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Cho, Junho. 1999. Constraint-based Idiom Phrases in English.
Linguistics 7-3, 87-104. The purpose of this paper is to construct syntactic
interface for English idiom phrases with constraints and explain them
within the framework of HPSG, after following the concept of classification
like semantically decomposable idioms and non-decomposable idioms,
suggested in Riechemann(1997) for arguing that the meaning of English
idioms is determined on the phrasal level. To do so, this paper suggests
hierarchy of idiom phrases and three constraints of Lexical Amalgamation
of Idiom, Idiom Inheritance Principle, and Argument Value Amalgamation of
Idiom. (Hanlyo University)

1. A&

2 =Ee 9 #4879 ¢l FAGA(phrasal leve)ol X AR AT
£ Riehemann(1997)¢] 3 & 4489 o] BLo] FAE ooz
o] 7tsd #8o] 79 guizog Bio BT BEo] FFH=2
TE¥ ¥, B0 Y (Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar)$] @3 ol A}
#8ol 7 At BiolAFol AAolY Atg F3q FHoTE Y
TAY UE Aol TR o] BeM BLOJTEF HIY 4 UA &
ed E3e] gioh

do] 8o TE AY FTAY UAEHAO2EF F2H7] YN =gz
(argument structure)d@ 8T, WAL 9nj7 BEojF2 ALE 0
%729 g Yeihde #4o3A& $83d Z¥F(mother node)ol
IDIOME B3} =& e @AYol M8 (Lexical Amalgamation of
IDIOM), =8F=9 gto] IDIOMolgte 3o Yeldd 2 @goist of
FolX e FAY 49R 8 (supertype)7tA IDIOMY A Ao] HE4HEH 3
t BLoixAAS Y2 (IDIOM Inheritance Principle), gviH o2 B4 o]



8 2T X

AN

El58 #4979 F ol AAHF(bead daughter)d] =¥TE G2
el IDIOMS] A3 1) #2138 3 (non-head daughter)®] IDIOMe] #%
Hol 2Fe =¢F2 ol JYeEid FLoiztAe] 447 LA4EGE B
£0] 2} =8 38 ¥ (Argument Value Amalgamation of IDIOM)2] Aj<%&
At} '

B =28 FAF AdEHolAE TEHIAY] MM do| @EolTe MY
AT 2 Chafe(1968)%} Nunberg et al(1994)2] QA7& AHI o]E9 £A
e ARG A EY F #B8o] AT BAY B A A Ate
o}4 ¥t} Riehemann(1997)9] #4017 £/ 7I1FQ gu3 ez ¥4 7%
3 @Ho| 7 Aol E/lsE #4olTY A AW F, YoEY A
Aol BLoTE B3y AHMAM B EoTs HojR s BAE 49
ot agla @879 YA ALY BEoAAANEY, BEARRASF
3, BEARA =G EN M Fol BEoFe] FAY UdHH|2
g T

2. APAF 9} Hoj Y

oo} BHojFe HAPAF 2 Chafe(1968)2} Nunberg et al.(1994)°] e}
Y @go] dFE A4z olEY EAYE AR 2ean HYolEYole
Z B =82 Aiasted 988 R A A9 AgE 7ledd.

21 AyAT7st EAA

211 WYATF
2.1.1.1 Chafe(1968)

BEoE A AojAPe] opYuZ dojo]BAM AL g7 A @A
U Sol@ doj@doz AR a2y Chafe(1968)E #8ole o]d &
AR U ¥ REo|7] HE Aojo]&o] AP2Y WYes A
gfopgtia FF3HA, Chomskys HHEYE &Y B8 d7E
282 gon (DAY ANED
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(1) a. their anomalous meanings
b. their transformational deficiencies,
c. the ill-formedness of some of them
d. the greater text frequency of well-formed idioms relative to
their literal counterparts - (Chafe(1968:111))

(la)= @?8AF kick the bucketdX Z+ FAH8ARA kick, bucket,
definite article®] 2)v]|Eo) ¥493d kick the bucketels ¥golTe ejn|
7t BEARAA @Y1 diedt THE U7t REojATE £olx, (I #
§o1F kick the bucketel +%8te] AYFALE HEY + gt 247t 3
23, (o) by and largeehs #8017t MDE R, kick the bucketeh
E8L strike the pail with one’s footg}= Y¥HEQ oluBTlE diedls
#golg 9z o @] 48 A5 (1d)e HFdc)

Chafet #4079 AT E AATAEC FPAY FH (DY A7)
¥ AZstn ggolg JAYov|Ee #dHAM nFSAE ()Y &
A7t HAAEG R FFgY. 2fa @ Aol AN A3 fEd 2 o
o]g] on7t Wi @Hojrt FHHATL B on|g ojrlele B
A E (2)8 3o} 7]&¥)

(2) (a) Semantics - Phonetics

(b) Semantics — Post-semantics —> Pre-phonetics — Phonetics
(Chafe(1968:120))

q714, 5= A5 33 & Yelln, Post-semanticst Chomsky
o} EHTFZ(surface structure)st FA8HL Semanticsst Post-semantics®]
F A7t Chomsky ) 71 A #*Z(underlying structure)$} §-A}sc}.

Chafe(1968:126)= #-&ol8 o #Eois} voHBFol2 EHFA. o
H@q Lo kick-the-bucket, hot-potatoX]d ¥ A th¥AH(lexical variety)
€ Ze #8ojoln HoH ARl progressive, perfective]d YWHU
Fale Hgg aTde JridfE B PP FAERESO] AFH #©
ol HolH@Lold &3 ol AT/ FAHF @BLojo AFIL o}
q wZo] AFean v @3UA Chafes vl GAHHQ W3 712%
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A oulge] #3o] #8o A7 FAY Folfa FFEH.
2.1.1.2 Nunberg et al(1994)

Nunberg et al(1994)¢ R.€ #EoT# &3 ZHYFY(idiomatically
combining expression)3} #4873 X #(idiomatic expression)d] 27}A 2 ¥
28 A& APV ke advantage, pull stringsd HEE2HE 90|
& Fophd F gle BT 8 ARRYY R 39, kick the
bucket, saw logs¥¥ TAHALAZRE Qujg@ Fold + fle #ET7}
243 By EF S0 w8 2 Ao ) & #8483 F
$EYY odF Wol AU

(3) a. leave no legal stone unturned
b. beat our terrifying swords into plowshares
c. kick the filthy habit (Nunberg et al.(1994:500))

(3)8] AEL leave no stone unturned, beat our swords into
plowshares, kick the habit?] B8l Foll legal, terrifying, filthy®]l o1#7}
Ztzt AP olg9 ov|sl wEolF 9o WwPdHL UL E HAFH
(3)3 Zo] B8 AdYHU BAo] ldn BAFoM FEoFI F
FAo) gtk WY F9 FAEY Jdol FRelgn v@ .

o7 BEAH APBUY EHE FAAHY FA0] old ulHY
23 o)A Nunberg et al.(1994)& v}

(4) Will you see to it that the garbage is taken out?
a. I'll make sure that it gets taken care of.
b. #I'll make sure that care gets taken of it.
(Nunberg et al.(1994:523))

(4a)s} (4b)2] Aol VLT take cared] Yr|xolz At #
£012 Y 9 cretx (solicitude)dl &jvld Feojdct 22 Q)
A caree 249 9u|g $oHA Yol UMY WFe £F} B
3R (da)N ¥ e $F8tte) At E take care’t murdere] €
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Y BEE %9 FEHT sHEdd.

Nunberg et al(1994)c #8079 FAHQY A4 & 9ujExn 38
Ed& 7Ivtez guid ABAM FHoHokd B4y AREYE o
o We P9 #8oFAA 4% F U FFEe

212 £44

Chafe(1968)$} Nunberg et al.(1994)8] d77} B&ols] d7& 9uA
a0 AEdol vigAde FRo] BFyo) o, H A EAN
€ 7HA 2 It Chafe(1968)9] #4oldFE FAHQ HIroE 9n3
A P2 A=l BEol® ol Hol 43Y 4 UAckn FAHAUN oY
gule] A WEAA BARFeE Hed 1Y old AFE Ao
9 4A47AA nAHE2 Ao BANYYA EUHo2 Ugd @
Ae AolfA U dFR Ao ov|@ WA He AHFHA 22
3 AREY Aede 53 Ze o] 9N Eud 2P RRIE AT
2 AR5 BAEE 22 Qv 233 4T E ATHEN Bl
AHES U@ H4Ye gk P 2 EAPL duiiFo] FAREH
dude A ¢ BN dde Welo.

Nunberg et al.(1994)& #4178 B4 AYEUS VLT ¥4
A EYY BHOTE ro] AWRUA Aol 2P & Bhe] VLT
& 4987 QA 29 Fxe] ¢ dro] ik BEOF A9 oY
g gulA o)z BHIF YAUGD P} ole MAHon Y@
4 Qe ddol olya 71¢FQ awe 4Poid. omA AN B
0|7 & 4P| W) FARET uREe AEsho]2g o} of
¢ AAY o) At

22 Hoj &Yy

HolEWE ojfFed d¥ AFF H¥AF A A(multiple inheritance
hierarchy)& 422 AASY. dYATHAAE LAERE ¥ Fo
2 7489 ¢ f3& 49#Y(supertype)o] Hi & ¥ KYL }AF
Y (subtype)ol €t /ALY Gojie]l M & f¥& o|Fv, 2 §Y&
afe £4& 7HAH o] §4& #¥9 A%(constraints) 22 2§}

ek p o
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g @0y f¥o] Fo|AY, 2 @ole Ao AN /Y 2
AH#9e) 7R AGg A4 . ‘ ‘

dgAFsl qogolzte F AYeE RE FYE Jlesisle A% 3
<Y QoYY T o) AGE 7o BE fY& ZleddE A
oANZ|Ey FAHEE HEHD & #Yol JMAE 2H9 £4& 2 £Y
od 7ZhfAle 23X Aoz AFHRGE Atk F, Ao HHHF
Fo2RH HARYLE AFLHE Ao 2o ZF FYE Jledde
Lolth. qAYFHE7L 7k HEAD 3| 2¥F s A "o Hxzagse
(Head Feature Principle):= (5)% v},

(5) ¥ #}3 ¢ (Head Feature Principle):

HEAD (D
e HD-DTR [:HEAD I.T_l]

dadYels HojFe ALHE Ado= #HaAYPFe HEAD 3
2y 9] HEAD &€ 12 gde oot

79 3}YRFUA Yoj-&o] F(hd-nexus-ph)x= B)h 71¢€ AL A
4.

(6) AoJ-go]F A2 (hd-nexus-ph constraint):

CNT /0O
hd-nexus-ph =

HD-DTR [CNT 11]]

Yoj-gol T alefel o3 xAYPF9 CNT 3 2¥3Fo CNT kol
A adg.

A% 99 SYNSEM 3ol sl COMPS 3ol 2% Ateixe A4S
Qo F YL (7)8) Yo|-no|7 A2k(hd-comp-ph constraint) 0.2 MY %
o}, ,
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(7) #Moj-w o] A %(hd-comp-ph constraint):

COPMS < >

hd-comp-ph = | HD-DTR [COMPS <[, .., El>:l

MY 2] COMPS gto] v|BAdFe] COMPS #& ©f 2o} @ 3
3 23 o] COMPS #t& 2453 giate Alefo] Hoj-wojF A 2o|r},

Yol EYL SUBJ gto] RFA Algkxs ¥3E (8)9 Ao)-FoAF
Al %k (hd-subj-ph constraint) 2.2 4w $c}.

(8) #Moj-Fo|F A)2k(hd-subj-ph constraint):
SUBJ < >

hd-subj-ph => |HD-DTR I:SUBJ <m>]

| NON-HD-DTRS <|:SYNSEM III])

Hoj-Fo| 7 Ake WAPF 9 SUBJ #3 wldAYRF SUBJ gtol 2
& 3% 2¥F9 SUB] #& £4¥te Aol o] Aoz EZAA
SUBJ gtol AlgtAle d4& d9ed.

3. #8407 ¥4

¥ =89 FAHY dEHol2E FRI{EY AL T EFY JIxE A
F¥ Riehemann(1997)¢] #8417 BAE& 4d ¥, W9 AANA
o7 A7 AN #Eo) T HojER A #AE 44U 2
2l Ao ¥ FAA LEHolAR FHIAUA Yo BEojTE 4T
gt
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3.1 Riechemann(1997)2] #& 7 £4

Riehemann(1997)& #£0] ¢to] Qe Wo)EE H8 £ U oy &=
(lexical entries)® & MA7} gitte olfst A9ARNT O & AR
& A39Y% £ dve °lf2 ¥ M9 v &(underspecified phrasal
semantics)2 2 #8)TE H¥c) LT E duyo2 ¥MNo) %
¥ #-&ol(semantically decomposable idioms)$} gjv]|H oz B4 B7l5
# #-8°j(semantically ‘non-decomposable idioms)& T¥3t1 |33
gjuj g ¥4o] o] & EHo o] EFE H4YY 5 gdn F3¥.
AT v 8ol F(phrase)e #ol P2 o]Fojx WORDSE=
AAE 7MY o] AR ¢gol Ye ZE YEEFL Ao 1A FAAHQ
BRE FAAAN 72 F K (structure-sharing) ¥ o},

duig oz BAo] 75y pLoY AR spill beans& A A Bt} spill
beans A spill& reveald] &vl2 ¥MEHW beanst secrete) olnz ¥
At o)A spill beans] E4& NI oUBEL (99 To] AP
=

9 ;piII_beans_idiom_phrase ]

_word
[ i_spill_rel <

.KEY B I:spill:l,
UND (1

WORDS | _ -

i_word
"i_bean_rel <

..KEY M1 I:bean:l -
INST (0

(Richemann(1997:8))

<
G714 [ 9 9% 71¢e 288 7]¢€ Z& IR 3894 ¥&
EE ARE XUWY. 23 9 B89 spill beanss] FHRAE Ale|
qu@AE FARY sl&olt. & spill®)l UNDERGOERE [Meola o] [T
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8 AAHA W8 dt beansoltE Qn|He #BAJ £A4s189¥
(Attribute Value Matrix)2 ®7]5o] it}

sivjoz o] B ¥ VEOT = kick the bucket& A A3}
3 oo #FLo]F9 vl dieoltt. kick the bucketo] die@ &v¥ %
o] 8o FE bucket’t 9vi¥o] %l U A (one-place relation)& 1}
etk 9u| A ZWdA o) TR Bo|FE BETE FANE
THARALES BEole 9ujo] 7|o8x] Fu Bgo]TF AN BEo9
oo 71 @}, kick the buckets] S1HEEE (1003 o] A8},

(10) [kick_bucket_idiom_phrase
i_word

..SUBJ <[...KEY ]>
.COMPS <|:KEY z]]> IS[Ecick:l

..KEY empty-rel

WORDS | [i_word

—ﬁ[the:l.

..KEY [3lempty-rel

i_word

.SPR <|:KEY II]:|> ﬁE)udcet:l,

..KEY (2} empty-rel

i_kRick_bucket_rel
CXCONT | LISZT
ACT (@

(Riehemann(1997:10))
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Richemann(1997)8] #&TE¥A & oujxeg EXeo] stsd B+ &
Asd 5 A% BT o E53 &7 WORDS 3ol #7149 I
& 284 dgo] 7t &, dojgd] #8F ou|§ HAM ANES
& w2 43¢ 9a7t 9 3P L Add

a8y Riehemann(1997)8] A7+ uiaez E4se 3+ £45
A e T AS EFE 49y 9AA o3 F9) 23E R H
3 o)y e 71%“::1‘55- 448 wFEYR oo THE FAHA FUY A
do] gic

32 Hol g3} BT

dol 2] MAA FLoTFE EAHAY FEolF7 1A B8R
Ho| ol ge] MANH ANY AATZE, A% 3 wAE 7HAkY,
ol AN AA} 2eo) glojof ¥

g ol 7Y oule FAHAA gn|H oz $Ae] sted B4 Erlied
A4$2 249 Riechemann(1997)¢] F3& 83 WA (headedness)
& 71goz 9olg g dojg FAE ¥ F Y Ginzburg & Sag(1998:24)
9 sIAFZE (DY Zo] FH U

(11) BLATFAAA:
phrase

lDIOMA'I‘ICITY | | HEADEDNESS

/\/\

non-idiom- idiom-ph non-hd-ph hd-ph

/\

decomp-ph hd-adj-ph hd-nexus-ph

non-decomp-ph \

hd-fill-ph hd-comp-ph hd-subj-ph hd-spr-ph

pull_strings, ...
saw_logs, ...
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D9 9YAA Fd& HEADEDNESSS IDIOMATICITYS 44& M3
t}. HEADEDNESSYE head-phrase$t non-head-phrase2 ¥#31,
head-phrase’= head-adjunct-phrase$} head-nexus-phrase°| &< &%
goz RBHFHIN, head-nexus-phrasett= F¥& head-filler-phrase,
head-complement-phrase, head-subject-phrase, head-specifier-phrase®)
g ® ge dasgez 2adc FH9 IDIOMATICITYE #8017t
ohd FMQ non-idiom-phrase$t @80T idiom-phraseZ E{Ect.
idiom-phrase= Slul® o2 ¥Ao| 75 ¥ decomposable-phrasest ¥
o] ¥71%%¥ non-decomposable-phrase®t= 91 F3¥ o2 EHdAH. #$
o] pull strings®]l ¥ decomposable-phrase$t head-complement-
phrase® RAE-F(cross-classification)5 o] ol #¥9 AAE& TN A+
v B2Y8 Yo saw logsdhe #£9FE non-decomposable-
phrase$} head-complement-phrasedte #%39) A& A4 wedt

(Dol E718 BEoIAEL A Ayolth o] omHA FrI} ¥
AHQ Frz #4387 918A Manning & Sag(1998)ell AAE =¥T%
o 744 e 44 ¥} Manning & Sag(1998) FAHH Y FHAA ofu|H<l
BAE A9 AHN =YT2E EYsted, B =8E BAHA F9
ol |EoITe 9ujHQ 2WL §L37 AN =¥TFZE ¥EET
o7 AG =¢TRE A9 gt #EoALE FARUT o] ¥
Ay BLojAAE FAFIA HEIEE s FAst AR Y
U 2804238 £ U8 94922 AFde 3K, a3 gvjYee
Bye] Brls® BEOFY AS ¢TRY Fol vEd #BRojAAE
35t =87z gto] Wae FAJ Wl o A A FXNE Z
2} o}z o) # & H(Lexical Amalgamation of IDIOM), #8°iAA A
{2 (IDIOM Inheritance Principle), #4812 3d& ¥ & ¥(Argument
Value Amalgamation of IDIOM)®J&He Alckelel F20] 33044 ApA|3
Aucd

33 Aot 9@ FAA AeAAE
dougol7E gnFez ENel ¥ty wBeolg uHez ¥y

o] 7} % BEo]Z Uyl Qo] WETE AU AR = sleepd
ov)& saw logsE&, ¥A9) A2 exploit personal connections& 9PI¥

2okl anet 3 g
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pull strings@ #A3}aA¥#,
saw logs& BEoF7F obd ‘FUFEF Foz gdoiels YwtAQ 9u
2 Y A% AJgE 1Y £Y=E e (128 2o

(12) VP
HEAD [3)
CNT @
SUBJ < [@ >
COMP < >

A ZINP
HEAD [3]
SUBJ < I > logs
COMP < [2] >

saw

(12)] 71&€¥ saw logs®l 9vlE YNHQA 9uje] AHESE WY
Aoltt. o] BAFE A NN non-idiom-phrasedtes #383 hd-comp-ph
ge f¥og aa EREY o] F /Y9 & Hy Po} BEojT2 @
£52 g

saw logs7t @RolE2 EEH7 WEA  HANM  idiom-phs}
hd-comp-phe] A€ A4 Beo. 23 saw logs7t BEole] 2v]o)y)
qio] YA 9uizt ofd @HojFoltt: u|rt EAEH o @}
HAQl ovje] 7} @ HolFe vl ALH B¢ B =8 (137 2
o] @&oja Aol ¥ §¥(Lexical Amalgamation of IDIOM) A ek& 714 %
t}1

1. 8 =844 '=¢TR(ARG-ST)Y E&(list)2 FAH X Y(syntactic
representation)©] A ¢}v]3 A EWe) ohvctEl= Manning & Sag(1998:65-6)2]
ARG-STe] gg3ith= A2 qEoiT# £A4 @)



o] 712 Po] BRAT A7 9

(13) #4812 H# P(Lexical Amalgamation of IDIOM)

DIOM @MW ... [
ARG-ST < [IDIOM (]}, ..., [IDIOM [r]] >

(13)9] #8oAFHEY AL IDIOMolgE AFo] w729 ghol
Yety® o] IDIOMS] Ad& $¥3e 39438 DIOMolgde AA&
el st=& Aol =839 oz IDIOMolglE 2do] et
wod 2 #8077 ddHE A 49747 IDIOMS Ado) A
THES 3= FA7 aded o FAs (14)9 BEoAFASF YUY
(IDIOM Inheritance Principle)]t}.

(14) #8-ojxa A5 Y2 IDIOM Inheritance Principle)

IDIOM /[
hd-nexus-ph =
HD-DTR / (IDIOM (1])

g9 ge2 (19 IDIOMe] YeEldod ggojazd sy o
HM 2yFo g2 A4y

BEAEEY AYA (137 BLAAZ ALY (148 Mgeoz
saw logs7t sleeptlts BEITE A48 John saw logs®l 73$& (159
TYI=ANY £ME 5 Ud

oo R B
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(15)

DIEAD k]|
CNT @
SUBJ < >
COMP < >
ARG-ST <[P
| _IDIOM_ [
(NP _ VP _
| HEAD (3)
CNT @
John SUBJ < [@ >
COMP < >
ARG-ST <[>
IDIOM [
7\-
_ v
HEAD (3
CNT @
SUBJ <>
COMP < [@ >
ARG-ST <1, ZIDIOM [E))>

(151 Vel miAA IDIOME #EAAANFH iy myPFQ
VPe Ao IDIOMelgt AAo] BIIE B, (14)9 #gojzAdAFHd
9j3jA o] IDIOMY AL SS9 RAAR H4drh BFLoTF saw logs7t
sleeps] 9Jvleli YPeolZ 857 Wi o]d FREF ARG-ST =
7180, B =Fe gujyog ¥Mo] Brlsd old BHoF& AP}
HA#MA (16)8] BLEAAA =38 (Argument Value Amalgamation of

S

saw

IDIOM)& 7} ¥

ZINPIDIOM [51]

/\

- logs
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(16) ¥&olxd =8]8 B(Argument Value Amalgamation of IDIOM)

ARG-ST < [1 >
non-decomp-idiom-ph =|HD-DTR | ARG-ST <[], GIDIOM B>
NON-HD-DTR | [ZNIDIOM {]]

(16)8] Ak kick the bucketSt saw logs7t 24zt dies} sleep?) 2192
ojuj7t MRAN g7} Wite BRATF2AM guHoz EHo| &7}
T ggolFe HEd Agoidt BLoAA=YUEHN A (158
M9, V9 ARG-STY IDIOMAZA S v ¥aPF o] IDIOM Fto] &%
He 2¥F VPAM ARG-ST #tolA IDIOM AL 24=H3 Fole] =
YAT FA €. 2 A @8oTF saw logst Y¥eol2 §YHm=
FEH7F B7bsdd. &, (16)8 ML on|Hoz ¥Mo] HIISY #E
ol¢] F+HY VLT o] 83 MaE S H e Aot

guHog FAo] s15d WHols) A2 exploit personal connections
& vl @ pull strings@& M8} pull strings?t ‘NAHA BAE ol &
doiele @8olT2 EHE A stringst personal connections& 4
RAHog AulstI pull® exploit® AAHoz ov]#ci= Nunberg et
al(1994:496)8] F#3& &3 £Yx& a4 173 2.

ik i b
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a7 . VP -
HEAD [
CNT [@
SUBy] <[>
COMP < >
ARG-ST <[, >
| IDIOM 3] ]
/\
\Y _ [ZINPUDIOM (311
[HEAD O
SUBJ <> strings
COMP < (@ >
ARG-ST <{1], ZIIDIOM {E1}>

I

pull

(DA pull strings7t #8ojFoltk: Fx7t VP ZFo| IDIOMS
Adz BASHUT. o AAL ARYPF wg Tz e VLo
o vapgFe] e #EolxAE s BT FI)¥GE BEY
AAEE Ado] AHA YErdT o] BEOTE ujH oz BEMo) s%

22 (169 BEAAA=YgEY AYe wa=A g aynz
VP2l ARG-STS el 7} uvebdoh o Jolzt VPe A 71¢d®
‘IDIOM [5]'7t @8- exploit personal connections& &vl@cis FW
& gul7x AN FXNEEZ FREFRIHA DEo] 4Py 5 YL Ao
©. &, VP9 ‘IDIOM [5I'7} #8017¢] ¢jnj3tz <to] ‘IDIOM B2 &7
¥ exploit personal connections$t TZF%#a o] VPe ‘IDIOM [59)
Yui7t VXA BAF ol &3het: BLoIFY oYL MY e}



Aeke] 712 go| BET AT 103
4 HE

AEHA do] #EF9 v FAGA(phrasal leve)o|A] ZPHGE
7H4std] @807 & ujR oz RAo] 715 Y BEols} guyoz ¥4
o] Bl #AEZ TFEY ¥, HolEYd U3 BLo)TE AW
AASG #8AAAHERAY, BRAAAAFLY, IRV =UFEY
Akoz BEoTE AY FAA Qefol2g THHAUM dYEAG.

Fol BB TE AY FAA AEIHo|2E T2 HHA uH 5
4E& FAH AEZ ENE =¢T2E 8330 a2 A3 YEY A
WHoln EFP £48 1A go] Bol 7 o] Ao YA
A =}

A71A ALE AAY Ago dYY Yejeo TE AR TFE HYdH:
AE B7153t 23AL & =FAAM AANE o8¢ o MLHA 534
o JHEUAE BE0 E oA AAE FALY QEeiHol2st Y
3 NI F AE 9o FETY 9nH UEHolA AFE Y}
53 Richemann(1997)¢] @&olF QFE ol v ¥ QlEHolAE 73
3ded & =42 Fdda Azdd.
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