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Abstract

The symbol system of human language has a remarkable feature called “displacement” which denotes

the humas’ characteristics to be able to represent an event that is distant from “now, here, and 1”. Understanding
this feature is indespensable to comprehend the emergence and evolution of symbol systems. This paper considers
“displacement” through constructive modelling of grammaticalization, a kind of meaning change process from
content words to functional words. It is shown that the ability of linguistic analogy, extensive application of
acquired linguistic rules, may play a critical role for displacement, the metaphoric and metonimic inferences work
to induce unidirectional change, which is a characteristic of grammaticalization.
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Fig. 1 Four stages in the evolution of symbol system
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Fig. 5 The frequency of meaning change for four conditions about
coocurence and borrowing.
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Fig. 6 The frequency of meaning change from <go> to three tense
meanings for four conditions about coocurence and borrowing.
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Fig. 9 Unidirectional meaning change of a form from meanings
with paradigmatic relation to that with syntagmatic relation
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