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WL (allostructions) 1IR3 3 —&%%

1. BUSIC

Cappelle (2006) 23#£ 15 L 7= allostruction (LA N, THEEE X, ) = F L
1. E6E O S AL A HESC (constructions) D %y k7 — 7 & RS RESCCHE
(Construction Grammar) Dfiff7E,8 7 54 LIZKFEREIFR (horizontal relations)
DEIENZFHFLAAL LI HThRDPoREEN 2> T& %k, ZOETIL
DHEMEZ i L~V ORECSIHTCIEGE L 72 Perek (2015) 4% #%C, BIfEDH 2D
EFNEID ANFRIZH TV 528 (Nesset and Janda 2023), ZD—J
T 23R D H % (De Vaere et al. 2020, 54 2020), Z D& Tk,
WXEFILOREE ZOREAEZ WL OPEY) P79 2T, BRI
BT 2RETFVOAMEZED 2 7DD TTHRIZOWBT—2DiE 2R L T
BT\,

AEORERIZLI T M) Th 3, 2 il Cappelle (2006) 12 k 2 Bk SCE 7
WVDOEHRZMERT 5, 3HiTIE, BHECE T VIS 2 AR % 2 SH) -
F5, 4ficid, WXHOKFENBEIRDS 0 2 BAf2 L) EIF, €7 LI
FTREHPBPICOW TR 5. b flildHEHETH 5,

2. EBXETIOHME

Cappelle (2006) "B XE TN EZERLT 2 E o L >0, B
ICAZALE (particle) Z £ B TH 5, T OREITIE, [verb particle
object] @ X 9 IZ HWFESAZALE IS 288 — > (M) & [verb
object particle] @ X 9 127 & A2 D b\ 72 HWEEDMZIET % 88 —
v (TR ) o 2 BEOEENSH D, AL X)L OREERNZE: (syntactic
alternation) Bl o —f (LU, TMU#iFELE ) TH %, Cappelle 1, i
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AN T 2 2 20BN A7 7e—F 2 BlL . 202 offEn%
5, —2HOT7 70 —F13, —H2EROMEE L TZI056H9)—TD
HEDRE (derivation) & Vs ) FREEHFLN O#E 2 #E CTEAHI S N 5 & Hd R
JEEDIIBIC BT B0 TH 2, ZoMIcL TR, JRAEE VI 7k R
DISEFIGRIC D W CHIEN 7 7’0 — F O3 2 LA BESCOETIRR® S itz w
BfETh 2 Lwv ) HEN A MBIz, —7 %2 RN 0EIC T 213 EFEBIC
BIEDTAIIZED R G E V) RELZEZL L2 N—AILb )~ 2EAR
T LI IHTIEDIIZ S EIC R T 2 L I RERZRHLCws, b)) —
DD7 7u—FF, 2D kI %AH (alternation) & WER R ERESC D KR
£% (horizontal relations) OFEZ RO T, [MHD DHGER, TAEER,, 025
DAY —=v % ZNZFIISL L 7RECE LCEZ 2o 2 20 T4 & s,
Ttk 2 (extreme); WX FEFEICT. D7 72 —FThH % (cf. Goldberg 2002),
ZDIHIZXH LT Cappelle &, (1) FEMWICE > BERELEZL 2 ERED
S5DEETHHbNE WD A F 4 F LEH W : buck up one’s ideas/buck
one’s ideas up) SEET 5 Z L OFWHOT (1) & L DR & TR
OMIMOFER>E b R wE T2 L, ReEoEE (B : drum up support) @
BRI B T 0T — v OBEGOHEIFHIL (statistical preemption)
(Bl : *drum support up) HEI BFERERDFHATE v, L) ZODREN %
i %,

BB AD 29 L il 7 70 —F 1otk M2 R T 27008
i & LT, Cappelle (& HIVEE & A ZAG O FENR SIS E D IR B D MESL D #1
(template) DFAEZ KT L, #HfEM & QGO D088 — vk o d@o
Ny —vORLLZABE (THLLEM) L3270 (K1) 28RET %,

[vp, rans V APTt} NPpyioi o {Prt}]

[vp, rans V PIt NPy 0] [€777= -~ > [vr. wans Y NPpirect 0 Prt]

1 tEEFEOBEEEEXE L OFD 2 DD (Cappelle 2006: 18 & b ##E)
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REXETVORBILTOL )t dons,
1 K1 D2 >0 COBRIE, ZHNE B L T2z R o A4 5 ok
TIREZIN T2 X ) e — I DORESCH & )5 DRESCA~DIRA: (derivation) HHIT
zonzboTida, 221 EL < kA5 3V — (supercategory) @
FEIC L > THRAESN TS, 2L, —HDHBMUEST DD LD bEMET
HAwsinsg (HEOHIICHZ) L) ZLiddbbh I b,
(Il 2oETNVIE (allo- &I EHEFL 6O 2 X I IC) HlEmIck T2 5%
% (allophone) ., FEREHIC & 1) 2 BEZRE (allomorph) DEEZ ISl X7z b D
TH%, Lo LREDREHE (constructeme)” DFFTEIC & - TRIRI &7
R IR OBRICH 20T TIERL, 22 ) ORED HHZER (free
variation) 25580 53, [ UBETH EB 0 2 iH T2 2 e BMHER L b H 5,
HIREGED —RIFA, RN RA~DEIG A, BRAE R EOURRIC L > T2
DD)L—TDOARPERIND Z LD LIELIED 5,
(I EEOEMXDOE L EDH (bW 2 FBIA (alternations)) (%, F BRIk
T B 55y (Cappelle ® S 3#ECi3 “linguistic objects” ) ®—>T®H %,

COET NI, WEEIZEE L VI BIROFIPI L) LV 2R, SO0k
DWFRICE W TEL 2R % R oM R D KBS 4% (horizontal relations) o
REMEZFR S N BB L% D (Diessel 2019, 2023), F 7 ARG ICHEHITEE
b ERI L, XTIk, 20X RICHNESRO @2 ) EF 5,

3. EBXETINEZEHL BETMRDOER

Cappelle (2006) LIFE, BEHESCE T MK L TIIEEL AL S ERiN L I N
TETWEH, AREiCIE, B - BUME L oMz (3.1 )., @i oME (3.2
fifi), @2 KERY B, Z0BEEHRT

3.1 EF - EFEBEDEWVCDOVWT
FEY% (allophones); T#JZHE (allomorphs)y @ & 9 i, SEEEIC B CHE
it Tallo- (58) ) ZfE-o 724, AIHEliomOBRICS 2 /RICEZ 60
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TWw 52, B (allostructions) DA IE. a6 FO B 7 LT & W)
PREDFENDEIFEEIZD N2 bDD, 2D &) LM OBIRIEZ
& 57\ (Birner 2018, 54 2020), & 2 BiBiA3H - T, Z T THIW 2 £Bi1As,
BIERIIC, REBERICH 2 2 DDLRE (R0 OELLTLHNBREDT
HiuF, 2 oOBREIMMHIMTIE R, ZE L, 2HiTdRAEBD, B
DD T DRIZo T3 Cappelle HE HIEE L Tw 3 %

TlE., 2D X9 REWR DD Cappelle (2, B2uERE allo- 2 {lio 724
MEFRHALZD7EA 9D, FiE, HEDHEHI LR W I L7203, Cappelle 1%
HREXEZHOWD L VO FHERMICEH I N2 NHEO SO E LCE
L. &L A2 RPREC R G IERE X ORKR LGS & AT afRrEic S kL Tw 3
(Cappelle 2006: 21), ZD &k HITH A 2 &, WHEIDA &\ DIFFE - HHEH
&) HIRHAIZ AN E WE BRI TD allo- ff & EHRICHA DRRBEIRTH - T,
ZNEDLBBEOREVHMTEBTLOYTEIEZ2HDTE RN LICE D,
iz, H3% - RIBE LM SN 2BRDSHEEOBEL O R BT S o X
NIz E W) R TIE, ZOHREBZN LD BREGRMITE TS ARICY
T ELIREEFERIOTBHEICIZZ S 2, ZRICMAT, BFELEPES
FRICEBUEE 70 & OGN EEIN 20 & %2 IR U 72 553512 X 2 63 20 RBURIT B
DHELLILEDBLL VD FHERMTEEI NI IR TH S & \» ) T,
kbbb vz, bLZIRLETIUL FEOL RV EBZ AT
B AZEBIRIC & 2 WAL 052 i oG & v ) BRZ Db DB
ST B TATHEMEDSRD TIR WL C E b T IcEA SN D Y, L, BT - BipE
(AL VL ED) BEESCE D 2 M A O BOL AR D A § 2 L 3T
X500 EICRREO&MDES, ZHIcoL TR 4.1 fiTHRET 5,

3.2 XLARILDOBRKNDEFAICH S HE

Cappelle (2006: 21-22) 1, #CCEITB T THEZ (construction) ; D&
3B 5W L SERMIGEMAETH S 2L LB L T, BECoMELH S0
BRI L CGEATTRETH 2 &) Hall L 23R Tw 5, B H L
RV ED BN BN (FFE TBER) OLVICHIERAEETH 5 2 LI
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WCHRLZE D 7228 (31 fi), e IFMihm, 2E WAk DHRELZIXL LD
Bl o4 & N7z “allosentences” (Lambrecht 1994) 12 & 558 T % 2 AJREM:IC
b Tw 3 %, IN Tk, Z0®BEO BRI 2800 % 2 2 Ul 3 o fin
75 BB L Tw 3 54 (2020) & De Vaere et al. (2020) D iis 2 HER

FE (2020:189) 13, BEXE TV OMERO—D L LT, ZNDWATE
LZHPADIE E D ST &) BIER ZHER L Twe 2, BEMICE,
Cappelle (2006) % Perek (2015) OWf%a> &, TEhFAAHGE L T, FEIEZZ T
DRI D LV FEMENH D L) ICHERITE 20, 2N Lotz EZ T
FRINDZOPBAHTH %, HlZI1E, WbWwBHED i (raising) & X3
MEEREEZ LD (1) D & ) BT, Ao N33R 874 2 BFEEMICHET
H5(2) DX AT IFEMELE LT o0 dsHR E L,

(1) a. It seems that he is drunk.

b. He seems to be drunk. (59 2020: 189)
2) a. This milk is too hot to drink.
b. This milk is so hot that I cannot drink it. (5.1 2020: 189)

iz, 826 CEMBXET V)P Q) DEI) BRATICHEH I NS DT
FRw EHERIL T2 K9 208 BUROBUE TIERED 1 Z DIl D 2 4P D ik
RESTED R, WEDNT, BTNV DIHTNR 2 HIE T 2 HIEDWHIELIZ NI TH %,

i 7. De Vaere et al. (2020) (%, Cappelle ® H@ L (3.1 fiizld) 12K
L T. EH;XE F VI allosentences (Lambrecht 1994) & L THHiE <
ERERERZ 22 LI3TE R v ETIET %, Lambrecht (1994) 12 X 413,
allosentences & 1F, TEWRHHL VL DOERIZFE U 7228, & EHRL LR
BRDSEL 2 5 DR 7 (semantically equivalent but formally and pragmatically
divergent sentence pairs); (p. 6) D Z & TH H. Bl 2 ITREC & ZEIX, K
HIMEENE O SC L GEEL D e S N GREIED 3L, FFRICHREAD & % 3L & IBFEITHEA
DH %L EDRT7H allosentence DPYFRIZH 3, De Vaere et al. (2020) 1Z.
A &V 7D allosentences DFISCHE (= (3) ZHlEHVICHL, TN6DX
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ZRIXETVTONMT 5 2 LOHRZERL Tw25,

@)

. Giovanni ha mangiato le fragole.

o o

. E Giovanni che ha mangiato le fragole.

. Le fragole, le ha mangiate Giovanni.

o 0

. C’¢ Giovanni che ha mangiato le fragole.

[¢)

. Ha mangiato le fragole, Giovanni.
GIOVANNI ha mangiato le fragole.
. Giovanni ha MANGIATO le fragole.
. Giovanni ha mangiato LE FRAGOLE. (De Vaere et al. 2020: 107)

bl

>

B)D8H>DIIF, ZNZNHBEM 2 VX (=(3a)), M%7 R X
(=(3b)). FEL I 173 (=(3c)). PN 232 (=(3d)) . 4 iET (right
dislocation) & 17k FEZ2 &L (=3e)), FFHBBFHA D (=(3f), dFEES
DX (=(3g), (3h)) &9 &I ICJEREHGEERTY  HHHAIC b IEAFER 1T IR
V2D, TRTAENES (Lambrecht OERICE T2 TEERGHL ~LOFEK )
BEEINTE D, &K LIS allosentences £ LTI 2DV —=7IcF LD
H2BRICH2Z, 2D LE2EE A, De Vaere et al. (2020) 1&, 2D 82D
IR L TR T VIS 20 2MA TS, 23 E4 I 2 B dhE
THHME L COMXERRET 2 ERNETH 2 Lo, RICEHLLEZ
AT, ZOMGREEHLO THREDORE VDD LB LI 2280w LIFHAA
THYH., ZOL) o4 H2 LIFFEA BV ERLE TV 5,

4. EA

AT, BEXET VOB LT EDHIRZF 2 2 & T, 3T
JonzREs DR LSRG IEETH 2 2 L2l %, 4. 18T, 2
WXE TV T 2HIRICOWTOREEZ &8 L, 4.2 fiii¢, De Vaere et al.
(2020) & F3 (2020) 1< X M2 FHRGTT 2,
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4.1 BXRICHDTZ2EBXDOHICDONT

I TR TR TIRIE S Niim 2 2 DR L 7205, o Db b&o,
BERORY CNETHERINZVEFICR>TOAMEND 5, Z0d, X
RIS 2 BEXOBUET 5 (4) 0 &9 &HETH 5,

4) L VP EoFEERN (/30 128V T, 3O LD 5D
WCE%2 BT 2 BESCE 0 5 2 L I3 0TRED,

IlHeNTwDE XHic, BEPCEBETIE, 3OULOBEENTV—TE2H
TILEDVDH D, REOEE, HHmOT XA TS BFsnTwaHlo—DT
B D MBI LS (/1) L LI BRI AODEMREIBRD SN TV L, BIE
BED 5 b BB OB I D FER -ed R AFADEEIVER -s £\ ) EEEITIE,
ZNENIOORIGED D 5, FERIC, FEEEOL RVITE W T, BECE
FNDH ZIFEIEARINAGR L BT 2 23 TE 525, 5 mother (=)
DLED sisters (=EHEX) # L7232 5 2L H 5 (Audring 2019),

—H. WLV OSBRI BT 5 B L SR, MBI O AZAL
F DA £ 9 BN (variants) 232 D721 D TR (alternation); B % $id
ZBTDICHEAINTbDTH S, HE, SHEFACEOTEL V2B LR
R e L& Z, &% (alternation) &\ 9 FHEEIZEEARNIC 2 DOZEEIED
HOETHRILT 2R 2ET oI n s, BFOMIKBRERICET 3
WRDETIE LS A2 % Levin (1993) IZRRIERABOLRBHRBET 5N T2
2, TRCABFEHFDOBEKDOFLE L 2 00 LEORBHRTH L, 2D
) i e RE2E AT, BRESCE S L OB IZZE BN 2 oD b D
RSN ToTHAREGEIE R,

LI AW, (5)ICH B X I Iz, Cappelle (2006) (FHH . HEDHHH 2 5
ZHER 32U EOERBOMGOIRAZ L TELZLAF L2, M
BRIRW C &, BRESCE 7OV 2 BRI IR L 2 DIEIEZ A T 5 De Vaere
etal. (2020) &, ZORIIHEEL T3 (=6)).
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(5) In this study, I want to defend the view that, ultimately, constructions
and alternations can both be seen as mental “patterns”, that is, as
“regularities that speakers can extract from a number of analogical
usage events”. I will propose a way of capturing the relation between
two or more formal variants of a construction without necessitating a
rule-based or transformational stance.

(Cappelle 2006: 3-4; ifF13 2 )

(6) We maintain that an analysis in terms of allostructions is only
meaningful if it is reserved for those cases where two or more
constructions are closely related, both formally and content-wise.

(De Vaere et al. 2020: 108; I35 )

L L, AL RV EOBIRTEBICHIT I NS bDId, ZREH 2508
RIZPSNTWVB EIHITHDH, ZDiE, Cappelle DESEDH XL TH [[AEETH
% (Cappelle 2022), Perek (2015) \ZERGER X TH 2 LT L 5%
ZOMLTWED, 86 6 DHRHEEFIX 2 5 TH %, De Vaere et al. (2020)
b (6) DX ICHBRTIFV B, FERICER L T2 2 203l (KA ik
O _HHINFER S L SRR, RO R AR L of EIgA) X, Rk h T
NHERIEN 2 DORBHRTH %,

Tl 3 DU EOZERG DM O SSEBIGI BRI HT 5 T & 2 T HgME I 7
WDED S, BUFTIEZDRIZ DWW T, Breivik (1981: 9) 23%1F 2 HEED T
TERESCDORESCHE (=(7)) Z2HICEHET 5,

(7) a. An account book is on the table.
b. There is an account book on the table.
c. On the table is an account book.

d. On the table there is an account book. (Breivik 1981: 9)

Breivik i2 X #uE, 2D 453 FRBIZ, T THZEM (synonymous) BfRIC
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H5, L7D3> T Cappelle DRET 2 BEXETNVIC LA ZIEX, Ino23T
N CH— DR (constructeme) D BEBIE (R#EX) TH-o>Th kwiddTh
%, L2 L. Breivik I2 X o THR 1T\ 2 EHESCHE O BIRIC D W T ol
ZDEH BN EZLET 20 T4 S, Berivik 12 4 S ORES 0BG % 2B
TE2DOTIERL, 22007 TLRZNTNORHEFTHL T E05TH 5,
BARINICIE, BAEESC (Ta) 13 there #5232 (7b) 1okt L THEEAERBITH O . #AF
TESC O] % BIfE L 72 (7¢) ¥ there #§ XD BT % i L 72 (7d) & DRI
BOTHELARBTH S L v, HiFOEA, LMo TwS L), Hik
Y % HGEHIE AT DR &0 ) RUTIE (Th) 2 & 22 IV ERBLITH D |
[F UGt N T (7Ta) OEHICIEHIRY S 2, —75. BEDXT TIE, (7c) DI
WLVIRATICH D H H & A 2RI EICHRE S 5 L v ) BIREHISGIY (visual
impact constraint) 25ZL I T2 DI L, (7d) 1[213 Z2 OFlFID v, 2 0FE
k. DT oxkicEnTtwes, HEOTOEHEMIFHEENICH Y HH &
ZBFDHDTIE R \W7® (8a) I RAKICZ 553, (8b) ICIFFTEA R,

(8) a. *In the room is space.

b. In the room there is space. (Breivik 1981: 12)

Breivik I2 & 2 2 O—#HO BTN L TRMEXE TV EZEAT 2 £, BIRE D
JHENEONDE, Thbb, (7) THRIND 4 DDORE Y — v DRICIZ 6
PORRPRD SN D T LN, ZNRIERLBREOBFRO LI IC, T4
DOEREN 1 DOMLEOEBIF L LTIV —=T7Z2K L, ZOHICMEEDHE
EWLIOFELTVS ] LRI ES R wEWIZETHE, LA
DL, (Ta) & (7). (7c) & (7d) DZNEFND HER L DRFTNA 573 —
BIfR (BESCBETR) 23d - T, 2NFNICHIEDOHALICH 3 BRIBBHEEL T
WBI LT D,

DM, 2 DDEERIDFED . 1 DHIE, T(3) D 4 > DX M DR 7%
FURESCREGRIZ, Breivik 2SRB L 72 2 0Dfic b H 013570, LW IHEEMTH D,
22oHIF, T20 &) BRFNZRL LD AT 3 —BHRICMA T, 4 DD
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EHMALTVS, I5ICERDAT I —BIRIEEET 200 &) EERT
b5,

FF1EBIOWTHRAT 2, 22w TIE, (7a) & (7o), (7b) & (7d) &
VW) 2ODRTIT G [FARED B CBIR RO 5N B TH A9 —J, (7Ta) & (7d).
B LU (7b) & (7c) DI BRI D L v EEZSND, TRHETHE
2ODBRE, BE2OOBBRIZEMBINCEIRLBZDIEA ), 2ITIE, Z
DENERZ B 012, % E LT, Cappelle (2006) DR L 72 BEESCE T
120 (9) DEMEZRMATAT W,

9) LB EOFTERM oA, B (allostructions) BIfRIE, FHHERS
BLOVTHEHZBEBRICH D, oEEMEIC» 2 2N 2R RN
Th 5 2 DODORECRHICE D 2o,

9) Iz &k D, (7a) & (7d) . (7Tb) & (7¢c) D H 721 BAE PR IZ R D 27 7%
WIERTMING, NS DBRIE, T2 ODREEL v ) SfER D,
MERHE I Db 2 TERNERDRNTH 5 £ 0 G22I RV 5T
Hb, 2FD (Ta)IZ > TE, (7d) £ D b (7b) % (7c) DA DIV BIFR
IZH D (Th) I & > T (7¢) XD b (7a) % (7d) DFTBIERINT WEIRICH 5,
BRI E 21F, (7a) & (7d). (7b) & (7¢) & bz, A (on the table) DRI
DM, TR (expletive) @ there DM &9 2 DD RTINS R % 5,
OBIRIZZ DT NP R TOARELESTRE LV IEVDEDH L, ZDL)
12, (7a) & (7d), (7b) & (7c) DR T7IZB T AN ER IO TIZEIT S %
NEH BN KE WD, BIFIEEEXERT I EIERVWIE (9 Ik
TrHEng

RIZ, 2 HHOMEICOWTHEATA L), RITOQ)DVIEL WV ETHIE, 4
DREXZEOEZLEDICTE EATITY =L LTCOMILEORE I AR TH
%, FEBRITIIRITRRZ 48 ) OBBEXDOAT70H Y, 2B T 4 D
WXENHDIDIEICRBES), LEL, 20420 H I B
LEa-> T2 &) @Ekicb DENFEEESSH D, 422 FLdT—DODAhTT
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V—%E LT MRINEFSHERMOMFEZ Db DIREEI LR, EELEO
X, 2N A ODRELED LI H 2HREDH G AF —2 L LTORDL R
VDRSS 7 2 WREMED B GR LHEBR S T b v 2L TH D, i,
BiazE5HAtoluEbgz Rl LT, 2o ke ilo 5%, 238
ETHIENTERVOELERUCHEHTH %,

ZDkHiz, (9 DEAIIZ X - T, Cappelle (2006) H3#E5 L7z TSI
73 3 DL EDTEAINZ I (formal variants) IEHAIRETH 51 &\ ) BilEwH
ARICHIRSMAZ 6N D 2 Lk, E ZI1E, BWEEEDELE > 72 L~V B
FOHMOMLX, Y, ZHBHoBa, X Y & Z 23— ED LB &
LTHEBBIRZ DO LA, X EY, YEZ X EZOBIczhEnS oD
BB O TN O BESCBERBR D L, 20FND T IH L DIECHED
AZL 9 %, 7L, bLZDEXIC3IODELEVBIAET 2856, ZD 3D
FHWICEPIL 72 b Dk 2R E <. FEENICIE 3 DD IcHE 2 BIR
DD EFHEVRBFT LI L FICHVBELIETHD. (9) 132D X RH
HWEOTMOTFAEZ Db OOPREZBR L2 b DTk v, (913, 20kH%
W CER LB R 2380 St & LT H 2 DRI EHE X (allostructions)
DBHRE FHEDO D DICRZ I L2 FHL TVRBICTER,

42 BUHEREEOMBEICDOWT

(9) DEACTHEHNHEFINTERLI LICL D, 328 THRREZBEBELEFT LD
BRI O W TORMERD % LSO MICE T %2, 9. allosentences
DOFHCEBLETNADBHEZ R0 L 2VHET 220z tG3 2%
BORL (=(3) 2B EHWICH L T2 De Vaere et al. (2020) D&l
L% %5, 91k, RIS OWHERE L X)L (L X)L) TH
HHRICH2BLOEATH L ELTH, BRMCRLEVERICH HHEL 2
DTODRT ORI L BEESCEIRIZR D L E/T, 8 DOERIFEFHFET %
DR (hub) & L COMXEDOREIFARERZ L& LTHRE 226 ThH
%8 HEE, BEEOSEMHICOVWTORENLAEEZ2EZ5E, 82bD
allosentences DA% I E R T 203D D % X I RikaENEEDOH % 2
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YT AME (FIREFHEEEN ) I AW ERA TV LD X ¥ FEENE
HAEw) EbdTRREGAZRCTX) @EHEHVBLEOTHSH), 2FDh (9
2. HERIELRXNVD VT I AP TIEEPRBZIERT 208, 2 DERIK
(B 3% ED 2O ETDAEN TV R IETTHS, LV IFEHED
THWRUHE ORI T 2GS TbH 5, FEDTIE (ZOHAIEA YY) Tk
DFEEIE, BRA BHEEN Y T 7 A MITRIETE 3 (8) D & 9 7 Eh A £ BLUHS
ELTCOMXOHRZEEZ S CHERE LTRi>Tw 228, filx ofi RS

WTZDOHBRETHHEL L) IEELLTws 8 i3HE2 I, Al L2
DETRBVIAATYS (BEICkoTREROSMZ L 1212k 2) v
IREZ (9) IFEATYS Y,

RIT, BRI E DR E DX D RINZER D TN, TH 200 %
BHHEICOVLTHHUISBRRTE EF 72\, (7) D 4 DD DA 1Z.2 DDREC A,
Bowgnd—Jn 6% fE) HTBIC BB R e (FREm - iR
F) DL > TZODMXDERDOKE I PHMNCEFHR I N T B LV
bt A e, MG SIS D WL TR SR OBGRED R 7211 2 5, S Filo r —
AHMc b H 25 2 EIFRS BV RVWTH S,

I, FIE (2020) ofFEfIC OV T HEMFICMNTE E v, R
BT ONRITH S R WATBRESE VWS D & LT (10) & (11) 2% 70T
Hol,

(10) a. It seems that he is drunk.

b. He seems to be drunk. (1) % Fifg ]
(I1) a. This milk is too hot to drink.
b. This milk is so hot that I cannot drink it. [(2) %548 |

FT(10)6EZA2 L, 202 0D0XDOMEIFIGE L T TERINE D 453
H7: 2 7-% ., allosentences DBIRICH 2 LIFEZ D59, T, T3
WX TbH2DE25 D, (9 2EAL RO TIE, (10a) £ (10b) 1XHE
BHIICHZETH Y, 2 00X DERE S 7 o THENEREZ 221 (bW
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20 LT (raising)) T, O EHiBEE (=seem) bIHLGINTV 270, R
%X%%&ﬁzf%é#&m;&@%ﬂf%%o

=, 1) ORFZIZHOWTRALEMTH 2, TNoDXUF 2 >DmEM D
BIfRas TIRIRBAR) CTREIEN. D OoBEDED > T 5, KRBGRPRENH
G O—HE2Kdr LI, T4abb (9) OWMHFHICEUY T 208 I LW
IMEWGRT ERMAH S, FRRIGEATEZELTH, (11) D 200X
WEARE (polarity) DT THZE) EREL TR E ) Rl s, (11a)
I ERE not ZEEb T & BT DOEEDEE S 23, (11b) 12132 D & 9 2 MH
v (20w (1la) & THZE) 12T 57 DIHEBEINIC not 23ME->Tw3),
51T, 20DXDMEEEZRFFL Tk AZ KIS E L) E LT, EFL
W\, (1laydEZiZnot ZMATH, (11b) 25 not ZfR\V7d D EF U
WEIEEN 2P 5 TH S, (11) 13, 2D &) RBMLEwWNEE2 6T 2 TR
M B SCBEIR BRI T 2 2 BB 2D, $LEMB LI ED L ) DS
FEHALIC E CHEATRE R DD, Lo RMEE MG T 5 2 L ONTEEE RS
TonsplThs,

5. &8

AfETlx, Cappelle (2006) 23520 L 7 245 CE 7)UISx L TRATIIE TS
NN HERZ B E A, BICAL VD Lo SEERM 209 BRICiE, B
BIfRAI 2 DDERIL D &\ 721D AIRILT 5 &\ ) iR 2 2 2 W Re: z 3w
L7, 48iCRRL 9) ORFUEH C EFTEENRDDICTE LRV, ETL
ZFEBICHIGER L, FEFO S (Wb W 5 constructicon) DREIAICZET
25D 270ITF D L) HDOHIRBBETH 2 2 L HIFIIHELTH 2,
REXET N2 &, GiE D S BRIz B3 O BIfR1E (relatedness) 12
BIT 2akamld S, £ T FTIERICH > T3, WX EERIBIR (vertical
links) & /KFEEY4% (horizontal links) D E W IZFEIEFHICB T 2 £l ED#E
V> (notational variants) TH 2% L WIHIF L WO ERD H 25 (Ungerer, to
appear), FH b & O HCUEICIT 2WEE 13, 58S Z Ok ISRy
WEMLTurRIER S RWVWES ),
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S
R a X v 2 HB L 2 A EGE ICHLZR L BT v, ARz £ L
%12H7- b, Bert Cappelle [k & [EE &Gz Kb THRA2G o 2 L IR
WCHERTH o7, FE0 o OM=DEIICATMMR C G T TW 772w /KIS L
THIMLZ L B2, R0 ik JSPS BHFE: (GREEE S : 19K00697)
D% Z T T Tb i, M AHONMEIZ TR TEZTOEFIC L 25D TH S,

b=

1 allostruction & > FIEEICHTT 2 TEAESC, & v ) HAGEFUE S (2020) 1I26E9

2 Cappelle (2006) (33 (constructeme) & > 9 HEEIFEA L TE 57, Perek (2015)
THOTHEAIN TS, Perek 3 OMFETHEKLTWw2 TRIEXD LA 72
V—Th D, WIWTERIRED 23— ) DT L% Cappelle H&IZ—EHL T
“construction” EMFATW2, T, BEXZRICHL VOBIRICVEL 72H DT
F7 K HHW B SHEWUAICYTIFE S b DOBIE L 72\ Cappelle DK GEMIZATTD
3 1HIZH) oFNdb Ltk was AR EE L SR THsGE) 2T 3,
(M, TS &) AAREERS . TR &Rk, 54 (2020) 127 b DTH 5.)

3 Cappelle (2009) &, AREASEICE T 2 2 DOEREBZ HEL ZHHISER L TW 200,
VIR AL TH D, 2 DOERG ORI H 2 BE £ CI3H % DR
XS THRESN TV 2, ERATMEIATETH S, LI FFRICE>TWD, 11,
ZofMEICBIT % Cappelle ROFEFIEIBEDLEbo TN I L THS (2023 4
6 H 8 H. Bert Cappelle FAfA#EE) .

4 Z Ok & DBIHIC BT EER IS X 20RO A HEE IOV T o Jakobson (1971:
53) DHELIFIEHICfET %, Jakobson (C kAuF, FEHIC X 2RO A HEIX, SFEH
DY A RIHBI L TRELC %D, DF DFEEDERD QAR EFRE2ES
7o AILBLTEERTH ), EXEPSFHELIES 7nL A THIERICHIRES N TS
D, FBEMATTCTCXEREL 7L A2 L Z2OHIRIZS oI ED, XElArtd
IR GREG) 2R T 2 &5 & & S ICHllRI- T AMEIR S 6108l &
%, ZOfZE, BREOMMIIAHRY LD L &, GREIC K 2B RO |l HIR S
NTVB LW ZENRE-FOBHRIZD 2 WJREIEZ R L T 2, FEXOARFINBIRR
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BT ZDX) ERO (R) B X Of#IZ, Diessel (2023: Chapter 5) 23E A L
7o S (similarity) & %37 (contrast) DX & b > T 3 B2 H %, Diessel
Ik, H2EOKENBEFR (FECD 7L — 7 (construction families) 7 &) 13 H
PEICED WO S L, HIOACFRIBIGR (E#Tic & 23821 LA L) IINIZ2 BRI L
THD > TE D, BEESUE, JHPE & 20T ORHEE i 2 72 b 0 EALEM T 51
%, Zh# Jakobson DR EHFETHEZ 5 L, MR I IC L TR Y OB TH
52 L b FREICK 28RO AR ERICBIR L T 3 WREEDMA R 5,

5 “allosentence” &\ ) JUFEICIZERD e\, TR LWIHIRZRTE I EHTERLS
B, SEOEAKSG S22 8400 T EXMARLI6 RS E 0w TX
Yy bEZE L, ARITlE allosentences &) FEED E EFORLERAL TE L,

6 59 FTHRC IOYRFICEMCE VI BERIIHFEL Tuhwa, RIS X9,
Breivik (1981) 0% - G B LE FVIC L o THREARBRZEL LD TH 5,

7 Audring (2019) 1%, FEH DO L LTl Bz A 7 39 — (“mother”) O Fi2dh 2 E
(“sisters”) [FAHIZLCIZTXTHL X ) ICBEFRZRF>Two ) ZEBETE S L
EZTWD, AL EH, AFHTRTLRHL VOSBRI T E o RwvwE L
THARER T,

8 De Vaere et al. (2020) [ZJE & WIKRNAED ML CRECHTSH D & 2 TIUSHHR
DREIFRBLEEZEZ TS (p. 108), 2D, b L (3) D8 DDA D kL A
WIZFAIGECBRICH 2 X I B LW HIUE, T8 DEEMILLE T ZH - DOWE
DEBILI 2 EEZ TS b, 2HiTHAMKES OHERIE O L) B2 #E 2
72bDTHD I EVHEHITE 2,

9 Lambrecht (1994) 12 &1} % allosentence DEFHEDHFT 7 (pairs); & >3 SN
W HEILTWA I EH 5, Lambrecht & 72, allosentence BIfRIZ =2 DX D H 721
RO ZE ) B HDERIT VI EHEZETE 2, £z, Lambrecht (1994) 13ibaEE
i (Predicate Focus = PF), JTEHf 5 (Argument Focus = AF), 3Cff15 (Sentence Focus
=SF) LWIHEHAT IV —D 3 ODHMEREL, K3 znznzXilT 2570
DR (=IE5%D ) #MA T2 w9 EBE%Z B 2 %4 5 723 Lambrecht (2000)
Tk, 2D32D9 5 PF L SF2&T 2 MDD /ST 54 Lo RIS
T Z T 3 BUFBIRZE W,
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Some Thoughts on “Allostructions”
Yusuke MINAMI

Cappelle (2006) formulated the “allostruction” model to capture the close link
between two word-order variants of the particle placement alternation in transitive
English verb-particle combinations (i.e. [verb — particle — object] vs. [verb — object
- particle]). The model has raised awareness of the possibility that paradigmatic
(“horizontal”) links across constructions with formal differences, in addition to long
established “vertical” links, play a key role in pursuing the speaker’s knowledge
of language in the Construction Grammar enterprise; it has generated a number
of analyses, and has also sparked considerable discussion on its viability and
limitations. Against this background, this paper will take up two recent critical
arguments about the allostruction model, which claim that the model should not be
applied as widely (or freely) as originally envisioned by Cappelle. In light of these,
I present a tentative hypothesis that, as for linguistics units (“constructions”) larger
than the phrasal level, the allostructional relation only holds between exactly two
variants which are minimally distinguished in form. This, I argue, will avoid the
problem of the allostructional “inflation” under one and the same supercategoy
(“constructeme”). I then suggest that some restrictions are required for this model to
be more of a viable theoretical tool to investigate the “constructicon” of the speaker.

Keywords : allostructions, constructeme, paradigmatic relations, Construction Grammar
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