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abstract
The Semantic Structure of Japanese Case Particle NI
: Coghnitive Linguistic Perspective

MORIYAMA, Shin
Ochanomizu University

This research depicts various meanings of a Japanese case particle NI. It can be summarized as follows.

(1) Inrecognizing the external world, human beings as a cognizer choose one of two types of perceptions:
“processual perception” or “ontological perception”. The former perceives an event as a dynamic process, and
the latter perceives an event as a static existence.

(2) “Processual perception” and “ontological perception” have two types of perception: “objective
perception” and “subjective perception”. The former does not have a deep relation with the cognizer's
perspective, and the latter is deeply reflected within the cognizer's perspective.The usage of “origin of
movement” is more deeply reflected by the cognizer's perspective than the usage of "goal of movement". Also,
the usage of “experiencer” than the usage of “spatial relations among entities”.

(3) In the processual perception, “goal of movement” by objective perspective is prototypical usage, and
“origin of movement” by subjective perspective is extended usage. Two usages form the radial categorical
structure centering on the prototypical usage. Usages of NI as processual perception shares “dynamic nature
of confrontation” to the object marked by GA.

(4) In the usage of ontological perception, “spatial relationship among entities” by objective perspective is
prototypical usage, and “subject of experience” by subjective perspective is extended usage. Two usages form
the radial categorical structure centering of the prototypical usage. Usages of NI as an ontological perception
shares “static nature of confrontation” in relation to the object marked by GA.

(5)  Since the usages of “processual perception” and “ontological perception” are expressed with the same
case marker “NI” in Japanese, both share a certain super-schema and are considered to be collected as one
category. It is thought that this super-schema is “the nature of confrontation to the object marked by GA”.
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