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FEBIMNEIET Cavcasian FEM T HEEEANLBFE L 1B
BE & 2 A2 1979 4E £ Language %4 F & # Ergativity — 3C
IR,

M4 cergative IR —FF AFERIBE T R LM RN “1E
7. XMMFER RN Z  ergative MiZZ“HEAE”. ILRANTKEG —
ANLEBLT R . 25 5 156 B [A] B A R AR 1B 4 F , 1R ER B Bougainville
S 4RIT I BE BE I Samoan & [ BIBEEE WiE, B3 Olga Uryupina i@
Fo REMKAN S —1ZIT Mosel Ulrike, ittt SiE S ¥, BEF
ETELTR AERBEEAMAFET. TEADHHERERE
B X SCE R IR B AR B L T

1. ?Ua lafi le pua’a. The pig hid.

2. ’Ua tutuli e tagata maile. The people chased away the

dogs.

’Ua pupu’e e le pusi’isumu. The cat caught the mice.

)

’Ua pu’e e le tama le pusi. The boy caught the cat.
’Ua fefefe teine. The girls got scared.

D U

’Ua fasi e tama le’ isumu. The boys killed the mouse.

BAITERDARDEFZHOTER. ARHH Tua B4HE
PRI, CREF R e 2R (ergative) #7128, D F F AL d iy le B ¥
(sg) #rid. BAEWEShA., EfM G 2R EZH, RN AWMITE
BEMEE,MERAMI A(gent) . % 3F P(atient) . fEZE D(oer)
(8 actor) KRR, FHFE, BEXIBEIE. LiBFEEAELZ
¥ (accusative) &R F ML H B ARIE R ergative B £RB®H.
5% FE V15 B0 1E JF % Greenberg UL SR 9 1Y 3 & VSO, (B & U
B VAP, B“IiE%" . AE“NFERE”, XARMFIWE, MEF XL
X I,
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A B C D E F G P

2 |’Ua tutuli e tagata maile, [The people chased away the dogs.

3|’Ua pupu’e e le pusi ?isumu. |The cat caught the mice.

1|’ Ua pu’e e le tama le pusi The Boy  caught the cat.

6 |’Ua fasi e tama le isumu. [The boys killed the mouse.

1°Ua lafi le pua’a. |The pig hid.

5|’Ua fefefe teine. The girls got scared.

Aspect V Erg sg A sg P/D A/D V P
% EEE RWH/ &/ ZEE
f7ig wEE 23
M S YEHEIE FARE

EHRHBMA (2, 3, 4, 6) KRS HEFE, H11EHA YA
(B). W% (E) MZHE (G ZINFHS) . EURHANERGFHH
(1, 5) ARMAAGHIRTMEFHAFREEE C(RE “FiB”)
ENZAER—-ZRRB—E X R G? fEEMFE ERZ B EIRFE
H[AFE,MTE GREERMZERLE,

FEFR R NIRRT, Bk EFERE T IE I MZTENXIE
HF B

(D) EAWEEEARL e
Q) BEEEB TN HALXE,. SFRLEH TG RAEA
- i % % agreement,

(3) HELEEZEZN.,

5 1.5 AP MIESEE pua’a l teine Z T AR Z HH B ITE
GHE MARMEEE —ENEEFNR,BEN (D (EEHFE
WH e Fic, (D) EEFMNRAEHTEZHE—F, WE 5 G
BI{EEH teine ML 3 WHFHZFEE “isumu #BEFH, X R BLTE
iR b, EEHE—-INFD.

MR B RETESHEERS . TFEAQR—B, Bmmn 5z
& ”accusative, BTETESFIEM ergative iIBE HL. A EZZHERWE . i
HEAN—, BRMZEWHERIE”, A ZTERHIE".
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EHMRM B AR —4 T, RETE accusative IE W, B 27
ergative if M, MBEVF,EH RITREA K—4, BRIEMEZ/E =
Worsr. WA HMZEIFATEEFRE -8, “fgme N7 F A8
M AEBANET R HEEX SN, AFEF, AKGIE, B
ERN %K. 245 REE D —FHAUM T Rosani IBREEZ
YE =4y (Payne 1980), Rosani 158 FENEIE R BI1E X 4 Pamir
. Pamir EMEZ FHIE,BIEE Pamir & 5 %14 81 G 4%
. WAL Rosani iE 2 Z481% ,/H# Rosani &I IUR A, 1EE
&2 - AN “SEME” (absolutive) , T 2 #1732 F |7 — & 47
it “32#%” (oblique) , Payne (1980 152, 155) FRZ A “ILFHE”
(double-oblique), X4%kiti. A X AE,RKRIEF,HEHAE
B, ZHEASS, 0 (Paynel980,; 155);

duf xawricen um kltob Xéyt
these/OBL boys that/OBL.  book read
these boys read (past tense) that book

d Xxawricgnan tar Xaragsat
these/ABS boys to Xorog  go

these boys went to Xorog

XF LGN IZ R A IE T N A& BT —F g EES.

82 Motuna BB EHM —BNIEHR EELUBLHTER
B, BB T 34, BF “ R ¥ sh41” (anti-passivization) . ‘B FIEE
B A0 45 DU AP 00 - B 80, BACE ot U (dual) » 8 (paucal) . &
$(plura), HEMHEA——2HT .

3. EeHERmR

FEWAE Motuna IR B P REBA THAM T’ EHEE
HREZAEANCHEFT AR, RUNESEW LR F-K&
XTHHAEBNHNENSETREBELA XN I ERE. ERETHR
ARESHIEA XN FLRAIEA XL, H#H . HERBERTH
fER B, RELAEFRB/AEX MRS, ESHE R L
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., WKBE,HBAERHTHFKEEPRSFROL T B EE
SHEMRL  EXFRER R, XFFTERT, NEIHFE -
SZERENRIGEZ W BEHEREAN G BEMRIEXEERE, R
RASEWRESE AKILEATFE, BLREXRFHFHR
FHE. P RERLTN. RAHEREE, FERREEAE,
FHERBEFFHMBF A ETHEENE . EHFMEHRE. R
AR ZXLERRE, AEIEECHEEERNAREEL MAE
RERRBN . EPTESEUE B FEIE.

A ANBTFRENRTFHNE F. MERTMRHEEIESF
K, [F] i LA B0 MR IS @A, ] nth X 3B 1B R A — R AR
X2 & ok % B 693 J5 ¥ (Dixon 1991), X infth X iE 5 A £ 1
— W B EHITHH N (Dixon 1997) . M E TR
ERHEEEWREEER B EENRRT . BeEREHRTE
SRy, FL L, 0B F UMELE E ERS| A sk

BMEIEAME—-ITEEBESRE—MEZ., RIIAZEE®
A—4H,BHABREEELSHN. REBHEIVWEHHBAEEEER
(1972 , 1977a, 1980, 1988) BR T .REFH¥H. Rt
EETMHHEBILTFENRESS, EMHA T -4 ‘A masterly
study!"#PFiE, MYARMALZAS, BT iniE, RH AR
BB Yidin iZ: (Dixon 1977) #KEEHEEE 2, 45 Motuna 3 5| )
BT X — &M RN .

If [...]s [...] then it should be the case that

[(X)a(Y)V-x]', [(W)b(Z)V]

where CR (a, b), i}, and either if SA:@® (a, b), then
x=ro, or if ~SA:Q (a, b), then x==%*u, and then ‘b’ can
be deleted.

XABEMMEBN 200 ZAFAHHEE CRRBAD H¥EKM,
EAEE T PR KA, DA AR N, M AEIE T AR K=+ —Fp3F
PR, BXANFFHARRK B LR \EERETTE5, W
A RN EE, BREXAFRENAXZEECHEILH, B
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4
il
ok
st
&

BESEMET S E—. BXUMFTERREBANEXHEH, (R
HWATE, 52, #56 EWIEAGIRM R0 B0 AR 18 4 k) 3
MBI B EREE, MFLRE TR/ R FFAS“REAR”
%%, WENERLIRLEEESHERSHE . “HEZ FHEZ
B A A% TR CRBELRY $ 3.

FREASEXMRIEREFTHFEAES PHIERERT
fHam“55k” . MALRBMMER R DOERFK”, BN TILE
R TAXUEBETE VREHREL T, HELB ergative IF— L,
PUE . KiE. HiF. BRI, MHAEE. STMEE. iIEFE
B, HELE S5 RT—NF LB “FHiE” (accusative) ,
Klimov $#2# B f 2K &, — F stative-active, £ 35 7 10 A W ML =
— 1B F , Gamkrelidze & Ivannov (1995) F3LLAY IR 15 ERER 1B IR /B
2. 57—Fh Nichols (1990) #2 &z nY f#f gender type, f33% Bt Eli&
— WP + F1E. Dixon (1979) MK F & HF gender, HE
hierarchical , 035 3t & Kiowa-Tanoan & & f1#R 4> Meso-American
1, I Tepenhuan, AN it £ E #) X £ accusative (X #&1E) Hl
ergative (JEAEIE) Bift. BATE—FHILAEX 240 EAXE+
MER, LEHZMES, ERTERK HEZ T, UELAERYE
B, R—M. EAARIEERBHAXE . BRRREZH S
A fEXFERNETAAEBAFEEH TLE L. XBHE
AR, MEHE ,MESHEMAZHAE. REEE
AAXHENESARIERMN, AL ES IR R EZBHER A HE
WERIES .

“RRERME/FR 7R DA AEXT RO 4L XF B O T OR B AR . A XY U4
B, W R IRNT— RN A0SR SR, BRIEDUE R LL N E | HiEtb—
T UL A B ], X R BRI RE B . R 3k, X 1E B B ERIEH
FHL Ty it dF 3k, S HRXMAAXNFH®RXNT FFET"RIEEAH
#, BB X P FEHRXN FOEFTERIEREAEN. —BHHI
AEBEBEHNRHUERTR S, LERSHO MR MR ET AR
Wi, AR ERELIRER/AFR"NERERMN., ALKE
BPRPARAHFEZER  ARAARGFK . EEBES%ERENE Y%L
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R, WHER. EAXEFT P RAMERANE L. RAED
BEFANE R BARETF NERRN, MAREFET "M
FFEFICHFES . NIXAEX LR, B S4 BIUER KNS
Mo GRWMKKRIT BUE A BB R B4 3 457 5K, IR AT
EES¥ZMTHE, BRI ABEREFTHERERR, AEF
F7{EH 7 B S BITTE

4. RImehE g

At EREET. ADBEI KB ARERTESLITR, AR
ITRERMEURRE .. — TRV -HERCHET—USHESR
FUMYEILAT, HIEEE—ERMRFRREHEE, R E A
BRI BEIEMH geometry — A HEIBEE., Mt d &
REEEE XU, RILEEAE ., AACHIBRBRMESHE S
ER.EROCRELSZRAAEBHEG . thEFRMKBICF
HEATHEMBRRIL . BRILNEBETHBEABERXE ., M
JE A 22 JLAAT 5 ik o B ) BE LB A

F—ITHEMPVETF &, REKXKZEFISNBHES,
— - HELSELHT . W REEE, FERIF OBHE,
AR RBEF A, MIEFERENE L BHEARE/NRLEE, W
BEYBEE, REXBME-—REFVHBEAREEB/PRELEHR.
W+ EREERIEX——ER. BT+ _f, FH T+ W, Hp+
“HEMM A — ASERK. TEYITERE AN A =, g B
B, FiREROBIEET. BREFHE=FEHEAE, {Fi
TERXE, BEHUBFHNEFIAEE , RRFEE. Bh¥, ¥
S EEBREBFLERR . FEENRETHEH AR T KRR,
FT—MIEEN,. 27T —MAEBELSELRZE. ETERHEK
ETTEBREAZERFFEOELEN. “BAEE, 0@ E
ZHPGLSERRABRAUEBRLAREHMEREAIE, ZHE
PR X A8 5 M TR S TRk Sk B #%h .
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Bgh - BEHASIBREH . LR E B, BRERE A, rA
X AR —2A</ N F, B A A3, &R K307,

MEHREENILBAGRHN, REIREMFEL. AR EE
FRBEHRE FRERACHAKREZETE . REHAIMNRRIE
BB —AMIE X AERMRIBER . 1970 FH KRB KA
EE K¥2AND,QIREFTFR. AR, HRMXEBHE T H
MEFEEBEOHMES b, FHE2E 70 £R Y T Dyirbal f1 Yidin
FHHEER . ZSMEMHBESTFMEREMNEER, HEBHHES
EEFE BTSRRI D Jarawara 5% ), 1% T8 3
2006 EFHIMRIERERIFEER. XM KBEHBEF¥SE
.8 1992 FREWEME —K (2008 FRFEME—K) . HLE
KEPKREE,1996 FRMEMHGET TR - AR ES),
FENL T AL EIERE ).

BMERMBLER—F, AN EEAFE, 5ImH =1 K. %
—NR—-BHEE., BoANREMLA., XBFHHR. F=1
NMEHBZEARES MAENB ZZH., Rk AHRIERE
FMEMM ST R EREFEFBEEARENCGEFTZHIER),
IR T AU EET R PR AN CIETMNEILR)
MF., BREXERNMF . EXERTIERAMERELLET
FHRRMERS., XARARRERATANLFRESE, TR
AEE-NE—RHBR NE—RTR d, HAENEXI T
ERAX , MBEZHHERAMEEHRESEMMX RBEMTHE
RERERS., XEFLZMT B 19 HEUREEFTHNTK
RAGERRMBERB B MIHERK., BEMXH 19 HLHHE
BEEFFEUTEBRREHUES MABFBLUIEERE, TBH



— 8N, XRBT ARG XH SRS,

HAAEZEURKIIT KR MERMBAAMFLC, FHE
SMEBR . BEHLEBIEFFRAMEMENE DI EHR Lk
AL, BROUK L BK AR R HIL BRI RAKEANREST
ERBGIS, B —=+T8FK, BT L. BHIEFTFIAR, K
LZKERR ERITA XL R sT ok 46 5%, R KoK B & #9 EL 6l
ERIOH, XBENEWRETHRIBTEEAEHIR, ILEERSH
MEBEANE., URZEIFHBEL B RNFTEEL, ERLAMX
BUASN AHBE=FKE . EETERKITHTRAR. X=FK
BN TIERER . EMT A ARTE., BE¥RARE
L, LAMBLEEZ FRL . FINNFESTEMAOERE. BT
= FF IR IB IR (Roger Lass 15 ©) 8 B 17 3% 4 B #9 7 74 49
HkERES, AEHACLMAZ FIXR. BRFLEDZMIBE
AL, MBERKZPZW, PEARL., XLRERLRAET, K
R, TR L, HABERLEARBEIME RN TR
EEHFRR,MXARELELIBRRKBEEREFATM KR, &
VIR, ST FREBRETENMF —EHLTEF—F THE
Rt L, MEAMLFHRE THEERS BB AERNKEETRK,
HARZHK. GREESABEN. FERE-FERETEMHAN
E—-KAEEARE, JLEANE —ZEKILK. RTFTHTHZR
MEL, BERFRFZEITRASHIFE FHFEHFREE. &
AR H EAIBEER (EHR) AT IR TR E K TRk, ™
THROERAEEAHE., LRR R . BELUEEERHGZHEM
B, XERERKEFERBEMZH. UERZ2HE, #EH—-K
HEE EABRESARX,

IERRENEFRAMNG ., BRFAAFTHRERRES TET B

® RHA Jae Jung Song fF ZF Linguistic typology: Morphology and
syntar (JLITKZEH IR3L,2008) BFE R4k, | F30.

® W Jr# Historical linguistics and language change. Cambridge
University Press, 1997, X JLABE4 . F B 5 5L, tit 5 B 45 4 k4§, 2008.

llSl



lSZl

T
il
3k
i
&

MAFAEZ —, b th BB A Z USRI R R ARFE, X— &
FE. MEHANETIZ MM E L, HESDUEMMSH L ER R
TEHHFEFR.FESNEEMBEZHNTT EARZHNE AL
EEBEMNFRRASE, MBI FUGKZFRHFE. BBESN
BEMIPETEESFANTE—XHMET. BEMIAFAEATE
ML B SR 36 R (cause-effect) FORIER M, XHBREMT
BAE L m E—, HERRE“G /YL 27 (opportunity) , & £ it
AN, MARKEMN“BRXEHN”, EELRRNRNE
FTHEMRE  EMER TEEONS. XBENBBH AL
FL: 582 /N3G A A B RS2 AF 3G 2, TR BE4R AL T A 3B 4% 14 s e Al
PR E AR RSB K — Ak, R, AR REM
FRETHEAMEEBEBERRER) . FARERXR"H
‘A7, EMAREFEGSGFEERS ) BT —M it R
2. XN EEHLRER, MR -EBZEMI FEFHE, W AHE—
TEREZNABILK? MRB-ADFRENTERHRTERE
B MARGTAE AN BEZARE? MA—TEHHEFLE, 5N
B A B BR BEHE b I B 1L W18 R 52 9E 082 th 75 R, IR 2 R AR G O !
FERRIEAT AR RR(GERERFEF)0., XERMNIALESH,
FEEABREEEAANR, HEEENRERARELE XA NHER
% (FR, MARABPREYMBEmMCGIH, MEHRFR (T
B —MiEE BREAZHE AW EAAYN, AL RERHEE
REEM, ARLAREXEARR, EAMY,. BA—-EENH
Bz,

MR — TR TR, XTEANBRTARBHF kL
R IR . R B M ERER AR, BRSH ARGER
R, EAAE,MEBERKRE,BIEJLFEAZHEEA, FLMER
— K., BARERREZE, TEMORCEAN, MRk

O AXECRKEEXAT 30 AFEZ AP S b #Hid bE,2009. 8),
REBREFWRETDFE 618,129, RRARBHRGES BKMAF
BEENEL,
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B B4 B ) JoT B eee e R EHEN HXTHILE L (Adelaar, BE 4 Frh
BYERE) . M STERWI S50 H B, IR AR KM A B th AR A B B2 fi
W22 TAHAEEN—FMEH., RACX TZEXRVHEES
FTETURERE REMZER”., MK ELXESEEHBE, #
RITA— AN EFTRRMENE I, XEBFBEHFEHELERD,H
FEEFHA.TREBLMEERTRIN. Hn—THEETERRA
SPLABEEENMASIANERRIMZER. BBRAL“ERF LB
(mass Comparison) , F1-5 4] 3¢ {) it wy #4 #l (remote reconstruction)
FHEIE & 43 F(genetic classification) ., 18 55 FF XF i M 22 DA & (fth s,
BEA B3 TU3H 7 (Swadesh) B91R1IC e 112% ( Lexicostatistics) FliE &
R 2% (Glottochronology) ), L) i #Y H BF 22 B F1 %t 7 if 38 25 B9 HR
f  AthF VEAE X 4. HosC, Fead AP Bk T.4E B B A5 57 B9 an 2=y
O DRERE . AR ENEEARE .

1 52 R B9 38 36 3 BLAK AR b 72 2 A0 L 55 i EE B AE RE, B AT
A RE SEPRKIE T b FiE 5 2P M. EHEURZ R F,
MERZRNFE. EMAMEWNN BT EABROFN THEZE.
BMNBRERATEBEANT(ER MBE (XM MERXEHE
A EEETHAREBRAEE(FIOMKNE AR ZHXRE—R
BRHEZNER. T, BRRRBHMBELIARBETIAY
R, TTRBHET —NERT AHRA, I HEIERS X5,
BERERGNZL. BREZH  EFEABEATRXNEREE
BREBNATMIER. UL RIMNAENEESHARESTHESFE
ST IR,

R —SBEIIRANERXHEXTESN I FHX o0,
PIATA — B EERFANEHAERENESE KT EHE
M HIES . MEHFERNBEASA AL, tNBUHEFIEST FEWA
AERMNTETXIMINSTXE_E—FFHR). BHELEF”
WEREE, MEFFLUEENE2X/MES W, #Fln,H
B IEERR LEFHARMNES  BHEEBESELAER
—NMEEHWWATE. SHHEROE, PEMNEE. EIE.RIEE,
EEG P XERENENAR T BEREEESF L. HLEMNE
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ME N EESE A M MIES

REBRFMNEELEDFEANEERA L, B0
AE, BRENERY “WEE"XANIEETE £ 7i7H, I
EAMBEEFHEZ LN ETE EX LN BT NNF, —1H
ERESEF LT TR EFES)OEMAELGERRNES! iR
ERAERGEHFAEEILEL, ELBERACUT (B
K)IBES ARTE vacuum FH),, SRBAREHRMT AFBETRER
HRADRERNET ¥ vacuum 1, M2 “FEAFEEK TR 2 HEL
B BT REFRARTROFE. BAGEAH LR ABUA
HEXLEENRBEERN S ETMIE AEARFTHE,
XbhrERMEFEE. WR—-—EFEEZ-NTEF¥ENE RLAREBES
THRORLEITRER—ITEEFNTUEXRTETERIES. X£2
—FZATAMMWIE S FhniE, HUES R T H/RE S0
FMINEEE., RN, EF¥NMNARRESREARLZIG
@%%)‘(B@,5171:{53:%5’?%,Wﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ,ﬁl%ﬁaﬁﬁ“%ﬁ%”
T YK

WRFLEA TS, XA RREEFERATHR. BHREES
FH—MES, MLHEEERTIH, EXXAE SR, B 20 itg
60 ERMATHE IR BEEE RN, 23N +ZSFEE
5 R MEATFREITECHN. SETHESEELKAREER
(BEF¥EILHEIL) (Basic Linguistic Theory), {WBIEHZR LEH
FBEELHEC TLAELER, FEEAEZH NHTTX
Jin R 2% B A

BABHMBUEXSE T =, KAMREFMERXE TK
#E, tLAnA BRI EEFT ZE MMM B =F T a8 . MR A .
IBEE BEMOGET ARSI GX BN F M MR PERERN IR LY &
K AEEANHFERNT ., S TJLEZ N AFFEENET®. Timdt
t RRF S GBS i AR S ITEZE CEREM. Ribihed

® RHEY Aikenvold & % B Areal diffusion and genetic inheritance:
problems in comparative linguistics (43R ,2001) PR FIL.



MAES, A AR/ FTEE . RR R 8 LR — /0%, M
BEXBELZ ;B EEEMY=F.KE.FHREHR . ZAREL.
XHEMER—IE- LA, XhEREEBRT44F XRE,
BERAX—XHER L TR HEREEL T ,1# 53

AREREANPEDEEPF"RBNSEEZY, iLE4A]
— &R ETS, BEEHA BN FAEF, 0 TWT  HEXRFES
1~3 B M7 EEFH 3~6.9 FBIEF 4~7.10 F,; ZHE 8.9
=, FACETHELIE F4 5 B . PUOREEF. MBITEHET
TER.HEPZHREAELZ, REBXEBETE2H. 2H9ai
L BT RARNE AN EE R AWM RIE” BRIE R E &
524, F WA an“Algonquian”, “Je" ERF HESH X .4 FHW
EZEAWAEL, EE - R EAEMWZE, W“mE S5~
(Kalimantan)“& i1 & " (Caucagian), FEIBFEARBHHIFESL L,
BAE . STEXNEFXERXBEFELTRHRADHFEN., AT
FHEMEAZTF RATELAR —HEZHRZ AL, X b K
HoENBFEEARAZTGE. BEEE I K RO HE T
BB X e AR EMDENERA THERRIHTE.

R RR
2010 4 3 A

O BEBK.TEROERFEE)CRKEIEX2005. 1),
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