KES 3V =7 5k

HAFEOBXMEANDH LW TO—F
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AFEIRDEHY

NETO=ZADHERDRKRT DI & X ED, %h%‘: =

IC (EICHAGED) BXMRDIRRZERNICERT

. #3X50E (Fillmore et al. 1988; Goldberg 1995, 2006) @Fnﬁ%)f—i
=

BN XEDHRZRARYT 2L DBREX RO Z
Pattern Matching Analysis (PMA) (Kuroda 2000, 2001; £

+ Zinprep.) ZE>T5ZA %

2L, AtTORBIRERR CTIERABRNTEEN

~




BX BRI W "B CWOERBDBRLL THEREL DS




CNETOREKHNS DRIE

F DBEXHWERKRN % x, y DREKTZ ZADED &0 (x, v)
IC K > CTFHIA[EE (D HIR)
e Al 1 e
V ODEMSIEIT U e F1, F2 ANDERIRINA 7 R (FARDFHER)
F1: “x 'z | y % V” & ML: [x CAUSE z TO EXPERIENCE y]
E:“x Wy %Z z I V” & M2: [ x CAUSE y TO MOVE TO z |
BEERICHEE U Tz F1, F2 DEIR/\1 7 X CKHDOER)
Pl “x 2 Ty e N e ML Fx USEZ TO AFFECT i7]
B2 2% By ez 7CNe < M2 T x CAUSE 3 TONMOVELO 7|




CNETOREKHNS DRIE

ZEADEKRE =BT 1 T+EREE) &, XOLAXNILD
(BEXH) EROETEICKES BT 5
BhEE V OEBRDOREBERLIX, BEGRo>TWBSEAHE (EKZ5
< ATHOER LE’JTU%%EE) DHEDEDICDWT(EREE, MBiE
IC) BEIREINSZ SNGWED, FIEEICR SR
BN ZH S ICEROMNEIRIER L, WAL RILDE
KzfsbLTWd
Hlow oy A e NP e D sl e N N

WS IRIT U e FR/INA 7 A DFEIC K HTRIE

\l




instantiates instantiates

instantiates

instantiates instantiates

instantiates

ADZ P al instantiates ‘ . instantiates . . instantiates

Vv ‘w instantiates instantiates
NN

1s-A
1S-A
1S-A
1S-A
1S-A 1S-A
1S-A 1s-A 1s-A 1S-A 1s-A
IS-A
/ 15-A 15-A

(Ve ) ) (P ) L (P ) () ) (w30 (e ) ™E) )N
PR,
ALK N N NN~ T
A /

IS-A IS-A A IS-A
- 5 IS-A 1S-A
IS-A 1S-A 1S-A

[X as EHE
DE] 0%




s

(F.AM) D

( =

as ZFER

Z

[ as EW3H
%
20Q8

Gty (m)}
T
/

IS-A IS-A II
/

/
/
/
PRESUPPOSSES
p
’
7
b




C= (F, M) [XBE DB

SRE /XY —V [FER DFEICK > TINZ/NNFICEESITNDS
ST L —LRBEDfFE DI DOFlHISRHEF
SREIN BRI & e gt
”NPfJ\ NPZ% NP|(C V”U)J:'D R/ =V IF AT
5/ EZH D RER DRIE D 1o D HIFI KA
BIE S NIcERRRIFMIZICT L—ALFLF2, .., Fn ZIE.
nsoOMmEICIE (LBRIE W) BERFHIDURE (D D+727?)
I=BEERD)
maa/\Y —> F ICHIfI S nicEréxRs F h o BERE/NY —
M*ICHBI S NI BKRRE/NY —> M ADFIGH D £ RIT
SnNTWNIE, BXEIRIFBAICERRATE S

0



F, F*, M, M DOFRR

Lexical Type Patterns

11: FLFRICINEWE B 1T

12: HRISHBITIEVWESBIT

13: BRIFIEWEEHRICH T 1z

mapped to

Fx3: [BE ] B [EW] &
[#40] I [ BIF]

mapped to

\/

M2: B L F[+human,+agent] b}

. weakly _ —_— applies to .
correlate FI: NP {{$,} NP IC NP % V pas e
L ) licenses
compete applies to
pped to mappy
F2: NP {I&,5’} NP Z NP [c V
licenses
compete \ﬁcenses
coreeine F3: NP {i3,5') NP T NP % V  /  / B 4
strongly L y
correlate FrL[BZIBIR]IKEI Fe2: [ ] & [#H ] I [
MNEW] Z [ BIFk] NNEW] & [ BIFfk ]
Semantic Type Patterns
?applies to
| M*1: [+human] 3} [+human] applies to applies to
> I [""hing] zV applies to mapped o
compete licenses '""PPIE" to mcp/ped to
- > M*2: [+hum|un] M [+thing] & I //
[+place] i€ V ,
» licenses licenses
compete
requires &
> M*3: [+human] ! [+place] £ ""’s\es v v
>l [+thing] Z V
. Z \}
M1: 5Z F[+human,+agent] M2: L F[+human, +agent] 5

Lexical/Grammatical Patterns (= Goldberg's F)

N

EUVF[+human, +patient] I
B D #[+thing, +gift] %
52 2[+benefative]

\ requires

& biases m—

requires
& biases

15PR[+place,?goal] IC

¥[+thing] &
5 FA[+place,+goal] I
B9

#[+thing] % 89

Semantic Role Patterns (= Goldberg's M)




BRI [1/2]

\l

B C = <23 F, IFE=MEK M> [FIRRDBE D EHL
T, EREEIDORERIM OMICHEEHRED/NY —> M* HH
BEICHD, TNHFMONGDTFZHAMLTWSEESE
Z%%\%b*‘&é%

BHRO LN TERDOEINSIEHRED /Y —

<[+human] HY [+human] (C [+thing] Z V>, <[+human] A}

[+location] (< [+thing] Z V>, etc

NXDERD LN TRDOEINSZEKRKEID/NY —
o [<BEWF>H <FED F>IC <FEim>% V] IS-A [<373H$>7b\ <3ZHXD
F>C <BEBEYI>Z <BR>DHIC V], etc




D B

e Ms=wiwy " w, ™Dk 3d TEXHELR MrzbD&
=, Mt IEs DFFEORBKTIEGZWSNBINEZ WD, M+ H
s BT PERDEKRTRWVWE @M HDOIRLY
E->7T, BXHR/IRRICET 5 REFRAV7RER-EIE

M+%Z TENTREZ DI TED; BERH?
ZEHSMNMCT B &

\



D B

o M+ 7%= TENTHKSD) EXR%Z Goldberg (1995) IFHEX C =
<F, M>&E WS IEEBEMRERIL EE R
o 21, INIXRDAIEEMZ BB U TaidE D—fizik
o M+ ZENTRDDIFEMMDETHDSHEFRV, ZNIEFE
HDED HFRICEL > TR FEHRGEDEbETH->TLL
CNIFERT L —ALDE0ER (distributed evocation) & WS FET
Z2HIFH (2005) BETERILESNTWS

e T NIE EBEOERDEDLED BHMOEDOEKRICRERITTCE
BWEEHLBREKZIY I—RUTWAKRFZ S FLERR
TENE "MEXNERORERDEFE, & WD EEILEER




FAD B SEN D FH

HXOUE (D TRAISEF ) D 'SBOEAIF (B
Ky & (Exl) DEsHIXTINTHh D1 EWS EBIK, X
D_DDEERT GED TIELEWLWHBFNLZ WD) EEHLEL
ZDREFRZEIC 25 ThDOW T, ZOAXRE5ZX9 7
G 2 TS
o CEHBEMROHEIF (DR EHEBFERD) #HBHSHEL
BXCZ<F,M>¢& TE&F) LIEEULTH, ZOEETER
TE52MODODERDH FOERDBEICIFESZ 5N
FICFDIM ZETIERS, FZz T, EEROIFEESFE
IEZEBN GV, EFFZE TEHIERO LTS XKERTE
ERES e B

|

-




DT SEN D

e BXIEEREFANEDESNZFESDE, &WVD, bh
NPT, ERICYFHIICHRSBRWERICESSNT,
e © okl lePlAENSZ R EE L EZnlboo

B, HrilFootmgXy EWDREEIEITN—AFZETLTWS

o ZDIRIANICKT 2FD RILy
o 1B "R ORERDOFHIENRIEDIHRHADIIRT,

o T DERRAIZE

o SHOEEFICRESINAL, b b DORIES O—MRAY R D
S5FAlenNsERE

o BAMBIZOHE EEENTHDINE
o« ERFTHNEOAEwV TS, Rat/d "EBH FBRWALTY Y

r

|

0

|




EEL R [2/2]

BIRE DI —> M* BEREIIDINY = (eg., x
CAUSEyTOMOVETOz) D M & F* Z {9 27253,

\I

EXHIER Mt [FBE—DFE

O Erls P EIEEImse C e bk el
RICEORDODEDLEA M ZITYI—RULTWBAHhEHANKE

by ol

AV ATRENEIE, By A& Ulcitiz®@ b T

(BDWKEE) SNENRETHSD

TE =D BATE T WIRER

DT DEREA

DERTHBT LD, BARICHLT

RDOIRRERAEICT DI EDALERE

DEKICBE TCERWEI[TTH -

TREE

R e s A e e
&Y



178 fERE

\

o BXNRDIFERDENNERDHERD ClaS s
DNERDFEE (D= DECh) I & Le 5, ﬂ’a’:, ES TS
NERDHV?

o LUF, Pattern Matching Analysis (Kuroda 2000, 2001; 7=

+ ZFinprep.) ICK > TZED—R%ZIEET S







Bl ... NEWR . HiTT:

(1) RZ &
a. BRIBIC /NEWE BT
b. JGEWZ RIBIC HIT .
(2) RZ &
a. 2MRIC INEWZ BT T
b. JGEWZ @RI &I .



BZZlE ... JEWVWZE ...

(3) 12L&
a. MREBIC /NEWZ BV,

b. 2/ NEWWZE fRIBIC BLVe.

(4) 72L&
a. FHRIC NEWZ BUL\ .
b. JNEWZ HfiIC BV,

=L



K&l ... /INEWwsr . HE/-

(5) 12L&
a. NREBICNEWE HE T
b. ZIVEWZ RIBIC HE 7.

(6) FR2L &
a. ARl /NEWZE HE T
b. INEWZ BIC St




B2zl ... EWE B LT

(7) |RZ &
a. REBIC /NEWZ EU L.
b. NEWZ BRIBICELU L.
(8) X I&
a. 22?2@MAIC JEWE B U
b. ?/EWZ #MHRIC B L 2.



GifeE

LIEDESBBRIZE SV THETION?

ool g X h\p B EEAIEHRDBDLDHY?
e, Enid e X2

ZDEE, TootdX, DIEMERREIFE D735 DHV?
'HIRILERD D D1 EEDITNE, ZENICENIFEDERE

hY&p % D hH?

65 'ENHHIRILERTH DD E S b

BRICRERAIRARDHY?

TNIRER D "SRBAD IO DERR) HB WL

DHV?
FREIERE R ..

S

'y

BINRDER

1 TIX7E L



%4

TER D!

RAWNMAN ATTACK

BXSOEICED (DD E D7) 2TIELLTDED

F: [ NPHNPIC NP%Z V] EWSTERXDZER (1), (2) BV DR
RO S IEFRIE N VWERPTE M1 PEERZEI M2 D THEX
HEK ZHD

1l

I F &ML, M2 hWck-Tz TixX) THB &

ZANEESOFLKEBATES
iU FIERODNDERDIEXNHNEKRZH DD T, ZHRL
Dl =L
ERFTA B ERBEL BXH 5 HIREIICHER U TL)
% (b L < [FF D)



BXDZHEREE TTHFE]

C=<F,M>1&UTH, CIIREICEZHRMNGDTIEERL
Bl Z I, EZFTB DA EERBEDFAHIE (9) TlERE—
XHRICHBFETE S [of. (10) TREEBET Y OFHD, (11) TSRS
A ADEN G YAN=EAN
9) HZZIE BRI Kz BT
(10) |R2ZIE ENX D YT K& HIF T [of. 10) 1% ld BEic K% BT 1]
(11) K2 & iRl Fa%z T,
Ho2EDBENDIE, (9) THEEFTE, FERBEIOSERD
SEDENFETR DB IZDHERD L SHEWNWE NS =
EFR DR EBXDOERKIE U UIEDBEARFIEE (Croft 2003)




BXDZHREE 'THFE

FEIXPTE DinH & (FERBEN DA DRI IE, B UL ITIHAL
Ic, WAL TEIC EZZDNRE
ZERNGEMOBRRIGIEWVCHIFILHS>DT, hidCHE
ICZERNTHDESIEHATETRWVWRER
TO) ICZDDFHADNHEGFETE S I ENLIRILTRDEIEED (T
21 EWSERIE, (RICELWELTH) 2DOKSHBHED
AJEETCTH S Z & DEEDERAICIEER SR
T4 > C, {RIC C H Goldberg DFEIRIED ZFERRIEDLC
ELTH, ZREOCEBOLHAZHARLIEWTZ DER
9 5 Z EICIFERBARIENRIE 7R LY




EIRFTE & {EX

B DILTF

abstract

C aa«m‘;é BRI !
T T

[N as ZIFERD
F] 0%

[4) as FE 3

HOI0%

f%é
—

(

[N as &1F
F) 0%

= [A as ZIFEL
N OF| 0%

\/

[\ as EiH o [$BFF as %
LF] 0% ,) ( 5] ﬂ)ﬁ,)
P = ol =

[ as ZELB
i H0|D%

{ r concrete
P e
- j — HIERARCHY OF
A SITUATIONS/
Y N——— g — SEMANTIC FRAMES

CAUSED POSSESSION/

EXPERIENCE CONSTRUCTION

MATCHING PATTERN OF
SEMANTIC TYPE/FEATURE

CAUSED MOTION
CONSTRUCTION
EXPLANATIONS

1. Boxes in emerald specify constructions as triples of i) o pattern of lexical
categories, ii) o pattern of semantic types, and iii) a (relatively lower-level)
situation.

2. Frames in green specify situations/semantic frames cs organization of
semantic roles.

3. Frames in turquoise specify patterns of semantic types.

4. Frames in grey specify patterns of lexical/syntactic categories.

5. If evocation of situations is a lexical-semantic phenomenon, and lexical items are
linked to concrete situations, then pattern of syntactic categories and of semantic types/
features just serves as “filters” to avoid undesirable outputs.

INPUT STRING OF SEGMENTS




FEY S 7HA & DB

BN XY NT—2U & DER
IREDEBXDEREIT Croft (2001) DIEXRY N T—7 E8E
ENFW, e, BAXDY V7 otDHHH‘\E’\JEEUEEEﬁ%b\E
A5, XY NT—7DEERODESMEICIIEREEE PSR
KEBEICK>THINENDEEZZ S
7 Ly RiEim & DR
BXHIRNE % Fauconnier (1997: 173) TREES TWB K SICT
LY REUVLTAMITDDIEER. e, EERODIETLYR
EEULTHREOIIDARIRETH D E VWS HATIIAEL T, ZOK
ICEKRKENBA AN EEERIL—LE T LY K (=R E)
DHREEICHDFADRELZATRIETEZSNE SH

xS




PNAADHFHE S

INTDHEHRIE, EBDERZ LR SAR
RIDIEDBBES
55— HEmc s B2l . FhhM

DERMNSIRILICTE

ERLLTWS T2k,

MSIIICTERT 5 2 EICHBEDRIFENH 5

Z28h, XAMKREFENICULIES ED78%

FREXARD SMIZRFED (BRD) ERZLLHT, TDER

32

H55h, BEREHRD T—ZHE,) (FIREICHS.

ehy s aanldARE A s D

INEFRHEEEDLDZWERO—ZED PMA



o H2ZIL RIC NEWZ HlT .



PNMA IN A NUTSHeELL [2]

S R~ [x PR ** et INIEBL VF* HxH Bl 1=**

pl w&*

P2 [$*

p3 ﬁﬂ*

pS IMELVF

/
2 HIF7=*




PNAA IN XN NUTSHELL [3]

s it *
p1 1w’
p2 TOPIC
p3 SUBJ
p4 SUBJ
PS SUBJ
p6 SUBJ
p7 SUBJ

‘j:**
P: (%)
(I*
P: (49)
P: (M)
P: (%)
P: (M)
P: (M)

yﬂ**

aﬂ*

OBL
OBJZ2
OBJZ2
OBJ2

— k%

—

P: (I2)
[Z*
P: (1)
P: (I2)
P: (I2)

VB VFF

INMELVF
OBJ
OBJ

e BIF 1>+
{V, N}
{V, N}
{V, N}
{V, N}
P: (#) V[+transfer]
x=* V[+transfer]
P: (%) HIF7=*




PNAA IN

A NUTSHELL [4]

BEROXAMKFIEZ ZDEERTRT 2728, PMA [ds=w;

wy - wy DiftcE/BHREBIEZ n B

(subpatterns) D578 % n x n DILFCHFITTII E U TRR
PMA &R DOT DHRBBE R DOERBERDDE/ N\ Y F U
LaWDY, COXRIEHE, EERIFIERER

BRI\ = DI EDEREDLED, ERFEHRE

BiEl oD URE FEZRBRWVWD, BOE

BEZICIE TEE

DODEDING =2 h NREREES LR URBZRICT



PNAA IN A NUTSHELL [S]

S o G [Fx* ok [o** INGELVFF H* HlFf=r*
p1 ma* P: (13) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (* {V, N}

p3 THEME P: (AY) R * P: (I2) ACT P: (%) V[+affect]
p4 THEME P: (A8) {LOC,EXP} [Z* ACT P: (%) V[+affect]
pPS AGENT P: () PATIENT  P:(I2) INELVF P: (%#) V[+benefact]
po6 AGENT P: (7¥) PATIENT P: (I2) THEME Z=* V[+benefact]
p’/ AGENT P: (7¥) PATIENT P: (I2) THEME P: (%) HIF7=*

BREENIIED/INY = S EICRBESIND
FTICRE S NICBEKRKEIX, BOED/INY =K > T
1t (e.g., THEME = AGENT) 215, KICIFEERIND
(GOAL = PATIENT)

—RICHEDICIEDLNDIEFEIETHEL, BEFSNDEEEINT L)




PATTERN

CONMPLETIONS

—HRICIEICH DFEDIEEIFFH L, BEFMDOAEED VD,
HLEDRBSICIH U T, FITERDPSDTFRHOLFET S

PIZIE "RZZlE RIC JEWZE ..o EEWED, ZNIEE

L]

£ ERZlF Bl /IEWE Hiflc; EEWEDEAR
Fhht TRZIE BIC /hNEWZE ELE) S TEY) DI

'plT5) DFEIF=

FEREBIRSNBE

MR ZZ IS BIC /GE
DEET JGEL),

Wz Bl &5, U2 hooH
MAIZE IEWDER) ICHBEK

NS IFMDB/RIR/INY —2 5T (Pattern Completions) D
—1& (cf. Hopfield Network (Hopfield 1981))



PATTERN COMPLETION D



PNMA IN A NUTSHELL [6]

R EIC(H)BEBSEZREI NI, ROBWRHI A AIEE
A—XANICEREUTWEERZRDED, ERIRWREREDER
INT = el S E

F152/\Y =Y DEDEEDEDIEE DERBE(LH
Generative Lexicon Theory (Pustejovsky 1995, 2001) A fE=EIC
L TWAHEEE (co-composition)

Cognitive Grammar (Langacker 1987, 1991) h\ g U CWL\ 5=

RODE A FHEN (mutual semantic accommodation)

TapANTS



SN T
N
/EE/%\

SOREZBENDINY =V DEOERDEI > TWH 2 &, =R
RENFNDINY —2 (e.g., “Agent Instrument Patient”) D (3£)
BRI >TWSZ &, HBATIV—NFI—2D (eg,
“‘DNPDNPV") DEFEH)EXIN/IEEI > TWD I EE, AT
e &0
Kuroda (2000, 2001) Tl s = wy wy =+ w, D PMA Z n DX
ERENDINY — (e.g., “SUBJ OB] V) D(FH)ERRDHEFR E L
TEERINTWED, PMA ZiE 9 2887/ —> HME D]
THHINMIBRIICIGU TROSNZDT, ZDRFENMIFIER
BH7Z & HER




PNAAZE > fcEga [1]

S AR L e s GReR s e
pl > P: (1%) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC [£* {V, N}

p3 THEME  P: (%) B> P: (I2) ACT P: (#)  V[+affect]
p4 THEME P: (%) [Z* ACT P: (%) V[+affect]
p5 AGENT P: (4%) P: (I2) INELVF P: (%) [+benefact]
po6 AGENT P: (4%) P: (I2) THEME x* [+benefact]
p7/ AGENT P: (4%) P: (I2) THEME P: (%) HlF7=*

s e i e e (i e BIF 1=+
p1 ma* P: (13) IV, N}

02 TOPIC (3* {V, N}

p3 THEME ~ P: (%)  ##*  P:(I0) {V, N}

p4 THEME  P: (#%) = {V, N}

pP5 AGENT P: (%) P: (I2) INELV* P: (#) V[+transfer]
PG AGENT P: (HY) P: (1) THEME E* V[+transfer]
p7/ AGENT P: (4%) P: (1) THEME P: (%) HlF7=*




PNAMAZES S

N

ok

[2]

S e L g e A
P ®i* P: (1) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (3* {V, N}

p3 THEME P: (A) 4R * P: (I2) {V, N}
p4 THEME P: (%) [Z* {V, N}

p5 AGENT P: (%) P: (I2) INMELVF P: (#) V[+transfer]
p6 AGENT P: (HY) P: (1) THEME E* V[+transfer]
p7/ AGENT P: (%) P: (1) THEME P: (%) HIFF=*

s St O - St [ . T L R L R0 (RS et -1 BIF 1=+

p1 1wz P: (I%) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (3* {V, N}

p3 THEME  P: (%) il {V, N}

p4 THEME P: (4%) ([Z* {V, N}

pP5 AGENT P: (AY) P: (I2) INELVF P: (#) V[+transfer]
po6 AGENT P: (H) P: (I2) THEME w* V[+transfer]
07 AGENT  P: (#%) P:(I2) THEME  P:(I2) 2lB1E

*[+benefact]




PNAMAZE -5 o2k [3]

s | mEe | e | m@e | o | woe | &v | mree
pl ma* P: (I%) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC 3+ 1V, N}
p3 AGENT P: (M) AR P: (?7) {V, N}
p4 AGENT P: (%) [T* THEME P: (%) V

p5 AGENT P: (%) P: (I2) fru* P: (%) V: (&I
p6 AGENT P: (%) P: (I2) ACT w* V[+affect]
p’/ AGENT P: (HY) P: (I2) ACT P: (%) BT
s i R s e e e
P 1w P: (13) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (3* {V, N}
p5 AGENT  P: (%) > P: (%) V: (L)
p6 AGENT P: (73) x=* P: (I2) V[+affect]
p3 AGENT P: (/) P: (%) AR P: (I2) V:(&(F1)
p4 AGENT P: (HY) P: (%) [Z* V: (#(F7)
p7 AGENT  P: (#%) P: (%) P: (I2) 7=




PNAAZE S 258 [4]

s | fhEmTt | (3 | LR | g | e e | g
p1 ’Ri* P: (1) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (E* {V, N}

p5 AGENT P: (M) INELVF P: (??) V:(??)

po6 AGENT P: (%) THEME w* V:(?7?)

p3 AGENT P: (%) THEME P: (%) IR* P: (IZ,A» V[+transfer]
p4 AGENT P: (M) THEME P: (%) [Z* V[+transfer]
07  AGENT  P:(#5) THEME  P: (%) P: (1) *[+ti‘:e7?act]
s e R R | e o e e o s
p1 > P: (1) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (T* {V, N}

pP5 AGENT P: (AY) INELVF P: (%) V[+affect]
po6 AGENT P: (7%) THEME E* V[+affect]
p3 AGENT P: (H%) THEME P: (%) iR~ P: (IZ) V[+transfer]
p4 AGENT P: (M%) THEME P: (%) [Z* V[+transfer]
p7 AGENT  P:(#%)  THEME  P: (I2) P: (I2) HIF=*




PNAAZ{E > fcEes

h

[5]

s WmEr T AENE L AL e S R
p1 e P: (1) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC 3+ IV, N}
pP5 AGENT P: (A%) INEL NV P: (%) V[+affect]
po6 AGENT P: (7¥) THEME * V[+affect]
p3 AGENT P: (M) THEME P: (%) 49 * P: (IZ) V[+transfer]
p4 AGENT P: (7%) THEME P: (%) [Z* V[+transfer]
p7 AGENT P: (HY) THEME P: (I2) P: (I2) HIF7=*

s | I | @ wmun | Ev | @t | 1o | B
p1 wmi* P: (13) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (3* {V, N}
pP5 AGENT P: (HY) ru* P: (%) V: (L)
po6 AGENT P: (M) * P: (IZ) V[+affect]
p3 AGENT P: () P: (%) AR P: (I2) V:(#&lF)
p4 AGENT  P: (%) P: (%) I* V:(IBIFE)
p7 AGENT  P: (%) P: (%) P: (I2) (T




PNAAZE > fcioal

oy

[6]

St s L e e T

p1 wmi* P: (1%) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC [£* {V, N}
p5 AGENT  P: (%) ;> P: (%) V:(L72)
p6 AGENT P: (HY) x=* P: (IZ) V[+affect]
P3 B P: (%)  w*  P:(ID) Vi (B
p4 AGENT  P: (#%) P: (%) [Z* V: (T )
o7  ISEE P: (%) P:(l0)  #Fr
s el A e e e ST e
o 1w P: (%) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (£* {V, N}
PS5 AGENT P: (%) INELVF P: (%) V[+benefact]
p6 AGENT P: (43) * V[+benefact]
p3 AGENT P: (%) P: (%) R P: (IZ)  V[+transfer]
p4 AGENT P: (HY) P: (%) - V[+transfer]
p/ AGENT P: (%°) P: (1) P: (I12) HlF=*
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PMA N5 Z 55X NRDFEERDERIESIERIEATE
ST, BEREIDOERIR/INY —Y DEEICET 2EElmh R
U thh Fh2{PDcthohp>Tth B0 d Axk
TRY PMA EZMNDEHONKREREITEHERNRH DT, @
B DHRTFIEZEY)

I —E DR EI DR E IFHENWEIRIER ICKFT 5D

T, RIRREN/NNY —VICRIEF IEESNTWSIHENH S
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TKDRW, FRBAD =8 (C

0

BXMRIC ITEHEDESTED ) O THHEHC> ) T
5L, To—fxMEE FHIA (cf. RECALL & PRECISION)
DHFSEERZHED L SICWODBET LS, ARENKT
LRI NIEER5RWT ElE RO EZRDODENDIFE
DR (DX DEKXRR) EDFRIM

SLh N —AREIC &K > T well-formed BRERREID/NY —> =
MR L,

smIERY (C Al EETE DY ill-formed 7R /\NY —> DS XA U,
BEOEDODDINY—VDFA "BE) OFENTE( 8OE
DDEFTIECD "D F) I TE) S




x&EN/NY —> D Df

Surface-true & TEB\L\) BER&EE/NY —>
Agent DY Instrument T Patient Z V[+manipulative]
Agent 1Y Patient Z Manner T V[+affective]
Agent H' Location T Patient Z V[+affective]
Agent Y Duration T Patient Z V[+affective]
Surface-false 7& TE\L\) BER&EE|/NY —>
*Agent H' Instrument T Patient Z V[+stative]
*Agent 1’ Patient C Location Z V[+affective]
(ZEER) BaEl
RS (2005) DIEREIRITD T — I R—Z DEERAA % i
TRzt TcE 4506
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. <BBENESH <3

=D Y)>T <BRHE> IC <BEI>T 5

o IS-A <BEFIESH <BHIFXE>T <BRIM>IC <BE>T 5

\>\<

HITAESD <FEB>T <Bi>% <EH>9 %

o <IITE SN <BE> T<wFR>%F <lT>9 3
o I[S-A <IIRBEZB>HN <BE>T <HR>% <21E>TF S

o IS-A <EXNITAES>H <FE>T <BH>% <EIH>9 3
7_0)3%3\ 2R DOMEE, SREZEOREEMNFIATE S
o £2H - A - HER (2006)




PNAADF &5

PMA [& Verb-specific Constructions (Croft 2003) & B #2872
h, RDRTVsC KDxZEITL
BEXDEKRICRD L 570 &) BFENHL2ONE, X
DERD, XARMKFRIC, TTRAIKC, 2EEIICERD /(Y —
F&v?lyﬂ—PéhTM%tﬁE?%;t?9§<ﬁ%
XDERDZ L FBXHTHD, BRENDBERENTEHH D
XOBERIFEMDOBERENSHER SN, TTRIEEREES 178
EHOEONDELENSEL D, HEMEEZ S XLl
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D(ERE)EE, MEEED (?’E)Taﬁ@ﬁ?ﬂﬁ pi ZFE L (728X
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#E3CE (Fillmore et al 1989; Goldberg 1995,
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