R TENERIC K 2 DL R D R E5 7 T A

[FL®IC

ST, HAR¥EF O H. Sacks 2 EME U 72 & A9HF
FRETH D, REETRODS “MATADF DR (talk-
in-interaction)” Z AL I B TVWAFDOHE RIZH D
BRON—)VEWHLMNITEHZENEODANEINTNDS
(BE%, 2011),

DEEMOFIRIIHBEICER I N TRV, Rl
TOEIBFREZIIKD., £T. T—FIKIIRFEOE
FHDNEIEREDH NSNS, REEORME LTI, #F
RHDOHENDIEVERRADHT EN S, HIEFITZ
NEHOBRURBEL, iz >2270 N (XF
BZL) &2ERT %, AHFINT 27U T hodhn
SHIKENWEEbN 2T EY —RIZFEBHL, 22 T
IO TWBHRIIDNVT, HADOHZEH W THET
5, TOHAT, I & —I/ T2 R) KEALTHH
%175 (ten Have, 2012), #H#{E13, REHFICTBVWTHE
FHD D WIIMHAEITADNER IR L T < MK E TH
% (Psathas, 1995 4L - /MAER 1998), Fh#E DFE T IE
& (F—2) o, 2D05—OEBETH HHEHERT N
M ZE N 2 L TOXERBALERD,

DEOITIED & EWNERFEAR LD &0 25t
K& LTz, BIETIIHENSHRICB 2250
HeFEELTETNWS BEE, 2011). HERSHE I,
BECECERR EOFEMWRRGMH - IFHTHD., 20D
PSR OEBEIC X 2 0 EEbE TN 5,

DEEEICBI D22 o RS OWFE DY
Db DI, Vehvildinen, Perdkyld, Antaki & Leudar
(2008) IZ&L>TLEa—anTW5, Vehvildinen et
al. (2008) IXFNETOLEBEZW > =250 HTHT
FIZEL > THLENERSZThd HWVIECIORFETA %
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(a)Th D%%17% (Therapist’s recipient actions). (b)
Th ®BAMFT#4 (Therapist’s initiating actions). (¢)Cl
D171 % (Client’s responding actions) {24348 L 7z,
FOLET, ZNTNDITEIIDONT, KRIEICRT2HE
& RENIROREEN E LD 5N TN D,
Vehvildinen et al. (2008) TL E 1 —3NTWBHISE
1E, WOITDIEFRE R E N RO &> 2 TH
%, —H. EETIRENOLEEEDY TO—FI2%KH
L. BEO.0HEBERICE DV EEE 2% -> 25D
fibhTnwb, ZITARBTIE, 5 LEMEOHTD
BT EIREB LU OREE L TRE DT 55
DEFHED Y O —FITHERE Y TR ST 5,

SEAPMERVCRNITHREEIEOMR

XL Ea—IZHz0, MmKRT—F¥X—Z (Web of
Science) LT “conversation analysis” &. “cognitive
therapy” ® L < I “behavior therapy” # & &5 L2 H
KU, 27 - BRICBWTRATTEIEE O FEREHIC
HHZESEZ Y T TR NEOMXZREIRU Iz, Has
AT O AFETRWH O, Bt S E—icBir
L ANEMEERE > TVWEHD, BEDADLHIIATT
BRI LTz DL EDOFSSE, 10ARDFRCANEE I Nz, BL
TTl. IRTN—T L ORREEMHT D, AT
Tl £ 9 Perdkyld 5IC L D52 HM L. T THOD
MRFICK DRI DN TN S,

Perakyld 5 IC &k 2%

BEINZIADH LD DB, 6 KiTPerdkyla &
KRFEHICL > THEINZHDTH o=, Web of
Science lZ BV B #H 5 HEN. MOMFREICLD 4 ED



L 0~ 2 | CEHL3E) 72Dk L. Perdkyld 5
D33 3 ~19[E (E3510.3[) THBH I ENS B,
S O ENAREBICB T2 EHERBRL TWEEFEAST
H 35, Perikyld Z il & Uz BT8R E O RS
W OEIL, FE OLHEFHEORBICEH L&D
T L. Mot & Dt EfT> R LI a3 b,
RYNEOME FATERIEICKDEEN P LB
T—=XERS TWBEFESIFF E LT, Voutilainen,
Perdkyla & Ruusuvuori (2010a, 2010b, 2011) 13 &#4)
HMObOTH2, ZN5DWFIR. FEOLIEEICSH
F5ThOITHRClOBE L ERFE I EHNTHRALD
ELRAELTRED TSNS,

Voutilainen et al. (2010a) 3. & DLEFEICH
TJARBICOWTOEEGEERZE L T TR 250
MEANWTY 7TO0—FT5LENIHNOH &, #RkEE
MUEBHIREE (cognitive-constructivist psychotherapy)
CHBWTThEFORIEERBRICETHIRBICEDEK D
WIS L TWBhEFECRER T 52 &2 I E LTI
FTElToOl. STV ET—21E, BEDTh & EH
DI TITON /MR ERAFRIEIRIC X D H DO ERE
SEERIIN20GFH PO T 27 TR TH D,
T—FIZBIT D, BEOBRERBICET SR ICH <
ThOFFEDOH NS, (A)BFNRIL 2 NAIRERICE SR
ZYUTTNDS, DEFNDOREDITAHELT. BEHEH
(statements) ®HEHZFDOH — > DILE (extensions)
179 2 BFORFEOERL (formulations) &W->7z
LTINS, EWNWD 2 fmEZT HDENRITHT
BTz, S OMKBRETIE, ThidEH OREERRIC
KU THKGE (recognizing) &I (interpreting) M
FEORINEITD ZEMNWRINTWNS, KEDFEFETII.
ThiZMEZEEOHEZBLTHRSIZE T, ThZD
BIEZHML TWD I ERIRADIET TR, BEDK
HEU 7N TEYRBDELTHED TENERHMIN TN
%, —H T, MROFEEL. ESNZBBEICEEL TCI
DREBICTh 2R E G5 ADDDTHD, Kbk
RRITHNIIEE TS 2 ENH 0, KRIZTNEIE
TITON2 2 ENDH N, MIITEERKEZOEZEDEA
TWBZENERHEINTND, £/, 2EEOThOK
IV TNHEFEONENLED ZANEL TS Z &
MBERBENTNWS, BMRAICIE, ERIZBREORZENZ
Jeahia B E, TOHRThONMNERET 5 L& REICT
%, TLT, MRIZBFOED ZMELEEDTZH0
T2 EMTEDERXRXTNDS, FEEmICBWTIE, K
UL L OB ENTTEL ML - ElHP LD
BEWTE S ENFIULEMT SN TWD, TD S AT,

FRFRICIENL © TRFENTHOI, MR NEROEE %
BT ENS, KORHR - RARITEIOZDITId 5k
A UTIEREH) - JHEITRINE DM ETH % LR R TN,
Voutilainen et al. (2010b) &, s P 3% 5 09 72 A
HERIZBWT, BENE=ZF2HHL 2B, &
MENEFICEDOXDICHMEZRT M ERENITH
# U /=, 5 — # ¥ Voutilainen et al. (2010a) &
MLbHBONRHWSE Nz ST BENFIT
BRANCETZIHAT 1 TRERIIDOWTHIL,
ThBRZUGRE L= — 7 T2 AITERANSTHN,
T—FTld, BEOFNT 1 TIRBRDFE O IZI3KER I
HILE=EOHHMEENZTEINTHO, Tho
BREZZDOEZFDOITWITHERZ Y THEE ORI
EHETZHOTH o, IO LZThOE=FEDit
HREEDOEHMNED LS KB E2 R L TVRDE NN
ST & o TRE Nz, ThOiRE(2)BEEZE DR 2K
#3935 (confirm the patient’s critique). ()& LT
DORAIHERR (cognitive reasoning as a frame) @ 2
I I N, (a)BF O 2 KR T 275 Tl
ThiZEFIUR L 2 HUH % B iR - 3BH9 57200 Ti<,
FDAF D AEHETDHIENRINTVWS, H¥T
13, FEESHTORH - KRNI INA 28 TOREE
ftHZ2 sy — > ZEITEBLL T < 2 ENETIISE T
BWEINTWDDIZKHL, ZOIIRTO [HEH] 1308
HFEO—AIMEL T, BEOMEER S TLIRERDOZN
T BB ZEm T DEMICTERWED, BFbE
SEZ MBHHNITKRIAT S I ERRIIBD I ENTE
BT EMERINTVD, (bfr& L TORMBIHER DI
. BOICHELEND DMFICR DSBSV END
BEDOREARICHE (challenge) T2HDTHSEIN
TWa, BFEOMELRDREERICHL T, BFORKIEN
BIEZZNRHDEHRL TS SIRENICEH<
EEEMLTWS, DLED41TIcL > T, Voutilainen
et al. (2010b) X, FEMFE DO IEH LIV B A 72 B B
D} TIZ/ <, DUAFMFRIZL > TE S ITHIERNR
AR T B/ OEETH D ZEERBL TV,
Voutilainen et al. (2011) . R FEFRAGEMFE L
DT ORI BT BEBENELERFTEIICE>TE
5Z 57D, ThOMAIZHT S Clo KGRI
WLTEDEIREMNATENERFL TS, F—%¥
13 Voutilainen et al. (2010a, b) ERUCHDONHNS
N, EIE—DOFTEELEOMEE WS ZEEDE
WWHEHLTWS, #7Tld. ThOB S (conclusion)
EENIIHT2EFOREICESAN Y TENL, Tho
s &id, BECE > TERUIZEHEEINTHSEE



ORI T AR LB B EHRHT L L. BLUE
FOHEMNRKIGZRHE TS ZETH 2, N6 OH
S%BL T, ThiZHNOERZEPRD 2 HEKEICAR
SHTULESBEOEMZBFENICHE > TWo 7z, 4
FofER, BEORINIY S E— DR TS R

7% (Rejection of the Conclusions). (b) & Bk 72 I it
(Anbivalent Responses). (¢)&# &k (Confirmation

and Agreement) O XD ICEBILL =T ENRI NI
()i S DES DR T, BHFIEThOW S O%ICILER
L7zth, MISEZ0HDEZITANSNIRNT EZFED,
L VERZFEDDIHREZ L TND, (DIEBRRFEG DR
T3, %%Liﬁ%ﬂ%bf&ﬁ“% ThOWEEEEL. %@?ﬁ
WEIL TW5, (KB EER TEENThOWS &
RSER T HEMICES LT, M EE%Z"UJ\J:?&DM\
ENaLRsERRENTNWS, ZOWMIEICLD, Th
DNECAIEZRTELTH, BEORBENELOBERRIC
o TRSNBRIMNELRD ZENRINTNSE, ZD
LD MR 27D 2 & T RESMNBRF DB
B ZIRA D FRELT, o2 HET2HD
E LU THIFITE B R[REMEAVRIZ X 7z,

PLE® 3 DOWFEIL. MR EZMNRMEL S WO RE

OLEPFREOKMICE S ZY T, ThEBEOHMEN
20 EDITBITLITHORHCEHEZHS NI L, Z
NS OWFER. MREREOLDEEEICEE L2 Z & T,
RERDRFETHIFE L © & TR O .OHEFRIC BT
DRBOFEBOLZEERAD ZEITRHIL TS EF X 5,
BRI EDLEE Weiste & Perdkyld (2013, 2014)
B X UWeiste, Voutilainen & Peridkyld (2016) 13 &
FEAI T % F O CRBAIERTE SRS A AT O Ll 217> T
W5,

Weiste & Perdkyld (2013) 1. ThBHAW 2 &b
(formulation. ERTOHFD Y — I L TEDOHNED
AR T H LT, FONAZHEM L2 &ERT
35 ICHEBL, DEEEOER2D0Y TO0—FTH
DRERIT & BRAEEIC D W T HIRIF R 21T > /e T—
F 3 RBIRRAEE T Ot v 23 > 306 &, KERLE
ERRAEEO Y > 3 V2B OFEETTH S, T,
BB DODETNEN L ZHORThAHYE L2 D0
=2 (Bitdr—R) hu&sinfz, oBTIE. 9
F=IMEERMEO T —r7 T AL, ERILON
7. B (RMNTADOETEICEEL THlEEITS> .
D%, 2 DOFEEIIBIT 2 ERMLOEE D454 % 5T
L7z, AOR, T—4ICAS e Mtida)iaH
9 %1t (highlighting formulation). (b)#tE5 3 %
#1{t (rephrasing formulation). (¢)##x9 % &AL

(AFET D ERL (exag-
gerating formulation) @ 4 ffEICHEI Nz, ()5
T HERMETIE, ThiZERDCIOY — > O DOIEER
WCEERER (ClOEKBRIZDOWTORIEN /23R E)
ZRRVBRUAW, ThCIOFBHEZRWTHRL 22 &
ZRTEEDIC, CIOED OMF 2T, DIEET D
EXAETIE. ThiZClOFHHOH O FEBIRKBRIZEH
U, —iHy - iRm0 OREEZAWTHEL., M
Ei:ﬁ@‘%Th@ﬁ)ﬁ%%ﬁ#@‘éc‘:c‘:%ﬂt\ Clogso
HBEADE 525 HZERT, BT 2EA LTI,
ThiZCliz & > TSNk & Bz 2K - S TOk
BEFEVDT, thOERBORHIRELLTHD., 2D
EREIE Th OBROUEN R B D WIIBEZIT DN D T &
MHEEINTHS, (FRT2ERXETIE. ThikClo
REEZEHVZIBIRN, LAFEBERBDELTEWMA,
kT 2, 2 S OREBEOFRERICBT 254D
TR, TP OERLOBHIIEIT 2 D DEEM
FFHELNo ., SEROHHKIL, (iR s ER
{LEDHE T HENMDOHBEIT, FERTEVWIIES
N7, ClogE IRz RLEZD, NEERELEZDT
5 DIFREDOFRICBED S TEMNIND, BEOK LR
DRETHDZENREINEZ, —FH, BT HER
BT T R THEMAITICB T, (AFETE iz~
THRABRICBOWTHE L2 En S, (IR
WMCEMIND R I, (OFRMEEER CTEHR S
N5 [IEHERERRE AN DBkEE] ICBEE L 7z, i« D%
WEHEL 2B ILTH B 2 ENERIN TS,
Weiste & Perdkyld (2014) 1. CINO#*EZERZ D
Th DFEFEDOEHEIVEBIZ D W TRES T2 W T
L7z, T—4# 13 Weiste & Perdkyld (2013) THWHSH
EOERUT —ADEENS, Kooty a 40
FlE&, BAFEED L Y T a »30FO&FZNH NS 1T,
SHTTIZET, CIOERNRBZFPIL. ThClOR
HEERMEL TWES— VT A EINEL T, T
FDI—U T AKL IR T2 BE ThoE kD
BEHBEOCIOKINE, ZNICK<S ThOFREFEIEHLZ &
24, FNS5IF@aEFEOHE (Validating trajectory)
(b)BkEkD#IE (Challenging trajectory) ® 230 D
BB ER < 2 EAURI N, (RBOHIEIX, £ Th
DOEXITH L TCINENZBRL, THITH < T
TThHCIOFEEZAEMN THEMTELDHDEL TH
W, §abbHKE (validating) §5HDTH 5, (b)
Pk o #E X, ThoERIZH L TCLANERD 5 Wi
BEL., TR W TThAClIOFH 2 37l L =i
Pk#k 9% (challening) D7z an 3, TDH, =

(relocating formulation),



NZENOHEIZDONWT, A1 —FY T rZ2HWT
HEREIE O 247 > 72/ R, (a) KGR OB IZ ST
DThOERIF. 1> hF—2ar& U XLIIBNT
BEROCIOY —> 5L TH D, £/ZEAMDCIO
=2 XD HELSENBFTHRESN., FHOEIZE
AMOCIDOS —> X0 bfkh- e GEFEMERE prosodic
continuity), (b)Bkik DELIE T %237 D Th D& Afk D F
X, A b Fr—2a U XLICBWTHRDCLO
& — it /a<, ERERMOCIOY—2L0 %
@mREBFETHEE SN, FHOWIERDClLDS —
CROBIEMN- T GEHERISEE prosodic disjuncture),
PEDsoirick D, ThoERXIZBNWT, FHiEOFH:
HE G IS Th ORGEOREE 2, FHEM 5B Th O Pk
DREEEZCHTEEL, N5 DOEHENBEMNZDOH%D
MHEERAOHEZRDDHEIL> TND I EARBEIN
Teo BERTIE, ThOEX L DOEREA ISR A Th DR
HIRER 2R 2 5 O EFIRFIC, FEREEE N LK ORKE
R ZEET 2 REZHO TS EBRRTNVWD, 7
B, ZOMETIIFEMOFEOEVITR SN 7z
N ZHNERBEEOT—FN 1T ADThiTEL TS
ZERXZBEATHD ERRENTNDS,

Weiste et al. (2016) 3. OHEEHGEMAERICB N
TThidfhE ThH 5 ClON RS ZEZNICH S Z &
1T TERN GERRAYIEFRE epistemic asymmetries)
ZEEEWMUMD AT, ThACl & OB I Frk
EZW O =DITHN S E RS ERO FIEITDNT, K
AT R S RAEIL ORI T L, T -1
Weiste & Perdkyld (2014) &HEUCBDEHW, ClO
HABIREBROBAICH < ThO Y —2IZEB LT, Th
MClE DB IEFREZ W D eIk DIRL HWT
WBY— DR ERR L, STORE ClEoR
FRAOIEFRE 24 D Th @ & — > 13(a)Cl DR D[R #E
5. (Co-descriving The client’s experience) & (b)fi#
RoOMEM (Evidencial grounding) a3 I N7z, (a)
ClOARBOHFEHIE TIE, ThiZClORERIZEET %55
EEEMMEL. FiRBAACLAHEEMNT 2. £
ONEIIBRANCCIDFHHAL ZNBITELL TWwd, Z
SLEY—2IICIOHERTOY -2 2B R L Tnwb T &
ZR9/NEE (and, that, so%) IC&k->THEMN. TOD
FEENCIOFRFEIEBRTD2HDTHDHIEERT I E
T, ThiZZO@RHBOMILEI/RLIZ< TH ClORERIC
TIOEALTWBEZEEZRTIENTEDLEINDS, T
DEZEDThDY —VIFHERADClOY — > EEBICHE
ML TVWDEZENRINTND (Weiste & Perdkyld,
2014), (bR OMRIE, NERITIZERT D ClONE %

MADBEURDTEROMMTH O, ClEFRUHEREEH
WTHERDOCIDHHAZEEDH DI ET, HATDCIDOFH
FEICVIL 7250 TH B ZEERT, 2O LRSI
RS BB LRI S L R 2 0 R & U TR
FINDM ThHEOHRMNSGESNLBDTHD Z
EMBEFAIND, Z5 L TThiZHD D Cl DIRE: % HE
BICHID AN Lz L DD, CIVEEY VA
TERWThMEOHRICH DWW THD I &% E
R DI EDRINTWVWDS, LMD TIE, A
ETI(a)Cl ORER DI FEFHE 1 Z < &5 NUb) IR DR
MAEE AL ERSNBND =DITH L. KM Tl
ENFERBR SN, ZOI &N, FRAERE S
S IR RBAIENFEAD ThOMESG WL NRL D
ZEMRE I N,

REEIHT R AW TREM OB N 2R U 2L LD
T, FNTNOEEOHH T2 < REOHF TEEEIC
FTONTNBITEICEDNT, fx DEEORMD, %
FOBENVWEBAIBREOLBHERIRI N . £z,
NS DOMETHEDLN TND T —<I3, [FHE] = [
R [FEHERERIRA O PSR 72 &, DEEIEOHRICH
WTIE T BAMRE#HE L TN B LSS
LELSBEL TV, ZNS5OMFETIE. 25 Lk
AR EBICITON TVDEREETAENIBLKELT
BARBBUBMEICTRT 2 EEBRIC, 25 OEERHE
AEARFELVIHEBICEDWAEEADOTITHEIICAE
TFTnB,

HOMREICLSIHR

FiRTH 2 Perdkyld 5 D7) — 7T DMIZ, Ekberg &
o Jarger & HRFEHHT & W TRRAIFT B AT 3 O HFSE
17> TWb, Ekberg 513, RATTEIFIEIZBNWTCI
OITBERZIRT ThOFHENT L, ZHUITHTSHCIO
MOISIZER 2T TN\, Jarger 513, FRAFEMFTEE
IEICBIT 2 ThOFRFEDRERNREZICEHL TN 5,
TEEARADIRE LI Ekberg & LeCouteur (2014)
13, FRHTENERICB W TCThACIOITEIIZS 2 % ik
THEDICEDXIDIREBFEHY Y — X EHWTCIEE
ZiAE ) (co-implicate) 2B L7z, T —F I3,
7T L — ROCBTICK B IREEHMET2 U=y
T, 9ADThEIIANDCHZ L > THIFHNZ20DCBT v
TaroEEEbEIlLEN S AP SR THD, &
S5 E—DRTHIEMLICDWTEHL AN 34015
ZDWTHfTbNz, Hic&> T, ThidClz&
BIREICEZSAD DI TRO KD BIKRWRY —2 D
WEEHWD ZENHS NI 2, £T ThidE@E




sk DE M (information-soliciting questions) % H \»
T, CIVAEIE O TEITAIRESITENALZRE T 5 K
SITKRD B, BWFHROEMIL. “yes” ORENIFEN
BEDITEMICHR S NS Z ENtEfa N TW3, Cl
B ROEBITH U TITEIER OB 21T 5,
BN TCThIZCIORE % 28T 5, RiBOREETBZ
& T, ThiZCI 2 RAIH O (suggestion-making
process) WHEHMAICEbD> TWBZE2H 5D TE
R D ERNTND, Fi, RELAHOBEREIIThICE >
THEMNDHEMEANRERTH 2 LB D AT,
ThiZ4EH (anticipatory completion), () EAk ((re-)
formulation). Fl#%36{% (reported speech) 72E &5
125 — R W CRIRAIC IR RA e 28 < 2
EMIRSI Nz, TNEDF — k. ThCloRE
ZEVZE % (re-shape) 727356, TN THRBIZEMNCI
WKIRET 22 &%RT LT, CIMTHARICELZR
5. IONTAY MG THEOHEEIREEZRD I L
ZU[RRICT B &R RTWNWD, 7z, ThOCLZIRESLE
REskDd I E<ATEEREZRELEHE, TORE
WZCIDEHZ AL 2 EMNFEFITRE N, ZDOCIOHEST
B L Tid, KiZiR X BEkberg & LeCouteur (2015)
WX TCiEwmSI T\ 5,

Ekberg & LeCouteur (2015) 3£ 2 H W T,
CBTOt v a BN TTBARZ(ET Th DfREA
DO CIOEHIZ DN THEF L T b, T—FBIUHHD
%t4:13 Ekberg & LeCouteur (2014) LR TH D, &
M OERE, CLIIREINALTBAEREETTERNT
EIZDONT, FRED 31 ToRMonwThmzEHNnT
Th 6 O|EICES I Z2RL T\, 371 7&13. (a)
HIRA 7R ERICHF A . (DEE S N7z HEAIRITIC
FAD, C)ThHIREL CEEMENDLFTOE 2 E
ET D, Thd, IN5D 351 TOMPE, ThHHl
5 Z EDTEIRNWCIOME NI N S &M 7= HFIC
Lo THHDF 2> TWab, CLIZHBORRIZHT S
T ADEMMEERIATAHZEICED., Thhb D8R
REEETHHEMZRARICEIEHL TS Z EEH
INTWDE, BT, TS LEEIIONY —THIC
ClOZELITH T DIEEENIZTICEEE ST, BEI
%95 ClORHME - BHEWREEEZFEETLIHOTH
0. BEBEEOERZ T, TEIEBOFIIT 2K
TEH, BEBEREZEBERZRBDICT D EBRTNS, &
O LT, (THEROREICEENDHMMAEEIIONT
KOBEREMIRE ZENThOFRREERD EIRRXTNDS,

Ekberg 5 D#fRIC K 0. RBATEEIEICBNWTCIO
TENERZERT H72DICThAClEEEAD HiE L,

FIUTERB U ZBRICCINED L S TP T 2 MR I N
2o INBEFEITE—DRINTBNTEERCIOEED
FIZBIDZE S TH D, BED T ORI &R DH &2
FEAHT DR S FFMICACIR L 7 BB AR EF X 5,
AELEMTEEEDThOFREDBENBIE Jarger et
al. (201513, ClOBENRES ZRTITHOM|EIC
%t LU CTh2YV G 2 5 HEFMAYE D L S IRHEEH %
B5TNIDNT, REMMMEHVWTRIL TVW5,
T—HEF T I REFEA I INIVAT T T
DN TV D FIEERNTEEE (DBT) Ofslty =
COEENS, 2ty alOIBRIO 3 ESE AN
2o T—H OH T, ThAClEEDZI0DHEIZDWNT
SHTETOTWD, 4k > T, ThidClick > T#H
HEINTHEEECHHMET 28, RUCXS>karlz
A3 ZENRENE, CIOFTEIZ DWW THMT 2%
D &0 (evaluation project) 1%, 4 CUHILBITEID
WEITHENTREZ 5, [THOHRSE» 5781233 5%
D EDANDOBITIE. ThAHFET 5 “okay” 72 & DHGE
FZi#% (discourse marker) 2L > THEICER TIN5,
KA DR ITIIThO & (complement) A3t <.
%< OHH, ThOBEEFTH L CCUIFFEZETTH . Th
ITERICRE W CEFORIM (account) 22, Z0
EO R —EHDOFMDORD EDIZBEIL T, RENRE SN
SLURDOE I BN INTVWDS, £9. CIOTEIDOHK
HITH L CThaV i RE 2 R 9 2 2 & T, ThidClofr
FOL T I ENTES, I5HIT, BRI\ TE
ORMWZIAMICT 5 Z LIk > T, ThigClOTEIE T
THh<., ThOBEHOREKIZH 5 HH, THabbREN
HEZzLT 2D TH 5,

Jarger et al. (2016) 1%, ThOERMICHKTBHCID [4
Mo57an (I don't know) | WS [EIZE (IDK KK 12
EHL. IDKKISICHES CLEThOMEIERIZDWNWT
Mt Lz, T—F13A T 0 FBEFEA Y IAINA
T ETITONTWAEDBTE Yy 3 > OEETH
%, 2%OLEThHAENEN 3 ADCIEHY L=, 4
WiZhizo> T, £ClZ&Eic3ty v arzEERITH
MU, Z20I8NY—> DALy > a > icBIF 2770
IDK KK &2k < ThO K2 4T Uiz, 0 #r o
. ThOii3(a)IDK IZBEE Y 3 Ok & #eld 72 (No
IDK-related continuation). (b)fF&R (Redoing of the
question). (c)EIZEMDIE4% (Proposing a candidate
answer), (At 7 E—RHOHEMDOEM (Employing
therapy-specific techniques). (€)IDK % itz D R IZ D
WTODAF+ h—2 (Meta-talk on the problematic
nature of the IDK-response) ® 52D H 53 —IT4




MI Nz, (a)IDKICBEE T 2 KR Z KV R W& I,
ThiZIDK Kt ZRBED RN, H0ESEEELTHD.
ThiZCIOIDK KIEDEHIC, ClNE HIHETHEZE
ADFFE T b E, IDKRINZEZHEL TWS I &N
RINTWD, (b)FEM T ThidIDK Kt % A )
BHDELTHN, XDEYREEET 2% CLICHE
HI2-OEEEM L, (mBEMOREETIE. IDK
BB E CLASE Y 7n [\ 28RS 2 ETOMEEZXRT
565D ELTHDON, ThidEM % yesno”Z TAF 3 >
WWEWHBZTCINEALNDEDIT L, (AT E—F
BHOEMOER T, IDKIIECINEAICES D
DFEB TR 7RI EER 25 ERILTnd &
IND, CLIIARBICEAZHSRVWBDERBRIN, L
72735 CTIDK K3t TEE# R EE & L THbN T,
BREERZEOL =V T AEFEVIRLAENS, Thidik
BHHEEEHWTCINEAZADIT 2200 F T %
L7z, (e)IDK KISDBEIZDNWTDOAY - ~—2 Tl
IDK SUSIZEED & B [a1% & L T, IDK Kt DR
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