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REBEFBEICSLDREICHTDEXDER & Z DR
ANREETF (BPKF)

1. FU®IC
AWFEi1L. Goldberg (2019) TR I N7 AREER TR OWSGROBIAICE DO WT, EFL #EHF D

REET — 2L, FEECL 2 RFEPTOMLOFEE LEMICOWTERT 5, 2OTE,
CEFRB1 L L& B2 L~V DHGEFEETH ZRFESIHIC XV EfI =AY I4 v I —T 4
v (4 AL 7 [BI%EAE, 10 K 19 47) HcfEH S 728 VX L (repetition) ICEH L7z & T
5. Xt DSME DSIMEEEE (engagement, Goodwin 1981, Tantucci and Wang 2022) 7315 W RFIC
FSCHS AL CEIG (Du Bois 2014) L. S HICEIGL 22 RB %2 b L ICH L HEIRR L <A
N, ZOUIRINLEARESSME DR TRV B LEH SN LBBE I N, CORFT — X
L0, EFL #EEFIC K 28 ViR L (repetition) DAEEMICIZ. T FR—SMNE L ORFEOHAEN

(interactional history, Deppermann 2018) 234%2C, Z D X 5 LA ENDH 5 LT, RIFHED
SINRERE DS i IR ICHE D IR L D A2 pEVEDS 25 5 AIRENE DR IE & 7172, Goldberg (2019:73) Tl [&
B RESCHRR A~ TR RRGICE S L 2 O 2 #EBR T 2 &0 Z ORI T SICERERICRE & 2 23
H2] Lo NDE P, KITED 4 7 HICH Mt 2567 — 2 X0 RYEDWRFEFEHE D
Bty anRE O BRI E A 5 9 KRR H L, Z OREEFICEEE S 2L <. il
WHE R AR S L DAL DT 5 72,

. REEICHITRER

Aif9E Cld BFL BEEFEHEORFEIC BT 220 21CH 720 . ZIE (resonance, Du Bois,
2014) OO WT, BIRRIICEH T 5, L3, B, Kl 22 v 20ER &% Kk
LT, B0IBEL, 2. A, Sz AL Ik > TEEI 2D TH S (I 2013:559) . 7=
EZIE 1) Tik, HiAldrama 232 NDGEFEICX VIV R LEHIN T 7210 Tid7 . there 1
SChHE—FEE (i) iIcX b 5EEEVIRLEH I T2, (JILL O¥EE 1 ICH T 5 drama L FEGE 5
D therewas 1T 774 I v 7L MENn3, )

(1) (Hey Cutie Pie SBC028: 70.075-80.730)
1 JILL; You "missed like all the "drama here.
2 (H)
JEFF;"No drama.
JILL; “Yeah,

there was “such "drama.

and there was "suspense.
(H) And then there was "relief,

3
4
5
6 There was "drama,
7
8
9 (H) and then there was "ecstasy. (Du Bois 2014: 371)
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(1) TIEHFEBL_XNVOZEIR L L XNVOBEIRA R L5 03, fhicd Tﬁﬁ@”% A PRI 7 BEE 7 &
Y, BIRIAFERICASCBIEI NG, FFic, BIEO R THhH#EVRLICIE, 2) k) IcEE
DAV A —vavp ERT 28 01KEL (repetition with upward 1ntonat10n) . B DXkoicEE
KRBTFET 28 0E L (repetition with downward intonation) 3% %,

2) 01 A:No, I mean on Saturday maybe we can do it.

02 C:Saturday? Wow. Mmmm. (KJE 2022b)
(3) 01 A:But you are familiar with that piano.

02 C: Am...just familiar, I cannot still play it. (KI5 2022Db)

(2) IFEERLHEIE L Vo KIEI A X v A% KT (Svennevig 2004) T & 3% <, (3) XFRE
(agreement), & (acknowledgement). ff52 (confirmation tokens) %3 (Schegloff1996) Z &
%\, RIFZECIE. (2) 2 (3) DX D AL LDV R LICHEH L CRET— 2 203 5,

3. T

AT CTHHTT 5 EFL RFEFEHFIC X 28567 — X 13, HRAKRFYAE 14 (CEFR B1 L_Lv oD
FE]) LBBARYA 24 (CEFR Bl L_VDEE#H T1 & CEFR B2 LRV DFEH T2) IC X - T4
r HiZb iz o TEIE X WMt a4 v 7 4 vaiE (7H, A5 10 K 194r) TH 5, 7 HoF
VIAVI—=T AV ITDORE—=VEEQR)-B)D X ) RFEEDEVIBRLBALN XA -V ET LD
bDONEK1ITH S,

R BI-TAVILCETIMI—VBERDRLBDEE

100%

98% 19

27 26
96%

38

94%
92%

362 334
337

469

90% 388 397

) 375
88%

86%
#1 #2 #3 #4 #5 #6 #7

FRORL FIRORU

X700, 7HHEHDI =T 4 v (834755 %) TEAL LD IRL OHELRD EL o7z
ZEeRbrb, COTHHEDI =T 4 v 7RO IRL MR L 2GR, 2505 25550 % Bilic i
DIRTZERE D o727210TlERL, [EEEBRVBRLARIC, ZOoR%EFHMECEZRVEAIX. 20
FBICDOWVWTAYRRL /) — b XY 2V THRETZ ] I LWEARET N, ZoH L WEAA X
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SICHEREL CH RV BRI N2 LA TR o 77,
BRI, 7HIHOAEEOEHE (Blh 19 437) TETUTORY & BB I -,

(4) 01  J:So heis, he is a rookie. Wizards. Do you know?
02 T2: Wizards.
03  J: Washington, Washington Wizards.

04  T2: Washington? Wait a moment. [internet search (smartphone)] J]
Oh, okay, okay.
05  T1: Oh, yeah.

(4) Tlx. OFEE T2 DHIS 72\ 38 (Wizards) 23568 JIC X Wk~ oh 3 [FEE 01]. QFEH T2 8%
DHIS 72\ 58 (Wizards) % HAUICHE VRS [FEGE 02]. QFEH ] 3RS 258 (Washington) %
B LU CTHE Wizards %0 R3 [F56 03], @FEH T2 12 5E1T7658 TR & Iv7z Washington %
FATHEVEL, BHORMZERT 5-0ICHAD A= P74 VEHWTA v X —% v MEER%
TV, BHH THCEE (repair) 32 [Fih04]. &\ 9 (sequence) MEHZE I Nz, FHH T2 1%
TTRAGPEMCERVIEZBREVIRL, Z0BEA vA—3y MREL T, HHoRHEEZAC
BELEZDOTH S, COMEIT 2) © B) L) HMiafEoiRL LIFEREZ, GiE T2 1F 2)
@) DEIANZ VYL LOAE GEREVET MR -HCEER) 2RI VWS
Do

PRENZ 21T, CO—HDOPLVEY (RITHRIETL VDT ONLBEHEECE RV, 3%
DEBEMEVIRL, TN A v EZ—% v P THREL T, HHGORM@EEET2) 8774 Iv 7
LY. ZDOBOSEECHELLEH 5 MBI,

(5) 01 T2:It's a ball. Small Ball. Like we have some special, okay.
02 J: Kind of sticky?
03 T2: No. Not so sticky. I think. [internet search (laptop)] =

So you can see our screemn.

(6) 01 T2: How about you can bring some, ah, what's that, réng qi, lunch container?
02 T1: Yeah, I always forgot to bring a container.
03 T2: Because nowaday we have, [internet search (laptop)] =&
I think, we have ... we have this. Did you know this?

(7) 01 J:Some chopsticks are made from, ah, ah, how canI say, kind of waste of wood.
So when you cut cut a tree, at that time, some branch, branch?

02 T2:Branch?
03 J: Ah, not branch. Just a moment. [internet search (laptop)] =

(8) 01 T2: Ah, not throw away a plastic bottle?
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02 J: Yeah, yeah. Of course, yeah. Right, and also...
03 T2: Reuse the bottle?
04 J:Just a moment. [internet search (laptop)] =
A kind of soaking garbage completely.
05 T2:Soaking? Ah, okay. Recycle?
06 J: Yeah, recycle and also ... [internet search (laptop)] =
A-, not, not an, non-littering?
07 T1: Litter?

9) 01 T2: During last semester, in our class, our teacher asked us to do it, a kitchen
waste can, and we.... Oh, I can show you a picture. And then he asked us
to, to grow some vegetables around the kitchen waste can. We used
kitchen waste to become the ...

02 J: Compost?

03 T2:Yeah, yeah, to become a compost. So I did it. To become a compost. I did it

last semester. And I can show you the picture. [searching in laptop] =

1. 754300 4 DOEIR

SATHRE
“What's that,
lunch container?”

z & 0 8 8 @

SeATHRR P " PrIpm— HeATHEEE P
“ i SeA I 1 always forgot to AT B A ; ST
Wash%t?_z]:;ds," “Kind of sticky?” bring a container.” “Branch?” ‘Ah, okay, recycle? “Compost?”
2'30” 300" 14°35” 19'56” 34°02" 57°34”
(/ “Washington?” \ r/ “No so sticky.” [//? \“ / “Ah, not branch.” | | “Yeah, recycle \ {/ “Year, yeah, to
LEBtEnTLnG L EElEATnS | | ﬁfg%;g; g 5 | ' Eﬁ%’?ﬂi Ly ! andalso ...” . ! becorme a compost.” |
BERYET ! ﬁ%m&%‘%%a’ i ™ Q i L ORBERVEY o BBl ! BEELINTVD
I ! = 1)) ! 1 I ! 1 ] = o 5 I =5 = N ]
; Eﬁ%ﬁ%{;in% ! o BERUET ; ; : | e ; | BERUET | EERVET
AERRT S | EEtEhTLE | ! | B S U anTung | D EmLEhTLD |
EQ BERETS | L aERE E%*ﬁf{% - T | EOSERETS |
;Q 1 N oo 1\7 77777 l ;Q I Q
RERRE LSRG | <8 RERRE
\ EEHETS | mEdNE N \ BEAETS
TSA2VD 2R 212 £33 134 Z185
= < = Y=T.H R Y N
IFG)TR, FE T2 AEEL S hTw e/ (M) DRFEOHMB DY LR VIZD, ZDE/

DHE (sticky) Z#VEL, Zhrbif@EltahcwszE/ (HF) iKowT/— bV avT
BE L7z, (6)Tld. HUOEE T2 6L T2 E )/ (réng qi, BE) DIRFEOLHL DD S
I, ANHED 7R BE T lunch container &R, F5F T11C X > TD container E¥EVIRE I, ZTdr b
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s # T2 1% lunch container IZ2O\W T/ — b XY 2V THRELTWS, (7)&8)TiE, sb& ] 3H G2
S L 72 WIEHEER DD b e\ 2 Z DREICIEWEETH b branch % recycle %4 VIR, Zh
o) — XY Ay THRREL TS, 9T, 558 T2 BFEICHE o270, 56 ] 23 compost
EIRRTEBE L. % OEEZRICEEE T2 28 compost & 2 [#EVIRL, HHD/ —F XV avo
HICRTFIN TV A HEEZEEILA L7z, 5)-9)Zf@ilica s L. 1D X5, EiTRE»L 77
AIVZIChY, HROFBEFECHHINAGELFLELZHR VIR L 258 T2 L5655 | 3 REL _ LD
BILAITo Wz d759, LarL, B)-O)%EiHE LTR2 e, @oEEL T4 Iv 7k
Y. (5)-9)T IR ~%#W%Loo$\mfwfi&<[ﬁﬁménfméﬁé%yﬁ
MR ZH o TRET 2] LW IHITTADERL TV LBbr S

4. R
@)-9)D> [FfTHRFETL )V HIF ONTGHZ PR CE LW, T ZOFELEVIEL, Zh2bA

VE—=Ay PTRERLT, HEOAHREBEET 2] v I @BAMI L HkmE 52089 2,

(M vz =2y PCHEZHANSE] LI THIELOMKERL AL 0L I DL VIRTD
BH. b B A ARFETH BRI grammatical form T syntactic form TH 72\, L2>L. &f75
FECHER L 2BV EL T, Z0EEA A v A —% v MRET 2 L) —HOEHE L &
HIT T EIFARER S 9,

(10) “Any linguistic pattern is recognized as a construction as long as some aspect
of its form or function is not strictly predictable from its component parts or
from other constructions recognized to exist. In addition, patterns are stored
as constructions even if they are fully predictable as stored as constructions
even if they are fully predictable as long as they occur with sufficient
frequency.” (Goldberg 2006: 5)

(10)D & B Y, TF THEXIHT DXL linguistic pattern ICRONTE 7z, LALARDBL, (4)-
9D X 9. H 3 linguistic form & AT 2172 D &9 T pattern (form) & A7 L, % D pattern
(form) &% (pairings of form-meaning) & L T, FHEEDOXRFETIEALLTH LV DTl
&m#k%iéoammgamqm)ﬁF@é%ﬁﬁﬁkﬁ#%ﬂf@%éhé@%ﬁ%?é
&L ZORST I HICEENICHERI N A2 H 2] Lo Tnd B b, ThAdEDEH
B —HIR L 28 b DRI b wd 2k \ﬁ%TZEﬁ%]ukofiMH%@ﬁﬁ%%
XEWwz 5755, 2L C, ZOMXDEEREZXZZOBR—SMEICLE T TD
interactional history (Deppermann 2018) TH % L Ezx b5, (F7ZL. ZORIIREEEE O
YO L 3R 202 H 5720, FL I LPREEEEOHXHERICD WZ 5089 2135
thd 7T —2EIWEL CTHEET 2 4B H 5, )

Tz, HSEE D HIT T ERFET — 2 OHIT, (4)-9)AFC BTV IR I N, [RhE
ftancwna %/~b»7:/f@f75]am5ﬁ%#iﬁﬁ X VEtsmBiEI Nk, 7
Vﬂwﬁ%%ﬁofm%@fﬁékm5ﬁ%®iﬁﬁﬁﬁw@ﬁ\%@ﬁ%%jll%7”ya
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VINEHE W linguistic pattern & [AZETH 2 L RFEEOSME B AL L THRVIELZEEZ LN
5, T THEEDFBEEDLWHEXLY b, BEIBED VBT EE b EHS ARG T
& % | (Goldberg 2019) IS U 2R T, BT R TH 2035 HIE 1 O L2 WIRERIT A% E
ERMESERLZEEZLND,

4. LTIV

KL TIE, FEEORFET — 2 2 HEABEROMSGROBIE P OFER L1, ZoffR, O
B S CHE I NAFHICH L WEIE N X — v 3BT N7 L MR S L, QO EH O
CITADEEINIAREERED L e BbhroTz, 2D X 5T, HEEOLFHP ORI b Hik
B FROMGROBISE PO T 70 —F4 52 & T, FEEORH L OERAEEL D LS oML
T ZEeNTELZS9, bHAA. Goldberg (2019) TR N7z fESL D RFFED Y EHH DL L
SHEICBUIELCZOTTHEATE 2L ) I35 EREMIAEL TV LR D 555, EFL
B O D BEEEE O C L ORI A O 5 Z L BRI T — 2 X VRE N7 A
Do

SE 3
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[Abstract]

Lexical Resonance and its Extensions in Conversations by EFL Learners

Kihara, Emiko
Kobe University

This study explores the acquisition and application of constructions by English as a
Foreign Language (EFL) learners in conversational data, employing a framework rooted
in usage-based constructionist approaches (Goldberg 2019). Specifically, the research
centers on lexical repetition during online meetings involving three university students
at CEFR B1 and B2 levels over a four-month period (7 sessions, totaling 10 hours and 19
minutes). The findings reveal that lexical resonance occurred more frequently during
moments of heightened participant engagement (Goodwin 1981, Tantucci and Wang
2022). Additionally, expressions that resonated were extended into new usages by the
participants during these highly-engaged interactions. From this conversational data, it
is inferred that the productivity of lexical repetition in EFL learners is contingent on the
accumulation of conversational interactions with the same participants (interactional
history, Deppermann 2018). Building upon Goldberg's perspective (2019: 73) that "if they
have already witnessed a construction being extended with a wide variety of exemplars,
they are more willing to use it productively themselves," this longitudinal data indicates
that, with approximately 9 hours of accumulated conversation time, EFL learners can

create new usages accompanied by lexical resonance in their conversations.
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