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RHAZEIXHWGECOAEZRL > 2IPERIOZE [Zb 2, [0 & [IZEET 2 HGEA A L,
HAEMCEEDOHIRZI S, 72, (D2 & | 1IEABIN 2 WHEEERS ClRFEIRICEN 2 v, 2hb
DEERRY - FEERHE IR AZNEER RO — A — it b A b, RERTIE, [ L] 2R v
EOTANHNER RO — A — L IR L, Zod@tEzlopicd a2 LT [0 L | ARENET
ERRY— AN —THDLI L HTRT 5, COGWICEY, [DZ L] OFEZFEAICHAL, Hitks
aneomtE e B, £ 72, RER HWEERR O SGREA & A O HIEERR Ok 2 Hic, B
RHARGE IR AN HREEFR R SRE L LIRS & RS BPERIEL T3 2 L 2 TR T 5,

1. ikLdic
@ HAZEICEBNWT, o2t ] v HIEDAICE T 2ICEEDLDH 312,

(1) a KEBB{EFDZ & #EL T3,
b*KEED Z & LT HBEL T3,

® L+ [DZ & | PIRTHGGEN - BWRIVEHEICOWTH L D EABWHLRITR > T B, KFEEKTIE,

[DZ L | PESFENIC IR ZR HEERT (Differential Object Marking: LA, DOM) & L CTotT
T252LT, ZORMEZFEHINICEHIAT 2 Z L 3RETH V. HAGEIX DOM EfBe LTINS
52 LRIRT,

2. T&&F+oz | OFE
o [ Zal+nZ & | ODEWRIEFE
> [HF+oZ b ] T2 4FPEEAFOEEIZARTH 328, IFHEAFAOEEIZFARIC
B onzg (HE 2006, B4 2015),

(2) KEBIIET /w2 LTV,
> [ZFE+DZ & ] B WTHHEIZEFEN TR ITNIE RS R wEFEE 1999),

(3) a KEEABHIAZHEL TV,
b KERABHEIADZ EHEL TV S, (42E 1999:167)
Ba)licB T, [BIRXA | 1T [HEBEBL W23 GERN) & NEEofBHETE ] GEREER)

D2 ODIRRMBTEETH 205, [DZ & | AoV Bb) ek T3 [BIEX A 13EE DRI HE
TH 2,

® [##E+odZ & | DHEENRIE
> [#E+ 0 & 1328l L 7= FiEc B o EE 1999),

VAFERTIE, DicsTs [ozt] 21 20FEZETH B EIRET S, UToE5#K0 T k4@ Tck] o
KAllcERE Sz v (G 2015 25H),

DKL TDZ & Z2FHL 7=,
BARQIB)TEREINTWE LY, WD Tozk%] F TiconwT] TEIHRZAETHIS, (DD [0 k%]
iE IR AARETH B,

(i) a. RERDBETFICDWTEE L 72,

b.AKRERDBEFICDWTEEL T W 3,

ARFTIZ, GD)DI>RBEMMIBARAETHELA4 7D (D L] ZFHRONEE LTS,
P EFELRRRIC I E SN2 FKERGED (o] LHEAEETH 2,

OKEBBIEF D Z & 2SI & 72,
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(4) TR ERKIPICEINTWS, (458 1999:163)

>  [&F+oZ b ] 34y MR E L R (FESE 1999),
(5) *REFDETFDZ & DEHEE (£ REBIFIETFDZ & #BIEL 72,)

3. oz t] &£ DOM

A ClER I Nz [ L+ D 2 E ] ICB T 3FMER. A=A VEEICE T2 &+ A HGER R~
— 71— (Differential Object Marker: AT, DO~—h—)] B F2FMELHEETH L Z L ZHL I
—ﬁ-éo

® DOM ¢ (%, Bossong(1985, 1991 LIKA SN T W2 HGETH V., Ll OFEIcEE SO W TR ICH T
MERRETOHROZ L TH B, I, LT OHAME(Animacy) & E 4 (Definiteness) D & 7 — LI
BT, EIcHaEI N5 4713 EHWEERR B TON 2 HAIH 55,

(O)HEMER T — 0
N[> B > A=)

(DEWEA T — 1
ANFRAR 4 Al > [ £ 5 > 7€ (definite) % & > A~ 7€ (indefinite) 5 i€ (specific) £ 7 > JEFf €
(nonspecific) 4
(Aissen 2003: 437)

® il Z X, A4 VEEIZIERES a 2 Ty DOM %ZiRd, A4 Vi& DOM (ZLA T OFfE %R
ER

> ANHZRIELFIRFICHWER T TON 2 2, BAEY 2R T AFICITEEICED S
FTHIGELR R B 2 b7 (Von Heusinger and Kaiser 2005),

(8)a. Vi *(a) la  mujer. b.Vi (*a) la/una mesa.
H.7-.1sg A DEF ¢k H.7-.1sg A DEF/IND #l
[fAx 2 oL Ex Rz, [FAIHLZ /7=,

(8a) D HEE4 FllZ N2 K L DOM BEHKITH 2, ZHICH LT, (8b) D HIEES 2 13 4
EY R L DOM 14U 278\, (8a) & (8b)dxtkiz, A ~<A vEEO HNER RO RICHE
DR — AR L TR EZR LTS,

> HWEPAMZERTLFTH-oTD, Ba) L IR AVAETH 2856, HIWERRBEBN T
37 <70, (9D X1 DEEAME X 5 (von Heusinger and Kaiser 2005),

9) Vi (a) una mujer.
H7-.1sg IND
[z d 2 ZtEx /-, |

(B8a) ) Z LKL T, HWEER R OFRBEICHELRD 5 2 L i3, 2B EEDO R T =1 & b B
HLTWARZEEZRLTWS,

@ /2. A_AVEED DO ~—H—IFLL T D 22 DHENIE 2R,
> ZEML L 2 EFEE TR L v,

(10)a.Yoveo a la  mujer. b.La mujer fue vista.
A H% A DEF %tk DEF %  COPPST Hohiz
[Tl 2 D%z Rz, | [ZoEIFR Sz,

S D DOM L MHBEER A LD 2 L A% DFFETHE SN T 52 (Dalrymple and Nikolaeva 2011 72 &), &
CTIEFEmONGIE T 5,

2 VEEOZEIE, BICNIHAEAEY A TH 2581 b, DOM OXNR & 74 3 HFABNKE XD TEL 7t 5
ZEDITE ALY (Fabregas 2013),
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(Bérény 2018:2)

> ARV IF&EANTIEEWERR I AbnT, HERIL de ZHWTERT,

(11)a.El  perro capturé a Juan.
DEF X WEA/ZA 2TV
[ZDRDBY 2T v EfiE 27,
b.La captura de  Juan por el  perro fue sorprendente.
DEF ffi$ 2% GEN Y27 v IcX->7T DEF X COP.PSTH# %
[(ZDORICEDY 2T vOREIEE 572,
c.*La  captura a Juan por el  perro fue sorprendente.
DEF ffi¥x% Av =27 v IcX->T DEF X COP.PST¥ %
(L(')pez (2018: 85-86))

@ INLDARAL VEEICE TS DO ~— 1 —% 2HiCAHA-BHRHAGE BT [0 &) KT S
EL UTo ks dbBE R R W ENn S,

(12) a. & o VI B3 5 Bl 238 2,
b. A DE BT 2 235 %
c HIE 2 FRT 2R TH 2
dZBCEFEIC AR L 2w
e f XV FHFRNTIRIEBL

iz oofEErs, BMCHARE I CE TS [0z b | 258EEMICIZI DO ~—Hh — G L T
W3 ETERET3, COFRPIELWVWETEARLIE, (DT L] ITOWTDOEKRY - BRI, %
NRDO~—h—DFREZP->TWE7-0TH 2 LN ARSHZE 22 R TE S, £7-. B
EERRNICE T 2l S BN R B ERF - ICHL iRz b Wi b,

4. DOM & 3ikfb
0 “NFCHMRHARZICBIFA 02t | ’DO~—H—ThHdBETEELTEA-2, HWHITRXDTo
E%%ﬁ%&ofh‘é:;

(13) a7z [0 Z & ] OHENEBKITH ZERENR VDD
b. s EHAZEIZBL g 0BG % | 235G LCw a5, HEREHT 2 L5l 25 DO
2 —H =B E AT LICHE Y ANT W3 DH

> (13a)ICBHL T, A=A ViEZE L% < D DOM IZEFNICTRET ABERD 3 2 & 1%\,
L2LAadns, [0zt ] oHHEAEBNTH 2B IR\, 2L, [0 ] 283FEEIiC DO
= HN—THEPEI DDLU EREEDNLS,

>  (I13b)icBAL <. HAGE Mg 0@ Z A LT o2 I DO ~—h—Th 375511,
HAZEIZ2 OOHWMER R~ —H—% b2 &ichb, 2. BIVHAER DXk %20
DOHMGER TR Z EY AT LI AN, HEOBEE T 25EIHEZEI R >TWwS ERER
R 53, 5B IC I T 2 B0 (Chomsky 1995) DBl 2> b, BHICIZZ T ANEHE -,
$72.DOM 5iE% RT3 . DO ~—7 —DIAC d SR RTERER 2 o SR B c & 2,

O FAZ NG DIHEN A=A VEED DOM & HAZED WM& DB [ % | 1I<3 T 5 BIFAMIZE 2 . fifk
HHETHBH LT B,

4, 1 RAR~=A4 viEDOM oERHIRRF

T4 AL VEED DO ~—H —DSEZ L& U CHIEET 2 LEIC 3 2 BEWRHIRI 2 5E K o Tw»
5L nERT 5,

® von Heusinger and Kaiser (2005) (%, 1 2 ffdicEr 7z & I 5 8FEF [Poema de mio Cid] i< ¥
FEERARL vOTFFR T —=2iICB0T, HRAXA VEETIIEBNIC DOM 2iTbhilk b
W(9a)D XS mEmAEANE L EEER RO HIEEICH LT, DO v — A =28 TnZanfilnis s
N5 ERBRTHE, LT ZD 1HITH 35, £k LT Alfonso Reyes (1976) 1 X - THH
REN(15) T, WG d 2 HIWEEIC DOM 2R TE %,
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(14)En  bracos tenedes mis fijas tan blancas commo el sol.
== Nl ] 2.PRES.2PL #AD IB7=H RL L S5v HWw X 91z DEF K%
[(Birlz-ofiohicii, KED XS ICHWADIRZSE W5, ]

(15) tenéis a mis hijas, tan blancas como el sol, en

F#>.PRES.2.PL A FA® IBZH FLLHW» AW X 51 DEF K% Hic

vuestros brazos
Hl-D I
[(Bhlz-ofiohicid, KED X5 ICHWADIRZSE W5, ]

TDXIHFERIT, A4 ViED DOM 25, HIEED AFANCER T ERIHIR23% < 2 5 2L &l -
TWwW3hZeuRLTWD,

4. 2 HAFONKEDERIIHIF

o iz, HGHICH T 2 xtgoE [ % | o B MmIcBlb 2 5t 2 Bl 5, LRGEDOXH&E DL,
FFE DRERL - R R E B2 S 2 & i3 21982 5 (Motohashi 1989, Yanagida 2006,
Yanagida and Whitman 2009, Frellesvig, Horn and Yanagida 2015 72 &),

»  Motohashi (1989) 1 FREED K DA 12 (16)(17)IcH 3 L 52, & D E M (definiteness)
L S8 (referentiality) & #HES23H 2 & & %45 L CT\» % (Yanagida 2006 % £H#), Yanagida
and Whitman (2009) 1%, (18)® X 5 ic, %G L OHHEAMAAETH 2 2 & ABE L, FERITi
# 5 OFEE M (specificity) ICHBE2 B 5 2 & 2 FIRL T 5,

Definite vs. Indefinite
(16)a. BN A~ITAES 2 IR E 2 &icH] X i T EESE 4185)
b.—AKDhTL @A LZ*DLHIC R & B2 3T (JTHEE 4070)

Referential vs Nonreferential
(A7) a. DT FIIEES T 7% < 6i/JWL§75§—F®%%)('J b X ROTESE 11)
b R RILEARG A ) BRI T 55~ 3k LB to A7 L b (758 3479)

Specific vs Nonspecific
(18) a. FIT 2 T EFRA DO ROEAED & 21313 %R S T (HEE 360)
b. RILOEARDHF 2 LE & L 2 HcRknkidMoet (TEE 2519)

> Frellesvig, Horn and Yanagida (2015)(%, Yanagida and Whitman (2009) ® F58 3 2 ¢ E M %
Discourse-Linking(LA T, D-Linking) (Pesetsky 1987 fth) 4z, [ %] O E oW T5 2 &
T, EREEADOM v 27 L %2> Tzl &2 FRELTWS, flziE, LT D (20a)13 HIXEE
I BIFRET AMERT L T\ % 728 D-Linking 28572 2 LT\ 2 23, (20b) 13 HEE I IS 5 28
M ZEE L CTH Y, D-Linking 25 72 T 1172\,

(19) D-Linking:
a relationship between an NP and a definite discourse referent, whereby the possible

reference of that NP is restricted. (# % NP & BHRE R iREEDfE R IR & OERIETH V. %
O NP O A[gE RS AR S S, )
(Frellesvig, Horn and Yanagida (2015: 198), HAGEFR 134k H I ERK)

(20) a. TAFEITEUIZ SO LIGIE72 2 3 {E 2 B0 Lo ol 3 (T 5EE  1462)
b. M@ DT LD HERESEDITE L CEIzw (HEEE 802)

> Sadler (2002)ic X 2 FAE T, 11 HFdIcEXTIC X o THp Nz [TREYEE) QR 1) & 1723
L 1964 FEITEIN-ZOFR (FNZFNFEK2,HEK3) OoF 13 28IcBTF537F A
TR EWET 2 2T, MgRoBE %] oHBLIZEN & GBI 2R L 7228 & @2 L
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EREBL TS ZEZHLPICLTWES, ZOFMBERIIUTDOL S ICRoT 50,
CO&FoSBEICHE S [%] D4

Referential non-referential
K1 86.3%(44/51) 40.9%(9/22)
P 2 93.4%(85/91) 50.0%(19/38)
PR 3 100%(72/72) 89/7%(35/39)

(Sadler (2002: 261) ic &2 THERK)

ZoFE‘IZ. A SERIC T CHAEOKYE %] 25, 24 ViED DO = —7H —ICH
bNzEH I, RACHBAIRELRLFDIERILER > T oTWEZ EERLTWES,

®Frellesvig, Horn and Yanagida (2015)icfit\>, HAGEOXHEIZ2»2TIE DO ~—h—Tho7/z LT3
72 5 1F. Sadler (2002) DHFZEIE. HAZEDONIKIZ., 224 VEO DO ~—A—D X 51T, LIS
BHIRPHIR2E K 22ty EDOH LWL 45 % HWNGEER RN T 2~—h—L ko722 L BF
bbb,

4, 3 #Bx
®Frellesvig, Horn and Yanagida (2015)iC5 1) % HAGES DOM v AT L %A LTz & 3 % imic
Koz, FAIHABOHWERRICOWTUTORE® T 5,

Q)% 1:
HRAAZEICE T A2 NGO (%] 12 DO ~—7h— & LCSOEZLIC 1T 2 ik B I
Hb, (ZN®z, BWRIZRHFI 2L CHNERREBIRD,)

(23)fRE2:
HAGE X DOM S#EosES 4 7L LT, [0 k] 2 ROEME L LTGERL, DO <
— A= LTOQRIEMY ARk 5 LT,

> SGHELoFERICE W T, GEERH A 2 A A 2R3 & 2MER X LT v B (Van Gelderen
2011, Roberts 2022 ft), X Y IEHEIC 9 72 &1, B 2 SGEMNER D SGEEL 2 #2583 5 2 & T,
RAICZ OFRERE R o, MO 7 R EBREPEROERZA 5 X 5 1IGHE L, 22k %
BCRERDOGEEZLF L X S ICEHBAL RS 2 L A RBRCHERI N TV S,

> DOM D SiEZ{tic 2T, Bossong (1991:152-153) (%, [ —E#i—M~—H—Lt 72 >7- DO =
—/1—13b 59— DOM %257k L3P o DMHT DO v—Hh—2EK L 7%
BRiciE, #7272 DOM ¥ R T LD ELT 5,] L vofigZzid~Tw3s, DOM b ¥4 7
MR SGRELZW S 2 e BEZ LD,

» Van Gelderen (2011)13% < ® DO ~— A —EEHICHE T I L 2ERL. UTD X 5 7%
DO ~—h—OHSHERZEH 5 & FIRLTWS,

(24) DOM Cline
PE > NER>DOM
(Van Gelderen 2011: 178)

SOMRK L] i3, 11 eI ic L > cEr N E TREYEE) THh 5, o7 F A ik THRFHRTERSR] ¥
V=X bWbNTEY, M4MILOERTH 3 ERERMAICEIT T, [TRK2 ) 13 TEUEZME] v £

A PAT 1723 FICHE LI L > TER I N RFTEORIERC. REKWFE] OBRYIO 2 EOA» LKV LoTw5, &

DFF AN [BEITLEE] H1E5roWMonTw3, TREK3 ] X TH - BTFFEKYE] Lvwd 24 P ronlEd
—HRIC X % 1964 SEDEZFRTH %,

¢ Sadler (2002) DffFEIC X iF, % | oA FAOHEMN L DEELTCELTHWD 2 L AHRETE 5, BHARHAREE
LIRT O 54 & iAo F A IC 3 2 PRELRBIEEZ BT 2 2 L i3, SBROMEOMEL Lz,
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> Lépez (2012)1x DO ~— 51 —23HGEL ~ L TO LA N D %51 T lx Kase Phrase (KP) FZER
ZH® 5 LIREL TS, Lopez IfiE\vy, FAlZ5E2IE L L 72 DO ~—4 — 3 KP £8E %
HD2Ee T8, [0 L] IZHFELLOLFAAHNOEE CiX, R o ETEIHE (T75b
HP) 2wz e FREL, (24)IcB1F 2 DOM OGELYF 4 2 o [THiEF| oBREch 2 L
RET 2, Tbb,. [0Z& ] 13 DO ~—Hh—L LT HRIOKRMICHE LT 5, 2L
f\#?TDOV—ﬁ—T%ok%ﬁF%J%KP@%%%%&@%&%E?%@ﬂw@M&
b ZIR),

(25) [KP[PP[DPft+] Pz & ]K #]
@ [DZ L | BADO ~—Hh—DYIHIERICH 2 2 & 2R THRERIVEIMLE LC. ZnatgihEcliz <%

B OTCREMRHEZ R C L 3B T b5, RiE & ARBIR O T REHGEERRIE LT O X 5 rER
Db B,

> 1, BEFIIB)D X ) IBEEZ % T E 325, KBhE SO B & ki 2 3T~
LN\,
(26)a. ZZHHHBEEUNITED T,
b.5 B E CAEE L\, (Saito 2016: 5)

> 210, REFIZEBIE N3] 2RECTE 225 BBEIIRE T 2w,
(27) a. B2» & 1T KREB 23181 2> o 72
b *EF Z T KREEDER L T

> 5 3. Sadakane and Koizumi(1995)2848Hi L CTw % X 5 iz, E?J%J)Ob#m‘é?ﬂ#% T E
SR DMEHEDFTRE T H 5 23, IEBhE 23D W 72 455 & (I A[RE T
28)a*a v EENLLIATLEYFED S o 710
b.Ya vAE¥E 2UNENT,

0 NL 3 OoDIEME & IR L 2 BEA ORI I_T oz & icdh YTz 3, 1 DHOEEIZO W
TlE, I CRkiBRTwB X Hic, oz e | 3E (%] 2%kd2 2 L1 TchH s, 2 oH,
&95@%ﬁmowf%bﬂ%%ﬂdaﬁm%h%hﬁéhxv&

Q) EFDZ LITKEBABEELT W 3,
(30) *KEERAE Dz & 3 ABELTWE, (cfKEES3 ANDEDZ EHELT WS, )

oL [wz | OFExR LT 2, DT L | BHFEEL XL DLFANTIZREH O EEHICHLE L
TEV.[DZEJIEFDOw—H—& LT X boh T4 icB T 2 HEFOEKSICH 2 #2955,
HE(2006) I3 HAD S e oltlizic kv, [0z & | 2EEILLCWa L 2FELTE Y, K%K
KORRIZ0FHtE2 /RT3 0TH 3,

oL FoiEimicht 21X, (I3 ICALNZFENRFREI N 5,

(13)a. %z [ & | OHBEBEBEHTH 2EER VD)
b. s EHAZEZB IR OBE (%] 2EA LTWw3 2, HEREET 2 L5 I1CE 2 3% DO
< —H— b EYATLICEY AT WS DH

> (13a)iconTid, oz & ] A DOM & LCHIHiREICH 5720, FATERICCELL Tk
WweEzZzbns,

> (I3b)iconTli, oz | 2 [%] oF#MEL L GEEN T2 720ENIFEHE L, K1
WKCHFELTWBIRETH S L2 B,

5. ¥¢®
ARBXCEUTOTEREB I 2> 7=,
o HfCHAEICE TS [0z 2 | 3 DO~—Hh—Th 3
> UUToBlbSicHESE, 2=4 VEODO ~v—Hh—E0HEMMEEZ RTC LicHEoTnwT w3,
BRI - OFEHEQEME
FERBREELL S« OFZENCEFEQA R v P AN
O M HAGEICE T2 [0z & | XMoo (%] ok & L GRIEh,
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