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2 B
HEGM SA ) Y HADT = F A4 » F V7 e FaEME O 2 55T 572012, BIREREES
PO 3 DD X KRR (REEMMERE, T AMBERE, 72 2 M EKIEEE) DA & 3814 % FufilA
EMET LI ENMBEOHNTH S, LhTREL 2FFENUD D S alternation 784 — D CS
122\, FE =Process & ik =Mood IZDWTIIHED IR L AMTHNTH D, F# =Theme 12D T
Firbh TnaEnwZ EARI Nz,

F—TJ—K:a=F2A4 9 F V7, NA)VH) X4, EFRERERES A, KB, 300X 2 i
1. FC&IC

ARG I FFE BRI HEMITZECEE) & U TR A W20z DEPFURRIERES A AIc K 5 Hok
B4 ) Y HLDT = F A4 v F VT OFHEMEDONHR] OFMARET2E8DTH 5,

HEM S A ) v AR, BRELHRFEZVDBEALLS, el 38R ThH5a— N A4y
F v 2" (Code-switching, Z D CS & FKid) 1ZDOWWTC, HERDOWZETIE, [HFECSHERI BDH]
IZDWTCH R FEES - BBHERNIHEE 2 5 94 52554 (Gumperz 1982, Auer 1998 %) &, [ED &
SISCSIRIEZ 202 ] I2OWTHIT 23 - dERs ESEMEmORE A, 55T 558
(Myers-Scotton 2002, Muysken 2000 ) 23Tz, AL TIE, SEERHEN & 00 2 i7eH
RO A %2, 2 ST - RN AR S CS OSFREISHEN 5 5 LW ) likD b &

AHEN 2125, CSIFMMS2DERNCZD 5 & 57z, SR ARRTH S Z & &L L Tn

2959580 THB, SMOFEFENRTIE, ThETOMELrEHEONZT -2 EFRIZLT
EIRRCRERES EFOH D 3 DD X A FEREDIH A 5 D43 H % 5k A 72,

SUHRPESER A OMEIRE 2
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2. AROZMIE =
(1) A—KXA v FLITOEEBEM

BROSEEVDFA LS AT T BIR=a - F AL v F v 7E, N4 ) v HL (RS

A ) VL) AEOZREEIZISASNIFHED DO TH S, N4 ) v AL EREEEZVDE

Sl TR0 EML &, TOSFEMGENCE Y, [MiE-72ZL% L T3] [SiERE
BN D LDTIE] LB arRC5ZLd b5, ALl want to be T—J)LF —/3—(C
07207 (Namba, 2012) &9 3013, HEFEE LT HAEE LT MESGE LIZBENTH %25,
AN Y HLELOZRFHETIEZ S LT = P24 v F VI PRHMEL LS5 TOREABHD, 22
—EDSEFENEAIER S 5 Z BN C SIS, ZOH, —DODOFHEDOEIZMMBET 5 THBDH,
BEYEE - HAREAZU OB A T30, EDLS %G, MATUOBATOEDHR, &0 725
MFNTKL %,

IZBE 5 ZhETofffzid, BlAE TELHFRPRUAZDLE Z LIk ->TUHAS] Ok
12 CS AT 22 S0 - BB T 7a—F &, [#als ENFBOEHS T A2
ZDRTV] OXIITEME,S CS # 9T 57 Tu—F AWML T/,

ZDH B, SCEMER? S OBIICEL T, —~HOBHESEICA->T (BHASE), 85 05

L (HOAATEE) B2 I A XS insertion (FiA) & XIFNBIRFEA N S (Muysken,
2000), ZTOHMEBHD 7212, [RIHEAFEE7 L — 4 €57 (MLF/Matrix Language Frame
Model) | (Myers-Scotton, 1997, 2002) REDPREINTE =,

—77 LR “T want to ~ 7~ OFIXD K512, HAFE, HEOELLXTL NS ZLdnL, i
DERK, 722 LHFEIEDLSL 5 EQOMHT, FITAZF5HTDEDON, 22 TRELUHED
% alternation (SaEDAE) MEI >TWBEEWI R EH S (Muysken, 2000), T Z T, “ I —
ILF—8—=7 LW EHEED, triggering (O ZF AHRIEM) % Z LT (Clyne, 2003), HiE» 5 H
KFEAOD alternation B > TWBEEZ H6h5,

AR D B B HAGE— SBT3 — F 24 9 F V73 & 0 bR, SVO FEIE

Akl SOV EEIED HAGED I — N 24 v F V7 TlE, “want to be” & “ &0 720" M[FE—X NI
ﬁhéiﬁ@%i@iﬁ:,ﬁbW@%%#ﬁﬁ#% WENBH, XENEEEL ZhThos
DL — LT 5T 5 (Chan, 2009), EEED/SA Y v HILEELIE, SHEBEOLEDSE4 B LT
HFHELTWE DI TRENDS, “ODFELRO, 5 72HICIE, SOEMEN 2 ERK L, a5 -
AEHIERI B B OME 2L CSEOVO B AN > Thd eEINDE, LER-ST, [HH]
[EDESIZ] =R 24 9 F VBRI ZD0 VI BRNTEZ B2, SCEBG 2S5 -
A EOWThE §EE L HEROMA AN BETH 5.

(2) BIRARIVEEES Y
OB HGR LT BTN - BEHRNHAOWThEGALZ X 4 - LILOBMEIHHLA & LT,
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Halliday (1994) @ [EINARERE S EY (SFL/Systemic Functional Linguisties) | 23GHL 9 %
£E 7%, SFLIE, —DOXITBEWTHBOBWSEREN SMEEEFFOE L, [320 2 21%RE] O
BEP S AT 5, Th6id, O BRI GErE ZTilEd LTnsonrkl, Bikz
DED), @ HANERE (BERCTBHLEZELHETIZEA T30, ERLTHWE00), @ 7
2 2 MEREFERE WTOXP6T 4 2T =2 - v —H—%ET, EQOLITLDBOEND, ZOXD
BTIEy 2l 5T0BEDEMMD) O3 OOFINTH S,

3. T—A9

T, BN A) Y HNOERERHEESE LT — 218 h 3 — P24 v F v 7 Ofil%E -
T, FEBZ SFL THHILTAS,
1) 7—=

PEIATERZ G AN E B E 5 3 EE AR OBKAED, Py AR TARE DG E L7128 D% G
BLEZRILZLOOH» S, CSEHi-> TR EIREMT,
(2) SFL Iz X554

CS X% SFL @ 3 DD A KR A S 53§25 L, EFKZDNPUTITIRLTAS, “725Tin
my background there was 7 28T &mH 57205 &7 L WS FEEL HAGETYID B AP 5T
AL THIUL, DEDLD LM THETH 5,

725 T |in my background | there was TAINT DN HoT ne X
. existential

IRES L/ circumstance
o process

g H existent existential

process
£/ subject finite

A mood

e H | | complement | predicator | negotiator

mood
FHZ /2 topical
- 954: 0] H | textual
oy
e theme rheme

QO BB EEE TIE, 174 % %7 existential process (fFAEMEFE) 12k ->THD, fFETH2U%E
N existent (IXHARGE “ 7 2,855 &7, MM T 5 TWDBDH %R process 12 H 7= 5 Bl
Horid, WEHLBATETRIC “fHE” 28T “was” & “ Holz” EMNBDBRIN TN D,

@ AR TIE, FEHTFLORD LD ER T mood ISHEH L TAS L, T2 TIHEREMATIC
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{2 Z % declarative mood 7%, Hih& HAFEOM F TRE SN T\5, HiED subject (FFE) +
finite (EME) DFENETE X5 mood &> THAGEIL, predicator (BF%) + negotiator (XU
Fil) 2% mood A RELT ADIflibh, FEEIZBEIRL &,

® 772 MERNEEEOHI2? 6 5 &, FIO R b DRkih D HidL 2 /R Y textual theme 1&, HA
HBOT 4 AA—A7 == “EoT" ML TED, —~HZOMOGEENFE AT topical
theme 1% “in my background” & SEFEMHHN T, HARGEL HFED Z N EIE > 727%EHD theme D
HWABDHLELES>TND,

Z ORI, KA SRR GG 7 O 7 ARG O 0PIl 238 L SCTdH % A5, SFL & 7204 Tl
FRERAE R RE D T B T D 5 process & R ANIFERE D FHHFK D mood DE/3 B HEFET & HAGE
THEHOBEINTNT, ZD25%MH%28 5T, BASENYIDED S alternation B#Z 5 T s &
WO I HEREL TE B, T 2 MEBRMBERICBI L TiX, 22T, WROWNERT textual theme
M HARFED insertion & L THIAEh, ZOHOEELE 5 topical theme IFHFETE I T3,
textual theme & topical theme DI TY D F AN Z DR T VDNE 5 H, X 51 theme K&, %
DD T % rheme (EIR) DETOUNHBA LT -4 TREILSALNEDT, RO R L %
%, HARGE L FFED alternation 3L Z > TWAIFIZIE, THENEZ 5 TE, R UCEWK (BN
WAL RSCEMBEE G ARKEE) 280U, 72 2 FHBKIOEREICBI L Cid, FEO#DE LI
I 5T NnEWS ZEnbhrb,

4. MEOFZA

HEE M N4 ) Y ANDT— F X4y F ¥ 7 ORGERNIZ DWW TOWZEIE, Namba (2009, 2012) 7
ETHID A TE 22728, #EIE (2015) T, SFL OBfiA» 60 2H 0 Ahhhd, 3 D0 £ 2 kg
DI B, FANBEEEE 72 2 MERBEREDO B2 5 538 % L7z DERE L 724, ZORKRK TN
 LBOROBIRm 28T, MRE2HRLZEZATh 5,

SO T, RERERBERE DN b O3 & 44, SFL OB & QI 5 72 5087 & I
WBEZENTE, VEDTEDLADIC WHEMARKESZ L TW5 25BN 6D LDCS %, 35
DX LGN ST DL VNIMEHETHDEDT, HHBR»n5Z&1lk5h, HARFEEL#EED CS D
HFTE, FHCXDOBRHPTKREL SHEMNLEET 5 alternation IZDWTC, KD BUE &0 - SR T
XL LEhbhrol,

5. SHOHAROER

SFLIZ2& % CS 2D 3 DOMEGISPMIZENDT, EOXIB/INE=URHEDhrEDH»LIC
T572012, FHMOEEMR LTI PETH S, CSOMZIL, LSHEICLZE0NEL, #HE
SEIZONTOMRIID AV, ELEHEIL, BRI LFEIBEICA>TE T, FHZCSnHER
ZUE, WD 2 L ZA0b5, ~HHESEIOVTUL, ZOHZEI LEESLETHD &
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WAy MEH B, CSOAITENIBRNSTE L, ELLDFEN, EOEFTUDED-T
WEDMM, F-ZDLTWD, &, AI32=7—YaVvD7F 74L&y h->TETES, CMC
(computer mediated communication) D7 — &, HlZI1E SNS TORD DK ER, AfLEED LS &
Figgy ) 7 9 o Lz 20REEE Vo7, FBLSEOREZAH D, BAMIZIIHEFTE MEICH
DEAT =T VEEIATBIAALZFTETH D, HEEZFEOMKEE > T %, 215 CSDT —
2EMT, HRL TS 2L, SHICHMREDRZIATF TS ZLilas T EFEILN S,
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A study on the structure of Japanese-English
balanced bilinguals’ codeswitching from the
perspective of Systemic Functional Linguistics

Kazuhiko NAMBA

Abstract
In order to develop a framework for analyzing the structure of Japanese-English balanced
bilinguals’ code-switching, the perspectives of experiential, interpersonal and textual meta-functions
of Systemic Functional Linguistics have been employed. Regarding the alternational CS in which two
languages are switched in the middle of the clause, it was shown that repetition takes place for

Process and Mood, but not for Theme.

Keywords : code-switching, bilingualism, Systemic Functional Linguistics, alternation, three meta-

functions



