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SR, [SEEOEEMM: (equi-complexity) =T XRTCOFEBIXFEL X 5 IcEHETH
) L) INTTHEEINTICEAEFE 2T (KE) 25 25, EFE, C OIREOMEE,KEEA &
EIEBRDbTRIND LS hoT, REETIZ. 2O OEFDOHMICOWTRDIEF
THEPR L 7z, OOEHEMERFZE D JRIRIC 1. 105 RE DML Ol 2 9% 3 2 R sh i 922 SRt
g, WL oMl 2 5 4 2 Bl S 5EY. mE 2R T 2 hasSEE G R sb s L, O
MVERNE ST 218 U<, Rl B ok e #H) L <X I 4 d o3 fTiclif
TW3Ze, @FDAADRLT, b L — FF+ 7 O S FEEIGRN RFE O RS E H
ICREAENOLNTEZC L, 72, SBROFEE LT, ObL—FF70BHRICH 2 SiEFRD
SR L DD, FEEOEME LN 2 72 DI MEIICER L Tl 2 &, @Z ofatFic
Lo T, SREOEME Lt FOMEBRBGO AL, hdfktiicazrLtnlz e, ®
& BRI R R A AL C L OR[RE R MRGT T 2 2 & QK SIEOEMELTE L I
BT =2 L THEEL CE LSO EZRET L, REORBERD L L Hk~7z,

(F—7— F] MM ML, B, b Lr— A7, haEEEYR

1. [FL®HIC

N CTHEMERICE T, HEDHIE L L TRt I N2 2 e X DL ERITA
NoNTEREEZ (WEE L2252 (%A 2019), 20200 E2IC, [FFED
LMY (equi-complexity) =T XRTOFFEIIRFEIL X5 ICEMTHZ ] LI bDRDH 5,
ZDRFIEZ DNEBICSEEERMED ML — VA 7 DGE (H2 Ty 27 a3 chn
X, BET 2RO Ty AT LI TH B) ODIFEZIIET 2 DD T, RO XS 0H 2T
TH5 (THITEE, UTREK &b, ZONBCfEHIN 2 HEEDTEEICITEZMEL T
W2 DHL DT, KEE TR, HEE. SEINEIRE. OWR, STEE O FRE DR
BlxsbUFEREZ0FE EHT 25725 TITI),

(1) Objective measurement is difficult, but impressionistically it would seem that the
total grammatical complexity of any language, counting both morphology and syntax,
is about the same as that of any other. This is not surprising, since all languages have
about equally complex jobs to do, and what is not done morphologically has to be
done syntactically. Fox, with a more complex morphology than English, thus ought
to have a somewhat simpler syntax; and this is the case. (Hockett 1958: 180-181)

(2) A language which is simple and regular in one respect is likely to be complex and

confusing in others. There seems to be a trading relationship between the different
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parts of the grammar which we do not fully understand. (Aitchison 1981: 226)

(3) All languages have a complex grammar: there may be a relative simplicity in one
respect (e.g. no-word-endings), but there seems always to be relative complexity in
another (e.g. word position.) (Crystal 1987: 6)

DX RnEZIIE. EOFIHFIC impressionistically’ % ‘seem’ & \» 5 T & (XA I L
T3 EPLbLRE LI, I N TV DI TEARY, LI (FICKIEXHP L
T2) MEPEFINEETH S,

TEZH 2D, COXI BRFRPLRINBITELDERETHS S5, 2D LITIE,

i&ﬁé%?@hﬂiﬁﬁﬂ (& <IT 19 A2 5 20 tHACHTF) D, —fRAtRICH o = FEEICET

L Thbb, SRR, ThARERAINIERE KL 2, [SCHOERE] & [RHH
@%%Jkm5%@#%5kW7@“L$###bOfW50E—UV”@EgiX%ﬁ%
DEETHY, XDFHED Y AT LIIEMICHEL THd, T LTTITRT 7Y%
DR THHINSEFTREBIEIRMOTETHN, ZOFHEIATLO T VY I d
DTH5, LT EIALTHSL, 2L T, 20 MALYIEEL L, TAXY A% 7 4
— LV FELT, 2R =—N=H T, 7V—LT7 4=V FLIKEoT, TAV VYT 4T VD
S a DRI E NN ATON D X DI b, 2T Tld, I—m v NOFEFEL I XA T
@5'557& 5, MEOFHEE b > B AR SHEOV AT ABRM I, 2 ic, S0

AB (SFRBICES 2500 ZaHIREEE) & I13HE e 2, MR AR LT 5, SaEDRC
ISR T 2 FEEFEICL o T, MR AE 2 T 2itohicE kI ¢ 3 2 LiZED %
H OB REMTHE Y, ZOITABAT LA XA T [SEEOFEMN: ) oFiRE o
THN b DLZEZOLNS, bD LA ZDRKICIE, ZNENDOIRE I ZNENICEGH
LIRS 2 7 H TR, FEHEMICRET 2 KL B o2 TH S I,

LAL—/Cld, eI FIEASTHEOTLLEToTVE 74—V FT7 — A —DEIC
F, BREIC X o THMIOEAVICEVYH B & v ) RIS E L T b FHET
BHb, 12 2IFRD LS LEHTH B,

(4) ZhECTOIHLA L RT, SUEMICE DD TEMTE L WEiEIR, LIFLIEMo =
il HEROREE I N FRETH o T, BRIAAEERAPERICT o I AT
LNERIRIC X o CREIN T B K 5 iclbiv s, PEEE HEFE A<4 ViE. 77
ETEEL Vo2, 5,000 A EDALZICX > TEEEhTwa MR SiED
KREENL, SMRIC, Bt E N7=FFE Tl n ., //NSFEBOCEN G D b
77\ BRI, IEBL o DRl o FEE L il L BT 2 L vy i 2 B
%, 72 2, WEEIEZ I A2V ANDA v 7TV ViEIRDHR, 7 7V ZGEP 5% D
AN L, AL 22 TPV AVEERT A XA v FiBa EORSFWN R T v~

VBRI BRON D GENREM I DS B R o T, OBV, B IRT 4 X T
/FA#ET%74X7/} #ﬁ%Lb5®Mﬁk~ﬁ7w7j@i5&E%
EIC X BAEFOSEDS, R4 FY ZAFHEICE > TIREL TRERSET
HBHILEEZNTHLNTDH 5, LEBIROEEIE, SGENICliFE LI TLE -
Tw3077, (hig) NEMO R »TERNI I 2 =7 —v a vDkDIiIcoRfib
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NEEHIT EHICR 2560355, 25w HrEMXICm ) AL, HEW R =
lazbr—vaviEaXbLAI KAAL L pE—FKiEOKEMICBE I NS, (£
Fov e m X4 2001:17-18)

(5) [T]he most complex grammatical systems, with the most finely delineated instances
of prototypical patterns, are typically found in languages spoken by small tribal
groups, whereas many features of languages spoken over a wide region—or across
the world, as with English and Spanish—are relatively simple and straightforward.
(Dixon 2010: 7)

AfEcld, 4) ® 6) OEzEEZ>>, (1) ~ 3) DX 5% [EEOFEMMEDNK
BB 20D 2 MLy AT Lo Ch I, BT 250 My 27 L 13HMTH 3 |
L) [P —FA 7Rt ZM8EED 2 WIERKGEET 5 2 & ZikA 7z, dTFE DD Hii & K
ReBMs s eilars, BARNICIE, 2 B CHMIEMTEOIER 2 fHHICEE L 725 & |
JHICHE T INE CTIRRINTEEMIEZIE T 2 -0 DEE L W O R T 5, £
7z 4 EiCIIEHE R D Co TITbN T E 2WIE R, 1 DOFHESLEEONHHERTH 5 ¢
L—FA 705 (4.1) &, BRoFECEEZNRT 2 2SR (4.2) D201
DI, ZNETNOEZTT EMROZER LS ZEET L 81T 5, b, 3HTHY EiIF58E
M ofREE L | 2 i 4 i CHUY BT 5 2 NS 0F 2 i sl EH) T2 b
DTHLOT, KRTHNFYIVEEL TR Tl Thwe 252 Ths, LarL, SN
ZIBEICE T TOREVICrrbOTHET 2L 2554 H Y, REETIIH T CTHEA
T2 L, £, EHALOWIZEIE, ERPHFHOMR, UM, Habidic s, 3%
TERLARVERNRE LTTOR T2 A, RIEE TIEFFEORERGER &AM IC D Wv»T
fToh7iEz, BEDTLNRLE T 2,

2. BEHEMEHEORRE

BANC AT DO TV S EHEENT R O MR 2 HER L TH 2 5, W OIRITERRIC I
FFEIXIARLIACHE720, BT LT OMEIIRETE 2D DTIEARVA, 2T,
2.1 CEEVPEML T 2 (complexification) ICFHEH T 2% %, 2.2 THESHM{L S
% filH (simplification) IS H 3282 HL Y _EF 2, A& OHLY 1F 2 M I3 BUE 4R,
TAHEHRA D) IR VR Z 220 GEZ 2 FRTH b, FICHEE T GE LW oWt
FENRE 725 T & 7oy ZAITHT L CHRF D HEMALIE, TEEEMSEIC X o T HIER IR CfE
ZHHERTHY, FIHAFTEACSHBEMIE (¥ v -7 LA — W%, 24 F —WH5E,
BOSHEEMESEED) ICXoTHEHINTE T B,

21, BHEHLOME (BREER - ELHR)

S EMH LT 2 Im AR Y EU7Z2RICEEVWELE2H Y, T Tt lHoNnTn3
DT, TITTIRHRILEBICET,

S ML T 256 L TR o T, SElESEHILT 2 I —E DB HETH Y,
DT OWFFEIZ FICE R FEE L SGRUIFE 23 H > T & 72, $2#& 13 Meillet (1958[1912])
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FHFER LT L2050, [3GEE] L HRBRFEHAL A L. UKoz o
b DIk, HAGEOBFCHBEGFE S GO T, SEIFASHEOI T IEAFERENR L LT
T3, ERFFHEALIGEUMEDOHRRIC O WT, AFICBIEST 25 L 2213, 28 2
ERDELI D DVH 5,
O FEERNT A 70 SEOBENZ A TiconT, WL —BEN— I —Ia7
) LW ZLD TR H 2 2 &, SESEMILT 2 75E~ L2 L L. BT EERE A
BE T 2 LI Ko TINL R A T Lo THUH 2RI A I7ABHBEDL L o7
TAT 47 TdHs (Bynon 1977: 265 72 &),
@ GEto x4 7 - JFE  SEE e SGE D 2 4 7 JFEOR 2 T IR FIC X 2T
RCTH BB, ROXIBBERPFHINTE 2, NT X4 LDF~DIAHIAA
( paradigmatization ) . & %5 1 % ¥4 {t  (obligatorification ) . £ = o # #7 1t
(condensation) . BEEEFE R & ORI (coalescence) . TR DJEFF O [EEAL (fixation,
PA_E Lehmann 1985) : @£ o [F&#R SGEER O (layering), O & DDA DiEH
1 - SAEIEHX~D ML (divergence) . EE D SGEEK D —TEHX~DIUK & YFTE
ROEERD AL - (L (specialization), %R 23d & LiHo T 72 &k -
teHE - 2 DMK (persistence) . #dA - BiFRIEO B Ot - BEFl (de-
categorization ) ( Hopper 1991 ) : context extension . desemanticization .
decategorization, erosion (Narrog & Heine 2021) 7z &',

COXI R ERE 20D, REEINR L T 2 FiEOEMM:OME IR ICRES
LT3 D(E, Dahl TH %, Dahl (2004,2008) 1%, [3GEDKFE (maturation) | & \» 5
MEF—TU—FICL T, Sl EMbELED 2 2 LTk > THRAAL . B iR R 2 ER T
ZICELEEEMEH LTV, 2770, Dahl ofH$ 2 [H#MME] OFFEIZ. DT T
D _L1F % Kusters % Trudgill ® 2z & 13572 0 LT D X 5 ICEFR S N 2 M I 7 M <
H5,

(6) complexity is seen as an absolute property of an object rather than a relational one
defined in terms of the difficulty for a user. The basic idea is that the complexity of
an object can be identified with the length of its shortest possible complete
description or specification. (Dahl 2008: 153)

IDZLIDWTE, 25 THL-O TRET 2,

22, H{EOME (EAEEHR)

—77. S EAL S 2 M2 Y T2 I 0 D00 H 5 23, SEE D Bl
RICIZSEDHEM L W5 2B bBd T %\, T TREY Y - 2L —AMEEDH
FTEZ I,

vy R LA — A OIS B W TlE, Mihlhdusler (1974) £ Meisel (1983) %X LU ®
ELCEESHEMALT 2SR S, $AEZRABERE Y v 2 LA — A~ RET
2L DBEIE D BRINTE 2, ZDORDPT, Z LA — N3O SiELFRL X 5 iIczc
HHLTLERPEING LD DA (F 1 HOSHEHNHHSE) . McWhorter (2001)
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1Z. [(old languages IZxf L C) 7 LA —ASGRIFRDHEMAGETHE | LWwH i E
iR U, ik X o3 fgdk X vz iRt (Language Typology) O %510 B\ T 3T b L7z,
McWhorter DFF3CIIBETD LIEFLIFFIHENE LA Lo T 5,

McWhorter D# 2 FFICO VBT T D 3.3 TH L0 THY LT 5,

2.3. HML - BEf{EOMEBEBZRNRET SHE (HEEZHERH)

INRETITbNTEREMEZ CAMERICIZ. (ETRAZX S icwFhr—HIckE3 Z
EDH V) EHHL L BiboWmEFICERT2d Db H b, 2 TIRDEDDFBEDOETENT
¢ (231 &, 2nzxEt, thaFEEYR (232) 2T THI I,

231. 1 SREOKEHR

Z DIfFFE DR FKIZ, Kortmann et al. (2004a, b), » 2% Wiz ZicF-o<{ Szmrecsanyi &
Kortmann (2009a, b) 7 &ic X 2, MR OKFELMO LR, AR 2L TH 5,
Kortmann etal. (2004b) Tix, FIEDEH%FET 2 Z LIC X o TH L L R O JFEL
DT — 2 ZMNRICIFAN T 7o —F 23 L TE Y, “the importance of incorporating in
typological theorizing what we know about the impact of society structure, social networks,
social attitudes, and language contact (8ff.) ” & DFFFHk» &, HH D FEEE% | (DL1 high contact
varieties (#2fili D % WHIIE CEFH X N 28R & L CDHEEE). L1 low contact varieties (%
filt Db 7g CHIR T 2 B BEEE & L CoEE) | QL2 varieties (5 ~ 576 ¢ L TOHER).
(@pidgin/creole English ® 4 DIc K& S L. % DIZREN, MEER XTI 217> T %
NENOEBOFMEZHOL»ICL LS E LTS (ZoHDOZ YL Szmrecsanyi &
Kortmann 2009b Z£iC X o THEER I N T W %), [FEIFRIC Kortmann etal. (2004a) TIIHH -
HHHA 2B L T\» 5,

Kortmann & OffFFE038H L 724515 (

%

FHIEH) X, 3.4 CHLY EiF 3,

232, HEEEHEER
B T S I T 5 N Lk, KEFT R Ao S ik 2 4 0 IR 3 558
LN, Bl X o TR I N FESPEM (VY - JLA—n, 3 x =72 L) ICHH
niEFARAHEINEZ Lic, B LEHLTWS (Eid (4) B) oFHBR), co k)
BBIEICHE O WT, L IEDMEH T h B Ao (AWM D% W RETH - 2 d v
JiE e &) L. 2 2T, I N2 SEECEEOEME OB 2RI 2 X FEL
TE7-00, EsEEmThH L, ZOT AT 4Tk, 728 21 Trudgill BT lid,
Trudgill (1986) T% OEHFlA % H X v, Z %R D% B0 FFEFHRICHNT %I
Z7=® &, Trudgill (2011) & LCTERKINTVE, RDEXIBTAT 4T THb,
ZLRTE BT RADE ZSEEFORR LR o TE L EEE - A (IR
FECHWTHERER L) &L VBT BN S TR L IE S T GO SEEES
IZE-T0) RSN TELSE - LD, REL 220074 TBH D,
A8 DSBS AT LIHM (simple) 72 DIZADDIZx LT, BEDSEY AT
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LIXHEHE (complex) 72t D% (7272 L, AU ANVEREDL BN
REEEMRILAINA 22 EHEE  (additive complexity) Z b7 6T ZEBH D),
Trudgill OEAFERGRIZE IO ETE ICD I T4 /?‘i%’—?z_\ Kusters (2003)
% Sinnemiki (2011) # L et T3E /7T 7%, 251 W - SR E o C
ﬁﬂéh1w5o426#L<mm5l9u\;®@®ﬁn \fﬁ@ i 5, HDHVITE
CHEN 72U I N2 ERBRI L2 KT 2 L 0 b, B o 23S IRILICE TR
INDHZMNGENFERL, RILEREOR L7240 (55) 20 EF 5135 2, #E.
ST DE L3 K. FoEERICHFHEN 28T, Ed Kortmannetal. (2004b) b % 5 TH
% %%, Kusters (2003) 28HUY L J 77 7 € TEEOHAR, A AW YV F L THGE 7 FaT
FEEDEARE, A b VEOHLHE Y. Braunmiller (2016) B30 R & LzTF A~ VEEEER Y
b, 2O XS AEETERINTW2, HAECHEGEDH T E R Ed. 2D X ) s
DIWTTEDICHE L 720 RTH B,
B S5 - B2 NR & Lt EEAGRN 2T O R 1L 4.2.4 THLY BT

24. ZOHMOBE
D EDIF2Cd , complexity & W9 iE% X 4 P AICEHEDHIITYIR. complexity &\ 9 FE%
GERLEDAREAL Y 2 —F 2 0FICET 2T ITYIRBEL K EINLTw S, BIEICOW
Tk, 22 IFRDOELIdbOnH 5,
Givén, T. (2008) The Genesis of Syntactic Complexity.
Hawkins, J. A. (2007) The Efficiency and Complexity in Grammars.
Givén (2008) 1% diachrony 721 T7: { . ontogeny. phylogeny 72 &' @D & ¥ X AMHRICEH
WTEBICHMEPRET 2 AN =X L EEmT 5d D TH Y, Hawkins (2007) I
processing D ® Y F5 & FiEOMEE GEIEZR L) OBFRRLICERT 2D TH L, WINA
FR23HL Y B 2 EHEEGE L Y v 2 32 b D L b s H, AFRONR2 S 13k,

25, FE7TIO—FOEHABENDETS
22T, 21~23 TY BT LMEOREZREEL TH T 5, ThEhOH%E (CiEHS
3 ZNENOWREE) OFFEBBNZ DI, RDOX I R TH 5,

(a) HHMHLICTEHE 3 %2>, HMULICER T 2 2, WEICHEHT % 2

(b-1) FEEMICOWT, T & IXDIL#iZ (global) Rz xR & 3 % 2o, @AY 7 (local)
FrE 2 ELY B 2 20, BRAEIICIIRTE CH 208, HTEIIBRE 2 AENQ TV 5 K
Ths, bL—F+7 (H2FHEEHPHEMICR 2 LHIOHA P EMEIC KR S) =5F
HEHETE DMREE 2 SR & 3 2 IFSEIZ A ARIICEE T2 5 (4.1),

(b-2) morphosyntax 72 ICiEHT 25 (2D &4 7"0)1‘1%7"%753‘%1/\)\ BHERER - HHiE
W TRy b=vRRECHFEHT D, FICTHERNICINIERN 2R E D
OE%%H%LTM%E%%ﬁ‘éEu\_%% AR 72 & o, BT T

R 270wl (Bisang 2009 @ hidden complexity 72 &) HHEFIC AN T WS
Hidden complexity & i, Bisang (2009) I XL,
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1. individual markers that carry a wide range of function
2. seemingly simple surface structures which can represent more than one
construction
nEDZETH 2,

(c-1) TBERICOWT, SiEoME (RO ENE., ZOMHA DR 7217 2K
b BFCREEmT % 2> (absolute). % D X 9 Zeffilini 4 U7z AN - +EWZER GE
LFoE - MEFoBEBOMGERIZD LD b2 EHT 20, KRANOHE 55
B2 &UrGr, SIRIC X 2K =REERA T LAE2R ) DHREFICANS
7> (relational/relative. L3251 (6) ),

(c-2) FRBEOHAMRZ R FOICE X 5 00, HEfilic X 2 2L D HEFIC AN S 22

INHDRHD S B, & CITHIFRER, 2HRCECABIE S W2 HEH ZBHENICE &0
L. K1DXHILkEs I,

x1 ®7T0—FOHM

2.1 3GHALWTRE 2.2 7 LA — VST 2.3 k& SRR ERGm
(a) HTHEAL/HAEAL AL it i (A i <)
(c-1) #HEMER~DFEH | &L HY HY
(c-2) AFZAL/HEmZ BHEZM sk D) | il i R <)

UED XS iz b o%T7 7u—F, nHid, zhznjplfiiodbo s LTHEELTE
EWVBIHRMER DY, TNETENIREERDED o7-bIITlER\v, L L, IBEFETIE, XD
X974, TEIEHRWEBMTONE LI ICKRoTWw5,

SRRSO EE RSN T DV VAR T L2 Ofm SCEOTIAT
Miestamo et al. (eds.) (2008) : 3 i 5 5Bk (L2 H15) & Hiffift (complexity reduction)
DOREZIY FiF72d D,

Sampson et al. (eds.) (2009) : ZE@EHEM:IC
Tk s IR E 2RI L 728 D,
Kortmann & Szmrecsanyi (eds.) (2012) : F(Z pidgin/creole, L2, WS 5% D Ef

S DEMEOREZIY EF7-d D,

¢R IR Z 5 BRI E 1T X % R -

\h..E

VX —F I TOFE
Linguistic Typology5 (2001) : McWhorter D E:GHGH (2.2 7 LA — o Hiflif:) &
Z Difam
Linguistic Typology 8 (2004) : Trudgill D XiHim~C (2.3 &SR L 2 0
i}

PLED 5 B i OISO WTIENEE D5 E~ 5 5 7210 T, G E TICH
BLTWE T =23 w3, (c-1) ORI - th2NER %2 F T 2 B2 IO W T,
easy for whom (H 2 FHEOE_Fits L COEBORY & =M 155 OREE IR
T2 lidwvnd) LI EEEZD o T, Dahl b & &S EEEAGRIIIEE O <iEam o
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Tt T3, 232 Tlhi~7-, tHAFEHAGHITAHE 23, RHENICHEUT 25E - 5%
WRETZZETZORERZTRL LI E LT LiZ. ZOMETHE, BEDOY v —F
B WTliE, & <12 McWhorter DEFHFRSCICDOWT, 7 LA — L DRRJFIC O W T D b
KRS 2 227 b CEAMmATERICEF S L Tw 5,

DUE, AREICE, SEEOEHMEMEMIE ICRIAA WL O ORI R 2 BB L 72, K
AT CIRBET b T 2 BT S 0 SR 2 B 3 2 . BARAYICIZ, 3 B CHAEM: 2 H
ETLDIHHINTHRIEELZREL, #ii 4 ficz ozl L <R o N R
REWMBIT LT3,

3. HEHMEOTERLBTEREE: 4 DDEH

AEICIZE T, FHED, O L IFOEMEZ DX S ICER L, QFNETNDFFECE
HOEMMELZ LD L) BIBREIC Lo THEL T h e ) T 2Bl 2, fimzitic
W~ IE, EHEEIL, BURCIESR - HEE L b ICEUTEIFRZ VB L T 2 RPLicH v |
KD Larsen-Freeman (2012: 3-4) OB Z Yt s k) icEBbh 3,

(7) [I]t is probably not a matter of arguing among ourselves about which definition or
treatment of complexity is right, however. It is a matter of choosing from among
those which are available those that are right for a given purpose.

e ZXHAREOHEDHRICIE, TZ/ Y MCOW T, T 7wV POSFLHEMT 7
2V FDTTERD B 05, FiE IIERT AT b 4 OFE ORI T URIG IR A E 72 5T
HHETHE, . ZRT 72V P RPHET 7y a7 72 o ED oTED, HZ
FILe o TREXEEROIEHBET 7 v P XY DFEHTHERL LT V2, HiFICAH
BHD5 7 E ML DFTE DA DRROEHMMEZHET 2 ICIEFRTREADBL , 72,
BROEENREZ N D L &, YOREZEBIRT 2000 X o TEMMEDHIN 23 %75 Z &
D5, WKEROE L FRYE (iconicity) 7 &2 Z o<, 72& 21X (I met) Tom D
RERUEMERE |3 RERCEER DR L W ) 1 CIREHMEES (JK 25, FRME & v ) FTIIE D FIR
BN DICARERTH 2 EHELE) L) T Lichs, WL Th, LoD b
L— FA 7R, EiloSFEHERRD b OEMIED T OB AE QD LR R BT H 5 25,
ZOHEHRTICOWTIF 4B CEET 2,

DU AR ClE, 2 E CIIBE I N EHE 0D 72 205> 5 | Baechler & Seiler (2016)
Nichols (2016), McWhorter (2001), Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann (2009a) ®, %4 7D %
%240%WBlT o LICkoTC, ZORAEZRTHEE LV, HI2F T CICFHBEREL
72\ C (Nichols D& I OXNRE LESREDOT — 200l L C) 8E S Wiz f5iE
THBDITH LT, McWhorter (2001) 137 LA — A DHEEM A SETH L 2 L %
LT 27-0DIEETH Y, FFEDTHEIN—T X RE LD DTH D, Szmrecsanyi &
Kortmann (2009a) 133555 & v 5 lAISEE (L 2N A2 WD &) AEOEMEERN 2 200
DT, MRLTLZEHOMBILICREINT VS,
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3.1. Baechler & Seiler (2016) D¥&1Z
BRAONCHLY B 2 f8kE 1%, #19%35 @ Rescher (2019[1998]:9) ic X 2 H O TH %, Rescher
/\iﬁ LT LOSELTENRE T3 DTV, Karlsson et al. (2008: viii-ix) 7z
DEBENRET 2 DL LTCEHTHEBILL OOREERMA 72, thOWHEL AT 55
ﬁ% BBEOURAAIAN—FT2HDT, boldbufFNAfEEL L GRSV, 22 Tlk
Baechler & Seiler (2016:4) 726, F£2 & LCH|HT 3,

% 2 Modes of complexity (Baechler & Seiler 2016: 4)

1. Epistemic modes
A. Formulaic complexity
a. Descriptive complexity: length of the account that must be given to provide an adequate
description of a given system.
b. Generative complexity: length of the set of instructions that must be given to provide a
recipe for producing a given system.
c. Computational complexity: amount of time and effort involved in resolving a problem.

2. Ontological modes
A. Compositional complexity
a. Constitutional complexity: number of constituent elements (e.g., in terms of the number
of phonemes, morphemes, word, or clauses)
b. Taxonomic complexity (or heterogeneity): variety of constituent elements, that is, the
number of different kinds of components (e.g., tense-aspect distinctions, clause types).
B. Structural complexity
a. Organizational complexity: variety of ways of arranging components in different modes of
interrelationship (e.g., phonotactic restrictions, variety of distinct word orders).
b. Hierarchical complexity: elaborateness of subordination relationships in the modes of
inclusion and subsumption (e.g., recursion, intermediate levels in lexical-semantic
hierarchies).

3. Functional complexity
A. Operational complexity: variety of modes of operation or types of functioning (e.g., cost-
related differences concerning the production and comprehension of utterances).
B. Nomic complexity: elaborateness and intricacy of the laws governing a phenomenon (e.g.,
anatomical and neurological constraints on speech production; memory restrictions).

RS (30D —RE-FO%HD A, B) DAL BEE itz Mg
Formulaic complexity (& E/%%%%Euﬂ VT EDICHERN—VDOEDOMIMICA 2E M EDC
& T, B ECIHKIL S 2 5w IC X o TR 3 [RETED H %, Compositional complexity &
Structural complexity I35 5EZ Db DICBIT 25 CTH 0, HIF IIZTHEEMRT 2 5FE - ¥
HER - GE - HioEC, TARI b - TV R L—=FREDXGEANT IV — %MK T 5 E2HEH
B, RRNTHIERICH 2BROMIC L 22T D AL dholgLEMTH
%), BB IIEOEM X ICE T 2FHE T, EEORIIDH Y 7 & HRM O FEERIRICE]
LINLEMEEX TH 5, Operational complexity & Nomic complexity 1ZE8H11, £ {5
RCH D R ZFEEE D P HRIRIC D200 B 1RIE OEMENE. 1258 132 DERISER . ARRERY
HR DR HEVE- LRI 20 b MR Y TH B,

- 127 -



R He

3.2. Nichols (2016) MDIE#Z

Ko, BRI ATDNTZR F LT v 7O %I > T, £3 Nichols (2016) ® 1 % 5i%
% RCTAi X5 (Nichols 2009 % ZH4), Nichols (2016) 13, = — ¥ 2Huls, X, H=
— IV TORTy THCHHEINZ FFED, 22007 -2 %Y L, SEE0EME L %
DFEHHH I N 2 A R OB &2 o7 L 72t & S HAGERN 2t ch 5, £
T S 7-151 (complexity type) (X, R3 DX HicTvond,

% 3 Nichols (2016) M¥EIE

complexity | inventory size + opacity
type 1. number of elements
2. number of paradigmatic variants
3. syntagmatic phenomena (dependency: agreement, valence etc.)
4. constraints on elements, alloforms, syntagmatic dependencies, including
constraints on their combinations
linguistic cross-linguistic variables
variable Phonology
+ number of contrastive obstruent manners of articulation
- vowel qualities (high/mid/low), tones (yes/no)
Synthesis
- index of verb inflectional synthesis
the number of different inflectional categories marked on the maximally
inflected verb form
- verb polyagreement (2 arguments or more): arguments obligatorily marked
on the verb
- noun plural marking (yes/no)
* noun dual marking (yes/no)
Classification
- numeral classifiers (yes/no)
- overt possessive classification (0/1/2 classes)
- gender agreement (yes/no)
- overt inherent gender (non-agreement, marked on the noun itself)

Syntax

- number of major clause alignments (other than neutral)

+ number of basic clause word orders

* noun incorporation (yes/no)
Lexicon

- inclusive/exclusive opposition (in independent personal pronouns)

+ number of different formal types of causative alternation in 9-verb list

+ number of suppletive pair in that list
language/area specific variables

it is difficult to capture differences within areas and within families using

variables developed for cross-linguistic work, and difficult to find

morphological variables that generalize well across families and types. The

variables for Daghestan include some more or less Nakh-Daghestan specific

variables...(133)
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FHRDOH (KD inventory size, Baechler & Seiler (2016) @ Compositional complexity)

& #EBH & (opacity, Baechler & Seiler (2016) @ Structural complexity) 7235% D g1 D 444H
AT, KD linguistic variable flIC/R L72IHH 2, HEONRE k- /- SBHHTH S (Gl
Skt A L, FHISENZEEBZED), &b, ZOWIEORmIE. R
oLl (FiEEHFoh.OH) O0FFEL Y b, FEHOFTEDIZ S »MEHTH L L),
HAFEHAROREZ R T 2D TH o7,

3.3. McWhorter (2001) OV LA—ILZEH CHIER

McWhorter (2001) Ic X 2$ef8 1z, 7L A —n &, ERE» T CREERNICRELCE S
iti (old languages) ZHHKL CHO I 7=dDTH S, McWhorter DEIRIF 7 LA — v
D3 iE T old languages ICHIX L THAlR D D TH B LI mICH Y, R4 DX ARSFED
flEcER L Tw b (—HEERRD .

=4 EHSFILET S0 4 D0 diagnostics (McWhorter 2001: 135ff.)

(a) a phonemic inventory is more complex to the extent that it has more marked members.
Markedness is here intended strictly in reference to crosslinguistic distribution. (marked
= HEDFEEIT VD D ¢ ejectives, clitics, labialized consonants, unmarked = stops,
rounded back vowels, glides)
A tonal system is more complex than another one when it has more tones.

(b) a syntax is more complex than another to the extent that it requires the processing of
more rules. (asymmetries between matrix and subordinate clauses, containing two kinds
of alignment rather than one (split ergative 72 &") )

(c) a grammar is more complex than another to the extent that it gives overt and
grammaticalized expression to more fine-grained semantic and/or pragmatic distinctions
than another. (JEEED pe & HARZED aru/iru)

(d) inflectional morphology renders a grammar more complex than another one in most cases.

(morphophonemics, suppletion, declensional and arbitrary allomorphy, agreement 7z &

bEL)

% L T McWhorter 1. Z D511 u%“)’a‘f’)“) EEET'?@T 2RI E D DS T 15 % K

EL#19®7vﬁ~» R XA (2, Yo LA — L DIEKICEES L 7384t 5.
SiEvHEEEED :iﬁ%éhé)%@\?&bg\iﬁ%@%&%@MTé%@au

<. XT@%@%%ﬁfhé

£5 199 LA—ILIZRH SN (McWhorter 2001: 163)

- ergativity

- grammaticalized evidential marking
- inalienable possesive marking

- switch-reference marking

- inverse marking

- obviative marking

- “dummy” verbs
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- syntactic asymmetries between matrix and subordinate clauses
- grammaticalized subjunctive marking

- verb-second

- clitic movement

- any pragmatically neutral word order but SVO

- noun class or grammatical gender marking (analytic or affixal)

- lexically contrastive or morphosyntactic tone beyond a few isolated cases

3.4. Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann (2009a) DEEEEZEH C BEE

BT, JEEEDEFHICIRE L 72 Kortmann 5D 712 Y = 27 b (Kortmann et al. 2004a, b)
DR E L7-fakE GHEIEE) 2R 2, fE@EZzNRE LTws T, BANLEXA2E
AR EREI N T 5,

Kortmann H Do 7' m v = 7 bx, HHRD 46 OIEFELEFHICOWT, JEREHGENICIFTHER
APBIEIND ToHHZHERIC Lo THELZD D TH S (MICHFHHADTEL T
%), BN RE 2 7 IR L . Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann (2009a) TlX, #EHE
HOBENDBIEINZTEHEZERO6D X S T L oo, WiED 4 £ 4 7 D% f# (Traditional
L1 varieties (North, Southwest and Southeast England English, Appalachian English 7z &),
High-contact L1 varieties (Scottish English, Colloquial American English 7z &), L2 varieties

(Chicano English, Fiji English, Singapore English 7z &) English-based pidgins and creoles
(Gullah, Bislama, Hawaiian Creole 7z &), Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann 2009b it 2 2® L1
varieties AL T3 D) BZ DI LD EDFHEE b O %2 IHT L T35,

% 6 Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann (2009a) DIE4E (GAEIER)

ornamental | - she/herused for inanimate referents

rule/feature | - non-coordinated subject pronoun forms in object function
complexity | - non-coordinated object pronoun forms in subject function

- be as perfect auxiliary

- was sat/stood with progressive meaning

- a-prefixing on ing-forms

- Northern Subject Rule (eg. / sing, Birds sings, I sing and dances)
L2 - lack of number distinction in reflexives (—INFLECTION)
acquisition | - generic he/hisfor all genders (- PRONOUN)

difficulty - absence of plural marking after measure nouns (—INFLECTION)
- do as a tense and aspect marker (+ANALYTICITY)

- completive/perfect done (+ANALYTICITY)

- past tense/anterior marker been (+ANALYTICITY)

- wouldin if-clauses (+ TRANSPARENCY)

- regularization of irregular verb paradigms (+GENERALIZATION)
- unmarked verb forms (-~ INFLECTION)

- zero past tense forms of regular verbs (—INFLECTION)

- ain’t (~INFLECTION) ( 3 §i#&IEHE)

- invariant dontin the present tense (—INFLECTION)

- no as preverbal negator (+PREVERBAL NEG)
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- invariant non-concord tags (—INFLECTION)
- invariant present tense forms: no marking for third person singular
(— AGREEMENT)
- existential/presentational there’s etc. with plural subjects (—~ AGREEMENT)
- deletion of be (—COPULA)
- use of analytic that his etc. instead of whose (+TRANSPARENCY)
- resumptive/shadow pronouns (+RESUMPTIVE)
- serial verbs (—SUBORDINATION)
- lack of inversion/auxiliaries in whA-questions (—INVERSION/—COPULA)
- lack of inversion in main clause yes/no questions (—INVERSION)

Ornamental rule/feature complexity & (% ‘features or rules that add contrasts, distinctions,
or asymmetries ... without providing a clearly identifiable communicative or functional bonus.
(68) & E 2 b D THEHMEDE WD DA, L2 acquisition difficulty D##HIC 1ZEE A FEEEFEHH
DHHEEFEICHRVRLBIEINSE L) &, BEVPEGLREEIRLTH2E (BEDH Y 2N
DRI FECH L Z DIFERME T, + 132 OFREZ 2 D, —lFZ Nz b b DTH 5,
CDOYRMCHTLFEEL D OKMD, HME=F St L COEGBOHLK
=difficulty 23 \>), Szmrecsanyi & Kortmann (2009b: 1657) 12 73#T D558 & L T, English
L1 vernaculars > L2 Varieties of English > English-based creoles > English-based pidgins & \»
o TEME R T — v (FEEMEEES) Zin LT 5,

Pk, czci3sxf 705, SEDEMIELZIES 27200 4 DOfERFELZIY BT
WEBLL 72, & & Tl FRICTEEHGEN i 2 hOIcilY B 727200, 72 & 2 IEE A 015
&7z 1% Nichols (2016) % McWhorter (2001) OigfEICE TN T W5 & & AICHTHFEAYIC
ShL7ZICT &R, Lo L, Fenk-Oczlon & Fenk (2008) % Trudgill (2011:ch.5) 7Zx &
DS 3R DECC Bk O EMENE & IEREREE DG D EMEME, MR SICER L Tatr 2
ATWE LI, 2OL~VICHIEECER Y 2308 TH 5, FEFEORE X £ ZH TR %
FOBELTHBRITH Y, RD 2 50 d OGS, iic e 2A5TH 5,

(a) TREERGEEL Va0, I EhL BT 2HEREOH
(b) EEFER - WIRR S RER R ARER, RS 55N ER O 22 DM 2 1 2 FEIE O %

4. BEHMUERAERORR

EHEEZ D < AR DRER L T2 72 (PN BERICOWTld, 3 Tic 3 fic—iffith
2LTARBoTD, TZTOL O»DFRORREE T LD THI S, 41 ThL—FA7
ZIRGEE L 720198, 4.2 THAFEBEAERII RO R Z WO HY EiF 5,

41. RL—KRF IR

[S5E0H 2l HEMTH I, BAlo, T & B L 23 xs] LvwH L
—FA7OFBEEMGEL X5 L LARICIE, 222 3RTOX 5 bbb, xfRe L
EeE (B0, NRIHE (EHEEZ I 5 fate. SR FRIC X 2 RBUELEE I T o R e X
NTwuRnZ % n»), 80z o —H%5IHL TRT,
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K7 FL—FKAO7OBEERIEL-FE

Wr5e WREGE HEIHH A (—#&b)
Shosted 32 phonological complexity - slightly positive but statistically
2006 AUTOTYP (potential) syllable count insignificant
morphological complexity - the negative correlation hypothesis,
inflectional synthesis on the verb if it is to be retained, still awaits
maximally inflected forms scientific confirmation
agreement, tense/aspect/mood - I conclude that the dictum “All
evidentials/miratives languages are equally complex” is
status (realis, irrealis) dogmatic.
polarity (negation)
illocution (interrogative,
declarative, imperative)
voice
Sinneméki | 50 core argument structure (A, P) - the functional use of word order had
2008 functional load of coding strategies a statistically significant inverse
head/dependent marking dependency with the presence of
word order morphological marking, especially
dependent marking.

- Most other dependencies were far
from statistical significance and in
fact provide evidence against the
trade-off claim.

- Overall, languages seem to adhere
more strongly to distinctiveness
[redundancy] than to economy.

- ...most languages conform to the
principle of one-meaning-one-
form, but those that do not conform
to it adhere to distinctiveness at the
expense of economy. This may
reflect the tendency in languages to
accumulate complexity during their
long histories, i.e., that they exhibit
fewer simplifying tendencies.

Dahl Elfdalian | phonology - case marking 2% % & discourse @D
2009 (complex) vowels, consonants, 7= DFEIEDE 217 % (60)

Swedish suprasegmentals - in a number of cases, complexities in

(simple) morphology morphology are accompanied by

nouns, adjectives, pronouns, verbs complexities in syntax.
syntax
(2 LEM T OMERERL)

Miestamo | 50 agreement and case hierarchies - there is no compensation between
2009 verbalization and copula hierarchies the agreement and case hierarchies;

(FNF DT DNE D trade-off)

* but the complexities of copular and

verbal marking of stative predicates
do show a trade-off effect.

+ This points towards the conclusion

that while compensations are found
in some domains of grammar, they
are not an all-encompassing
phenomenon.
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Nichols 68 3.2 & * no negative correlations emerged on
2009 either set of comparisons, as it is
negative correlations that support
the hypothesis of equal complexity.
a highly significant negative
correlation between populations
size and overall complexity.

Within each of  these
macrocontinents there was no
significant correlations between
population size and complexity.

+ I conclude that complexity balancing
between different components of
grammar is not supported cross-
linguistically.

KRDIeHD, b L — FA ZRERICH T 2 ZFE DR EmGER T D A2 Y X, XD LB Y
TH b,
the dictum “All languages are equally complex” is dogmatic. (Shosted 2006: 33)
provide evidence against the trade-off claim. (Sinnemiki 2008)
complexities in morphology are accompanied by complexities in syntax. (Dahl 2009:
63)
while compensations are found in some domains of grammar, they are not an all-
encompassing phenomenon. (Miestamo 2009: 96)
complexity balancing between different components of grammar is not supported
cross-linguistically. (Nichols 2009: 121)
KD I OFERDBDHH RO DDO0, HMABETEDDTTEHETH 523, K
M D D T A BEMIIC TR L 2R IE R WX 5 TH 2, S, T OFYEICHERLTIC
DA TW L LTI, S0 L ORBMHIK e & ORBTHE L — P4 7 DBARICH 5
LRNRETLZEFEEREIOICAT TERL T ZEBRETHS I, =& 2 ITHARGE
HEOHH. 7 72 v b o—o2fKH4 (V- X - F - VOlE) O E. EKBPERRIN
T E T - BERAECREIRIEE - RUUATREZ XA L 2T B, EMBGEE (HE 1Y)
D7l WHERE, WL EEN D (compositional complexity 23E\y) JTTERH 5 23,
INHDHETIEH, ThoDFEK - HAEFERICEED 5 GEEUIN D) D FFEY AT L3
ML o T2 E I, b LEILRLTNIEZNIZED XS RIEELRD D, Z DEM)D
FoPY LRZ0, PRIV, BRI L— A7 OBIRICH 2 LIEI N T E L SEER
(722 ZFEHEDFIH (1) (2) TR ST 3G & O B\ 72 OHBIHER A L)
THY, ZNOLDEREED, Wi, B2 VIEFERNICEZOND LI A% TE 372F10E
JEKEY BT, ZNENDERORTIC L — P47 0BG S 2 h 720 2 HEZR L T
WEEDRRETH B L b b,

- 133 -



42. HEEEH
R,

421. #tESEEHYS

SRRBARE R WS TH 5, LRLSHE -

SR
SR Rt o, TNFE CTOEMGERTA LS,

R He

DEXKTATAT

A EEEAER T, S5

ZIED b MM L . 2 DM & h 24L& DR OB %

ZEAHHE R (2 1a=71) OFMZ

F o 2 K & LT, Trudgill (2011) R ERUTObDEHIF T3
@D aia=T1DKEZX

@ &N A Y T — 2 ORERE

(density)

B aI2=F4 OREE
@ HEMOEROILHE
® Hotts (558 LoEMoEs»

T12=FADFAXWNELKE L, KED Ay 7 — 7 T,
oM RSEEL OBEMAD R (222 =7 4 SHEOEALC

fp e =g,
B —gam e

L L CEE

INZZEDHWV) AR THEHINE FECEEIT WIZHIhdbnw)rbiTliik

W) FDY AT LBEME R D DT B A[RE

TEsdH Y | il

CRELET LBDA v + 7 — 27 BT, HhotharSiE

ORI, HEEE -

AL LCEHE

e N

K, 312274 DF 4 XK E
L OEMARL N (23 2 =T 44k
INBILBH) HR BRSNS S

BRIIZ DY AT LARHMAEDDICRSE, LWOITATATTHS, ZOMEL, £8ICE

L5,

% 8 Trudgill (2011) MHELEEERHR

DEF

isolated community

non-isolated community

community-size 4N K

social network dense, multiplex loose
social stability stable non-stable
amount of shared % b
information

contact with outside-world & %

fast-speech-phenomena

HY GEiLFoEL LT IER)

7L (HzFORM@L L3 IER)

adult acquisition as L2

=L

»HY

direction of change

- preservation of complexity

- increase in complexity

- less complex

outcome of change

« irregularity

* opacity

- syntagmatic redundancy

- non-borrowed morphological

categories

A L2 & L CEHERS %
B an DR
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i 2.3.2 TR 7z kS ic, HhASEHAGROMEEIT I IKhH o TL, Y OFECLHE
AWRE T 00, FOHFEE NI RXEELMEICK S, 2O LICOWTIE, 558
172582, EOO~BOLUANDORH - RN R BEE LI b5 & & R RITET 5 2 &2
EFELwI b, A—SEOEROTTEXLRHDOEVEIKRSEE (S~ vilinl) <, ff
HAEN2E20RADPERZDDENRE T EDILLTONE X ICh>Tn3D,

¥ 72, A S EEAGRN R ICIE, A OEK O B Y 2> GEfTho SEA{LC S5
fi) % KBl €, RWRZ 23 CERBIEMIL ST 2 7o v X CGEEZRE) b b, 5if
Befih b 2 WMGER S 2 SEE 0 HMLIcE R 2 4 T2 R4 v,

LAT 2 oI (77 5 [t B ik 5 GE R IR, B Zefl) icz ok 2 RCch s 2 2 icd 5,

4.22. FHEMEAEHRE

JTEDEMIE L 2D EMER I 5 1SR % MBS X & 72F98 13, Andersen (1988)
EnE, v 74 FEEDFHES S X L. heterogeneous speech community (FRmifl) @
T4 3 —DRFHFREDD 7 & BRI L 72 Jakobson (1971[1929]) 2 K #BER & 35,
EAETIERI D XS RWELDH 5,

=9 AERBRHAEOEHS
LIES WRERE - Tk - R
Andersen (1988) - F— 7V FEBOTE 2N (& <10y S HEMHIE c o Rk o 77 m)
- LIS 3515 B BiE (BRSO 80
- JELAERIC 351 2 #4E{t. (parasitic consonant)
Kusters (2003) c B o 2 ESMPIRILCER 2 115 Arabic (Classical, Najdi, Moroccan, Nubi),
Scandinavian (Old Norse, Icelandic, Faroese, Norwegian), Quechua (Cuzco and

Ayacucho, Southern, Ecuadorian), Swahili (Standard, Katanga, Kenyan Pidgin)
N OFEEEZ ZnZ L. 2 ORGEOEMERE & SR O MHBY % Rl
PEFRER T

CEARCICAY BVRILEONE R I a =T 4 BMERT AN L. B DAL
BYVYHT7Ivh B2 & LT 2EMICHITT oI LR oT, A
T3 —hT73) —DffiAE DY (combination) 23HA T 5

Szmrecsanyi & - creole ®° L2 English 2 &' d GO, IR - BEREZ EIE L T O RRIE

Kortmann (2009b) | - L1 varieties >L2 varieties > creoles > pidgins DI C#E4 (L5 3.4 ZHR)

Jakobson (1971[1929]) % Andersen (1988) 7x &', #Bih & AT D /55 % XA L 721
Fix. BHTOHEDIEd BHMMCchHs & E2BRTWB, F7. Kusters (2003) %
Kortmann etal. (2004b) @ & 5 7x, SEEKMDOIEES WP RADH ~SihE GO nlREM: 2 &
I L T ONREMAZZEATZNR D, iDL WEFESCEH DI ) vEfichd s Z &
Z, fhamme LTHEHML T2,

4.2.3. Mk EERXEBHE
£ 10 13, i SNSRI R 7 2 hiik S 55 % X8 L 72198 C©H %, Braunmiiller
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(2016) & McWhorter (2005[2002]) & R&#ANCIT VIR S FEF O TH 2 23 (T
b7~ ik Nichols (2016) IXFFEDHUK T TN FaEEZ MR L LT B 720, Xt
SRS RTH B, ZE LTI BT,
ZZThH, BB, EMoL v, hOHOFEETHMTH 0, AL L 72 BIER-CfEH X
N2 EBIIEPEOREMARFETH S 2 LRI T 5,

#& 10 IR S ERXRHEDOEH

e WRERE - Hik - R
Braunmdiller c T~ VEETD, Icelandic ¢ Faroese DFRERINAEH & (=complex « A DEE
(2016) DULFHLE)
c COREHIITHAZF T X b oT, B X AHiIERHE 0 wn
McWhorter TN vEETo, HEEONEOHREHNE T2

(2005[20021) - English %, OE. German, Dutch. Yiddish, Frisian, Norwegian, Danish, Icelandic,
Faroese, Afrikaans % & ¥ i
PR, UTORETRTED o Ty BRI Z &)
- Inherent reflexivity marking (Ger. sich rasieren “to shave”)
- External possessor constructions (Ger. Die Mutter wéscht dem Kind die Haare.)
- Grammatical gender marking on the article
- Derivational morphology (Verb prefixes (fhBZi{b D be-7x &), Suffixes (Brzk
-sian, -ettan 75 &°))
- Directional adverbs (OE her/hider, pzr/pider, hwaer/hwider)
- be-perfect (Ger. er ist gekommen)
- Passive marking with become
- Verb 2nd
- Singular you (disappearance of thou)
- Indefinite pronoun (disappearance of man)
+ implication
- all languages are complex to a considerable, but not equal, degree
- English is significantly less complex overall...than its sisters
- there was a significant disruption in the transmission of English at one point in its
history
- do-support, NFERAHIRE % LT betBENFADEBL & 2 IctE S bare verb @
THEREE, KRz 5 33 (will be going to, bet+present) 7n & HEZEDEHER &
23, ®itoFE
- BBk E5E & @ disruption DKL, CULEE Tl 7 ) —MRAEMRER O, HEERY
DA EDLSHBI LT, 9 ~10 i D Danes DIF I D KA
Nichols (2016) | - 2 Hu® (Daghestan (22— 4 %), eastern Eurasian Steppe) % % L% #LHT

- complexity proves to be greater at peripheries of language spreads than at centers;

opacity is greater in sociolinguistically isolated languages.

424, EMEEHE

4.2.2 OFTSHENIENIZE S X O 4.2.3 DRk S BRI IR Wb MR SEL H
M SHEOMEENRETE2DDTH 57240, & & THY LT 2 AT 1, 8RS
LD D HEMEIEoHMILe WS T LICERT 200 % 0, 2.2 TiHIClinz ey v -
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7 LA —noftgEe, 3.3 THY EiF7 McWhorter (2001) Db ZICE&ET N5
B, T A A= ESHT LM ARY EIFCE T ), NI, MR RE T
KEINma4x—NRETEdbDL, KEHTCRINEIA L —2RNRICTEHDIC
ST 5,

4241 HEEMAOBEEICE TSI R—DEK

9, MRH-CBFIcE T 5 24 4 — (immigrant koine (Siegel 1985), Trudgill 2004
Tl new dialect) DFEFGEEZMIIEL 72 DICiZ, 7 4 ¥ —IZ ¥} % Pidgin Fiji % Pidgin
Hindustani & Hbe T, 4 Y PO S T XA SHEEREE T 25E LKL 72 Fii
Hindustani % 7747 L 7z Siegel (1987) ®°, R L A4 ¥V ROKEHH»AH =2 -V =TV FIC
BAELEAADBER L7222 —Y—F v FagEZ, Fic 21 (1850~1889 4E4EE o 1 1
DFEDH 84 N) DIFEERZ S LI/ L7 Trudgill (2004) 7= E03H %, HADKHH
SACHEICE L 72 N4 BMER 3 2 HARGED ., ZHRICH 72 2 25 % b L 72 E 2 E
REREZERT (1965) 72 & 1 AR HIAA 417 )5 5 A biE HEEE~ L NS T 2 8 %
w7 TC, ZZIEGDLND,

£ 11 1, Trudgill (2004) L7z, =2 —Y =TV FEEPERINE ETORT
Yy 7 TH B, KEWICIE, 1A =2—Y =7 v FICHFEIAALE S S AREED S
T 2B (Stage D). 2 D% AT EHRRDAr0 5 2 fit2ME 4 I AR 2 &R+ %
BB (StageID), 2 2S8R L 2ERO A0~y 2 ) 74 B (EEoBRTHhIE~ A
V74 DERKD) & 3IHEIEIRL CERELIEREL T B (Stagell) &5 325D

11 Trudgill (2004) 124 % NZ ZEDORFIBTE

stage TER D E% FEEY
Stage | IRLEITPN - rudimentary levelling (levelling BiDFZR b 7% 37)

- accommodation 252 Z 3 (JEH D saliency IZIKTF)
cBAERTICE IO W IR D HREL T\ 5
- interdialect development (partial accommodation, Stage I D A T2 Z %)
- hyperadaptation (imperfect accommodation)
Stage II | 2 {7t - BiF L 3% peer model 72 L (accommodation 238ERE L 72\ >)
- il AN Z &, variable & & D HHZGER (HFRC/272— A D variants DFH A
BbLEVEL B, R LS LCE—E0 R D )
- intra-individual variability
- inter-individual variability (& UEHlic[E CIGATCEAS L THEL 3)
- apparent levelling (142 10% LA T OFEHER O X IZFEE ICA I N TIC
M %, E#k 7 accommodation Tl 7z\»)
Stage IIT | 3 {7t - accommodation D HBHWKE LMFHT LAk, T L2t~
Y a V74 B IPeRT %
- unmarking (minority variants T T H WILEN X 2 WIREME DS
HTH2)
- reallocation (HFIHMIEA DA 53 1F)
- B D saliency 13dH F Y BIGHI TR G HEFHHE. BE ORI RS
o T n)
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B ZiER L v b, BARMICE, 2 EEA KT N (levelling) . Z DR T -
IR EEEER P LTH L2701, TEDBocaf r—FHMiAERE DO L W)
MRTH2 BHED=2—Y =TV FiFTTIiaIa=T 4 & LTHYZLTH,OREARE
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o IR EEHED 1 X1 1 TxHE3 2 HH~DZA{L T (cf. one-to-one Principle, Andersen
1984), AT @ X9 FiEni b o w2 (HH 1965),
B b2 RE RS KRB, (ZEE) ofEL DR RS
CBEDFA X — FA4
KRR+ RETE+ Y — RETRNIC—AA1L
Hifl - il % D%l I REHEAL D EIR - BEREDSIRIE T 1 5
cEE R0y -3y - EEEAML
<G - MEL - AJREDL L - T LV — R Y - BT
S NEHRERNESTERX 2 B BN 2 H S B0 aic X > TRHT 2
CHE+EL RO~ - v F A+ L uy (ER) - FA+VEY X GEE
cBEBEOF VR - Fhy+ &
- BEMSDF - vFA+T+H 7L AL+ 0+ Tk
—J7. ZOMRICH B EHF DTS IconTlE, BHRED T SHICHE W TIE, BUkcliE
Mt 22 2T AMERDPIVAVE S TH B2, BEHT 246 e L iz, HE
(1978) 12, FHEDZALIIAIMC L v & v o IR B . EH— (1977[1973]:52) i<
AT D X5 esddlinid 5,
8) HAT, k2] THNZ] ZWiThwvwed, HITRENLE I &5 ) Dix, HIK
B—FIBINVEIE, EOFEDIZZITHo7259, ZhiCxi L, B -1l
- fiff e, Bict o Tir, TFEBRMOHAD 2ALEZONZY | FRHED
MEER LK TEZDFTEZLDIEIBKRUIT, 4 & ZDXFIBHL L5 ) D3,
—ZELTRAIESIIRFRD R o072DTRAELS 5D, 905 Tt
REL 2D Z 5w S ARG T I, SEOREME SR L L v bt #iak
DHEDH TLAEAZE > T EHTH 5,
[HE TR SBERD 2 & Tldd 203, B#EICH 3§ 2 Bl w» & v H 2 L ofE§iIE,
FH (1966) % Trudgill (2004) RETH R INT W3,
(9) FILEH T2 EDAEBREICWY RENTHE &, I TELLBARYZES S H
VI EERP D, DNONIIEHERE L SR ML & ¢ T, TNIIEHEFETH |
INRHTETHDENI T e H LN R RVDTHE, (FT77VL, iR
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H . 2 1966: 120-121)

(10) We can assume that in the early colonial period [in NZ] most people (I am not
saying 'all') had better things to do with their lives than worry about whether they
'dropped their As' or not.  (Trudgill 2004: 154)

LaL, €H—0F 5 THEDHTLEALAZ T L W) ZDHICOWTIE, Th

FCHEMINTCELL 2A TR eSS E L CuaE MR T A Y b, &H—

DHNCH 2 7 E LI HTERE (DAER). 4 L oEF (&) . HREE %

BRTERLLCIIWY EFoh s —EEEHO 717HE, 77 % v F o8t o)
7 & HERI CHHEE MR 7 22 LD I3 ) BHICO K, HRDJEZHO G FIcH T, th

REHAERA TS 2 X5 ICEHMAB T E N RET 2 0B 2HO P ICT 27201, &

%, HHEOHN PO H OO THEHDTTE 2R AETHELD 5,

5. RE

DIk, AT, 2NETITONTCELSHEOEMELZ O CHHTICONT, 3 2DJEN
hER T s e bic (260, MEDOE2CHEHINTE M2 2 1568 (38 &, C
NETICHITTEWE H) 2Bl &, REiciicnoziExk 5 2T, 5&iTD
NEREMEDHIAESCHEL T LOTHI S, =& 2ITHAESERENRDOTIHICT > T
HABCHAEAS AL L L Lz & SBITON L REMAEL L Cid, Tt~
72223 EDT, UTOXHI%bo0d 5,

(a) J7SHDRHC & 2 EHEME 2 2 R DI D L

(a-1) BB D, HWENO R 2HIKCHEHINE FEOIETIEASHEERLT
itk RENET 5 2 i ko C, HHEIGELABRINS SEFRE AT,
(a-2) ko (a-1) OMREEAEE AT, ST IEANSOEMEZRIKFICRECTE 25

AEHERE & LT,
(a-3) 2o &S RiEFEO LT, HEHENICE TP L — P47 0BRICH 5 FFEH
HR7Zm\Wh &5 xR T 5,
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. BHE- T 7Y MERR, GEDOERAICOWTIED RV DF— 2 2E/LTETEHY,
. VA4 A, TARZ P TV R EXZ)TAHELCOCTH ~EOERBHBH, 2L 2
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Y72 5 T, Bisang @5 9 hidden complexity 7z & tHEFIC AN Z-GCib 30 L 72 5

(b) %775 DEME L Z ME & 5 a0 FR L OB DR
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FIRAE D L5 KT L IWETAE O X 5 k)5 o b HEETT o 55 % I3 2 5
DT BB TE). BT 2 REU 28 & hBEE T (s & B fik e) . il
FER T & % D JEOER (LT & AR GEiE 1959)) 7ad, Bl o 4 2 X £ X% 72 5354k
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2001: 168)
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