PEFED EIBEEREE un-D537[ L FEIZ OV T
F—U—F PR, BREHRE, BRI, = — R B
ZHARE (SRR ZERE SR ER)

ARETIHEEHEIHRE un-2 0 EF, a— SR EICHES &S
HRFFELZ A LT T 5, S HIZ, TORMEIZONWT 2 DO A IRFTT 5,

2 DL R OEEEDFESEIAIINT DRI T D R OM A G DI DN T
IE, LoVIERAH TR (Siegel, 1974), B IHIBRDE 7 /L (Fabb, 1988; Plag, 1996,
1999). Complexity-Based Ordering (Hay, 2000, 2002; Hay & Plag, 2004) 7% &34 %
TR\ INTE N, HIHFELERFOMAS LY Z I EMICTHITAICITE-
TR, - T, Z2D X9 RBGRZMRFTT 57201, FTILEAKRICHEERR %~
B B, Z0E0aFE L R OMAEDOEICE L TR L, £ 206
JHEIC B 2R B R A B & T BN H 5, £ Z TAMNZE TIX bracketing paradox
(Pesetsky, 1985) & A72 I35 7 — AT b HEBLT D HEHAFE un-2 LY HiF %,

un-\ZB U CRERMINC E K L72fgE L LT, Aronoff (1976) TlX un-2 [1#@%E45y
R, [Xt#ing]. [X#able], [X+yl. [X+lv]. [X#full. [X+al]. [X#like] DFEIEIC,
Baayen and Lieber (1991) Tld-ed, -ing. -ful. -y ZFFORERAZAEFERIZAINT 5
EIRARTWD, FTo un- 3B FIHCROIAFNAEERIAMAMT 5 EZE 2 6D
(Fromkinetal., 2014), L 7> LA THFZEIE R BT C B E MR ILIZ LSV T
W, HES T, ZD L) BRPAEEITV., LV B un-OFEE BRI O R EZ RS
J o MEDN B D (Plag, 2020),

. MELZORE =—/$% (COCA) EDLr~% AT LICHE L, BREH
EATDK L <IZBE L., un-EFO B D (B : unpredictable. unreality) & F5i=72
Wb D (] : predictable, reality) DIFF|ONIEIERER B % 4 L, BRI D
Wy (AR L BRFEOE D) DRI LSO &R U X A 7 (B : unacceptable &
unpredictable 1% un-X-able &\ 9 BHNZFiORI L X A7) LB L, ENEHhOD
2 A THE (B un-X-able DEHNZFFORICZ A FIETH L ~DRE) %
i L7z, & LCL un-Z R ORI OfR L o~ O TOXES (B : un-X-able.

un-X-ity 72 &) DR L un-ZFI220E OO TORES] (B : X-able, X-ity




728 OEERERE L, BIEOFB%E L VAL CE T, EOES] (6
[X-able]. [X-ity] 72 &) & un-DNFRIZHFTe &0 ) FERRIC R D,
if%ﬁﬁ:%bfi\ﬁﬁwgw%:[xm@./$M[xwm AFLHY
EAL O LS O 3 FFE OB ORI un-DSFET D7 —ADHENR, b
3 FEEE OB DORNE un-DFAE LIRNWr —ADWE LY b HEBEICE -T2, KOkt
12, [X-ing]. [X-all. [X-ive]. [X-y]. [X-like] O 5 FEREOESTIX, un-23MFE L
RNT—=ADFW, un-DHFIET D7 —ADHFELD bAEICED» T2, un-DH
BlCE W R CTEET D 3EH1T. Aronoff (1976) 23R L7z 8 FEHDFERD 9 H D
2 fEE (BEFIE. [X-able]). Baayen and Lieber (1991) 23R L7= 4 fFEEED 5 H
D 1 FEE ([X-ed]) D727z, Fromkin et al. (2014) 1% un-23EhFH K O HEEIZ
AFERNZAIINT 2 &R TV, [ CEREIHKTH, HEICHEWVEET un-H
FAET B HF ([X-ed]. [X-able]) &TFAE L72\WELS] ([X-ing]. [X-ive]) W3- 7z,
WAL FNCE LT, $EE DL WIEIZ [X-ness]. [X-ity]. [X-ment] ® 3 FEXED
FLHIDHTZ un-DMFET D7 —ADLHER, 2 b 3 FEOBS DRI un-23MF
FELBWT —ADWLERIY b AEEIZE DS T2, [un-X-ity] DFO X ONEHIZOWN
THEICTHAEZAT S To/ER. K 70%0° [un-[Y-able],-ity] &\ 5 EINTZ -T2, un-%
FFOAFDORR DO T [un-X-ity] 1ZEEDOK 4 73D 1 Z2HD TV, ZOR
FNIREEE R O LI VIEFAH TR 72 E 04 £ TOBEGRTITIE X b2 g
—ATHY, TNOLDOEKRERZ D EDOTELHURHERNLETH D,
VI EDRERNS | un-13 [X-ed]. [X-able]. [X-ness]. [X-ment]. [X-ity ([Y-able]-
ity)] £V REDHERFEAFFORGEICRY FATHET D2 LE2 DD,

FERERICIES X 2 SOEMEEET D, 1 SDHIE. un- & FFEOH
BEL, SNV HERFOLIREF LTV E L THADND EVIEHTH D,
LU, BEFIFEEO TR O AT RERZER Th D &\ ) BEHFEOE
7 (Bauer,2014) 7256 L CZ ORGRIISFFTE R, 2 DH OIRFUL, un-& FFE
DERFEOMAE DY OERBEDOR S IFFHIC L2 DLW IH R TH D,
un- £ K E DR FEDOMAE o D lexical strength 2358 F 5 Z & THEHEN T,
FEORINEZFFHOHEOERBMENG Lol THITE 5, ZHEZFEHT 5
(ZUE un-X° un-Z FiOHEEOIE L HIZEA, un- & M OYRABEBERE & OB, un-73



FAE LT WHEED BWRSSSUIRO R, RERGEA IS L D IRRREORRBE 2 £ D
PENRNEIZLZZ BND,

‘?ﬁﬁ iﬁ*%‘ Aronoft, M. (1976). Word formation in generative grammar. MIT Press.

@ Baayen, H., & Lieber, R. (1991). Productivity and English derivation: A corpus-based
study. Linguistics, 29(5), 801-843. https://doi.org/10.1515/1ing.1991.29.5.801 ¥ Bauer, L.
(2014). Concatenative derivation. In R. Lieber & P. Stekauer (Eds.), The Oxford handbook
of derivational morphology  (pp. 118-135). Oxford University Press.
https://doi.org/10.1093/0xfordhb/9780199641642.013.0008 4 Davies, M. (2008). The
Corpus of Contemporary American English (COCA) [Data set]. https://www.english-
corpora.org/coca/ 4 Fabb, N. (1988). English suffixation is constrained only by
selectional restrictions. Natural Language & Linguistic Theory, 6(4), 527-539.
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00134491 € Fromkin, V., Rodman, R., & Hyams, N. (2014).
An introduction to language. Cengage Learning. € Hay, J. (2000). Causes and
consequences of word structure [Doctoral dissertation, Northwestern University]. ¢ Hay,
J. (2002). From speech perception to morphology: Affix ordering revisited. Language,
78(3), 527-555. https://doi.org/10.1353/1an.2002.0159 ¥ Hay, J., & Plag, 1. (2004). What
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HAGEDEEEE -tari 25 72 b T EHBEIC O W T

il J—BR
FOHR SR

(F—7—F : EEEHEE, BT, RERERE, Mo, SEoER)

ARFEFR T HAGEDHLFE -tari 2% L

ZELY B, C 0B
T35, ZOBBIIERERICIZEENEH CAFNEH O F X4 L o—M % ki
DTNDEEFEZDILNRTE ZDEB(FHOEGHE S %S Bloch 1946 & L
BF 2016 ITIKBLL 72 b D % KFEFK D 72 1B EHNICER) . $iEEaRYIC 13 oniku

o ryoori suru(4

Ao
7 REj

- S5 (] 213 tabe-tari % oisikar-tari)

iR SUEMFFE ISR T 2 1T 2 50 7> D [ 11 % 15 1

FERBY) O TRFICER T 1 2 BIERBIF (R T 1930) &\ 5 #

IRiclE L, #askdi c 8 & LS AT (NVP) 2P L Twb C
2N RELER D 5 . JEPTRILZ RS EICIE A BE suru 2 #ah b TRk X

%ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁi‘ﬁ& gégf%ﬂ%&%—ﬁ?ﬁ BEVERDHLDIIE I ETTD RS

Ui tabe-(u Qisid ([nve oniku o tabe-tari/tabenakar-tari]
L[~JE? | tabe-(r)elba] | oisike-re[ba] |
avik tabe-(y)oo | oisikar-00 suru), AHEENGA dekiru, HIEF da, X
v4i7 tabe-ta oisikar-ta ~ o ' X .

. = . 5 1244 5 ori/sai/toki 7z EDHHERIC I
lig tabe-tari oisikar-tari
7 71 tabe-tara oisikar-tara D080, b0 ThHhNE., F DO
¥ v 7 | tabe-tatte oisiku-tatte ) N ]
TIE tabe-te oisiku-te D XS b L AEEERT 0L »
T[EE? |tabe-telmo] | oisiku-tefmo] | . o S
«E‘DTI‘Z/ tabe oisiku 5w, BEAA] LA ) Do L
i rlylore BRI O TRE ST,

Bl 2 1E dekiru IZBIFNAMECTEAFAEBTEK S 2 Al 2 #iEficiN s 2 & ATE T
(*[verr1/apir) oniku o tabe-ru/tabena-i] dekiru), & b I koto ga/mo ) % il
WCHLY . Z OWNERICH DAL LEED D B D3 ([[vepry/apir oniku o tabe-ru/tabena-
i] koto ga/mo] dekiru), & VA3 FEEL & 75 2 MEE A BhE ) G0 H S © &
ICBH L Cld 4 < B2 7 < ([nve oniku o tabe-tari/tabenakar-tari] dekiru), koto
ga/mo A] D HICHE® AT & & 2SHE 70 s (*[wve oniku o tabe-tari/tabenakar-tari]
koto ga/mo dekiru)),

sl of 3 2 #ilg (B 2 1 XBE) (X, 2 OFERFEHR & & 2 AU L 2
O F FER I N(BFFICR) 2 OB TH 25, X VBT Z OHils % S



BhEAIC A 2 B 2T L T\ b 2 &, ARKROMEOMIETH %,
Helt-tari (LMo X 5 W BIEERE e B3 2 & ARME W ©, ERRICIIHEL
EZDLIMEBEREL NI REBZDOTHAID? L LAY -tarl IFFEHEKE
DEICIS L HEMEZ G X Z L (nom-tari, tabenakari)\ T ETRY = o el bl 4
K% H LT\ 5 i (tabe-masi-tari), & HICEMEEED R D AMIlIc—E/Z 0 amL
EBEIEROKR T R LTw B HICBWT, hoEITERtL 2 oM eLa L
TWwb,

AKX TRIU LD YL v~ (?) ZHEERERM G (=P R & akm o4
TER Z PN IRE LCTw 2 BiGm) I S v, SR @0 El 2K T ¢ 7€
¥ 2 — V3% (Sadock 2012 % Jackendoff 2020) IC{KHL L Cigimd %, < OFu
HFEFENRFERIER O TEREEETY 2 — 1 icilbE 2 HICHEEAH Y |

AT IE RIS P HEHE 7 SRR A TR RGRILANT N 2. Bh & GE%F & Belr e
b2 3 5 W = STEM, AF ° STEM - STEM, AF @ X 9 7riEi& iR o fedE
Z b IET 270, BEBEBICES LHGEEE Y 2 — L AE Rl 2 i 5 205
D\, Z W 2 JEREE ¥ o — v CHIEREE/TE AR 230 AR S Tz &
VIIE, MEEEY 2 — D AN L CIFEEHEERE L LRI Tw 3
() T2 EBAEEICRD, 2H)LEEYa— L EOHIEI 2~y F
(=T ERm D i) < B AR 72 B EER O AT TR S RBIFETH 5 2 &)
DIFAEZ Z 23, MEY 2 — AR ZNENTERICH L7 RiE BRI, #
F ISR L 72) BT ch 5 2 L DREAETH 5 & FiRT %,

AKFERTIE, I HIC—HEEHIAL, b LEEEK & AITERDTERITHN LT
20 THNE, (DHTH O T 2588 ER IO LBE & AT L wo Tz
WeRBEIE (IS O Mhal) 2 H1 0 T2 2 L3 T & F (=ATE X T L 72 BhEaE
B L D TERGRERE L WO AFRIZIEL < & <), Q)W GEHIRE % 25 2 5 HEfE 03R4
TR - R 2 CERRESEITIER & v ) BRIERER D (RIDRATE v L
R L 72w, HMEEEHB(nE) & RERIUERICEEL, YTicafmdsd
G, TWRHWREELE L AER]2F(=HENEZ) cH VIR2HBch 2
729, TNEAFERICEES S TERERMERICH LEVIRS & i3(2Y 2
— LV SGEINC ) FRERI T G ICKG 2 729 Th 5, FROCGES HARGEIF O —
1T, RERIM SRR T b HikE-sase °-rare ICHhENG & W ) il % 5 2 B LA W




233 5 03 2 \XSFRF 1984), ARl & <. 29 L - Hilg % HabHils & W
L. BiEeiadeae e A U L& 2 2 L OB ARERICD T K
ER-P

£ VgIE. Lk X5, BT 51213 S ORARRE D& 5 15
FaRS ORI T -2/ 5 rlRetk 2 fafii L. AR O L T 5,

ZHSCER
(F30)

Bloch, Bernard. 1946. Studies in colloquial Japanese 1: Inflection. Journal of the
American Oriental Society 66: 97-109. (Bernard Bloch on Japanese, ed. by
Roy Andrew Miller, 1-24, New Haven: Yale University Press, 1970 IC 5% X
NnNCwsb o %)

Jackendoft, Ray. 2020. The Texture of the Lexicon: Relational Morphology and
the Parallel Architecture. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Sadock, Jerrold M. 2012. The Modular Architecture of Grammar. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

(FI130)

AT R=ER. 1930, TeBERME N ALy (FHR1 5 4RET1EMO) o HOCBREE (1974
S & ) I s T b D 2 i)

FAFH K. 1984 THARGED > v 2 7 2L EKRIT] < AL BHIK
LByt 2016, THURHAGE O SOEMNE RG] ARG FH O S- H iaT



Oxford English Dictionary 7> & 5, % 958 D R
INEEF (BHRKY)
F—7—F bEEE, dni, JET, URE, Oxford English Dictionary

JERERmClE. BIF OB ICSUGEN RIERER Z NS 2 Eir & . JBREE LIS
52 THLOVEEFELZIREVRKBI N TS, BRIIFEDOE %4 231 fhq
222 BEFETH Y, Plag (2003). K (2018) %5 CldiR4AE D0 —fHICH A A
NoNTw3, KFERTHOIMEITIRED—FETH Y, JLOFEICE v EH#EZ T
THEEFERNO—FTH 2 &SGR,

DI R ZE 2 I i 2 22 2 B iy, BUACSREE C I3 HIR R AR EERY 7R BETE K
BEETH Y, love (%3F) — love (BEE) O X 5D b BEE~ DRl %
CRoNZ, Zhiexf LT, HEigEo4E love if lufu & wWHBREZ L 2205, %
T3 2 EhE T lufian & WO TRRER & 5720, SEANED iR CIEENR R
25, WHIEFETIIAFICERE -an 7213 -lan 2T 5 2 &I X o> THAIWIC
XIS 2EEAME S NS 25, ZNIEHKFEDIILE T D TH S 9 b,

FATHHIE T D RARICHIED H V. Biese (1941) FFEDOEES 2L b,
HRGECHRHA L W O HEE RS Z L IR L CTH b Snffa I saiB AR IC A
Wl o7z LT3, ZHICH LT, Marchand (1969). Kastovsky (2005,
2009) 1F¥miRE, TALLEE T L 2RO TnD, AFRERTIE, BE
DALY . TEd 3 MOBIED» O HIEEIC b IBIIFET 2 2 L 2 TRT 5,

IR HIZ, HERBICL2bDTH L, KFEOENNLELZWUS Z LB TE
% Oxford English Dictionary D v 7 4 ViR Hw T, #IHFE 11 HidoiESe
ko coiftoB & 2R L CH 5 &, R LEE 8,757 3 326 FEosinific
LoThLLETHLZLINTHE, HIGL LT PR DD, AFECHHH
A OEMER PR o2 Th, iidid 2 b D& LCEBBEOEME D /34
BRINTWEDTH S, Lo, RFEXRTIIAFD OB ORI Rz 4T
B H3, BUHEEE & FRRIC d 9 5E C© b Ak 4 o it # [ C DR 255 U | standan
(BF) — stand (Z5F) O X 5 ICHEFA» O LFICHRIAL 72 d ©, full JEAFD
— fullian (B)FA) @ X 5 IR LBEFNICHIE L 258k E03H 5,

2 i HIIE, WEFEOESRE -an © -lan 2 HEHLEZ SR FTICOBED ST IR



AR CIE e K EITEERRCE L 2 E 2R o 2 L TH B, EITEEER I B
FEClE, BhEe A NER T A RIC L E R CH D, i b ZIEAfRIC LD
D BN S, FRRIC, HREEDQBNEEELRE -an X -lan [THEHA & (TBARIC & D
g ch R o, 72 & 213 help-an (help) 7 &, AkiEoEENICH AR5,
¥ 7o, ROICIREEFHOBRNTZ2F 2 5 &, BIEFE CIBA R 2 o 85 2 k4
T A E8FD -en Tl. black-en-ed, black-en-s @ X 9 I RAE O MANIC JETH:
FEDR X DICHTINT 5 25, WRFEDEAT -an, -ian X35 H 3 5 R i3 fth o JH i
ICE 22 o0, EH L 238 I BNz,

3 JEIC, JTOHE & BEIC 7k o 7o R O ERBIR D 2 kR X 03 BIIEEE D disifh
LHEBIL T2 THD, OED T 11 HILICHI L 2L ST 2EED S B
LD bEFAIC R o T bEEo T, B CTHHHABERE WEEEZRIC, TT
DH L BFEIl 7 o 72RO EFEE DR TCOEKRDBI®E % Clark and Clark

(1979) OEMWSFICHER T 2 CHER L 7z DI B, love, curse D X H I
ThREZRTOOZERINL, TPk ezRILFz0ETL, —HLVDHOR
fire (Kx52%), seed (FZ2EL) ET, INEZ~F2] LWwHEKICERD,
I, GEi~0B8 % EK T % Locatum verbs X 0 (ZIJAWEKTH %720
Theme verbs & 3223, Z ZiCit head (BEZYI %) R EDREDOEKREFFO D
DbhEEITND, ZTOfhicd thieve, witch 7z & [N D&% % | Agentverbs,
shield (JET5F3%). net ({THi3) & [N T~ % | Instrument verbs.
lodge 72 & IN ¥ %i& < | Location verbs, % ®fth thunder [N 230823 | &
Weather verbs %23 % 5,

Nagano (2008) 233 L C\w 5 X 51, HEFHMMT 2 i X o THFAD S
BEaiC o 2B L RS 5 L. ¥ uRAECHFD OEIFICHR L 255X X VI8
JNCEWREZRT L8RS, HREETOIMNRGEL 3R L 2 AH1EH 525,
HEC B L ek ER AR THFIC R > T3 2L Ao E 2R L
TWbZ L%l

PAL 3 @I h 6, HRGE CAFICESE -an £ 7213 -ian Z A0 L CTEhEE

T AR AGEIR ISR 2 o b Lihim T b
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FULEEVCIELO AL Fay — @7 —2fEHoI T TLESE —
SPREORE (BRRARSRSE)

AREE I, SEEHICB T 2L F v a v ofhE L EEEDRIHICAT <, EVEEE,
EHLE T EEERNT — 2 AW CHS ik ZoRICOWTHET 5, BT
— R ZDH DDA L, BEIOW OGN EZHHT 2 -0 0@ MET
LB D/NEZ5EDVIRE5729 2T, (F3TADEIICHEWAZVELEZVTE BT
% M E T T ANEE L CE ) BIEICB W CSERNT — 212 20 X 5 Zxffift %
bRt v PHEEBRNZ N,

T—&

SVEEVEIU T L KERIND, KA, @ 4 SiEERRE % o REEE
BD, ZOEBEMSHTERICITo 72, METE R, HREoBEN» S 0liziEd., i
CHAME Y, SLKITHR T SR COREMAREETIZED R ] (FE 2002p.35 —
L), SGEIZCDER L2 T. HAKEEP»OFNDY . I ORE - ffli7— 20
FHEEZ LIC X o TIE I L HARGES W E W D FHIH) 3200 flod o, FEaE DR
DLFLavo@ZzRMLTnsLEILNS 224 TOFVEVCICERZAED
5, iBEmAH (B2EOROVICHIOFEEZE>TLEob D) & EMHERH (Fas+
D2DODEHERD LD 2 XEMELANEDL > TLE 572d D) LIFIEN 2 5\ HE
WTH B, FiFE. 27401 LoFFEOL ZMEY ], &I [HFENT5 Lo ¥
BZNE | TH DD, BHERFEGEE T L E IS Levelt(1989) d blueprint % &EHIC & <
L FhFnETAohRIciEZ O NZL R avicb s L~ (lemma) ¢ 7+ — A
(form):Z R & HEEIIFF 512> O FEERFT~ 0 @FG IS 3 2 Bl S 2 Wik [B5 50 5 0
AEEH] L ARBILHBTE D,

mRARH
mERHOEFIZ(D)ICRITEY TH S,
(1) a B\HEIN0OH, E LTI TACE>EBETT L (Zo21))

b. RBTOEESVICIILAL X574, MbAE>DZTL

c. HARZENL ¥ 582, FFIChbARVWATT X

(FHREBAE Y . Ay aNIZFEE OEN)

B OB VIZZ OFEE2 S OHIR L IFHEIR ISR THRIIMICEZ 2 2 L3 onTs
D, ZNIISEHMNOEEWLPCRFEA N A LD IZIEZEbDEINTVS
(Fromkin 1973 fih) , ZE#EfCHOHAIEIC O WCIIEK L7258 L #5230 13 Em%
W, BN, 2Ol REE SN COBEUMENEFET 2 2 LA Efis v
% (FRE 2022 fh), ThzHMHT2ETALLLTRDBELTVEEEZONEET L
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73 Foygell & Dell(2000)® SP &7 v & MEn 2 AEHALET A TH A 5, 727, &
DEFALT TR ELWARRD K S x4 FOEENHDHFET 3,
(2) a. FHERHBD 72, HEOBHEIIOINAED S 72/ TT

b, WEMOPTERERE > TB AW (xo33)
IO IIXARDMDGFTICH T 2 13T DR, & 2 W ISR o fth DFEFE D FZE(2b
ZERTO [HEGR ] CBET2 [EBHE] DPFKEE RoTnd & 2 APHMDP % EHE
D% 5 SP ET A TIIERICR 2, ARFHHTIZZ OXIGEICOWTDH Sz,

EHER
e CEBEZHOEF D WL DA TAHA LI,
(3) a. w&aYH  (EY)

b. L _ATRILLET (T4

c. PTDWTA (D Hlix)
ZDEATDHYICONTHE L DHAMERH > T b, KX N BERLEHINT
HOLMEBBIRFAILTHE, BELY D TELIRBEEINS 2 L 23% < (3b<3a), 222ZD
2 FHEITEFRICHELER SV, T2 CREE MRS 5 B — Z I Cilt 2 2 5HE 8
Bl BN 25T I N B IGA 13 G0 D X 5 IckEET 3 2 EEB X6 2 EEEAE
CHDIEPRIEINDG, 25 LR ZEIAT 27200 AE 7 vix 1980 FRIC
Dell 51T X o TREBEA ZHEEE{LE T AR E DL EN S 25, Levelt &7 L D FEEER
FH % K5 L L 72 Roelofs(2000) ® WEAVER++E 7 4 b #iaHicfEid 3,

SEEN T — 2 O BRARKMHE

20004E R E <3, Sl 7 — 2 (V& w, KEEES. &b 0 FikEg Lco
I5—) FHMETNORESLY I 2L —v a VORI T I > T X7, %O
. BOEE L, RiE2ERTEIETANEL LZBHETIEED X ITZ{LL T D
7259, ARFEHTIEAMM(2023)DETFAEZEN L. ZOHAEEHED—2 %R L 72\,
K5 13 Dell D F UL (p 8 7 A — 2) % 53 ff L CHER (A) LEBIM) L oL 7=
SLAM=E 7 v (Walker & Hickok 2016fth [X[1ZH) o Lexical-Auditory-Motor®> LAM
oy P LiR-1E5{tiRe T A THREL, 2 oRVIGIEICEERELZEAT S & T,
WHRREEIRRE DA VX =T 2 A 2OFEZHBEIC L7z T L EREL TW 5,
FFERICEHLINTT TS — 2 =2 X W 1B CHEmIIME2T> CTEEET L%
o7 BT, ST E O S L REBIES O BRI T — &2 &2 v Tl
(774vFa—=vr: COoBAEIEHELRR 27w, BV 2ERATE 2, I
HERIZET AN ML LT =BT X > T2 20, T HICEVREIEVWE L
FEBIOMNICZERIZH 2 D>, A TWD, —J7, #JI11(2023) IZFEED €T L% HWT
SR % 1 o 7 FERARH o FBLICHU Y #HA T 5,



EREET ol

DX BT — 2 2 MEHCHER 2T ) N, XY NDRFE T I 2 A A
Hi$ A A = X L DIRET R D F VRE - & RFERER D HLi i B 72 70 B & 2 it 5
2bD0L LTHEHEINS,

1. SLAM 71  (Walker & Hickok 2016 X )

Lexical-Auditory weight _-

‘ \,{ f ‘
Auditory-Motor weight
BE IR

Foygell, D. & Dell, G.S. (2000) “Models of impaired lexical access in speech production”.
Journal of Memory and Language 43, 182-216. https://doi.org/10.1006/jm1a.2000.2716
Fromkin, V.A. (Ed.). (1973). Speech errors as linguistic evidence. Mouton.
Levelt, Willem J. M. (1989). Speaking: From intention to articulation, The MIT Press.
Roelofs, A. (2000) “WEAVER++ and other computational models,” In L. Wheeldon (Ed.) Aspects
of Language Production, 71-114. East Sussex, GBR: Psychology Press.
Walker, G.M & Hickok, G. (2016) Bridging computational approaches to speech production:
The semantic—lexical-auditory—motor model (SLAM), Psychon Bull Rev. 23(2):
339-352.
BJIH—(2023) BBk E £ 7 L D FEEH, Linguistics and Data Science in Collaboration 7,
FEREF)
RFFERER « SpREHE - B R] « IR — « HIRRR - AR - SaEth - 328553
& (2023) BV AERE TV, 5 25 MR DEAIT S R TER.
FREEE (2002) TEWREWIXES LTI S ?], HiEEE.
SPREHE(2022) [TEREPEHIZEICH T 2 HBERT 7 — 2 & L TOF WEEV Offifa ], [
HEF] 529%&15, 74-84.



7 7 v AFED-ble WEATIC T 2 [HE] & Zhicks 3 RB

HHE AR (FIFEERE)

F—U—F RN, MIOPER, SERFE. 7 7 v R

7 7 v ARBICEB T 5 B RERE-ble 1T X BIEAFNMLIL. BRI BIF R TR
FE7S-able & 722 b DA% A, disponible (FIHPHEZR) D X 5 i, IREICE 7
ENGA O IEA 7 {. GBS -ible T 7z lt-uble &7 % 24 IHEET D, Tz,
micro-ondable (L v JHHBER[EE) @ X 91, & (Z DA 13 micro-onde: &
TFLvy) »oilRET I —2AbERIN G,

Z D-ble MIPARFAICHE AR THEEF in- 2 NT5L, [~T&hw] &5
) BEWROIERF LU S 52 2 LB TE 20, in-5H Y O L in-72 L OFER D
BB OMICE LWERPFEDOONE 7 —ABBIE I N 5,238 [EREEBZ IR L
727 = 7 a—,3Z frTenTen23 Tid. ]z 1X8E oublier (51 3%) 22 HIRAEL
7212253 inoubliable (il 237z\y) 13 333,598 {EfiEZ2 X 15— 75 C. oubliable

(Bhvohd) oHHIZ 4376 Fict ¥ oTn3,

BEIREICB W T, in-® Y DL in-70 L OB O O GBI R 2035 8 7z
F—2bBEIND, Hl2X dispenser (T 2) 20 HIRAE L 7L HHGE
dispensable (FfRX L5 %) (ZITOBF O EW % £ > TV 52—, indispensable
FIFEMHEECH Y KOVHRMWZR TR ZEDTERV] LWHIBEREZRLT

5, CNOLDHEEEZEET S L, in-H Y D-ble AR L in-72 L D-ble ¥
RFADBALE LT L DAL Lzd D Tidk<. &L A[In-X-ble]& 5 2 F —
~HRILICLCEBHLZD D LIRZ 28475 5 (Apothéloz 2003, Huot 2007,
Booij 2010).

L2 L. -ble ®IERFDEEICOWTIE, EBICIZEEER: in-D 720 ¢
F7 K, X OMEN R GTECERINE LD H 5, Hl2IEBERFD non £
pas ZfE- 7N (1), Q) & 5 7EiHTh L, HIicoERICHIRO H 5

U ERBIC 13T 2 3B O FH 106 U T il-, im-, ir- & W 5 BIZEREET 5, AREK R
JHEF in-& LR afilohicizcns gt 35,



dispensable & X3/ A[RETH 52 :

(1) des soins lourds non dispensables
DET.PL care M.PL heavy. M.PL  non dispensable. M.PL
R T EDTERVERRIAE

(2) Un tome anthologique mais pas dispensable  pour
autant !
DET.M.SG. volume.M.SG anthological.M.SG but  not dispensable.M.SG however
WEMAVIZA, DL Vo TR ZEEFTERVWEST RO |

LI, BEICHET ZEREVEZMINT 2EEL LT, AlFpeu (BT Y~
W) % rarement (FHi2) |, difficilement (~L 25 \) 7 & 23-ble BIFE ARG D
HIICE2 NS 7 — 2D s & T3 (Dal et al. 2007),

(3) ces  avantages sont difficilement dispensables.

these advantage.M.PL  be.3PL. difficultly dispensable.M.PL.
ZDBEAEZ 2 e DR T EBTE IR,

Ffic difficilement %> 72(3) D X 5 7 §H1Z, Booij (2010) DRE I RERR IC
BT 5 akam & OBEARIE X N CTHIRZR WV, &) DD difficilement & HkE 3
5 IAFIEEIIC -ble Blch b 2 L, SEOFHETHIHL 25 TH S,
[in-X-ble] & [ U & 9 ¢, [difficilement X-ble] & \» 5 2 F ——~= % HE J 2 n[gElE
DIRE I NG,

IO EIEICHET 2 BWRE V28§ HIE & -ble BUEAG & Dl bEICD
WTOMERIZFaIcEI Ty, 72, 2o DRIGFNIC X 2Rl (WrBn
fE) % in-I1C X 2 EeREATIN OBRERIERAE) & K5O 0 1 COfERIIC T3 2 WIRENE:
IZDOWThH, BT TG LALTFHINLCZ haroc XS iCBbN S,

2 B L Z2EMIZwFNd frTenTen23 2 — < 2RI N-DbDTH 2, . 77 %
FOKFACIHREZFICLDZbDTH 5,



ARRCEIU LR E 2. MUBEROBIE 25, 77 vV AFED-ble Bl
EEFAICETZ2EEDEREVOEROATTICONWTERST S, HHTicid
frTenTen23 2 — "R ZfHRH L, BEEEZIED 2 L D%\ -ble EAF & in-,
non, pas B X OHEICHET 2 EE L DA AbERENE % FHE L 2R % WS
T2, 20 T, -ble BEARGFICE T3 [HE] OBENWGH, IRE L HEN 7 0
R EDICE B> TEREINTVWE Z L ZEIAMICTRT L 2ikA S,

ERSEE
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non-liée », in René Daval, Pierre Frath, Emilia Hilgert et Silvia Palma (sous la
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WHEEERES (2020). [FEfe L SUEOMIT: 7 7 v ABEAGRFEOEFENRIVEGE] , B
i R



HEFERALFEIC BT 2 FA R
(F R - AHS (RBEERT)
F—U— F: FLEEFE, Dvandva, B, SUESNOREIER, Bl i8S 55

1. HEORE SRR OFAGRAIFHE L LT, Dvandva FEEAFHENIELE A
EFELZ2WE WD B3 % D (Arcodia et al. 2010 72 &), Dvandva (4. 12 >
DEAZ R LEDET2EDES ] 25T (cf. Bauer 2008: 2; KB 2023: 91), #i
TMFELiF, TH LT TR SN D EEDEEER T, FHEICB O T, 1

R A EERE G SETEGEOI TRT Z 1L TET, and Z AW IB D LB
L 72 % (B:*male-female vs. male and female; Nishimaki 2022: 396; c¢f. & H 2023),
Shimada (2013)3 KOV H (2016)1%, HFEICZ D X 5 REFENR B D DI, =

FENPRIERER TII R BHIBPRERZ T L L LTEBEREF OO TH D L
CTCW5, & Z CHBREWNDOIL, 1BKGE (B : brunch < breakfast + lunch) DAFAE
Th b, REEEIL, HAGE L FERIZ 2 DL EOFENOHERINTHDLHDOD, H
HMIBICESWTE b O TIER Y, 61T, BT UIX LIESCES (extra-
grammatical) O#{ETH 5 & 415 (Ronneberger-Sibold 2006; Mattiello 2013;
Renner 2018), {REGEDS. BHEZHWT. 20, EOFHIN TR I NS D
THDH72b, TOHIZ Dvandva ICHE T2 H OB HFEICHBNTH A LIV D AHE
PERA T TL b, A%FE TIL, Dvandva FHY OIRKGENIFIET 5 Z & &R T,
2. BEFBICRONAENEIR  Shimada (2013)1%. A EEFED D B1)D 2 &
Y% Dvandva TH 5 L $ 5, TNOOMOBEEFEIL, JEFETIIBLZE IRV,
(1) a. Paring® (BN RITEAEOMESEERT) : B, KE AR, #H1

b. Co-synonymic ! (JEZPIRICH L5EZ2T) vl EE, BIA, HIK
—HT, EREICBWTOERENDFEMERTHEL LT, QDI THRH D,
(2) a. FIRE (WRENPETEREOHEEG ZEKT) : singer-songwriter
b. Compromise B! (HEkFEDEWEZ L L T2 TEIS=EWRAE D) : north-east

INHIFELLL, HHVEVDA D EDDE ) BOFERFORHMZ R TN
L CW 5%, singer-songwriter CoHIUX Tsinger T songwriter THbH HEN] ZF5
L. north-east 1% Tnorth & east DHFD (OEHSD) FHf #E£T, KERITE
WTCEZEZROIX, (1) Dvandva B OIRKGEN JEGECTHZEINLENE I INTH D,
3. BREEIC A DN D EMERDOMREE ARERIZBIT HBENOHGMNIRLD




I, IRBGEIZB T DEAERORE 1) DX A 7 Th DS DD, Dvandva B! ¢
HBomb, W) ETHD, £3°. Baueretal (2013: 484) 137 BIfR &2 FF IR AL
FEE LTETHQR)DOBNIQ)D X A 7T, ZHTFEEOEGTEICLBIZEIND,
(3) a. KA : actrovist (actor & activist D — % % FF2 N), aireoke (< air guitar + karaoke),
celesbian (< celebrity + lesbian), fictomercial (< fiction + commercial)
b. Compromise %! : chofu (chair & sofa OVEE - ¥EEE % PRERFSF B, avoision (<
avoidance + evasion), broccoflower (< broccoli + cauliflower), puggle (< pug + beagle)

—J . RREEOHFAE)SH, EIT Dvandva BT H 72 2 B HIRAKGE DO FITFET D
NN D, £ Paring BUE, )DL H T, NARHA N ORI NS LD
WZIROEND L9 THLD, WREZETEHIND AW - #HIO~T 2Rk E2 T,
(4) Paring & : Brangelina (< Brad Pitt + Angelina Jolie), TomKat (< Tom Cruise + Katie

Holmes); Eurasia (< Europe + Asia) (Mattiello (2013: 303£f) &2 1 #51))
Paring MO A [0 G olc B 1D L 92T H ) & M) & H HERRGED 33547
WazrirfbIEDZ LN TE D (BY 2023: 98), Brangelina b FEIEL, (5)D X
NS (Brad & Angelina) % each other T3\ % Z LN TE D,
(5) 15 Times Brangelina Gazed at Each Other [...] (The Hollywood Reporter)
Z D Z &1, Brangelina 7% Dvandva B OEN IR EZFOZ L 2R LT\ 5, K
|2, Co-synonymic B Dl & L CT(6)Z2 2D 2 LN TE 5 (BllX OED £V fhiH),
(6) Co-synonymic % : diminish (< diminue + minish), spleck (< speck + pleck), mazoola (<

mazuma + moolah), needcessity (< need + necessity), vanqueror (< vanquer + conqueror)
Bl 21X mazoola | ZTEAERKE SR ©IRAKGE B A D ‘money, cash’Z K7, ZiLid(lb)&
FREOBEH®RER TH DL L E R D, 2O XD, BHEORFFEOFEIK TIFFFI R
WENBAMR S . SUESNDFEER E SNDIRTIEIARETH H Z D005,
4. FrTHEGEE L OHB  KFHIZIS 1T 5 Dvandva B OEN IR A B 2 D BRIZIT,
IREGGE & PR T AT GRE L ZR T2 0E N O D, i iERTE L £, 1
WP ORERR SN DN TH D (B biology < bio- + -logy) , HLERIEWZ &2,
B MG FEDOSE 213 Dvandva 23 HILRWDTH L, BlAIE, THE) 12
Y3~ B *gastrointestine 1IN & 725D (FiH 2023: 239), ZDZ &lE, RWFEOH
HHAEAFEL. WREN ORI TOARRL L, HRBICEA SN SO LR T
SUERANCRI > T SV D Z & 2777 (cf. Panocova and ten Hacken 2020), =
DRT, FiE G FEITIRGE & TR R OMEERH>DTH D,
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Cross-Disciplinary Issues in Compounding, ed. by Sergio Scalise and Irene Vogel, 177—
197, John Benjamins, Amsterdam.
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AT, SNETEHINTERADL >0 X 5 wftiEiEdF (HEE+ T2 ) 25, LHELBFEL
LCflibn ARICESZY TS, (1o ({7277 27/FF FF14 5] 13, #IU (2005)Tl3 A H /& E B
# (Type 5)& LTI N TV 528, ERRICIE(1b-c)D X 5 ICLHENE (Type )& LTES 2 &3 TE,
(Io)TIEIFAIC E o T 2EERFEIE E L TRt I LT3 &# x b 115 (Matsuoka (2023), Landau (2009)) .
L, AENEEESFHO ST ORBA AL IT TR ] & 727 27/FFFX] 0k
ICEROH D & 25 <, BB LIIRIER K 2 BHEREEIICIRO N 5,

(1) a Ma(7 27 27/F*F*13 5,

b. B REPRDOE (7 27 7/ R F F ¥ 1387,

c. T E o THRIREN %2 {(7 27 27/FF FF 1387 (bF/2b)
AfEcid, ERdoOBEE L R URERF>Z L 2R L7295 2T (R - #aFF (2001), Belletti and Rizzi
(1988), Pesetsky (1995), Sato and Kishida (2009), ft). Kishimoto (2013)iC¥51J % 4 7 4 A W& KIEOFTHE
FHEAOGIICHE DI EZ, (1) 5(1o)~DIRAEZREST 2, £, AFEOSHHAIEL THiE, #il (2021)
DHEE T 2 BRAGE - JBHERGR - BERREAGR & v HHBTDO XA T T P ABH B IR, T
A= b ROFOHEE L RO K EEHL o FIEE E 2 SN d (cf FKH (2023), Kita (1997),
% H (2010)).

9. FILQR005)IC X 3 &, BHREREEEIZ 2 2D — T ITHSEI N, Type | - 4 (ZBEE F5E - R5R
HRHNEICE 2 JEREAK BN - B < H B, — )T, Type5-7 i3, BRI I3 EAY) & T35 ICH 2 FERTHS
B e e b,

(2) Typel: HLEL T 5, GHEBEIBE) Type5: A¥ X ¥ 35, (CEHEEHH)
Type2: b v by 32, (B &2 fhBhE) Type6: 77773 %, (WHEHE)
Type3: 9555535, (GAEEhE)E) Type7: H->3 035, (B

Typed : 235200 L7z, CLEEHEE)

DB & M & N2 IRERE BN (Typed)ix. — k70 DBRENE (e g BX/EIXE %) L AKOFHE %
b, Ba)n X 7 IRaE % E5EICl 56 L. [-38 ] X affkfbic X W RERE % HWEEIC & 235G
DEET 5 (RE - IR (2001). (Bb)D X 5 ICHREREIHZ HIWEE I 2 55601, —MRAY 70 LERE)E & [H
Kk IC Backward binding DFHE % £50,

3) a KERIZHSY  OFEDRERICT - Y L7z (Type 4: ES)

b. A7 i OFBEDOHERBKER i % o< Y 47 (Type 4: EO)
Z @ Backward binding DFi#IE. da)lRT X oI (V27 2/ F*F¥1&x¢7] T RO,
4) a H5 i ORAEOERDPKES % {7 77 7/ FF FF 1387,

b. KER 2k o CTHD  OFAEDHERS % {7 277 7/ FFFF &8 (bF/T L)



R

Fil 021)TlE, FERFGE (Type 1~4) - JEHERGE (Type 7) « BIREERGE (Type 5~6)D 3 DFHEEIRE
LT OHEHBEE(Type d) ITHRBURTH 5720, O)PRT LI IKfmEERT [4/3 ] LT E 228,
Jhy S2RTCKIRHTH 2 [ar—| LHETI LB TER Y,

(5) . KEBIFFHEOMERICT 5 D Lz{x 3+ —/4/3}

b. FHAEOERDPIKEE Vo Y IR (+F 4 —/4/3}

—J7. (62)D [{7 277 7/FF F£132] (Types) ZHREERRTHL7-0MEE2KT [a+r—] &
T E 325, (6b-c)id. FY EARTICRERD a4+ — | LHETE RV &b, LHBEIFEICHE
LT3 EEZLZERRYTHLLEEZ LN,

6) a. WA3(7 27 7/ FF F X155 {2 4 —/*4/x3}

b. RPN DE {7 77 7/ FF PR VX2 {xF 5+ —/4/3)}

c. FNC & > THTRIBEBZWME(T7 277 Z7/FF P&/ x3 +—/4/3}

XIT, Kishimoto (2013)IC B J 2 A H LA XD HTIc KO & (Ib-c)DIRAEZHEZE T 5, Kishimoto
(2013) T, [FE/MAIRICH D] DX I A T4 A LNAEEFHICE VT, (Ta)D [ 7 v 0] 25F B0 2k
RRT b BTENRITEE EAIC X Y (Tb)D G EFEMCAIRE SN S LIREL T3, 7. (Ta)
DEGEICE TS, [F o] EIEEERNIC EBMEICHBEI T2 LREL T 5, AiETld. Kishimoto
(2013) Cigam S N T W A MEEI R 7 A F 2, (7) & REDIRAED (1b-c)TH D - T % L ERT 5,
(7 a. ZDRED Z LM T v DRI ICH %

b. TV DRFD T L AR FEER/ARICH B

.Mz e | HARKICED S, HIVEEIC D AAHE L 7x 5 (Kishimoto (2013: 171), EFRIC, (82)2}
RT LI [ICotoTl it [CE] BATZZLIITES, B)DRT X KHELFATTH 2 [1E
T Lo IZAEETH B,
®) a * KEfoZtictoTiEY (D) PME{7 27 7/FFFX 1 &8/,

b. KERICE 5 CIET D D% (7 77 7/ F* F ¥} &7z,

BT, (R T X 9, TKERD | DIEJELTIE IC resumptive 72 [H D] 2{#5 2 L SA[HETH 5,
9) KEBIC L o CHI-RREVLADOME(T 77 7/ F % FF L3872,

¥ 7z, IEEEN ATEEEO FRIC X B IREZIRE T % & & T, Backward binding OHNICBEIL Td
(10a)TiE [KERD | 23 IETATERIC EFEALEICEEIT 2 L IET 2 2 L THALRBHALR G 2 b5,

(10) a. H5 i ORAEOERDPKES % {7 77 7/ FF FF 1387,

b. KEFic & > THY BEORRBMEZ(T7 277 7/ FF P&z (bF/2d)

Z D X 51T, Kishimoto (2013)IC B A& LA C X 2iREARAT 2L [V 2727/ FF P F X4

JICBAD 2B ETMATE 2, S, Z OEMRYEEEE D 5 O BB) G~ OSB3 I Bha o % # %
KD biFTlEZR ., MAEBNARIRAEICXVEHINE Z L ZRL TWwd,

BZIC, ZH (2010)1F. (IDIC/RT X 5 ICHEREREENGAIC 1L Type 6 & Type 7 DM T ICfHEbIL S b D2 H
D, <HE - -BYESKERLLLAITLTVS
(11) a. Type 6: :@E.%Ci{é‘foé‘E/T&ﬁ"&/Oé’D%/'\“}:&}:}?%



R

b. Type 7: TOEEI{I LI H/FTRFTR/DEDEH/RERLILTE,
(TLIL/TRITN/DEDL/NE XLV IR
IO FEICHED L e b iE, £ H010)DREE T < B ARKTERGE > 2 & <J@MHERGE > ~D58 & in
. ARFEDELD o 72 DI < B EREERGE > 2 b <HRPR > ~ORF L kb, b ORZEHROE
ERELWET2hbIE, 4/ v b _EFMLICBED 2 RIEDOE I 2R L T3 (Akita (2023), Kita
(1997)).

ATk, T2 b T2 REBERNRFE IO EREAA T 4 4 LIGEWRIUCE T 208
B~ DR o 72, FEEMICITOHEENG TIE7R < & 3, Kishimoto (2013)2%i &3 5 L 9 1CA4 7 4 A
L7 KB 7 & CRERFTHZ T2 DHEBFA~ OB RETH L L ZRL TR EE 2 OLND, E7z,
RERFETH L ) BWREENL, FEENABFEIRICL 0532 b0 TRAL. TRI D EVIEDO
Fick W53 hd eI gl chsb &z bbb (Landau (2010), Sato and Kishida (2009), cf.
Belletti and Rizzi (1988), Pesetsky (1995)) .

ZE R
KHEE (2023) AAGEIZR T 54/ ~ F_BiEa OFEME & USR] G5 /- 158 OB 7]
(W) ,209-235, O> UERE, HUT.
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