3.

(28)
(29)
(30)

(31)
(32)

(33)

(34)

(35)

(36)

(37)
(37)

hedge

#?

(27¢)

A

B

(1995)

(27b)

104

27

Traugott(1982)



textual

expressive

propositional > textual

> expressive

(cf. Halliday and Hasan (1976), ideational > textual > interpersonal)

(D)
Subjectification
1 Immediate dominion
2 (Figure) Ground

3 Leech(1971)
Modal Auxiliary

4 (1995)

(i) a. L
b.

o
o> w >

(1994) Ohori(1994)

>

Ohori(1994:148)

N 0
(i)
(i) _

MD

Domain

Talmy(1978)

(1995:70)
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