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Abstract: This paper attempts a semantic and cognitive characterization of syntactic constructions involving
nominalizer no('®") in Modern Japanese, as contrasted with other competing nominalization strategies, in
view of the notions of Grammaticalization, Markedness and Cognitive Complexity.

1. FLBic

AAFEOBF (0] ik, HiE4FCERT S T&A5HETE] & LTOBEELRL, S8BT
EHXNS, BEET, &7FLEE (0] O£ET I~ OB LOHEY - BIRASEEZHEAL X
5 &7 B AT RITAEMIC T TE~ (Kuno 1973, L+ /3 « 7 1988, Kuroda 1992,
e . ZORKE. £FEREE LTO To] OABT 82 2B I0BT 2B 82 H LI
LES &0 FaEsFomRIEIENIEEE R o7 (Tsubomoto 1981, [ER1992,
Horie 1993ab, 1994, 5151993, FEH199472 &%)

AT, £7 (0} Lk 24FECEEBE L. BRBAFICBV T, 26O,
DA FHEL L ED L O RABRICH B 1 EBET S, BEIC To) KX 347bfExxicdt
T AEWRY - B RSEIIMA»,. £ (o] I L 24 FEE MO AT E B L T
IRFEE THER SN D O L0 S 8L, [30k) - THEME B3RO TREERES]
EVWOHIHEEHCTEET D,

2. To) X340 L o4 FHbE T OB A Bk
AFULEE To)] BEE LTV AEINCRTROL I b0 H 5,

(a) #i3C: [HOABSBRD|DEH-TE?

(b) FEIANERBERE [V BEDBTOB0EB - TR,

(c) HBX : BABEENLIDE, WM TT,

D ToT) « Towi] i [HOABRFESL|D T/ DI, KERIkELh ok,
(e) T} 3 : HEARI TS, [MHBBEo I,

HRBAFRNT, XELFEICERT IBRICHW ORI AFHERRCIL, o] offuc, E
BETHRARE LEING T8 - TEZA O20Mb5, UTERENORMILEEE L
ToOMfZE~T,
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(1) pUESNINTWEZIZ E 2BV L,
(2) [HOBBRA-TVLIEZA%ERLE,

Z O BIEN R EOESE S EEER TS &V TEREATL)  (direct nominalization'; Martin
1975038 PiTbndZ ebd b,

(3) [MDE-TWE] (@) WbhbbT, K SADAREELT,

Zo&FMEE, To)] 2 TZe) 0L RBRHRAFLOY— A —2RNTNDE E T A0 0,
WL TH (Eosiie) LG, BT 24REE [¥r) LREZ LTS, HITTIEL
YufikiEs, kit (3) oL Te) TRT,

IITEBTREZLE, (o) PAOATHEREE, WThb, (0] C3ARTIRELZ’
HELEABRICHI, BEVEE @ziE Toe) & ¥o)) idE@smER L., WaBE
IZRnens 2 &Thd,

(1) APV TWEIZE /O FEOHLE, (TeZa] - TEr) Ra)
(2) [BOBBA-TWNEZA/ D #AELE, (TZ&] - TEr] RH)
(3) [[EMBE-TWE] (B) /O iZbhhbbd. . . (Tzk] » T&EZ5] R

3. 0] [ EBARILELORUS - BARHH

AT TR~z X 5 2&FLEE T ORGEHEIChEZ oMz, (o] ZThEEOEFOME L
OVEELNb0EEZBND, Tik, ZOEFOHE LI THA D, LLF T, O4AT
bFE T L) - T&ZA] « TFu) LORBKT, 0] IZX24FLESCOEKRY - 3287
BEEHLMICLTW 2 &ICT 5, £7. #8iffio (1') — (3') OfiXsEb > —BERFLT
H X,

EFROC (1) & (2) BB T2k & T2 2] OFEREEE2RFT 5, AdFHLEE
k] & TEZA) KHEBELTVEO, WEEL, ThZC [EX-aE] . TEFH] &
WO RBBRMREWR LR T2 EWEAF, BRI, [4AFHE] & 5 SUEEREE (HDVITE
W) 2HES K5 Ro%k, Thbb Tk (‘grammaticalization'; cf. Hopper and Traugott
1993;HFE# TV S TER{L] IGEVHEE) LEBRELWS ZeThd, Ll [ZE)] & T
ZA] . BRAAFBEBVTEEREENREREZEL LZbiT TiA2L, EFIChREDCR
WERTIEH DD, KR L TEENLRERERFL TS, 20, BEL TV HEEHRER
X, Tzé)] & Tz A OAFHEREE L TOBREIL—EOSINEEZL TS LEZBND,
(1) IZBNT T2 &) BDERARELROE, T2 &) 60 [FE] &0 ) FBERNZLEKRD,
FWP&?JkwoLmoﬁ%egAﬁé%mtbef%é —JF7 (2 kBT Tezs) »
FRWRRADIX, T&EZA] b0, [RZER - R Vo iFREAREKRS. TRBTS)
EVIBEBEOBKREEAETIHOENLTHD, (1) KBIID TLZA] BLIY (2) BT
5 Iz d J@ﬁﬁm*%KTmrbémi\iﬁ@Lmkmﬁ%ﬁtﬁA&LkHTmétmf
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HD, WROBRTHERTERVA, TZd] BEXR TEZA] 13, #iXUsMCH, BifichiT
T TEETNERBRE] (T&25] OR) | THEX) LV oI THERIND Z LN
HLB, XTOFEL, H ETEHOBEE & ORICERMARBEAENERIT 2 2 LR RAT RS
#H<ha,

Tk TZ2&] & TEZA) LWHEEEBD OIEELELFUERE L RT, TO] XED
L) RBHRHIBHEE > TVBDOEA I H, EERZ LI, T0)] WS ATULEEA RS, BF
OFERMBWRERZT. 23T 28k LT T4kl &5 SuEmie Bk (-3 o
HEEO>TNRHENI ZEEERDbNE, 0, BEOBWROKRMENS (D] © (AD) E%
HIREIL, T2 &) R TL2A) Lo FENERE AT A FRICH~T, T 2535
EDOBRFIBA L VDN, VDS LR BT HLDOTH D, RT3 EBHIHEICRBNT
BT RO TRVIHEE b OB EE, Bl TR E b OFNEEL 2D (K& - P
B51987, p.692) &\ O SFEF D THZEME(markedness)] DEEEZHVD &, (D] X, T2k %
ez A)] T, FEBOLPRSEVHIBROE» DG, E7-EREEWRO KM E V5 Bk
OEPE S, MEEREOunmarked)] HTHD &V 25,

TiE, BIEOFIX (3) THAELTWE [Por) 4ikEee (0] KBL T, FEEORS
MOEDE SR EPVZBTEAI 1, THEWE] OBR»LTEE, Yol 4FHbENT. &
BoXri—REbnS, Mikb, o] A7k, To) LRCL, T4k &0
SHERIREBR (E7IIHERE) SIAMCAT & OFFEMLBREZB DR VI TR, o] LRA
D, ARHREEERE LTHFELRVLDLLTHD, LLARNL, BB T¥a) 4FHkE
FR L TEOHERBREICREWT To)] 28B4 3813k, BREXFIBIT 247D FB
ELTHIBRLCEZE L ITVDOR VD TH S,

IOZEE. THEE ARETIERC, BICEREOBRESOAZ BB L TR bRR
WeW3 Z EERLTWS, BERIZIEE, Battistella®®EET B L 512, [ (BEHROEED)
7 (distribution’)] <X 44D HH X (freedom of occurrence’)) &\ 5 L&D, @RNEEICRBITS
FEHELZRET HBRICEE BRI R LT\ 5 X 9 TS ("Distribution within a language plays
an important role in the determination of language-particular markedness values. Unmarked terms are
distinguished from their marked counterparts by having a greater freedom of occurrence and a greater
ability to combine with other linguistic elements; Battistella 1990, p.27), B I OEROH B X2
LTWwd &, HRBAGEICBWT, o) AFHEEEL, BoNBOA T 1 4 LERBDD K
OBENEE - BB ORI ERV T, BEAVWLNARY, LEN-T, DB IT4EREOHEB &
EREECTDE, TBo) NEE. (0] BEELWS ZLichd, 20z &ickoT, HiZ
DOREBIZEWT, REOEKE] & TAEOBBRX] ORBFORERFES LGS, HBEN
ALY LEEEIND, LW0HZ Bbhd,

IZETOFRT, AEEOBRPLRTHBE. [0 ik WaT5 fzk) - 5] -
Mo LV 3ODAFULEE L TG, BERLFUEOFEZLE VS ZERbhot,

Tk, HEEEHAR, OB TEETHL VD Z i, REMIED LS R L%y
BERT20THAI D ZORCELTIE. THEOHEIL. BEOBBICLTEE - LHEY
577 - AMERRFRA O RT, RAMIIC X 0 BT H DR H B ("The marked category tends to be

cognitively more complex - in terms of attention, mental effort or processing time - than the unmarked
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one™)] &) Givénd [ZRERIEHE X (Cognitive complexity)] DBEE(Givén 1990, p 947 HH ThH
HEEbNE, TZ&] & TEZA KBLTVAIE, BELTWIERENLERY (0] Tk
RTEVEL O THE - LBHH S - AEEH] 2E8RT250THY, o) KBELTHRE,
ERBEEORKRSNS, O] IThRT, RETHLTLVELL O TEE - LENY S - ALEREFH |

RFERTHIOTHASI, ZORMUBEEIORSZEN, (0] OFH LOBIBOK SISO
D, fOAFULEEL D bERBEARE CTOAR - FRALTMEEL LD TVAEEILND,

4. BbYic

BHXTH, BRAEXFOATULEE (0] A, TaiHk] &0 UENAREROAZH - TR
D, BETD Tod] » T&ZA] « [¥u] o304 bR TREEE-II4ERZOEH
BEVWIHIBANPLATERETHL-D, RANBEIOERVWIMEL . 20T & HAARBERRIE
WKBIT2 (o] OFEREZARICLTVWAZ 2R ETERE, 4%, HRAAE - BEFELOXR
T, FRROFEEZILIZ—EORNLORTIZ L #BELLTWD,

WA ABISTICERL 7 R ESEA R E M B AR E X OUUR Y BHE R E B S B R
WAZE (2) (No. 0623221 L A ERRO—TH B,

BE W
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