definite information

D
&) -
€) -
)

him afterwards. ibid.
@) -
D-&® antecedent
anaphoric NP
3 (6) (€H)
@) (©)
-3
4
determiner @)
definite article
(1981) (1986b) (1988)
(1936)
(1990)
deictic anaphoric
cohesion
definite NP generic

NP



text

® (). ()_
® _
(©) _
@) )
® ©)
@)
@) o)
Halliday & Hasan(1976)
cf. & (1984)
(1973) (1984) Tsutsui(1991)
(1980) (1981)
(1978 cp.1)



2-5

cohesion

(10)
cohesive
cohesive text
@D-M
texture
Halliday & Hasan(1976)
cf. ibid. p.295
(11)
Widdowson(1978)p.29
Widdowson
(1978) Enkvist(1991)
(1984: ) "coherence" "cohesion"
) substitution
structual  cohesion )
reference Halliday & Hasan(1976)
) S
) .- -

15



coherent text
coherence

(12) illocutionary force

coherent
coherent text

(13) (14)
(13)

(14) 13

(15

Widdowson(1978)

(16) a eg. (15)
b. L eg. (11)
C. eg. (8)

eg. (14)

Halliday & Hasan(1976)

Widdowson(1978)
(€0)

)

cohesive device repetition
elipsis
cf.Halliday & Hasan(1976)



an endophoric

presupposing
exophoric
presupposed
Halliday & Hasan(1976 p.18)
(18)
(18)
(19)
(20)
a _
(20) -
he she it they the
I we you
this that these those cf.
(1953)
deictic center cf.Levinson(1983) Watanabe(1990)
)
)
) )
) cf. 1977)
(19) (20)
Brown & Yule(1983)
expression mental representation
ibid. pp.199-201
(19) (20)

(1988 1992)
discourse anaysis



(1982)

cf.

(21)

Channon(1980)

(1970) (1991)

(1990) (1991)

e
(2)”

(22)

(2D

2y

(1978)

/*

(1973)

(21)"

(22

(1992)



cf. 2-5

(23)
18.
[ie18]
(1992) p.116
(24)
(1990) p.104
(1990)
p.104
(1972 1973 1983) (1984) (1990) Tsutsui(1991)
(1984)
(1990)
)
) (1991)
(1990)
) -
1992.12.31
)



p.70
(1990 p.66)

(25)

(1990)

2-2

(1984)
(26)

1984

(1984)

(1986)
)

p.15

cf. 3-1-1-2



(29)

27
@nc)
e
(28)
_ e
1992.6.12
@
/* [*@
1992.9.25
(28)
(1984)
2-3-1-4
cf. 2-2-1.



definite indefinite new information
old/given information

(30) QD N )
lo (¢ )= (¢ )=
(31) QD R
) (¢ )= (¢ )=
(32) .. ) lo
(¢ )= ( )=
(33) . ) /e
(1981)
¢ )= ¢ )=
@O ) G ) @D )
(€S IQ)
cf.
2-3-1-2.
)
Prince(1979  1981) Prince(1979)
specific non-specific
cf.  (1986b)
) _
) -
) -
() e
) cf. (1989)
)
1973

- 10 -



brand-new BN

textually evoked TE

unused UU
brand-new unused
evoked
(34) a _
b.
cl.
c2. (0]
(34)a (3)b
(34)cl
c2
(35) a
bl.
b2.

textaully

(34)

Halliday ( 1967)
(1988)  Kuroda(1990)

Schieffelin(1976) Prince(1979 1981)
Gundel et a.(1989)
operationability

modifier
kind ()
cycy

Y aYa Y
o o\

Carlson(1977) subject

11 -

Prince(1979)

(

stage

predicate

(1973) Chafe(1976) Keenan &



(36) @ NP ¢ NP

detNP  det detNP
detNP @ NP detNP @ NP
Carlson(1977) cf. (1990a 1991) Diesing(1992) (3d)ac
(3N)ac (3Na b individual
cf. (37)d individual
stage object stage
(37) a kind eg. (34)a
b. object eg. (34)b
C. stage eg. (34)c 0]
d. individual kind
_I: object
stage
individual
(38) (39)
(38) a
b. .
(39) a
b.
individual stage
(39)a (39)b
(1984)
(1987)
(1991)

-12 -



(40) \'

eg. (35)a

- eg. (35)bl
— eg. (35)b2
—I: eg. (39)a
eg. (39)b
(41)
(42)
(4D (42
(43)
#
(43) a #
b. !
(43)
3-1-1
(1991)
)a 43)b (1980)

- 13-



Unused

Brand New Unused 2-3-1-1 BrandNew
(4d)a Unused (44Hbl b2
(44)c stage
kind
(45)
44 a * [* >
b1. I* *@
b2. * >
c. * *@
(45)
ae d e
a. stage - dtage eg. 46a
b. object - object eg. 46b
c. kind - kind eg. 46c
d. stage - object eg. 46d
e. object - stage eg. 46e
(46) a - ? J[0)
b.
c. e
d _
e ? /

-14-



4n NP
det ant ana
NO NO
det —> ant ana —>
YES
L
YES NO
—> det ant —>
ana YES
L
45
a _ Ir'e
bl ... _ e
b2. o [*@
- I e
a ant ana stage
kind
b ant ana individual bl ant object
b2 kind object
kind det NP kind (1990b)
bl, b2
ana kind bl b2
a
(1986b) (1992)
kind (1990b)
cf. (1989)

- 15 -



ab c d
(48) YES YES
—>
NO YES
> —>
NO
>
NO NO YES
> — —>
NO
>
YES NO
> —>
YES
>
(49) 1. - * [* [*
________ # /* [*@
* /* /* (p
________ ? / 10}
o
L [( R
2 [0
3. [0)
. ? {0}
2 L4 / J[0)
3 /* J[0)
1_ ______ /* /* (p
2
(45
3

- 16 -



3 [* /*@
1, 1, 1 2, 2, 2, 3, 3,
(1983)
pp.2-3
(50)
(5D (52)
G
G2 _
(G )
1983
4-2-2-3
(1981 p.47)
Halliday & Hasan(1976) p.71

.17 -



9 — )
O
)
al o
— ()
)
)
(1991)
) (1990) cp2 6
( ) (1990)
¢ ) C )>-C) (18)
¢ )>-C)
) (55)
&) CH)-C)
(55) 1
eg. (1973) (1979)
eg. (1988) (1991)
() 1
2 . (1991)p.103
2
(1991) 2 11
cf. 2-2-1
cf. 2 39

- 18-



1992.10.22
/*
1992.5
2.
.
/*
2. I*
(1990)
3.
/ 10}
1992.10.3
10 22 21
) 18___
17
[* 1
1992.2.19
of. (1990) cf.
(1988)
(1955)
cf. 4-4-2

- 19 -



- 20 -

2-3



3-1-1 3-1-3

(56)
______ / J[0)
1992.10.3
G
/ 0]
(38)
____________ /*
_re
1992.8.9
(56)-(58) (56) (57)
(38)
(59)a
b.
(59)a

-21 -



(60)

14
[* J[0)
1992.12.17
cf. cp.2 14
(59)b
eg.(56)
(59)a eg.
(38)
&y
I* 0]
1992.10.9
cf. 3-1-3
) ( ) (14)
(G 0D
)
cf.(48) ) )
) 7
) _
cf 4-2-2-1
@) )
D L
(¢ Jl9)

-22.



(59)b

3-1-1.
®ee
[* [*@
=(29)
(63)
------------ /*
/* SQ
=(58)
(6d)a -
b. -
= 26
(65) . /
(o}
(66)
 )_
1C ) IC )*o
=(28)
(66)

-23-



(67) a

b.
67ab 593,b
Tsutsui(1991) “identifiability" Tsutsui
(ibid.p.125)
( )L identifiability
2. significantly different
3.
optional
()
( )
()1 or I
2. *o
L o/ I
- I
« D-C 3 C D-C 3 « 2
Tsutsui
« 9
( 12 « 12
)
¢y
/ /
® 1992.9.3
¢y
[0) /
1992.10.2
)
)

24 -

vacuous



59
68) _____. Y
1720
(69) s
[?7? 1720
1992.6.27
70y _______. _
[* J10)
(71)
(71)

(1990 pp.46-50)
Halliday & Hasan(1976 pp.295-297)

3-1-1-2

(60)

(72

-25-



[* J{0)

1992.10.6
(73
- 10
1?? J{0) 56
" " 1992.10.10
ay (28)
I* J{0) 20 11 45
€)) €))
1992.11.22
Q)
[?? J{0) 1992.11.22
(72)-(74) (a5 (74
(72)-(74)
(76)
(7)) (76)
n
topic  comment topic
(76) (1)
cf. 2-3-1-4

- 26 -



continuum

(78)
/ J[0)
1992.7.23
(79
[* /*@
1992.8.10
ae

- 27 -



(79)

(9 (79

minimal pair
()
)
topic
continuity
eg.( )
eg.( ) barrier

- 28 -



e I* 1729

ey / {0}
(80)(81)
(80) (81)
Unused cf.
2-3-1-1
3-1-1-2
e
[* 17?0
=(61)
@) . _r
1729 =(68)
(84)
________ [?7? 1729
1992.10
(7)) (76) (77)
(83)
BN
Unused
2-3-1-3

-29-



/* *o@
1992.11.19
(86)
- — - - /*
()
1992.10.26
(85) (86)
@n
& 61
58 56 20
62 82
¢ [/ [*
1992.11.22
(62)(63)

(88)a -
b. -
C. -
d. - 21
e - 82

(88)a-(88)c (88)d, (88)e

-30-



(89)a

4-2-2-1

-31-



2-2-2

(1973) Tsutsui (1991)
42 43 44

(23)(24)
4-5
(1988)
ibid.cp.3
(1989)
(1989, 1990)
(1991)
1992 10

-32 -



(1988)

(24)

(1990)

(1988)

5-1
4-2-1
4-2-2
(90)
"bird" 1 1 "birdl" "bird"
2 2 "bird2" i
(%0)a __i i

b. i i/7)

c. i i1?79

d __i i/2*]

e i i/

f. 1 saw abird i. | shot a bird *i/j / the bird i/?*].

0. %l shot bird. %

(90)a 2 1 (90)b
(90)a 2 1 (90)a (90)c
2 1 (90)d
eg.

(1991) accessibility cf. Keenan & Comrie(1977)

(90)e 2

(90)f
"bird2"
cf. (90)g

-33-



cf.5-2

(91)
(91" ...
(92)

(9D (92)

(93)

(94

94

(95)

- _/ ____________
BN cf. 2-3-1-1.
(oD
(92)
(91) (9
(9D)
/ &0
kind
cf.

95

kind
stage

‘definitability’

1973




(%96)

-35-

(87)
(€]
Q I*
1992.5.1
(98) .
o /
/* 1992.7.13
(67)b
(89)
(
)
c 1
2 1
( 1 2 )



(99)

o |/ /*
transparent
opague
(100)
(97)(98)
@n (98)
(1984) (1992)
(1988)
)
1992.12.19
)
(G
(1989) )

- 36 -



(101) a

b.
mod mod
denote
mod mod
(98) mod
mod
mod
mod
(102)
o |/ [??
1992.10.2

(103)

© |/ /

(101)b

Widdowson(1978 p.41)

() Minerds are classified according to their chemical composition:some are oxides, some are
sulphides,some silicates.

(86)
21
(1980 p.155)

- 37 -



1992.10.3

(1992)
backgrounding
foregrounding
1o
(105)
(104) , (105)
(105)
Hopper & Thomson(1980)
circularity vicious
p.280 cf. (1988)
insalient
(1991 cp.6)
p.163
Hopper & Thompson(1980) -ing
(1992) Hopper (1979) (1978

pp.232-238)

- 38 -



narrative

Watanabe(1990)
p.138

(106)a
b

(107)

(108)

(109)
(110)

(110)
inferrable

(1984) (1992)

4-2-2-2

1973

4-2-2-1 4-2-2-2

Prince(1979)
rapport associatif

-39 -

Hopper(1979) Hopper & Thompson(1980)



Halliday & Hasan(1976)

eg. (111)(112)

(111)

(112)

structual cohesion
(1983) (1988) Saito & Murasugi(1990)

substitution

1992.7.1

variable

( )

Saito & Murasugi(1990) (111)

deletion

(1989)

~ A/
o S

)

(1989)
(1990, 1991)

)

of.  (1977)
(1990) (1988)
N

1992.6.4
{ )

1986.8.18 (1989)

) ()

) )



(113)

a
b.

C.

d.

e.

(113)e
(114)
_______________________________________________ *
1?7?29
1992.2.15
(115)
I 120
(e
/* [*@
/*
1720
1992.5.8
(117
o
? 120
1992.4.4
(113)a(113)e
(ie.(117)
C
NP NP
)

41 -



(118)

a - - 7?7 -
b. 7
C.
d.
e. 7
(118)c-(118)e
cf. 4-2-2-1
(119)
[* *o
=(79)
@y
[* *@
=(85)
(120) (114) (120)

- 42 -



(114)
18
)
(121)
(122) =
(60)
2
(14)
[* J{0) -
(118) a e
d
e
c d b 31-2
a
eg. (68)-(70)
(123)

-43-



cf. 2-3-1-4.

pointer
(120)
identification
identifier
5-2
zs
/ 1?9
=(57)
(125)
/ {0}
(1992)
(1987) unification



=(78)

cf. 3-1-2
'in-bringer'
(126) determiner —l: identifier
'in-bringer'
4-4-1 4-4-2
(121)
cp3 8 (127)
(127)
3-2-1-2
(1984)
cf. 5-1

- 45 -



(1988)

(128) I* *@
(129) [*
x>
(1990) (1990)
51
1992
10 2
definiteness 4-5-2,
4-5-3.
)
»
cf. 4-2-2-3

- 46 -



4 6.1 6.6
47 50 15 15 28 28 9 93
8 22 36 49 4 7
55 72 51 64 28 28 134 164
5
® 55 66 6.1 o |14 14 6.5
*o |17 33 6.2 o |1 1 6.6
* o |37 37 6.3 * @ |0 O
* *o |10 13 6.4
6.1 0] 6.2 @ 6.3 * P
14 14 4 4 19 19
6 6 4 4
® 10 10 o) ® 18 18
5 8 3 14 0 0
20 28 6 11
55 66 17 33 37 37
6.4 * *Q 6.5 * @ 6.6 *Q
10 13 1 1
0 0 4 4 0 0
10 13 0 0 0 1 1
10 10
14 14
5 55(66)
6.1 14(14) 55(66)

- 47 -




- 48 -

6.7 6.8
2 42 1 1
9 10 10 10
11 24 11 11
42 76
6.1 6.8
()
(131)
/ 10}
10.3
(132)
I / /@
10.3
(133)
) ... 2 | e
(1992)



(135)

(136)

= = 10.2

- 49 -

10.2

10.2
/ [*@
/ [*@
10.3
[ @
10.3
10.2
10.2



(140)c.

(141)

[* 10}

10.3
(142)

/*

10.2

(143) I*

[*@

10.3
(145)a

10.3

10.3

/*

10.2

/*

lo

cBOMW

my your his her its our their

) (

)

sdf's

)
)

- B0 -

1)

1992.2.4

10.2



145 b, _ o
10.3
¢
(146) - [* [*@
10.2
.
J{0) 10.2
48 .
[*@ 10.3
(49
[* [*@

10.2

(150)
o |/ /*

10.3

-51-



4-1

4-2
43 44

4-5

mode
(1991)

-B2 -



4-1 (1988)

dialog
narrative
4-1 (ibid.)
cf. (1988) (1990)
(151)
(1990)p.104
(23)
(152)
. (1992)p.191
cf. (1992)

- B3 -



(153) (154)
(ks /
A58 n

/
(153)
(1990 p.101)
(155) ______________________________ -
1993.1.1-8.
4-4-2
)

I* *o

1993.1.7




(1973) (1979) (1990)
(152)
(1990)
cf. (1981)
4-3-1-1

(156)

(e

(83)

(1990)p.73 Hankamer &

Sag(1976) pragmatic control

- B5 -



825

[* [*@

1992.8.18

cf. Halday & Hasan(1976)p.71

(157) (158)c

(157) [Today, SONY's ever more aprawling product portfolio ranges from semiconductors,
batteries, and recording tapes to video and audio gear for both consumers and
professionals, computers, communications eguipment, and factory robots.] All these
are the progeny of SONY's 9000 engineers and scientists, most of whom workshops
scatterd around Tokyo. World-wide, SONY employs 112900 people. Last year the

company spent $1.5 billion supporting their research and product devel opment
efforts—- roughly 5.7% of revenues. Fortune, Feb.24,1992

[...]

/* [*@
57% 15

'singular and 'plural’. 2 sentences Where does the language make this selection?
Halliday et al.(1964) The Linguistic Science and Language Teaching
b. singular plural o

number

1977
C. [* [*@

(157) the company (158)a the language
(158)b (158)c
the company SONY the language  English

- 56 -



Corblin(1983)

Corblin
(ibid.) (1985)
() I I* )
(¢ /* I*@
the
the the
Gundedl et al.(1989) uniquely
identifiability
Corblin(1983) anaphorique lexica global
anaphorique positionel local
(1986)
(1989) (1985) Gundel et al.(1989)

- 57 -



(161)

/* [*@ 1992.4.26
(162
o |/ [*
=(150)
(63
172Q =(83)
aey
[* J{0) 20 11 45
D ®
=(74)

- B8 -

/*



(1991 p.73)

Lyons(1977)

'definite-article-ness

1992
cf. Quirk et.al.(1985)
eg. le Japon  the Japan la France the France cf.
(1988) eg. 0 Brasl the
Brazil 0 senhor Kato the Mr. Kato cf. (1974)
(1990) Halliday(1985)
)

p.72
( ) Informa linguistics ... grammarians explored the forms of sentences (syntax);and once the forms
had been established, the question was then posed:"what does these forms mean?."In a functional
grammar,... A languageis interpreted as a system of meanings,accompanied by forms through whichthe

meanings can be realized. The question is rather:"how are these mean-ings expressed?”.
p.xiv

-59-



stage individual
cf. Diesing(1992)
cf. (1987)
Carlson(1977) cf. (1991)

Hinds(1983)
topic continuity

(1990)

(165) /9

(1986)

- 60 -



(1985)
(1982)

(1992) m.s.

(1988)
(1989) 1le
(1985)
(1983)
(1988)
(1992)
(19862)
(1986b)
(1988)

(1989)
(1990a)
(1990b)
(1991) Carlson
(1992)
(1990)

Ontology

(1992)

(1973)
(1978)
(1979)
(1987)
(1990)
(1990)
(1989)
(1990)
(1991)

(1936)
(1992)
(1986)
(1981)
(1981)
(1991)
(1992)
(1986)
(1984)
(1989)
(1990)
(1992)
(1981)
(1983)
(1990)
(1991)
(1974)
(1991)
(1984)
(1978)
(1988)

105

11-4

(1989)

1990

Sophia Linguistica 7

11-8

10-2

(1989)

-61-

14

4

9-3
(1989)
(1990)

23

Kansai Linguistic Society 11

19
(1990)

9-3

13-4

446

20

39



(1977)

(1980)
(1991)
(1989)
(1990) Vol .3
(1984) 136
(1988) 13

(1989) (1989)

(1992)

(1980) - - 41
(1992) 11-4

(1985) e ce 19

(1986) 20

(1991) 17
(1972)

(1973)

(1982)

(1983)

(1990) 160

(1992) Figure/Ground 17

MAK. & LR.(1991)
. (1987)
(1985) 10
(1988)
(1992) 4
,d.R. & W (1984)
(1978) 8
(1990) 9-3
(1987)
(1990) 12 ()
(1991)
(1953)
(1955)
(1970)
(1992) 6
(1984) 10
(1986) 40
(1990) Kansai Linguistic Society 10
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