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1. Frim

Tk, H%REFEF (functionalism) D75 O SLEMFE T, TERDZERESNEROZER 2B U &y 5 R0 B
(principle of isomorphism) (Haiman 1980 %) 235\ 28T & Ff > TN e 78, ERRDZER 2 b 72 W Ry 7e 28 8 L
IBIGUTE HZ BBILOXGUT/RY SHVMHAIZH 5T, L Lﬁﬁtﬁﬁf&’%ﬂfﬁﬁ‘k IEFROZRIHIBIG: (anomaly)

TIEZ < LA BRRBIGR L OFRFENIENDH & &bl Eﬁi DI J& DFFRAZ AT T im0 AT 72 > TE T
V% (Leclercq & Morin 2025 %%), Z d X 9 7afilRE %%’ UCE X, ARl ()D& 5 72T —# ) Liy4454] no point
ZHULE T ARESIBIG 2 XU ﬂbﬁﬁﬁfﬁefﬂ% b5y Té RAIERE L0 (Cognitive Construction Grammar = CCxG)
Kié?ﬁm—%@$Wﬁ%%%Tﬁéo

(1) There is no point in getting angry. (OALD, s.v. point)

2 ZIS:B:I: d!ﬁﬁ

(DDHBIL iﬁ‘é RO A B L7 i 247 9 L 30UE, LTO XS RO BETE L7249, (1)
1Z. QODIBRRA F—~ZFFORSCHS: (there [F(ESL) O pivot & wilA)73 nopoint T ¥ . coda (ZxHiad 5 in BiTE:
R OB G S EARIR B pivot OFSUTHY L TV D, SRS O b, L L. Q)D& 5 72af#
{A(individual) 35T (location) & 35 4~ B S & 13572 0 . () pivot D4 FAJIEE—Z AR B 2SS & 4
L. coda ORIERNFIGHT TR <ATA (TFrtR) ZHEL TS, 20X 2B EOWMEZRZERIC S 03D
LTQ)DZA T EE)DEA TR — D2 — 0 TERBLT 238 FAEIRE-D T3, no point T E— & /L fr
EER, 7 r A ERERERZ HBEE A & 7 7 —(Lakoff & Johnson 1980: 25-32)IZ AL &5, |

(2) [there BE NPpivot PPcoda] (3) There is a boy in the room.

(4) There is no point getting angry.
ETAM, TOXI O EEALE D L35 L ()OSR R TR OB RBLIT5 U TR AR ST
EHRITHEIHEGERL 05, BlZIE, coda lZHET 240 in BEEOTEAFARIOIITL D L) IZEBNTOH
D EBRRD@DHIE Q)L i@of*””@xﬂF%‘?#Fﬁﬁ’)o“Clx\foﬁb\t CEBEMES . )& ERER LD
& ﬁﬁ-’&‘ﬂ‘; W7D, L LUEBICE. ), @01 EH 5 1 pivot %5&)6%~§ﬂ/@ﬁ’7 no point (= &
> TORSLELEMT HD ODT“&) V. SEATT D in ORI L HIENLEWREES EOERITRED b,
L7223 Tl 1A UERNA & 391 SO o0 28 B (variants) & 04T S 7 < TR B 720,

CCxG ZiE, ZD X D REFRIEO T & > THB BRI 2 STV D, COxG Tl Sk EA
BN, EEOEMICL > TEE(LSIZ, D05 LUV O « TG 2 £ 5 #§3C (constructions) T V) |
FEH D E REARIEE D KD BRI SINENTHRA R CRELE Y Xy NV —2 (A ANT 7T a3
(constructicon)) % k3 & RET % (Diessel 2023 45), L ZFEODIT 5 U > 7 (links)IZ T\ < D b OFEFAD 8 5 73,
R D[F PRI K o THIGUE O ¥ 72 D HESCHAT A SEREAY U > 7 (vertical links) & | BB - BéaE oo B

([FVE M, FERIE XN 12 & > THRZR IR0 SCR %2 /5 5K U > 7 (horizontal links)3d % & S 4, 2
X RBIGIE, BROREMEICES KT 712 L5 TRHEODIT BT D LB 2 51T % (Cappelle
2006; Van de Velde 2014; Diessel 2023; Minami in press), LA FClL, ZOF z FIZHES A - iz iernd 5,

3. a—FE
The Corpus of Contemporary American English (=COCA)% FIV T, &— & /L4 5il4] no point (24 SCZ2£E 5 )DL 5 72

XA T OB ORAEROFREZ A L7z (20254 11 A %) . £ “no point” &\ 355 & VT3
BRCAFIET H ARG ORI OV TO TR 217V, (i) there BE DA, (i) fliSCOFREE (in @h4imih), B4
FIEH, to AERAA]) | (i) LD FFEORE, LW ERANT A—FERE Lo, LU L7z E sl o3
TILTHD ((5)-Q)DHIITT T COCA LV kY .

(5) No point in signing an invalid contract. [ (i) bare; (ii) in ®h4 &ilJ; (i) 1]

(6) No point in me staying any longer. [(i) bare; (ii) in &4 &:lAJ; (iii) A

(7) There is really no point in me taking any risks, Jeff. [ (i) there; (ii) in B4 5 A1J; (iii) A

(8) There’s no point us tiptoeing around if you’re not even sleeping. [ (i) there; (ii) B4 &l B, (iii) A

(9) There is no point for Long to take the field again this season.  [(i) there; (ii) to A< E&A4; (iii) ]
wIZ, LT oD, @% Ef L7z,



<FHAED >/37 A—4 Tthere BE DA HE|  TE)EEI]O in OFHE] (ZEE-S< AFEDO T — 2 534 & i A
FzE=([no pointin _v?g], [no point_v?g] Tttt L 725575 . there BE A1 9 ZHJE & there BE & K< BHEE (£ Z
Huthere, bare EIES) IZFEETHEHL T —Z N—ALEATV, 4FEEOT —Z DA DR D ZHEE LTz,
<HRE@ >HLD/T A =22 o REFA]) ZINZ. M FEFEOF IS 2 EOT — & 5340 % Lok
R L7emRalE, UT oY lSCERET, A 1EE DD E 0A it LTz)

+ ZEFE72 L =[no pointin_v?g], [no point _v?g], [no pointto _v7i]

+ &S Y =[no point in PRON _v?g] [no pointin _ap_v?g], [no point PRON _v?g] [no point_ap _v?g], [no point for * to _v?i]
THEOORE R, B4 OERIEORIICEI LT there & bare ORICAERIFHY 2355 Z EHIA L (x2(@1) =
14.3078,p<.01) . EAKBYIZIE, there 23 inV-ing lZ, bare 23 V-ing |12, I EiUR-> TW\D Z EXVHIA LT, REQ
DOFER, MCFFEP R T DRE, MCFFEE R HEITHAT, (@Qto NEFROARIEN B35, () —FED
B FIEID 5 B in B4 G ORIEVENR 3D, (Qbare DFEFZN TAS, LW HEMEZ (FEL #£2) .

7% 1:no point DA STERO /34 (FISCERE/R L) 3% 2:no point O STEAR D04 (L EREH V)

in V-ing V-ing toV &&t in Subj. V-ing  Subj.V-ing  for Subj. to V A5t
there 1417 376 21 1814 there 107 11 7 125
bare 290 122 1 413 bare 10 1 0 11
a5t 1707 498 22 2227 a5t 118 12 7 136

4. BE

TAEOOFEFRIT, — etk - HEOERWR)OERIYA X —~ DB L > CGEEE OISz Tthere BE &
coda (AEFI) DEbAFE LWKAE D] & WIS, KFEY > 7 TREIEN Tz 4 BEROZERE D546
WRE B2 TODAMREEZIE L TV D, HEQODFERIZOWTIE, FRER e BHEME DS B OB CIE R &
D EWERD A CIEER S5 & 9 EHEME O J5UF (Rohdenburg 1996) DRI G- 23 EH T & 5, it LT to &
FERANEENAA G LD b BIRPEA &L (Vosberg 2009)728D, Al SUIC FHEEDMVERL T S ME/R BREE CIEARED I W BRI H
NRTOREFAPFENDEDTHD, L LT TR O @O BREE TIRIR & L C to R EmalA) O fd FAAERE H3
AT LD B RIBITAR Y & ) FRITHADR D720, ZORICDWTIE, CCXG DELRETY Ahs Z & T
LUFOSHSFIREIZ 725, £ inEh4a G, BifgEh, o REHORIIIEEEEE SR 236 5, Bk
O in B4, F & B A G OFELEUE X 5 2MZIEFICE <, BIUTHERD & 2D 0BG L& to AER & D
FERLEE IR, Z ORI DZERM, 2 SOBWMA G TN L7237 7 A ABFRIC to REFNINDS Z &%
Wz L T\ 5, — 5T, MiXFEFEDOEIZ L > Tin @GN L35 &0 ) FHEQORERIL, in 2
SER~— 1 — & U CHRE C & 2 R CHIAG FA B 0 S BARPEDS @V in B4 52 to /R E Al ) O RE RIS & il
STWAHAREMEZ R L TR Y, RT3 SOMIERERE SR Y o 7 OFEE RIS LTV D,

5. A

AR, HSCEPES B— X VB94TA] no point Z Ll & L7 S ORI RBIG O HFIFTE 2R L, AL
DIGAREVERBIGII R T D COxG DT DA MEZ i U7c, AR ThiAL7Z[RIPED JFEE & HENE O JFE 2 S
5L LT SEHEENPINLOFEEMA T S RITIT R > THRWN &)l TE 5, BIRITHIE
SN EFHHETLOFE LA T DHIDER & DEDEGVDHRT—EDNT U ABRBMONTIZ/MRTH D, Z
D& 9 1253 FIREIZT % Z L 8 CCXG DFFOMBMD—D>TH Y . ZDOHATOS L H#ERAHIFFTE D,
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