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(1) [VSIO DOJ,[SDOIO V],[S VDO 10], [SIO VDO] (Osawa 2020)
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SCGEEDEFE E LT d & < F1540 TV 5 DT Hopper and Traugott (2003:18) DR D HDTH A 9,
(2) [Grammaticalization is] a term referring to the change whereby lexical items and constructions come in certain contexts to
serve grammatical functions and, once grammaticalized, continue to develop new grammatical functions.
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(3) non-subjective> subjective >intersubjective(=interpersonal) (Traugott and Dasher 2002: 40)
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(4) [- definite, +specific] A man just proposed to me in the orangery (though I’'m much too embarrassed to tell you who it was).
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