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2009 4EFH K 1B = K B ¥ th £ (Association for Linguistic Typology) % 32 7F o H ¥
JESRBE H R . Hh TR 8RR A B A 2R 3, RN R B
X—HEBEESENBEN R RITHEREX - RINEL NOEFTRBELRIEN),
M B E D& £ 8 Anna Siewierska FR FI P {~#1 (Randy LaPolla) #2422 R B H ,
WRAEEIR R H . B — 880 SCE T 2R A A 9 2B 28 30, 8 T X 28 B 22 4 MK
R AR LA AR EA TR ER. PP AL GBS EWENRERE
HIEEARFAWB ], K EES —. 2011 7 AFEREARATR, REZAH S EHE.
Anna Siewierska ZRR &2 F B E R, E B VBRL RACE B ., FHAT, b E 76 W 4Kk
B, AT E BB /5 — B AR 2 7 A 22 B, fli % 57 8 A vb [ B3¢ 1 )5 BN FF 46 &5 F 71
MM, AEME.MT8H 6 HEBMN - EMRTBME. XEMHAEFTFERANEKRDL,
XWAEZ R, 3t TRAZMPES T T RNRRE, 58 & i 5 #00 Fa0L . A28
R BATRGE , E AN B EFRATH BN 45 5 —— Anna Siewierska ##2.

(BEFLRAUFAREMERS BIFE CHRSRD . GR TRZFE SR, LHE
FRFZEFBRPMESFEBERM I RERE T EHNREER T/, TRMLL. £
BRANERZHBOE SRR RN AR, XEFZEFFWINE, hRRBEKF985
TR EDRRIEES LB E 58 it 5 & fde 5t K EIE S %R
HLO R T AR B B AN SO B . TR, FRATT— IR R s s

XR(BEFERBELREMNE B, FLIVBWEZKAEFHAS D, FHEERE
KWLM,

®RkE EHE
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21 R =g

Balthasar Bickel #
ERA(FEHSBFEFHREFEALFHRTINDE
AE(LMEAFFXR/AEAFFEETFARZFOOR

1. EBFEZH-TTEHR

Eﬁ%%—/\’[ﬁfﬂi KRV S A RGERIEFRM BRZ — LR IR T TR ARG
B BB R AL S — RS 7 B, AT X B B IR B A BT TR . X R BF ST VE K (para-
digm) 815 5 2% LA AT BEAY , 1T 482 8 I 7T 68 89 30 5 HE Bx 78 48 X 2 vk ) 22 4, il dn, —
Mg S RES — AFRBE X oM wE.

i & 4R, BRI IF R XA B b b SR, 3T — R 7 AR B — T LR
B, B B C W E (research agenda) HC WL . HEMEE, C& G#ELR¥
HOMERHRE TGS, MERENT BIRERBIGAESHEHEERE W
it——3X A B AR B b2 i JE B (Nichols 1992) 42 i 3K #9 , BT 18 4 B 4 25 A % (population
typology) , &5 #f 1A 4 #) % (population biology) 47, FATA B E “f+ AL H A
RE7HRBMEZ KRR EEEBRH 23R EWIL? Hft4?”(what's where why),
B A 2B RAEWIL” 2 B 45 81 E 76 R a0 i 3 5 3% & fW 2 (geographical or
genealogical skewings) i 3L P 4f 56 % & Cuniversal preferences) |, 5] #2 #E 8 1IF 7 2 B
KH¥E 41 A (sampled distributions) . B#)“ N A7E T AE NIRRT : () KBS HET
Yy, G KRG 5 H AL Z B A EX R,

BEIRAR o3 A AE O 3 S 7 ) 2 0 AT 38 ) B 4% AR AH B (Greenberg 1965, 1978) il B %5

* ARCEA) T 2005 47 3 [ 0N B 5T 2 2647 % 15 5 % £ WS, i Larry Hyman, Lynn Nichols #1 Johanna
Nichols H M “E HIF F ¥ MA R ¥-HFF LS EBHITRE . R SWALE HibS 55 UK #ET RIS
WHIWT AX 78 B i8f . Dik Bakker, Juliette Blevins, Joan Bresnan, Martin Haspelmath, Edith Moravscik il Sabine

Stoll ¥ MH# T H A W BRI AR B A MITRRHEE . XEREMERD AR, MR REH R, R
A2,



4 B SHTE

(Givon 1979) A4 H i 2K B2 P OK 5L A A i ik . B3t R e e B0 2
b P B ¥ (geographical clusterings) K& b AR #5 F BSE A # 1k (type transitions) F1 7 i} i
FREI =8 . © (4.2 W, Bybee 1988 F1 Hall 1988 X AR A 136 AR 1 I8 3E) I 44 6 1 B2 45,
T MRS e B th 51 (ER“TE ™) 7 I 45 2R i e SR 0 5 1 2 9 (BN Neettle 19995 Kirby
1999; 3 Haspelmath 1999 Fr ¥ i) , if 2 i A ¥t 69 R e 2= A B 42 51 A2 9 (- Croft
20005 Bybee 2001; Blevins 2004 i % A i RIS M — 238 38) . X BIF A FE
S, S B A 2 A R A% AT SR, IR B R B R R U B E B e R,

FRFARA A SR B KA A Z E A B R, BENE S A2 FHA A
PR BAZ G EO K T RS S bRt RS R Ean TIESSEMZE U LS5 A%
PRAZEMRGEHENERR, AEAHSE SRR HNE S SRttt cEx®Es
AN AE B I A S 1 9 22 (8] 1Y 25 U1 OC & (1) 2, &b PR ARG S ik %, IE 9% Hawkins 2004 J™
ZiTigR) . XA RFEC SR ERRWELFTIBZL R, S4HER . HE)
)R £ AH — B0 JR TR 45 4 5 )R A0 Se e FR AR A A BiAE 2 AH B A A R AR B OCER H 2515 3
KE— RGO T B2 S OCHHETE AR, XELTLGES S 2 HEEWNT
JUJ7 TH R 8 % B B TR U8 1 5 AR B9 B 5[40 Lucy 19925 Gumperz &- Levinson
(eds.) 1996; Niemeier & Dirven (eds.) 2000; Levinson 2003; Bickel 2003; Gentner &
Goldin-Meadow (eds. ) 2003; Roberson et al. 2005, DA K B 24 4 S0 ik L # BAKE S 450
#15r Br [ 40 Bickel 2000; Enfield (ed.) 2002; Evans 20037, #t4h, 0HEiEFHE LT
I8 B A% B L BOR R G S MR AL B RR AN T AR R R AR R P M AR F W
5%, 2 W, Bornkessel et al. 2005; Bornkessel & Schlesewsky 2006 ; %115 &5 3 8 5T,
% Il Berman & Slobin (eds.) 1994; Bowerman & Levinson 2001; Lieven & Stoll in
press) . )5 HFAFEZ R, 4 K ZHCEER S0 8RS [R] i 28 X AR =X, 177 5k 26 A
R ABEHAEM AT T AOEBEXAE S EM, a8 A 8% Fh#
T T A 9 0 IR T R P Hb 3% 8 HH S (0 Nichols 1992,1997; Fortescue 1998; Bickel &-
Nichols 2005, 2006; Dunn et al. 2005) ,

AT RPN, KB EFRRTHERESZEMAUESZRERORAER
(typological variables)® , 2 #1748 & (AR ZKEMEA B () LUE X ERE#8 7 EH T8
R WA, MR T BAKSE 43 B B0 RE 0 T L OF X5 AR fBL A4 A 22 54 (a tertium com-
parationis———H1 ] X H 300 (9 AR 04T B A 1 8 Lo DR T R R AT 4 X 2 R LU E AT
HEM 00 TR, KR ERERET X AW 2B (theories of areal skewings) ,
FHET AL OB A R G b R B BRI s . IEW Dryer (1997) frisfig
B, R A2 vh R R 078 B, B0E R BRI AR S 1R T R IR 2 5 M R X X S S5 4 2 (8]



QI ML RBHNTRH#R 5

AT W02 (4 AH (0L 1 47 76 % A< 4 14 R WL Contological commitments) , #R T, AMEHR L S 76 &
SCNEIE T A0 S 0 TAE A B 22 35 R 75 R v TP B 3 19 B0 4R 1E (design fea-
ture) Z A8 30 1 SC A C “ IR, AR UG) . IAh, S8 RY 2 30 56 T 1 02 43 A0 1 B
ROAEATREME, B, B A A R T R R T e X B AR A AT RE Y7 (Bell
1978; Newmeyer 1998, 2005; Dryer 1998; Haspelmath 2004 ; Nichols 2007) .

0 SR 3 1 v 4 2 T AT LA B T i U8 B 14 43 A . 9 4, 58 ik 4 of e A 28 e e R
AR, B2BRLXR S EREEAREAFILR Z 4 T 52 4001 58 (Baker
2002) 2 X4 = 41 XL S TUA R (AT, X =40 S 5005E i 3hia] RREAEA) i AL 8

o AE L w4 VSO W, @ik SVO Ml SOV i, Hfthid F (2° - D 5 it S 012
?ﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁ@zﬁé}*ﬁeﬁtn A X R 7 AT SR R A R AR DA 8] B, 3R 2 IR B Baker &
McCloskey (2007) f) & UL . FRATT AL 4F 3k 1149 28 Y 2 10 25 v 56 48 3 L J5 Wk AEFE A TR I e fgk
Béx « JT W52 3] 19 43 A 2 BT b 32 N 1T i 5B B  oi  S ak P  3E  JE DU X T O 45¢ B )
Gy Ha X A ) R . TSR DL S 48 R 4 2 1) SR IR AE A A A A IO T A
dp s, Wi, B8 4 B X IR (areal patterns) : fE K FHERBE XA — 14t
FRERFEN 8 AR B0 R 7E 3 K (Nichols 1992; Bickel & Nichols 2006) , 7E
ARAE KRR A (Rift Valley) FIRRYH 74 A6 P Fili A7 26 88 Bk 2 19 5 4 O & AR T BB 5 AL R 19 X B
P B A — , W Gensler 1993) . 33X fifi 5 A (X kb P 43 A7 , 17 H 40K i) 3 A 551 R EB 2 i
T3 58 5t R 3 A ) R T T BE A A X TR A S . FE DL e i B, QSRR S 36
W REAR A B R, 338 J8 118 5 W04 AR 7T BB 2 B i S

HIEE R — R EE R ERIEENF R AE LSRR T, Kok, W
Newmeyer (1998, 2004) 1 Haspelmath (2004) filf #p 78 59, 28 B 25t 5 ¥ W 15 B WP 58 6
Fs E%ﬁwﬁ%%%ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁﬁn%JE%&‘B@;@&E@&H%Ku?éﬂ%ﬁﬁ'&(ﬂu Dik
1978; Van Valin & LaPolla 1997; Baker & McCloskey 2007; DA F& — 3 X F 0L ik

WREN, B ATERR BN AKE LA BRI 4D LR 3, B % e T\ H
WhRBERE, O AR REH ERELALZHES PFAKRR N Van
Valin & LaPolla 1997; Baker & McCloskey 2007) , % 3V (i Z Wi & M g 5L 6 B
M1E S rEIE 7. [ the Konstanz Universals Archive and Rarititenkabinett , 5 B8
Plank & Filimonova 2000 ; Plank& Mayer 2006 ;Plank (ed.) 2003 ffic 5% & 61 F 18R i ,
BHEAMABENEST ARIMNWERSE ARBANZRARLERMERNES AKX
BiE T H T X AR LR R %

BJE.REFCRRRE T —E728 & AL IS R i B X 2748 B 4310 o 4 0I5 36 15 v
BRI RT I — R O ik S AR S & A A B4 7 L7 A7 —T1%8 . BEARE



6 ESEIE

AREHHLET BV BHRE. S %, KRR E 2% BT T 88 31T BT W2 2 19 75 kLA
BIEHEFAACKERERBAHN. XF %R LR ER, B e CAEE R0
BARMETE 2 08 K BIE F REA R IR A5 2], AR A 22 % L RE G i A — 2 i B R 2 R
TR, SRR — S AR R HIS E AT, AOVMRE RN ESCGER S B 5 I K
R L EE T SRR R R A AR R R AR — R, A B A AR F RIS .

2. R 4BEMSIBXILE

RAZEZTE A — TR A EREREXNFERECLE T LR TR . £
W2ESs PHEHAR UL R RO . R, 51 R A B M AR A B R AR RSN
P EE R & RIE K - BT ) 34 X3P Cuniversal areality) B & BLLA K ke E M E
iR,

2.1 e XM

[ 20 k42 80 4E AR5 #A LA SK , St H 2 3# i Dryer (1989, 1992) #1 Nichols (1992) 18
E.RINMNCEMELLPARMBA AR RS MR LBREHE G ZBI 5
5 5% A {8 4R Hi PR Al 2% (non-accidental geographical skewing) B2 . 254N F « Fe )3 15
— MBI, “ iR R F A B S AB SN AR E XS R s RN EEMEERTZ
8] ) B M (3 B8 Konstanz Universals Archive #447) A T RIEBIE (N = 383 A
1B 45 F i B (WALS) (Comrie 2005 #l Dryer 2005) fil AUTOTYP (Bk ¥ 3 % 2)
(Bickel & Nichols 2007)® 454 #9158, , H AR S HE (association) & . 3 ) [ 98 7 /KRS 1 0 3K
(Fisher’s exact test) , 5 P{H p = .003]. 243f 148 Dryer(1989) 8% Bickel (2007)
BT H B 7 B R B i & I Ik 24 0 (genealogical inflation effects) MIEIE Z 5, h 2Nk,
X IE#5 Dryer (2002) B4 H— A4 A [F HE/NRIERE(p <.001, N = 257) frf§
HEEE SR AR — B, (R SR IRAT— AN KBl — > Bl 3t A 360 R, 33— D&t R AR BROE K
BRI BE(p = .04, N = 48), X E—A B HA 57 X 3 4% #) # X (Jakobson
1931; Nichols 1992) , At b X % 45 158 0 AT LASE 2o B9 A 722 B 9 B A 40 3R T , X A 1)
) FAR 25 5 5 n , X ™ 8 T Dryer’s (1989) #9453, bR A i #b 38 B & (LA K 51 B AR5 2
BRI, WL T BT, it b AR M IR R SR A S R Se iR

B4 Y — R R R T E A R 3 8, i OV AP 55 BiRZE, & VO i#F
F3 & F/4) J5 B (postnominal relative clauses) 2Z [6] {48 &4 , B WL 3 59 40 A th R BB @
I RR X IR SR A e s A FRAR . PR — Jh vk R S — SR B (R IiE S OV 5
AU A, WL Stilo 2005, BLiEH VO 5K R FAIETE , W Dryer 2003) , R i 5] T B /R
KRR, B8P Stilo(1987.,2005) i 8 (9 28 wh##F (buffer zones) , B 2 & 454



QN HEXBBFNTEHER 7

MR RT B B A . (Masica’s 1976 B 4% B35 % 22 41 v 9 “ B BE — B R 28 7 %) 75
B b X DU R B ENBE-PFIR X AR LX) . BHELE LR B 518 F N
R 2 [4n 4347 16 4K (parsing ease) 13645+, BT DL . SRE i 45 s i g 22 82 0 43+ A1

XAIE AL NBBMEA , ATHE R F A b il 5 SR e85 8 ONE
BRABMGERSR  IEFHEMBECMBEMEEERE, B, EM5K8Y 1 (type
spread) 24 SR AN J& 1 JL 43 A B E— PRV, 50 — A E B DR AE BT O 1 5 A A XS RS
i 43 i [ I 7 2 K b (typological enclaves) , i, Bickel & Nichols 20037, 3 1, AT i 5 3 fh
B S R R I T8, 22 WL IX I (macro-areal) ], X AW B ¥ W BASI AE BRI £ 1
AtE. Nettle (199K MA O MBAERZRMARARN T HE, BRETREAOR
D B A b BE TE BRASE TR .

DX 3P 280N Y 3 & B B & AE bR 32 B A 2 AU 22 i I S8 8% 3t (historical turn) B p®
HETHANEEREN .

T 5T 3 A A DX P RO T A AR W B AV 22 S Y O A AN TR 2 MR R A 2 BRAR B
PRAH R SLBRI SR SR R SR AR . RO R A R B R T A A s R
BHPRAMKEN I LGS  FHEEENRBREXETLES.

HWK, 35 E B i 2 W X R (macro-areas) , {0 & S ¥ & Bl b IX, 5% 3% Rk W b X
(Nichols 1992, 1997; Nichols & Peterson 1996; Fortescue 1998; Bickel & Nichols
2003, 2005) BLA fx A R A B R U1 L 5 268 W XU OB R RN O BB FE 5 T i
ZREFTRM S AEM. BRE MBS A SHENR FERKAEE TR, Em
Maslova(2000) Brist i€ BIARAE , B TiE T BIAR BT R, A 5 T A KA 0 57 58 0 A i H
B o XBHRREEHRANESEZ IO T 285 0 AHH S (Fln, NP 5 PP 2 (8] f# )i
FEOARAUREZE AR R AC GE 3t b 8 3 H 2 S F 2 9 b B0 AHE R ¢ &R (Dryer 1989;
Perkins 1989) , Tl HAAZUE B Al BEAFAE M) B W 22 20 7 T R (B E Z BB H HrBt. #
AIE YL, ROE A PR REGOIE B B s B ANRRSE » 78 BUIN BT W2 A0 75 R LR Ak 3 A, AT BE T
DB A8 #H G PR R B ™ M B i 5 Pk o 330 SR BEMARAS | DA i £ B2 B A 26 AL 3 A 2 He
2K PGR8BI [F] 28 B 5% 1l B B 3 e

2.2 TEBHHRE

T — B R B BEE , ICEE , i 25 47 LR AU AU 2 J0 8 e KB B, in At 7
JEEINA 20 ZBF5E H BA 2 5 F & $088 A (BRI #EAT B9 350 B L UL 5 S AL 22 BE 00 A 0
(LTRO) : http://www. lotschool. nl/Research/ltrc) , DA & i B 1E = 45 # #o & (WALS)
[Haspelmath et al. (eds.) 2005], % H# 5 A& i HBr & 1F C 2 810 5 E 2 10 8098 B
R KiEFHE (large dataset) JLF T — B Sh i) 2 58 HhiE 5 A GIAM S X 58S
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W KR B K DL KA B T 8 R 18 (A0 Dryer 1998; Croft 2002: Chapter 8) %
Ao, bR EE R KRR T xS AR TR . MRS AR BT HITE
B 7 ¥ A P R (association tests) (3 B Cysouw 2005) %] £ 28 f il & J7 ¥ (multi-
variate scaling methods) (41 Levinson 2§ 2003; Croft & Poole 2004) . 7%} & 1
SRFSE T L KR E O L5 T HIE R R B )7 % (new data aggregation methods) [ 4N%5{H
2k 77 1 (the isopleth method), MW, Van der Auwera 1998 . 4 it Ml i T B¢ (statistical
testing strategies) [ 40l [X 3% #4 #8 1& (predictive areality theory), Il Bickel & Nichols
2006 ] K& 5E P4 [ (stability metrics, W, Wichmann & Kamholz 2007) B4 3k [ 4 #1241
& & 4 J5 ¥ (phylogenetic methods from biology), HHI 2 X4 A FEE R 4%
(geographical information systems) iy it 4 sRCKF Sk ) iF — A5 B 045 R 7518

JIT A X B U7 AR AT — A S (R AR AR AR A AT 0 AR B SR B SCE S, T A SR R i B K
R R 2 (classical holistic typology) f#L g 28 # (4N & 3l 1% “active language” ., % & 15
“agglutinative language”) #1555 B B (Sprachbund ) S EBEM L. —MBIZWRIES
S Z 6], 51 A5 S B ] A R OCHK , X S OCHRAE E T A R AR R 2
V] F B O R LM 0 3] 51 48 Bf (exception-ridden) ], U 5 26 41 5C ¥ 3F A 75 2 M 48 %t #4 %
X E AT R AR, FERMMER L KRR S nE B NIET MR,
FIL SR AR S A A X (S R CBR 1 55) ERE M LM R . BT EHEARNK
FIZERIBE A, TR TR Z BN 41 i AR JOR B4R .

XFMARS A EIRE T SHMG R ANOR ¥ EXEFENSEIT RS RHEH
R RMAGBEMBAREHSIHIAES D IXNHIET B . AAMADSHT &R
KB 53 A7 A 1) IR AR FRATT R R AR b B B2 R B, A FE SRR E SRR BR T A XS BT Y
WAL RN A, FRATT I B 220 03 2R 2R 1 1 LR A 55 A A A M ) B8R =, DA R AT
BB N LR e e PR a3 KB O SR R B . SR . 55 R SR AR BL I G 11 J ¥ (clas-
sical statistical methods) fE$( %% b2 T0E . I8 AU 2 G0 33X 4 ] B (4 24 & 2 , B0 7E SR B
T %% K% (Monte-Carlo) J5 1 FI¥G i J7 ¥ (exact methods) , 3 — 25 5o X 4R 15 i 17 Bl &
PEELRE | &Y A 5 M 03K (Janssen et al. 2006), SR 1 J7 B5 M IE & 4> 47 09 BE 4K
(normally distributed population) " i 56 f & B H1L R 4 5 3% 28 75 3 R 2 F5xF A K r A 15
W MR SEAT G0 HEWT. T A ST HEWTAURR T B BLA MR A, BB IR (the
null hypothesis of the test) g & 7F 3 26 7 L 4 HL T W84 3] (4 22 7T LA AH [R) 38 B 42 1Y 25
i S8 (the margin totals) H FUIN ——JF A 2 i WL ¢ B i) 18 BHBE Z oM 22 L fE — 1> Bl
FER BT REALRAE .

SR, 3K 1E 4738 A B s A M “H A B 7 FEWRIL 27X K ) iz R RIZE R AR
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A
It
1

IR EEHR 9

B E AR TR
3. KRB : EBXBFMNEEHWZ S0

KA ERHRLH ZHEAFRAB LD EIET BMMEES SR RRE K
BIMREE. SR, XA IR, A E mUTRMBEREE ESE T BB K.

b TR, BT S A A A A b B XBURE RS R BB R B E 2 R LA R E A
A RA, RN ESEHBEZRE, A 4 I (incorporation) 5 “To 4 317, 4+ & K #l
B IE KRR B AT IFFE— BT B O % % A B840 A AT SR, i, SR TE T 4R 1Y
Fi 48 #E (specificity) 1% B (topicality) LB Bt 5 i) 3 A< ¥ (cardinality) , JE 5 5 F R i) —
Btk EIEY R M OB X RIS IR ITH B (argumenthood) %555 . X 5 HEFIEF
PRAEHEFHARHREMFHOERTELMFA., — MY EEGERE, iRt
A5 5 —MEE . E A L ArE K “4 I+ (incorporation) # ¥, FHEF A K ®
WAL, E R 2 HE O

B T 5623 tWARSHE Y . A% St b ok st [) R (] 225 32 7 T3 PR g 0 4 3 (B3 2
WO B0 B (BAR ERRE “BinSER E . XEFESIEAZNSIE. HE,
WX AR O B ANERF BB — R W (AT B S 5 A 2 e h i i
55— JE D SR HEWT A IR ATE X R B 8 L HLR BGRB8 TAE B, B — R R, 2
HHERIESFRMH R ESTEE M REL TR E X (REHEEHRET
ERMBARWIFERDE, AFEEPE, BB FZARMIETHTRNSEMHER —E X TH
A=K, KAZERAEKRREZHEME, MUB D ZHEEELR. BRA  XIM%¥BERTACH
HK.

XA, ~MRAMABEMERRZ PN B S € BXAUEIHEENRIAEHS
AHIE] - %5 40 /9 25 B (fine-grained variables), E#iE L1155 B S 45# 2 A = 4H I (incorp-
oration) , AT —H R KAKEM K B w5 R S, IE4F 68 R B W ERKR TN S Fr i K
LN AELWA Tz 48 2 B8 (generic reference) | & 75 2% |F # {i (prohibits permutation) .
£ TR F K IR JEBEfk (subcategorizes for a stem class) . B & — &5 8 — 4 id F b4k . 2
BRI E BEER —BOCR , BURENESTHHEERA B RN KM EE].
PR Ay i 2 e KALKS 40 28 i, X Se R  SOR K. fln, ATA AR XA RiE,
R AN 1A, 97 B A B X A 5 | Y B A R AL B N TR, T A iR TR IR BE L, B
“E R AR LA B AT E B BEAE B LA T EARIE SR AT E L. XFEMAR B PRI
FEPE, AR 2 2R, F B, SN EREAINSEFZAFRES P UTEHOER
Gt . WA ERIP R TE TOF &R STt A b ] 53 76 (918 24 55 AR, IR B 53X
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BR A B IES R T O M HAEE N TR, 228 T TANG L%,

BEAb , — ELA SR T 40 ) 4w 5 TR 00 AT AR oAt 2 B, WA 1 B R B4 B 248
ATHETFHOMAN TAREEER SN : MBS BESHWIT RSN —RIIZR]K—
AR, KAV 5 WA 2R & 2 6] i 248, DA K 38 25 49 22 ] A4 R {8 e / 9 AR AU 4 1
X —SERE AT FHF H 25 F & B R ZEE (arsenal of clustering) Fl b 4l i5 B 45 AR (scaling tech-
niques) , X — %8 [ 414t 7] A T HAl % (ML Cysouw 2006 i) & i B 5%) , X FEE T & 8L
—BETR E R E B G5 Z B A L LAl SEAR DL, Bl 4, T AR B 18 5 4 ¥ (crosslinguistic clus-
ters) . WIRAXFERAR (IO, BENMACSHE LR TLRE M “IER7 M L%, ™ AR 8 R,
RIS EEUR AR GER, YRTEMIE—ERFARD .

XK FENFEEREEEX AR GHERNBEEETRE. R HFAEN
EFMT LA ERM S NA X RKAESHHORTE . XWHIET R ETH0
22, R R 2 vh R SR A 28 R I LR %R B U T Xt P B R A SRR b A B AR S AT G
AR LT K

4. 5iF

PR RI2 2 DUK JBAE BORKIUE 5 N Mok % B 18 5 M0 45 A DL 2 S i — 1]
FRIGEMR RS ERR X LA R0 TR AR R E CERREY) IR
HH R R X UL B A 25 0 BEIE (IR KAL) . RBEMRAHBRMEHEMB AR
FEWEIL? At47?” (what's where why?) X302 F¢ 15 R A % F R TTEOF A R R T3
SCBRAR A RIRRE . 21 4 R 1 AR o o AR I A 3K 2 WL - B B —
AN KB4 2 S 2 AR AR TS B AT o A, A A O SR U A A A RS A R X
I3 A7 B P AR IR .

Bt i

@ —264 R 2 F (40 Plank & Schellinger 2000) {f 88 J7 i $t 4 (AR BB XA ARG, BRI H HE
BRI OV BLE 5 e m T 5 B 8 G A 2 50 & 7)) B “O-V R [ T &K B NP-P(iii A& P-
NP)”]. X, KR AL 3 BON LA S e B B AR S i B X i B A I st R (B A VO I 5 /T B
KETHAB OVIRFHEERXRFA.

@ REFEWEY, XREREHARITEBENHEES AN CREHARAMAROERM .S REIN.

Q@ BMFTBIENIREREE T HEETEXESHWITRNBEN TR, XFATKRERE" N L FIK
BV, REFRMEMETF¥R - 5EMENA X MARKSITNRES R, SEFHBENEEN. (&
I, Nichols 2007; Hyman 2007)

@ EBRmBHEMMEYE, ERBEERENITERESSEANEROTUELCEET ¥ UREFT ALKFHN
FEAETP G E .

® MIEBRARWH .7 WALS 1 AUTOTYP(RRM BRI ) 100 M F B, R A —FMiBE S AHKF. &Eif



QIHEXBFNTEHE 1

FFAE 238 FE T HA 9 FIES A EMET 4%, 53X B TR 45 (10 55 S 70 AR AH 2 19 4 52 v ok 3 o b 4 1 3
AR,

® HATFIE A& 20 it 22 fr ¥ 6 A0S A8 2 B B . 7F i SR 35 & 45 #4 3 ] (WALS) [ Haspelmathet al.
Ceds.) 2005]H , I 5% (Bakker 2004) R BUAE R P A Z 8 Al EMA XK KA KT 1%, XESIF FEE,EHA
ANBAEETFFLEEX.

@ AR 4 37 (quasi-incorporation) ) B SZ 41 F , WL I 72 /K (Bickel % 2007) .,
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