MR ORI & BIBRICE D < RERT &I OV T
(F—U—F /7 - REw, SOEE, FEEEE. HIER)
e BF e (AT R )
AWFFETIE, BT R4, A/l - REF~E AT D2 LK VIRES R
Ll - BB OREIZHOWTHET 5, Ayano (2001), Svenonhw(2006,2010L
Watanabe (2009) D HIj « 1% &5l & ONHTT « 72 &5 A1 B3 2 oA 2230 QN HIBRIC I
S FPRZATV, B - BEFAOHEHAICERT 2 Z L2 AfET,

HEEE D “front” |24 G HTE & RIEFIED 2 FIERH 5, (la)lXERT & E%ZIZ
T “the” & “of NN D4 FHIETH S, —J7. (1b) TIX, “of A3 “front” (214
g o b DO, “front” | XATER & L THRIET 5, 2V | “bus” & ZEM LD
L L7 BT, “John”Z /S A DA O ZEFNALE . & BIS, “in” 23 T
ZIRELTCWVWD, ZDO“front” DRFEDEWT, FRIRIC E B X315 (Ayano 2001,
Svenonius 2006),

(1) a. John is sitting in the front of the bus.”/X A DR HT DFFIZHE > TNV D (VN AHN)
b. John is sitting in front of the bus. /S ADENZJE - TV D (NN AHS})

LUTFDQ)D BAGFED THI) b HEERRIC 2 M OHIRNH 5 Z &b | HFED

“front” L WAT T DHFHEZFF o TWVWD LB X BiILD,

Q) T UBNADFNESTWD (Z L) SRHEN/ESL

LU EDFEIROENIINZ, HEED 2 FEEO“front” DRpE A /R T HE L LT, R
ERBLEDHLEND D, Ba)DAFAHIEOSGAIITHERT 2O L, Bb)D
AT # HEOSE 113 EE 7] T d % (Svenonius 2006),

(3) a. *A kangaroo is sitting three feet in the front of the bus.

b. A kangaroo is sitting three feet in front of the bus.
DiE. HAGEIZOWTHRBROFEENEOLND Z EERLTND,
@) TR AD 3 A— FVRIIZE S TN D,
TR AD D 3 A= FVETOSET (FEAL) (TS TW LR AT 5,
SED . RERANTEZROT, REFMIED TH) OATH D, LLEOFEIC
DT, Svenonius (2006)1%, “front”=> [Hi[| % Ax(ial)Part & L THE X (cfJackendoff
1996), i « BEFAFIOHEEZLLFO L IITREL TV D,
(5) [peg three feet [place in [axpartfront [k of [pp the bus ]]]]]



Svenonius (2006)IZ & % & AxPart (ZFEIZAFNOHIRE LA - BEZFATH Y |
DP“bus”(ZED &, =RouOfl bz~ (L#E, NS, Aim. . Wi
), BT AT Place 1. AxPart 23 F 9 5HE O RE SN T-ZEM 2R E
T5, OFEVD . NAOFTHEHOFERDOHFIZ (1b)D“John”<° (3b)D*“a kangaroo” 73 7
ETHZEaET,

X BT, FEREICIX, S)DFEIE L2720 A, BARGE CIIREIEICHBER S 5, i
P OHBARFETIE, ZERRTERT (LA BEMET DI ENARETH D,
6) 7 D3 A—KIVEI(DEZA)NZT U BD, (Watanabe 2009)

(6)TlE., AxPart ® [fij] & Place ® 2] OIZ TEZA] RBENATWD, &5
W2y (DARTI@Y , TR ZREERHRO (3 A=k ORNICHENDZZLEHT
X5, B, TOHA, T2 A EREMICTERMET S,

(7) 7 VDRI A— MDD E AT BN D,

Watanabe (2009)13, (6) & (IZDOWT, ZIZE4(8a) & (8b) DI Z 2R 5,
(8) a. [[pp 7 Ik [Dimp [#p 3 A — F/V [pap [Re & R] [pa BT] 1#]  [pim & T A1)

b. [[op 77 > Ik [Dimp [pap [Re 2 R] [pa A1) ][40 3 A — bV #] [pim & Z A]]]
3R U 72 Svenonius (2006,2010) & [7] U <, Watanabe (2009)i3 [ & 4507 IR
A LT %EFEO Pn THHET 5, Pn THT 1. [op 7> )& AERICHY DP %
S L35 R(eference)P Z il & LC PnP %59 %, 728, R NEEIELT D
LAl (] & LTHND LRET D, S 612, RERBO 3 A — FLid,
BOEEMHORELLE LT, £, T 25 2ZEMORIITEZHET Dim(ension)
FEHE L TorT 5, B)TRTEY, Dim &2 A BEEMTHLLEIC
X, PnP N ZFOIREERICKE)T 5, Z O Watanabe DR RENELL . & 51T,
#EZOREMBEIZH D RERBLNE—FHL TWD EIRET S & VP-ellipsis
< N’-deletion @ X 9 (Z(Lobeck 1990, 1995, Saito & Murasugi 1990), #D#i#hT &
% PnP 1L, HIFROXM SR LD Z LR TSNS, FOHEEEZ IR,

9) ..[omp [0 3 A — PV feep———B #] [Dim & Z 5] ...
(IOVITFHINIELWZ EZRLTWVD,
10) a. TNFARAT—VIND 3 A= FMLHIO L ZAITHE S TWDHH,
b. TVIIAT—UN5 2 A— hl—fpp—iiF-D & ZAITFES TV D,
7k, TR EREROFEZ RIS EBZ LD 1AL, ), LEEHZ THIA



FROBERNEOND (T2 L, AT =V ORALCHICHIEFERH 2545,
HIERIZE D Z A - 22 85 O RetE X OVAIT - 1% 1B 58 OIS 2 AR 3 2 57+ 13 Takita
& Goto (2013), Takahashi (2020)% 7238 VU | AWFIEIZENHITHS D TH D,

S SCHIR
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A AFE OREB) TR SC ¢ SRS & LTI K B EER
ks W ORAERS)
F—U— N BEE, #H0HE, EE50REE, LT (coanalysis)

H AZE DGR L1, Grimshaw and Mester (1988)LA3E, 26 < OFLEHHIIHT D
XRE IS TETZ, KR, BIEATIO MG & HRE, EEOhER, TEE4G+
T 51 OYRE, T35 OGEN - BEWRHIHEEDSERmOERE o TEN, &
BEE SR ITERHN TH 203, HERE, WA, H LA EORGENERIEIC
F 0 HE LSS E LTt SivcE iz (21 1993; 4 2024)

A3 1% Role and Reference Grammar [RRG] (Van Valin 2005) DR FH & MR
GO AR L, HI3C(la-c)®D X 5 7@ Lo @ifE4 L (FEED
A G5 L [AIRRID) FERIEAE & R ERRE & RIRF IS, AFa & U TRIE R 25201
NG, WEEE LTCHEE LMD E5 25 (Hudson 2003; cf. Malouf 2000) ,

1) KES2S GREIC FiE @i L7z LTWe,

. (DKRERADY BREIC FilrE #WExE L
c. KEE2S BREIC FICOWT 5% Lo/ LT,
@ a  FREIC FEOWVLT BEE.
b.  [REIC HucowT Wil wme

RRG [FH 2R D 3 J@ D@kl (OGRS T2, OuheE L £ DA
IHRED HEE, @ &2 OB B D8 IS5, B3 Eo EnE
AT 2 E R (W /iR L ORES) KORER ED L) IS
ENDDERTHES G EAL AL OMAGOEIZED 9 @0 InEE
InD (B NEEDENHERe, THEOENI B, TS AHEERT)

ARFEFRIX, LIk RRG OB ST OB G & Bi{EA T ORI MR 2 B E 2 ¢,
R AN FAING S A R - RS O AE DY (HIER) 1Tk ot 5, BREYITIT,
(la)?D & 5 7o B S A4 AR e WAZ B SC L LTt 25 —77, (1b,e)®
KO ZREMEL T DS AR R A 52T 2 BRE A SCC IR LAY 7o PR AR S &
HiF 722 PRLEEAE U AT L TIREL T D (JE0H) LRI 5,

FOREEZ LT CREMCHAT 2, £7, (layTHELZEMT L7 A7 L
BT AT T3 5] ORRET, EifEsE TG bIEAEICAND, Z 0
EFILAIE, (las THd ) RO 195 ) DEARGELMERT 2 N5

o




HEITHD I EE2RT, WIZ, (1D X 9 ICEEAFHOERZICZ 195 M5
A, EREEITEMEROMIC, #EEE (B KBZEFE L), BB () KERA
%%%@%Lt)f%iwo:@%%@Fﬁéjﬁ%ﬁwﬁ%&%%%ﬁbﬁm

F 0 FITEE CINEMEE A R e &, 207w, (la)ldalEMREZ FE o fE
AN T35 BREET DB #ER ThH D Z L AR LT 5,

(la)& FERIZ, (o) THT AL T2 &RHSAE R OEER G O W 7 % /EH
BWAZEZ A TND T, (o) bEEELZ ) &L —ISE 2 bivd, 12720, (2ab)d
AT R, Tt L2022 o0IEFFEHE () & [Fiy) oaEITHE
FADVEIEIC A D & LT EBIL O RIZH 2D, ZHUL(1o)DENELE & £ DI
EREEICHGEN —IAERN H 0, 1k (Z 054, BRiETHD2EELF & OHEN
BT 2E) 2L TWDHZEEZ2RLTWD, EOMEETEIT 1425 2akeE
ThOHOPEE () LG L, mPEREEEE AT 2Pz (LY
BARBCIE, RGEN ) 2T 2 B2 bNnb, LLEND, (oD kH 7%
BEFRE UL (TS TOMBRT L HI10) WER: & PO WL E LT
FRIRATRE 7o 2t (Wb B [3E0HT)) &fEH LB x bivd,

SENT?NCE
CLAUSE CORE=FE+H§%
Matrix Core
CORE; CORE,; | CORE=1t )& Tk
S Dependent Core
NP NP PP NUC  NUC

I I
4§iii>k PRFD X (i) PR AT e
Taro-ga kacho-ni jiko-ni tuite hokoku-o si-ta.

PRED A () PNEZIEAL B2

NUC NUC
NP NP PP NUC
e
CLAIUSE

K, ERoREEmE BT O X 5 2 FISCORBEOFEN (1L 1993:
314-320) OFHICEBRT 5, (3a,b)iE Google #i58 TH L NT-FRIFEDOH TH 5.,
(B)  a  EENCEY . BEWAEIEAELTH 5 2 2 HERIAIER. .

b, EFHICHEMBREENERZEET s &



£, THSLFesr) CTAb)adiied, F—mEENIZ 2 SOXME4FHRH D Z LI
720, [ZEHEIHAK) (Harada1973) ERNEC S, —F, [FHE (2@
5958, TFEigz) & 5L OMICERNOERNBEN S, SBEN
B & HEEIEE R — B A IR0, REEERNBE RIS 2 S Dtk FE D
Mzd D LRT D5 HNERTH S (Selkirk2011), Z DA, [HFiE | (IR
FRONEIZH 505, [BREIC) & THigE ] 2BWRIEE LTS THRE] 12
£ < IR BTN E B PR AR AR LTV 5 & W ) EEIAEIR S ATRE IS 72 5,
ZO7=%, (Ib)x TZEIEHF ) (T EAET, SCORBEN LR35,

2O X, (Ib)DOFBEDERZFHIITE D aUL(10)D K O 7R FatE 3L
FERICHE L SN TIE e <, i (HE) &rpiads: () &)
REERIBHME A R > TN D LW RERO T2 IR T HRIE 72 5,

2% 3k
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Morphological Process and Analogical Effects in Demonym Formation in French:

Proposal of a DM Account
Mamoru Yakuwa (Aoyama Gakuin University)
Keywords: affix rivalry, Distributed Morphology, analogy, morphonology

Demonym formation: Demonym is a name of inhabitants or adjective of a place name
(toponym). In French, demonyms are formed by suffixation as well as English or other
European languages. That is, the demonym for Paris is paris-ien/-ienne, Nig-ois/-oise for
Nice, Tokyo-ite for Tokyo etc. Each suffix has the same function, so this formation is
treated as aftix rivalry. (Thuilier et al. 2023, Huygevelde et al. 2025 etc.)

Aim of this presentation: French demonym formation has been studied in linguistic
approaches and non-linguistic ones. The linguistic approaches mainly focus on
phonological properties: suffix selection is determined by the final segment of the
toponym or its length. However, those studies do not focus on computational process to
create new demonyms. I assume that analogical effects have an influence on neologism
of demonyms and phonological properties are checked at the end of computation. Then,
this presentation proposes a framework of Distributed Morphology (DM; Halle and
Marantz 1993, Harley and Noyer 1999 etc.) is suitable for demonym formation.

Optionality of suffix selection: Thuilier et al. (2023) pointed out that phonological
effects have statistically greater importance in suffix selection than other factors. This
same study and Huygevelde et al. (2025) suggest that dissimilation (especially about
features [+back] and [nasal]) of segments between toponym and suffix works in suffix
selection. Dissimilation is represented as a constraint of Obligatory Contour Principle

(OCP). Examples in (1) show an OCP effect and corresponding repair strategy in Ainu.

(1) OCP effect in Ainu (Shibatani 1999, 13)
a. /ku-kor-rusuy/ — ku kon rusuy b. /kor-rametok/ — kon rametok
1.pL.Nom-have.p. want have bravery
In Ainu example, there is an evident repair strategy against the violation of OCPjsotic].

That is, when [r] precedes its identical segment, [r] changes to [n]. However, the problem



in demonym formation is that this type of repair strategy does not exist. (2a) is an example
of official demonym and (2b,c) shows demonyms created by native speakers. Even
though nantais is the official demonym for Nantes, another form nantois was observed.
This means that suffix selection in demonyms is unstable and does not have a repair

strategy.

(2) Competition of official and created demonyms (Eggert 2002, 34)

Nantes > a. nant-ais b. ‘nant-ois ¢. “nant-ien (not observed in Eggert 2002)

Analogy in DM: DM takes Root hypothesis, late insertion, and underspecification as
a basic concept. A category-unspecified Root as in Vrsukusa becomes a toponym by a
merge with [+N]. Category is determined after the syntactic operations in DM. Demonym
formation differs from the derivation of Vrsukusa into [xTsukuba]. This research argues
that demonyms are derived after the category is determined. This difference can be
accounted by concept of Root-derivation and Word-derivation (Arad 2003). Demonym is
derived through a merge of toponym (Word) and suffix. Then, how a speaker chooses one
suffix from competitive environment? This talk suggests that analogy plays a role in
suffix selection. Analogy is based on non-linguistic parameters as in geographical features.
Thuilier et al. (2023) propose that the suffix -ien favours toponyms that are not a cities: it
favours areas (Eurasie ‘Eurasia’, Amazonie ‘Amazon’, or Angleterre ‘England’). On the
contrary, suffix -ais favours cities. Moreover, they observed that geographically close
toponyms tend to share the same suffix. These non-linguistic effects are treated as
Encyclopedia in DM structure. According to Harley and Noyer (1999), Encyclopedia has
an impact on the Conceptual Interface (Meaning). Therefore, it is an effect for logical
form (LF) which is spelled out. This talk assumes that speakers analyse the LF of existing
demonyms and apply the analysed suffix. At the back side of LF spell-out, morphological
operations are spelled out to phonological form (PF). Phonology filters out
phonologically ill-formed PFs in view of some constraints. (€.g. OCP[zback] and OCPruasar])

Analogical effects are major concept in construction morphology and not sufficiently

discussed in DM. Therefore, this challenge can be a novel account. I support my analyses



by referring the evidence from municipal vote to decide an official demonym such as

Aindin-ois/-oise for Ain, for which the vote was conducted in 2018.
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STEUERERRIC BT S REEREICOWT
RE N/ eERE (BEBR)

¥—U—F : pHOBEG ERE 7 o4 IRAMREE IRAEERE il
[(RFELDFEER L BROTIN] 5 BUFRER IC 31T 2 FE54H A lX Chomsky (2000,
2001) TREINZ(DD 7 = 4 ARG (AT, PIC) 12 » THEERM. ™
FREICiTH %, Marantz (2001), Embick and Marantz (2008), Embick (2010)
2. UToQ)DEEICEWTER R IZPICICE>T7 24 XFEE Ly 2267

72 ATERWY (y 2L RBRZARW) EIRELTWS,

(1)  Phase-Impenetrability Condition (PIC) (Chomsky 2000)
In phase a with head H, the domain of H is not accessible to operations
outside a, only H and its edge are accessible to such operations.

(2) B
T~
o y x, y = categorizers (phase heads): n, v, a, etc.
/\
R X a, B = phases

KRR TII WL O ORERIEERLICE D &, 2D Embick-Marantz (LAF,
E&M) DIGEICK LT, RiF (x EFRIBRIC) EFEHy LT 7 A TE % & EiR
T2 (ZOBEBHICOVWTRREORBICERT %), E&M DIETIE. [[R-
x(affi)]-y(affo)] (aff i3HE) O 2 DDIREFERFOMAGDEICE Ty 251
x LPRARGWE®, y DFERIEH (v « aff.) ORTIF x(aff) %8R+ 3 5
LW D s b2 Il 7 5o B IR T L[ [R-x(affy) |-y (affy) | DFETE (25 1< R ERR
CAREL 2 0. BIRL 20 NIEHEICAAIREE 05, LarL, ERERICIE RICGL
THIREAREEIE & RNATRE RGBT O T BFIET 2 a0 W 2 R 5N 5,

AIRE T, MEOEEICE T, y OFEFEIEH O XK E L T x(aff) 721 T
CRZERT 2 (HwixLaw) AREEXSE LN S DT, E&M OfRE CH#E
L% 2 o0 RAERFOMAGDEOREEN - RAGEEZIEL <2 5 2 &2
T& 3%, ¥7-. HE#s (conversion) % [[R-x(aff)]-y(@)] Dk % o€ m kL
LTS Z EAAREE 2 b B X X4 FER A A (fly, spit, grandstand 7z &
Kim et al. 1991 2d) OEEES REHAUZEEZL I TO2HHETE 2,

REEFZDO] U T 3)icE 1T % X-os-ity & \» 9 ZEJZ (Aronoff 1976: 44 S:18)
DWW T, E&M 13 (3a) DAFEE il 2> & -ity 1d-ous Z@EIRL W0 & RE L.




*[[X-ous]-ityllg TR CAARECTH B2 L 35, £ LT, (Bb, )DA[HE/R D DITD
Wl [X-ous] Z—2DEEMR & L. [Neurious-n(ity)], [Vporous-n(ity)]® X 5 ic4y
ML Tw3 (Marantz 2001, Embick and Marantz 2008), L 2>L. #lx (ZVpore
YA\porous # ZNFNHDFEWE T2 & iFEOEROIEN 2L 5 2 8T
FRwe W) RENREL B,

(3)  a. glory~glorious~*gloriosity, fury~furious~*furiosity, etc.
*~curious~curiosity, *~precious~preciosity, etc.
C. pore~porous~porosity, monster~monstrous~monstrosity,
pomp~pompous~pomposity, etc.

WXt L€, AL Tl [[X-ous]-ity[iIC B TH-ity 2> 5 [X-ous] AR 2 % D
T, (DD XS mlBREEAARET 28 TE, QD 32082 — v &k
oz enTcE s ((Ba)iconTid(4) D R Hglory, Vfury #& 7R \\wZ & T

FHEND), TD=oicit, QD y2o[RxIPRZRTNIERS R,
(4) ne-ity/{[R-ous], ...}__: R =curi, Vpore, ...
[IREETFE®)] [[X-ment]-al] D& IC BT H . E&M DIKE Tl-al 2> 5 -ment

LR z70wo, LT (5a,b) DiEWDHIATE 72\, (5a) D [X-ment] #—>
DFERET LR EZLNE D, LRl R UMEREL 5, — 7. AEE T
;al 225 [Xement]| 3R 2 2720, (6) DEEFEIEH CHEF OEWHHATE %,

(5) a. government~governmental, development~developmental, etc.
b. discernment~*discernmental, treatment~*treatmental, etc.

(6) a<-al/{[R-ment],...} :R= \/govern \develop, ...
(Ex#e) HEPERCIY o EHEZKET 225, E&M DRIE Tl —i%ic [R-

x(aff) 12> & [[R-x(aff) |-y(@) | OFEI (B0 TR ]) 2IR4EFT 2 LB TE W,
RELRL, yrblkx@f) L2ARAR VWD, yo -O/[x, affl D& 4 FDiE%
EHHAZRETE LA, 29T 5 e, H2EHEREOBRITNTH BP0
HEEOEICIIRCE L2 2T 2, L2 L, ChIIHAL D ICHEEKIIKT 3,
INIEH LT, KW Ty 25 [Rxaff) |28 2 3720, [[R-x(aff) |-y(D)]
DWEIE % FO ATRE R I & A WTRE R 2 (i © &3 & L T repellent vs.
*excellent) ZXH|4 2 2 L8 T&E 5, 7z, #iia@ido fly (774 %47
2 1) BAEAEE O fly ([Nly-v(@)]) & 13874 Y [[Nfly-n(@)]-v(D)] Dl %
Fb, 200ch 2 T 2ok vQ)LrARAR VD, fly BSHEIELEZR
CEDHATE 5, T oI OEHEGTH BETS2 Z LI K o T, BRI AR S D
TFHlEY . ¥oEity 2256 [Rx@) 2R 2 258 ICRoNE 2 L &ML 5,



(o] HEULERmICEH T 2B ICBIL <. FBIR R 2 & O EREE (Wb
W % PNERFEI (inner domain)) % (2) a2 F THRLBD D 3 X 9 ICHEIRT 3 4
WA 2, TOXHET, HEET 5 2 ooEEFO L EZIEL LMl TE 3
2T, FRCHERS Z EBARBIC AR S L WO RE kD, 2 L Tk
. QO RPEEYDPOLT 7 AAEEARD L W FEICDWTIE, FEIROFF
PERBR L T2 aaetE 2 S,
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EBETINLCR-BEEBEOAYEEETE
BERSEAE (B R4 EH7)

FMTZNET, HOEHRE LTOTERMEL WO B S, BIEFEOEY - 3505
FRIFZEICH D LA CT& 7z, ZOWRET, SELFEEEEERLE LT TRIWAL) L5
FRE LT TAMAC) 20 TR X 5 L RO BEMEZ BRI 5 & &bl
%h%mﬁﬁhtFiﬁﬁm@gﬁ%TWJ&wo%zﬁ%Fﬂﬁé iofwéo_
L, BHICE S & ST DRpEE] . DRUGERE . T AR &fb\€>E£E§ﬁ>
%ﬁ0\§%®%0%ﬁmﬁﬁﬂ$@@#%a@iQLA%EE o257, AARGED
IR CIZH DN L > TEBOMAGDER R LT mTH DL, —EET
VI, SEEOEMK - GERGRIUT R 21T 5 Im o o miig & | e a2 s b3 S5
HDMW T2 A TR, ZHUT X > TERER O INE W ZIRRIIZHAT 5 Z £ 2 H
BT b0 THD (Hirose (2015), EilIZA (2017, 2022), i (2024a, b) 72 &),

AH T, ZBETVOFERMEZ R THIE LT, HRGEICHKIT D A X SEAEDOB
RERY B, TOXBEEREEE X)) A TEOHESNEZ NSO D aREEE L,
FNNZEET AV CIEHFEEROICHRIAFRETH L Z L 2m D 2 &L,

A &%?ﬁéﬁ&@%‘éffﬁ‘@i KBlEAWICHENDTZEOH E LTORHY . Zhic

Y DOFEA 8 D (Horn (1985, 198972 &), —Di, 77 V AEIIF/IFT Tnipn &
Wommm$ ExFiET S [FLRGE] OFATHY, 20 [AXFFELE] O
FATH D, T, FA7568 D The king of France isbald. E E->7-D &% 17T, %
DREDOMYMNEEZRE L, Bz P LN CHHIETH D, QDORBZDHIT, 4%
%77xx£ﬁkifﬁbﬁw@f 77 AETFT/FTOD LD BRIFEES <
ZITFANLNRNEN) ZETH D,

(1) The king of France isn’t bald.

(2) The king of France isn’t bald; there is no king of France.

AAGECIX, ZRETHHEMINTEL LT, BD X5 Il OlRFESERNX (Wb
PHNIEERN) TERETDH L, ZHIZIFRBREDTA LR, A X FiE \Tf%
KL, @, WO Xl %ﬁ%—%%ﬂ%mbf m?é%%%méﬁ%

@)77/111 FTWRY, 7T ACETWRVAREND,)

4) 7T UAERTIF TS {BRATZ LEFRW (Z2E) W) Z EiF7Ru,

(7T RCEFDRWATENDG,)

T, A SEAEE, MEO, 2 LIE0AE - BRUCE T 2 BB A I g
25012 &5 (Horn (1985, 1989), Carston (1996)72 &), (5)73 % O —15 T,
JEATREAZ X % police DIEF DOAMEINEZ FaHH L, @Y 2RFE2RLT0D,

(5) He didn’t call the [pélis]; he called the [polis].




ZOY%EH AARETIE, OO LS IZEFEORGESERXTERET L L A X SHELE L
LTHEHAAARTHY, (DOLIIZ TOTIEARW] &V IR ERZ AN ORHEK
Ths (GEM (1991, 2007), Lk (1997), B H (1997), Yoshimura (2013)72 &),

6) #iix. (AU 2] 2T RD o1, TR~ ZIEAZOR,

(D Wik, TRY 2| ZEALEZOT mw R — 2 BIEAZOLR,

b EE of’HﬁETi%?é%@E WZAMBEER R E & ST IR 570
EWVD DI TR, EHR (2015)&&‘(%?@5&‘@/\6;9 . [&FaA]+ Tidn g
DEIRBATHRDOLI A X FERELRITH I LENAMRETH 5,

Q) 7T AEITRT TR, 7T RZEITWVRDVATEND,

©) WAL OE, TR 2] Tk, TR =2 72,

ZDOEIICRTSDE, BEFEDA X SHEAEICEH L TRO Z2OMWARAET 5,

1 : TEEOGE NI EE & A X FiEEE CHEMRIICHNE N E 2D DITH

LT, BARFETIH, BEAMIZ, 20 252X L0 b2
VWDITE S LTh,
fl2: AAGETIL, A X SEAEFLHEZ v THET /MG ERRE &
LONIERTEN, LA 02 HNT TTiERy) oL 52BN THLERAT
XHDFEH LTh,
RIS 1cxt LT, QL EFEAGROBIR 2 SREHEXHICIR X 2B LI TH 5,

AHEHETIX, ZEET VOB AR LcRIC, ZOBRNG ERRZSOMWIE X 5
ZEII D, BAICEDLETOERERDAFLLTELS &, ROBY TH D,

O HAFEIL. AR H OIS L 2R UIERES AR E A K DR E 2 DI 5 TFL
BHCHL] SFETHDHOIK L, FEIR s & R Es — 425 T4
FIECHD) BETHD,

© AZEWEEEORNGLRDOIF, EFEOHAAE OB (F8) ITsT 5 TR
HIERBL THY ., LEER-> T A SHEESEIIMMEOERNEZFTFE LFRLEDLH I
ZTIEDEZ D E VWD THEORMEIL =xt54b) | OFEk72r—ATh D,

@ FAHCHLOAARFETIE, RMHECAAMBEC L VEMNICH DT, ANAL
DME OB CORNWEZ T IEDRA D LT, ZORMACOBNWE 555
BNCERLT D (DF D IThET D) Lnd & SFEIE#R AR THY |
ENRH > THID TRAEH COFEMMRE I NS Z L2k D,

@ ARACHLOTEETIL, A8 HE COFIEIXEEARITER LD AFR - BRI
Lo THEMITRIE SN D DT (cf. Fil (2008)) ., AMHEEOIE D BNRHIA
L VENICH D, ZORER, FEETIIEMLEIRT 2SSz A L T
SN ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@%ﬁ@¢ ME OB COBNEID AT, Z LN TE, 2D
DN E COIREREEIL TSURD DHEGRIVIZ) SiAAEND Z LI 5D,



Z ISR

Carston, Robyn (1996) “Metalinguistic Negation and Echoic Use,” Journal of
Pragmatics 25, 309-330.

Hirose, Yukio (2015) “An Overview of the Three-Tier Model of Language Use,”
FEnglish Linguistics 32, 120-138.

EWAEE (2024a) B OFHET—Z L IXOTEMEDO & H—] BHtEH, HA.

BEWisEAE (2024b) TxPAgE &SRB H O =J@E7 /1) [ HAGET] 43(3), 134-143.

A - BTN - A - A - REWF (W) (2017) [=EE7 A+ THZT
KL EmOWmRELE L &) B, H

BEsEAE - B HHERS - AN - RE- (FR) (2022) [Heik - SRS FEIFIE O 7272
EBE—ZEET ML DIEND EWE Y —] B, H
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Language 61, 121-174.
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Chicago.

TREEME 1997) THEEXLET A Aa—A— [~/ T ~FA) & [~9 0T ) 1]
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WS (1991 T4V 74 O3kl <A LBHNK, HUt.

bR (2007) THAGEE XD 7 4 8898) < 5 LBHR, HO.

PHAEE (1997 [To(7)] otkie] < A LsHMR, HA.

FIH R (2008) [AHHCHODIEDFEA W & THERGERE D - IR OfE ) [T &
DEAF IAL], FREEIEDER), 277-294, < 5 LBHAR, HAT
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A & (2015) MRBAE & RLib G E | TRWORSFESUEIIZE (58 R R 3CFHIRR

KEFEEFR) ] 3, 37-70.



AAGEICR T D 4RI OIEREHEim
iR (B REIEH EMTER) - B (BURR)
*—0—F : pHOVRER EA4A A4 EH SUIREIERE
BIREDRTE : (450 (IPEHEERAICE E4AT E BRI BN ZRELHZ &
WD, mHIGRERR DFSHI TIX, S Z filEAHE E O Root & #lE(LER G %
LA TH D (Arad 2003) EEZ D03, AR IZOWTIE, BICRA DR
nNaMEl &2 IE T 5 Z & TEDRERGEmMIIIR 2 W A2 58] L C & 7= (Ghomeshi
and Massam2009; Jambrovi¢ 2021), PLEDOE R AEEE 2, AL TIE, HAGE
ZBWTH, nnaveZ BUET 5 2 & T, FRZEIE HROA AT O 5 FE VI DOWT
MBAZITH 2 L ERA D,
BN : ABETIL. BICHAEIZEB T 285 H K D4 ] (deverbal name)
OIFH A B B, ElgaE & (4801 OBRICOW TN 5, £7°, BhElih
koA wr (BhRAHRR A F) XA E IR 2 B s 25 Bhaa sk o4,
(O ) OESERIEO L TOND ] DX D IRIEILTED 2 DD/ — 2 % Ff
DRTHEI CTH 5, £ LT, @A O RIS 84 50 & s e IR 2 0 &
B KIETE OA N4 AN RRA OIR D B2 B D &0 O (SR FET D, (1)
DX DI, T D4 O R X B ok O @44 5 O R & SFATRI T d 5 25,
KALTEDOAFNLZ 5 TlEeW, o, KILEOARNL, (2) O X 5 IZEFE O IL
(CAFET D B OB LW a0 H 0 . BEoKIEE e bR o7
RoBENEZRED,
(1) BFERAAAT =0 . *ED ., *5ED
a. HHBOAHT: *LITVH, *EFZ0, *PTY
b. ¥ILEOART: LiITD, £&5, w15
(2) a. @FADOKIEIE @ osam-*{e/ar}-(r)u, tsutom-* {e/ar}-(r)u
b. #&ILFE D4R : Osam-u, Tsutom-u
O X 5, HATE O 4 RiLEN ] H k@4 G & IRE A FFoR, KIEE 04
A4 & b BEORKIEEE SRR SR BN E RAED, KR TIE
ZOENWE, 3) DX BRHREEEICK TS T EERET S, 3) O
BT D a0 v ITEREIZED D FEMETH Y | nnameld 45T ARIZEIT 2 FEMET
o5, nnamelld, Az (40T AT 256138 0, B4 EENIC T40T) 1k

( y



TL5HEF v L LTREBTLILDEIRET S, (3a) Tid Root NEFAL, 4
sk Z#E T T4 bS5 25, (3b) Tl Root AENEHL DA Z#E T 477 1t
SNb, bbb EHAEOL4H EKIEEOAFIOE WL, 45k EfE5 (3a)
&L BEANEERIC T4 fbSivd (Bb) DEWICHKRT D EE X D,
(3) a. HHEOALH b. &I OA R c, BEhEAOKILE

nP TP
/\ /\
nP N NAWE] nP VoiceP T -pasty
vP n %) vP N [NAVE] vP Voice
PN PN | PN |
VAR oo u v e/ar

(3a,b) OHEIETIX, AFHEERE TV D (3a) O A[A IXEhE H R o @44 5 o Al
A ESEATHITES . HEEIC T4 fbE D (Bb) 1ZZFDIRY TiXZeWnWZ &4
AbNb, £z, TbZ HEMBOLRIEKILTEDOARID 2 N2 — U PAFET
% &) FEIZ OV T (3ab) OFEIEIZ L > TR TE 5, FIZ, Z O T,
HALTE DA T E BFA DR IETEOEW B X 2 2 LA TE 5, KB (2021) OFsH
FERRAT 2 & B O I OFGEERE X, (3c) D L HIZAMIZEI 5 Voice
WIFAET B0, LHIOEEITIZZORY Tix2e <, vP BNEENIC T4 EX
b, fERL LT, KIEEOAFNZEBWT Voice #FF=72\y (2b) MRk T 5,
725, nnamellE. TEHLSNOBIGOSHTIC S AR TH D, AAGETIE,
LANCFFEDOT 722 RBR 4% (cf. Tanaka and Sugawara 2018), (2, HA
FROTHEIEREESR 3£ I LT, ATE @A T, “bi” & “‘mi” LW O R
75 CURRIRE) NBNGERH 5, WIhb, AR O RERT
BRTHY nnave & FHIC LI UREEEST 72y N RETHZ LT X -
THrTE %,

(4) WA ZZAT, bbb AR 2T2A BTD

(5) HEgE EE (WO) LAl EE (PO H)
B CoX o, ANNCFFEOFRENE nnave ZET 2 Z & T, AAREDOLHI
DIRDFENEBAT 2 Z LN TE D, YOI, %l L [ UFEH (Root)
ZINCLT T4HT AMEVHENBREE ST LD TH D, 4515 Root &
&Z5ULEE (n) OEHTH D LT 5 Root ALIZOWTHE XD ETiE, 451



DFEEHIZHOWTHIRA D Z &b, HERHBEEEZ BN D,
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Jambrovi¢, Samuel. (2021) “Common names and proper nouns: Morphosyntactic
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America 6, pp.815-828.

REIFEF (2021) Tr#UEREm & B ARGEOMBIWEAZRS ) FAFBE (W) [LF =
e DBARAIERE] pp.1-23, <A LIBHIAR.

Tanaka, Yu and Ayaka Sugawara (2018) “Revisiting accent in Japanese given names:
Stem-like accent with foot faithfulness.” Proceedings of the Workshop on Altaic
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PERERY B fh A3 L 3By B B - fhBh
F—U—NRhiahm. SGERE TR, K8 HBUsE. &5 R B B9sE, LR )
AR ORI « & AR 3L (BT B KF)
AR FIIGERERONIGNG, B M T EERIIE DL~ L T21 T Tl FER
(R(00t)) DL~V THBIREINDT &% | R - fAA (2005)D 35 7 HEhF A G TR g,
FERECIX, WD EE) B FUFED RS R H AUEEDNC Lo T, BENFISCO R RBIEN R D,

(1) a. Jennifer baked the potatoes. / b. The potatoes baked. (Levin 1993:243)
(2) a. She baked a cake. / b. *A cake baked. (B2 1996:161)

NIAZASEF B BREE LTI L 72356 D Z-, (2b)D B BhF STIEAASZ LRV, £72, (3b)dD
BEFEDN(4b)D H AFEOFNZXIEL TODDIZRIL T, (3a)k(da)lEF5E - HBUFEE ORI
EOBEP TSN, W OEMIZEERY, 3a)iX(5)D H AGEIZKRHILNT 5,

(3) a. John worried Mary. / b.Mary worried. / (4)a. 2arDBATV—Z0LE LT,

b. ATV—=D0EELT, /e ATV—%LELLTZ, / (5) YarPATV—ZLELSE Tz,
(1), 3)D B AR ZHEAER F AR RO, REEERY72 B o> X B Z BN E T D,

R « IAAICFE S L B, BERS BhEA DA 1 X T LT 1U(6a, YD EDITE ZBND,
(6) a. fiEhEA: [vip EOVEEHRIRLA § [v] [vap HEEES [v2 [Re R XF2]]T]

b. HBERSENF: [vop JRIKITH+ %152 [v2 [re R #54]]] GRRIEINE 1 3 AR T 5)
(6a)DHEIETIL, JRRTED v2 FEEBITHAMIOFE S, v FEEBICNIIFE T 52T
FE L COMEREFFD, iz 1Z. John broke the vase.?> X572 C., John 23 E XHJIZ
TEREBE LTI Tl WG E . vIEZIRAEIZE 0T, John (3 v2 S JRIKEOEE D
F52 T HLD, (6b)DREFSENZA DA E Tl R M IZANIPFA STt 4y v2 FEEH A~
NIPEFE T 22 TRREOEEIL X TS, ZRHOYRER 0 FERIE, (DR
T (1996)DKERALZFFEMICE LTZb D THLHEE ZLNDIENLL LFFSND,

(7) a. fth#EhF]: [x CONTROL [y BECOME [y BE AT-z]]]
b. AEK&ENF: [x=y CONTROL [y BECOME [y BE AT-z]]]
(6b) DT FEREE K ONTb) DA 1E DD (1b), 2b)DE MOV TE Z THLE, (1b)
TII#HeE) H HUEED the potatoes HEaEHEIE 23T D3t M OB EHEE ICEITS y ITH
BT D, FILAE AR MBUZIOBET TR~ LT O E AR Db D THLND, v2
DJRFBE K Y CONTROL DOIHEL THHERET 2 L0305, i, AFEEK TIE, v2 2
Ramchand (2008)? init (\ZAHS L., JRINHIZTHER OB EE R THEICHRDERE T D,



Ra)lI@) D EAEIEZ R DN v2 WERDOIGZRTHEMDLIUET DL, 2b)D LD
(ZRERSBhEA D TREIC 2056 AlG(6b)DREEIZ /2 55551, a cake 1EBHlAZ R I THE
725128 FER HMFEE L CREIR 922 LI AT RE (WhEh B AUREE L QI AT RE) 725,

(8) [x CONTROL [BECOME [y BE AT-z]]]

—J7. (3a) TlE John DNREKIHBHHWIEME T LB X BV, (6)DAEIENOIRESNDE
EZ D, GOINIREEALORE R, Mary BEDNLELT HMEERS | JRFIHEL TR
RENDLEDIRETHDHES 2D, (42)E(Ab)DNTITENE L0 R TEO FRIR D&
BAL- L7z | (4a)DMEIPEIT v1, v2 2R ERERERIIG I L DB D TlE7e<, (9)DLH722)E
fHEED RIZEDHLDOTHY, v2 DHBIIND S TILREMBENFILFIL CTHHEIRE T D,

(9) [vop JEIRIZE +#%BRE ( [v2 [rip #%BRE— [RI [ror R2 XF4]]]]  (R1+R2 =VBE WORRIED)
ZIT ROBEET 5, HAWEH WHEZR A ARZETIX, (4b, 0)DIHIT R1, R2 DWVF LD
HENE A RSB AL HVIFD, Pesetsky (1995: 71D LB IZHEV Y, H AFED EhF L9
%] ® R 1%, V\BE WORRIED 72> TH0, LAY 13654 D R2 SRBREE D
Rl O =20 R POAFEEMIMENGCho, Fik Bl worry |IE&BEIF THHIL
D, (3a, bYDIDITHERER A A% 7R 743, R1 OANLERDREFER H B ThH, S
ST, LLFOFIS, B ARGED HFE T2 11Z—20 R 1S5 5EFN) B #h5 Th o,

(10) a. [KEBOFKMMEO B HIH LT,/ b, [({RESOMRATO L) CEL] 3 H LT,

(11) a. *[CKERD)EROMF 3G D7, / b, [KEEOMAF M FH0 7,
(10)-(I1TZENZ1LD R BNEATY , AFibRERIR LS LT R ThorEeE 2 6ND,

512, Pesetsky 1Z(12)DAERE T FAL Causer @ A7 Causer N E~DBENZHER L 5
FEODHREIGROWI TR AT L2, (13)D H ARGEOMHEZ(14) D IR E T 5,

(12) [ve Causer [V-Yannoy+CAUS.y [pr DP-Exper [P-CAUSp DP-Causer]]]]

(13) H743 i DR (9 4R) 23 KER i 2 D BlSE e,

(14) [vee JREE+X G 0 ponaomwi [V2-SE [rie #RBE o [R1 [roe R2 8B pnnu0mmi]]]]]
DEL | OGN R R R FR A G T US55 EIX B R THY | (14)D
NEGFE D RTRE TH D, SHIZ, v2 I TEhFA L BERIG CHY . A BT OHEIL (D))
EHBIENDN, HEOBRPIMDDE[SW(D) L RBESNLERET 5, JRIKE TS
KGINHIIPFE S DM BT TE LV | R EMOIHEZNPFE T AL ATHETH D,

(15) a. *Bill worried John about Mary. / b. ELANRTaAATV—&LELSHE T2,
(152) TiE Bill & Mary (2XD, (12)D EALE FALD Causer NSA—F A E L, FEL LD,
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Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Pesetsky, David. 1995. Zero syntax: Experiencers and cascades. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Ramchand, Gillian Catriona. 2008. Verb meaning and the lexicon: A first-phase syntax.
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R

AR DE AT
—EURBISRITAE B L7z A3k b7 —

AFE A
JUNEBER

Ni+No B OEAFEX, MBS U THZICED L, BfESIL) 5 (A 2009: 57), miA (2009:
56) (X, Bl LT MirefsE) 200 B, No 2 (5] 056, Ni & No ORI OEKRBIRIT T~
EANNDT=D] LW NN DIIRD R BHETH L —F, [ME] = THRY - &) 72 EfhoRd
M%%Doé& BRTND, ET DI ﬁ%’@%@%%f% Ni 2 Np DiEFE & BEAFORPIIC
Mo L7l  ZL<UTSUIRZR LTI T & 2 L RITIR A~ 5, AMFFEIT Z OML A % AiTfe
z uunﬁ%@ﬁﬁ#ﬁ@ﬁ?’i’nﬂﬁ“f ZTCHEIAET HZ L, £o, BRI EFEFET VLD, £
OthEﬁinElZIKEulﬁfx@ﬁ EONEERBMICHGRET 5 Z L2 ANE T 5,

Z OHfEZE T, Kido (2025) IZ Snyder (2012) @ Generalized Modification (GM) {KEE DELR D 5
A3 ISR 21T o 72, GM &1d, ERFEORIOGEN %R A DELEM L, HEFEE RO & 55
A E G 22 BRI 8 D 1% A DFED T LIRS LG T 5, HEEPHAGED L 9 78 GM-
positive SR T, ANEFCERER R LISHBEGFEZ B T &, BEWRERIIKFE TR T

o —H. ARA UFERT T U AFED X 972 GM-negative 5 ClE, G & RO RN HIE G LB

HEFEFEMRTE 720, ZOMEGRAIE LITIUX, GM-positive (27750 S 45 H AGE & GEOFEE 1L
E @%%ng%’( HEMICREBROBIRE R Z 31X T Th o, ZOTFTHEKRIET 5729, Kido
(2025) 1% H ARGEGEE & JaEAEA 2% L, Bing Image Creator CfERK L72[FE (Ni+N2 1E[Fl—) 7208
EURBRMN R 58658 CHEGHE X 38K = 153HE) 2—HATOURAR L TR Lz, &
AIEZHAEZ LT o Z L, R—ERFEICRT 5 3 BEROIES 7 2L L Le, FHA
ABEED Y » 1 — FRETHE L (K 1IEE EOFIRT, & CRIFHERIZITS TWRWY),
¥, AARGEEEICITAARGE T, HEEEH IITRGE CHAE AR LT,

FORER, BAGEGEE b IGE nﬁ%%i%&w'ﬁﬁ 3JE (Shape) ODEAFEZ T3, . (Color) 134F F
Wy B A R S e, — 5. A (Material) ClLRGEEE D RGREE D H ARGERGE LV
AREIZEWIZ EDRH LN/ o7, 72721, Kido (2025) IZIFFEEN —Sb o7z, FH—I2, HFR
ErEHT AV LI BT, 2 BER L Fisher DIEFEMRTEE VTR Y, EFFEEN KRS &
VWO BRI G ERR EORER B D GREQD) ., 5 IT, BAGEEE 125 &I L CREEEE 1
4 EIEARPARE TH Y | FFEARG LOMERH L (REO),

AWFFETIE, Kido (2025) ® - SORBEIZKFAL L, HiAK (2009) DR A Z iR T 572D, RFE
7Yy ME7 /L (CLM: Cumulative Link Model) & 8§ = 2> MESE T /L (CLMM: Cumulative Link
Mixed Model) & AV 7=, £FETELEE2 CLM THELL., EWNTSMEICT v Z 20 2 >
CLMM ZHEE L7z, BEERNRIX NativeLanguage % SemanticType, NativeLanguage = ‘Japanese’ & L
Too AREBOMEIT9GE - AAGEIZER LT, BIERER = Ty MR (log(OR); log I& B 7%t T,
AREIT A~ XL (odds ratio; OR) = exp(B) & >, OR(H%/EI) (=HFEORFEA v X% BHARGED
FEA Yy A CHI-TfH) L LTHET S, ZOERLYV, f>01F ORE/H) > 1 (%unna%‘{ﬁu)
T, f<O0IXORFE/H) <1 (HARGEZLEENL) &ﬁﬁ)ﬂa‘é R HAEFfRERT, B int=[F-H | X] -



R

[5—H | FEHERILR] (=X 1281 5 log OR(F/ H) 2> 5 FEHERSFR D log OR(F/H) % 72 LAV 7= fH)
EEFEL. RAEHOEEIZITA v XLED L (ratio of odds ratios; ROR) & /=, 723> 5 ROR
= exp(f_int) = OR(¥E/H | X) / OR(ZE/ A | AAHERILR) & L7, ZRAEAFEH OEAERILRITFE 4 Tl color,
35 Tld shape TH D, FHAEIEH 1T Kido (2025) & R SHEAFE X 3BBDO 15STHATH S, W
F1# 1T A ARGEGEE N =125 (Kido (2025) & [Fl—) ., HEEFEEIE N =103 IZH#C L7z (Kido (2025) &
D+90), FEHBIFA4EBEDY v I — NRECTRBELZFE LT,

AWFFEORFIL, ZEMEMR L THD (Ho: FEWREBRTOSEEEITIFRCH, : Aol &b —
DOEWRBRTEEEN LR D), RAFEHOREM L, fint=0 (= ROR = 1) ZIFHEGLE T 5
BEIZEVHET S, GM IRGRIZEES < &, BARGE L FEEIXW T d GM-positive Tl 572
FERBIRIC X O T REROAFRE R 2 TR S 41, HolZFEH SN2 WETTh 5,

F 9%, Kido (2025) DFER LA TE 2 K 9 Pearson D 2 ME HIT - 724, 2X2 F THIFFEHN
INEL e B AREMEICECE L. A B E IO Fisher O IEMEME ZEBL Lz, TOME, 10
JRAEHENT (Fisher p < .05) TIFEEGENFERI S NTZ, FRIZ, B OBRBERTIL, 5 2OEEE
NTCTHEZENAE T, HFE—B L CHREGEE ORRBEN HAGEFS L @mhr ol

ﬁ’ 2 (CLM) T, & (OR(FE/H) = 2.22) & HEH (1.86) ITHREFEE DARBENHEITH

3bmn)iﬁﬁmﬁ%#ﬁium#oto;@ﬁﬁfi%3(aMM&ié$ﬁ%%)f%
Hbﬁﬁ#ﬁ%h/3%%?«Tfﬁﬁiiﬁitot(ﬂp 0033, fa L FEh: p<.0001),

ELICKREMEAORETIL, EERG=6 (£ 4) OLx, BOBMESGALY RIS,
-7z (ROR=0.31,p<.0001) 723, FEMITELAEEITR1-7 (0.80,p=.149), —J7, AUERER
= (F&S5) TiEL, f (3.22,p<.0001) HFEH (2.57,p<.0001) HEEIVAEICKE o7, L
oo T, SHEAEORKE SITERBERICL - TELL, RAERABPFEETHD Z EN RSN,
B, TORRITE 3 (HMHR) Lb 8L, 3 BRI X TCTHEZIAETHY . AL FEM

FEEREENE L, I AGEGEE N E VA TR 2D CLM &b —E LT,

ui%ikmé&\%}6®cmmkaMM%iU§E¢ﬁmﬁﬁ®%%W%\é% EIRE
BROLZHEMERBAERE L 720, Ho IZFEA SN H Bz, 372bb, iS5Gl 02T EwE
RICE S TR D Z ERRBINT, LD > T, GMARGERDH D TH| (GM-positive [H] D —E M)
IARFIE TR DN T — % TS Rn -7z,

2y SEATHFRICK T 2 AMEDONLE S T2 £ LD, £9. Kido (2025) Offat) ik =

OFEO (EFFREEICHE S WBRE) ISk LTiE, IBFT — 12 L= CLM & CLMM Z8H L,
T AV L0 KON DIEFIERO K S E B LT (F2-5), /-, EARG LOMED (1
AROREIMT) \Tx L TR, HEEREE A N =103 (IS0 L, BER ORI 28R S E 7, wic, i
AR (2009) DPEFHATORFEGEE (23T D EFGSRAF OB ED FFEL LT, CLMM (T LV Bl
BItR Z & DB R L AZEAEM AHEE L, BEERE X BEHRBEROMNRZHMEAITT LT (FR3-5),
F7o. SEMHEBOTEMITE LT, CLM & CLMM THAGE L SEEL i L, A A/EFA OA 4
ZRRATHICHRE LI AER, BEH A XEWRBMRIC L > TR Z 2R LT (R 2-5),

BET DL, SHEAITEWRBERICIKT L TR B HARGESEEBAL & B I RGEE
BAD) . 7235, GM RGO FRNIABIZE TIISRF SR Do 7203, GM & 9 G 8 | R 124
ThbH, LER-T, EORRINEBIENLCT VNS RERZE NI H KT D03 23T 5 12138
IMOEEORALBKLETHY | TDEMBITSHOPETH 5,



R

(b) Crocodile rug (Color) (¢) Crocodile rug (Material)

1 EURBIRM 72 5 MFAIFE O#IAFE (Crocodile rug)

R

o

(a) Crocodile rug (Shape)

-

1 y?HE L Fisher O EREME ORE R

O RE Fisher O IEFERE ()
N-N Compound Condition x xp Fisher p
Strawberry tre Shape 0.064 801 815
A Color 18.490 <0001 <.0001
Material 4.046 044 .032
_ Shape 0.000 1.000 1.000
(C;imsl;’f’i fh;‘; Color 6.442 011 010
Material 3.742 053 .045
. Shape 0.007 933 732
(C;‘;meﬂi‘f‘:‘) Color 3.030 081 069
Material 7.238 .007 .005
Caramel drum Shape 4.038 044 034
Craoin oy | Color 21.560 <.0001 <.0001
Material  20.704 <0001 <0001
. Shape 1.031 310 280
(Ucfctf’iﬂ; :i) Color 2213 137 093
Material 19.394 <0001 <.0001

X JKHMEHMNT =Fisher D IEFERE (HiMl) Tp<.05, y* 1% 2x2 O Pearson (df = 1)

#2 CLM Oft%

Semantic Type (3-8 |X) SE z P OR(#/R) 95% CI (OR)
Shape —0.3287 0.113 —-2.90 .0037 0.72 [0.58, 0.90]
Color 0.7968 0.116 6.90 <.0001 2.22 [1.77,2.78]

Material 0.6205 0.112 5.55  <.0001 1.86 [1.49,2.32]

XP(FE-H | X)=log OR(FL/H | X), OR(FE/H)> 1 IZFEEFHFFEAL, ORFE/ H) <11 B AGEZHE EAL,

#3 CLMM T X 545 BBRBEER O BUMIRh SR O ff R

Semantic Type BFE-0 |X) SE z p ORF/R) 95% CI (OR)
Shape —0.3250 0.120 —2.94 .0033 0.70 [0.56, 0.89]
Color 0.8186 0.117 7.03  <.0001 2.28 [1.80, 2.85]

Material 0.5920 0.108 547 <.0001 1.81 [1.46,2.23]

4 CLMM OXHELERN (FLHERAR=1£1)

LR (O] p_int SE z P ROR 95% CI (ROR)
B L DA -1.17 0.166 —7.06  <.0001 0.31 [0.22,0.43]
FME OZHER —0.227 0.157 —1.44 .149 0.80 [0.59, 1.08]

#£5 CLMM OZRZHEEH (FEUERITR=TF)

REMA B int SE z p ROR___ 95% CI (ROR)
L DRENER 1.17 0.166 706 _<.001 3.2 [2.33, 4.46]
F L DRENM 0944 0160 589  <.0001  2.57 [1.88,3.52]

Z ISR
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