YEBR) 7L =207 v ) SIS o HHELE
— FOCAL % HEEDRAELD 72\ THINICHE AN 2y AT 27201 —

FRH A
() IS HOEE IR v IdA SIS REEN R v 8 —

1 RBUHIC

09/19/2004 @ BFiE 0o 55 A0l H AR FRA S 355
£ (JCLA 5) MF%# [29] D% %21}, FOCAL
DMAENRER>TVIRABBROEMELT
DEMKR7 L—L ((semantic) frames as units for
situational understanding) O#f& % FHLET 5.
Z1iE FOCAL % 7z 5 X FEE DA IEME 72 Ak
Lo THRET 2 LORBLD 2w TAINEEMED
oy AR T 20 TH Y,

DML T OB ThH %: £7, 2T
7L —2MEOBETOE R L %o - FlE 23
L, 83 CIEEMHNLAUETREZEMT 2. XiZ, §4
TREITEINL 7L —2D2EH T, (K) D
7V —LREEERSNT 5. 2O, ARG DR
IERBLEA DA (e.g., [26]) ZHUD ANd T &
OEEHZMMAT 5, &BEIC, S TR7L—L0H
ExEKRT 5720 DREZAMEICT S,

2 7L—L) BIEOBREDLEL

21 7L—LBEORT—ILHSOHRIEDRE

INEFTOXETILENEK7 L —20 LEE
LCELDDIE, AR EYITH 2 Z LA
L7, ZOMBEIZRD X I ICHNT E & 2RE
5.

(1) a. (FUR) 7L —25 RO R — )V
FL&V, NS OMELD 5 — v
ERET 270 OBRENERIZ LT3

b. 29 L7A2, AFEEORH—Ic X 21
RINEALZ D 7% TE B,
§2.3 THIBT 243, ZHiE (1a) & Minsky [19,

200 DILADT7 L —LDERIENH DL LERD
ns.

D EBLMEOMKT 2 NEZEAMED H 2B THIT 5
Tl WHEEORMIL L, JERICEERMETS 3.

(la) DEHZZZIFANLIRD, 7L—LABHED
BEtDy17, BDIWENRY—2DRIHTHD,
RRDY ZADEMTIEEY, EURIThIEERSH
W, o T, 25 ETLTEL LI T (ki) Bt
fRDHAL &0 ) FERDORED I A T2 RET S L
I HWTHAT 2 DIETR Y, 2 OEH % i
289 L,

2) (la) DEKRTO (EIK) 7 L — 2 D&,
FOCAL DWHZERIER & L TOIRDLIRED Hify
ZRIET 572 DIV T E S

EWIHZEILHRDBTHA).
HICEFALTEE-0vld, 16 2»0laihG x
M7 L —LFEEWIRETITE —HA1E, 5]
B (FBETE L) BHZESE I D ERIU— N5E
EDHRIZEDLRVEVWI ZETH S, HETSNk
EEDOTFTIE, 7V—2 IR TEELDII,
ZDOAREDONR %2 RET 2 RlbNftificd b, %
DEBETIE R, 5T, hAbDEERT 27
L—AiE, FHHEE, AF¥F—< LREEOERT, FiE
W7 V=0 AF—vD—ETH 3.

22 FL—LEKGOERTL—LBZEMER

BRI (BRK) 7 L—LA ((semantic) frames) @
WM&z EAL, BRIEBOBOEREEZ R L 72D
%, Fillmore [5, 6] DM TH 3. 7, THET
DT TITEP IR L TEL I LD, (BW) 7
L—2 L) HIREDIEREICEKT 2 & 2 2 I3WHET
Hb—EThR, ZHUIHSIZIFE LW I & Tl
2, FNB5F TN — T2 FOCAL & v 9 i
MHAZBEL T — ER7 L — ADMRITIRIL LR B
RBOBNZRETZ2DDOTH L, LRELTEL
KRDMHTH 5.

7203, WEROFEIE, ZoOMELRD Ty FH T,
IR DIRAI 2RI TR W E 2SI T
bDFE o7, WEOFRTH L bEERMIL, 7
L — LA ORIERNRD A — )k L CTHSETH %
RER, LWIHIFRETH S, JIFHEE, MOTH



2 T7v—4 ) BEOPHBED LI

2

237 fRfi<dH 5. HHE, Minsky [19, 20] DITX
D7L—LF —RBLEFICOFEL X2 —#
BUEGFE L 2 WEEZ 32D E L TERIN T
W, FnEELoE VI & THERR, ICIRL
72 ® %3 Fillmore [5, 6] T& %2,

EWVIDIFT, BWT L — LML ES L 13
PEVIHEEZ TZ208 L&) icTiEZAL, )
ARINRRT 2 2 L2 EBEZTHRTLVWERY, 2D
DIZEWE 7 L— LADEZRDERIICE ) ) BEZ
BTCELPEHERELTBI Y.
2.2.1 Fillmore 1985 MEH

%l 21X Fillmore [6] IZ XD L ) ICEHKR 7 L — L%
HET 5:

(3) Words and their Frames
In a program designed for the teaching of En-
glish vocabulary to, say, students of English
as foreign language, we would surely be sur-
prised to find the word Thursday introduced
in the first lesson, Sunday in the fourth, and
the remaining weekday names distributed ran-
domly throughout the curriculum. Nor would
we expect to find father, mother, son, daughter,
brother, and sister separated from each other, or
buy, sell, pay, spend, and cost, or day, night, noon,
midnight, afternoon, and evening. These words
form groups that learners would do well to
learn together, because in each case they are
lexical representatives of some single coher-
ent schematizations of experience or knowl-
edge. In each case, to understand what any
one member of such a group is about is, in a
sense, to undersand what they are all about.
And since the knowledge which underlies the
meanings of the words in each group is gener-
ally acquired all at once, it would seem natural
to expect students to learn the words together.
What holds such word groups together is
the fact of their being motivated by, founded
on, and co-structured with, specific uni-
fied frameworks of knowledge, or coherent
schematizations of experience, for which the
general word frame can be used. [EHIZ L 2
A=)V FERDIREH]

(3) D#, Fillmore 13X D X 9 IHilF, “interpre-
tive frame” £ W) RELH > TV 5

(4) If we wish to articulate our understanding of
the weekday names and other related words,
we can appeal to a single interpretive frame
made up of an understanding of (1) the nat-
ural cycle created by the daily apparent trav-

2 727 L, Minsky HEOEERD, seRCHREENLR LD &
BEAVED, ZORIZEIHDTH S,

els of the sun, (2) the standard means of reck-
oning when one day cycle ends and the next
one begins, (3) the larger calendric cycle of
seven days, and (4) the practice in our culture
of assigning different portions of the organiza-
tion of our physical and social world provides
the conceptual basis for a fairly large body of
lexical maerial, including common nouns like
week and day, their adjectival derivatives, the
individual weekday names, and such special
categories as week-end and fortnight. Bor-
rowing from the language of gestalt psychol-
ogy we could say thhat the assumed back-
ground of knowledge and practices — the
complex frame behind this vocabulary domain
— stands as a commond ground to the figure
representable by any of the individual words.
Such a frame represents the particular organi-
zation of knowledge which stands as a prereq-
uisite to our ability to understand the mean-
ings of the associated words.

FOCAL T7 L —2& LEINT W5 b DRI
M, SITHREINTVEDIFRNEZEAL, LD
—NEMEEETHD, 7L —LEFENTVS
DIXFER D & 2 A, Lakoff [12] O BEEGRAIE TV
(ICM) * Langacker [15] D% (domain). & %
Wiz 7’m 7 7 4 )V (profile) IZXf§ % X— R (base)
DEBZBLEFAUNREZFRETS2HDTHS L ALY
20, 2N EELL, EEBONY XY L, B
BRE & L 20t Tdh 29, 20 o Bk L)
DI, FETIZ2DEFMEN»S LT ENROFBES
DA TIZ 72, EEOXMRIZOVWT Tonhy
L= T2 7L —4aTldR\w, LHETE
BV HTH B,

CORIIFEETHS, “HDHEHOLWEHD” W
7L—LTHBELIE, MPB7L—LTHL LD

%) g2, Fillmore 133k 4 T7 L — A ISR 2 &2 T
D& IHIET 5:

Actually a fairly wide variety of terms have been
proposed for the kinds of structures we have in
mind: “frame”, Minsky [1975], Winograd [1975],
Charniak [1975]; “schemas”, Bartlett [1932], Rumel-
hart [1975]; “script” Schank and Abelson [1977];
“global pattern” de Beaugrane and Dressler [1981];
“pseudo-text”, Wilks [1980]; “cognitive model”,
Lakoff [1983]; “experiential gestalt”, Lakoff and
Johnson [1980]; “base” (in contrast to profile), Lan-
gacker [1984]; “scene”, Fillmore [1977]; etc. The
terms are used in a fairly wide variety of ways, and
some scholars use several of them, distinguishing
among them according to whether they are static or
dynamic, according to the kinds of inference making
they support, etc.
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VRO ORI ROIND DS 2 72H3, D
FDX)BERTIE, 2460 EV) RGN
WDTH 5,
7L —LThn, #HiHEThHN, ICM ThHN, ZD
ESLMRBENFEI D EULICEELRDI,
FNSOHIMRENRETES L TH S, FHIE
7L =&, ICM, FHEOD X9 L el 2 Bk D 5
bDIZT BT, 7V —0%7L—07561Ld
TV, ICM %2 ICM 7256 L TWw 55, H
W2 M7 5 Lo TR 3 EMEBBRSI S &b
WeDTHY, ZDXIBHILFHEINBERSHTW
BWERIE, RENICENNTSHS. zhicbrdy
oY, ZDOL)REFEPIRINE I LT — 0
®, ZOLODOENBMTbIDE I LT 5 — itk
SO RTIFEMGEr 7L, 207D
CESLIFEDSTONEN 5 WVWTH B,

ELBNREREL T 5 DO0HHETHR Y, M5)
NERITEED VT, BB o 7\ fill 2 5k
LT3 DAHBZRED £ £ THIZEZ D TR
RPEDBS VDI — RO FEAIIEFEICH S
NHEREMTH L EIFVZ — Y7 hEiThh, 2
D & 9 AR EE DRI 75 2 X 9 7R (X B R AL
DRI ST B IS L 72 2 Eld7e o,
2.2.2  Petruck 1996 DEH

b o EFOED Petruck [22] IC X B2 EHETDH, K
BN BR I N T LR, HoBEicin
X, (BR) 7L —LLIERDEIREDTH %:

(5) A FRAME is any system of concepts related in
such a way that to understand any one concept
it is necessary to understand the entire system;
introducing any one concept results in all of
them becoming available. In Frame Semantics,
a word represents a category of experience;
part of the research endeavor is the uncovering
of reasons a speech community has for creat-
ing the category represented by the word and

including that reason in the description of the
meaning of the word.

THUIHICE ) &, ZDEKSE (BK) 7L—L0D
E&HIF—NTE T FOCAL OEHMICIZEL TWL
BW, tWwHILThH3,

ZDEFEERDAF —= (schema) DiEFEY & L
LT L v

(6) AX—<DFIIEEII NS L) 2 e, fik

OEERMD A X —< L IZRE B L%, ZDA
F—wakbiEtibahns vy 2L EEET

Y ZoEEIF [30,p. 415] 5 DHHTH 5.

%, A¥x—=iE, ZNzl & B L MOl
HOH» oA TENTL 2HDHDTH 5,

i & 2> DRI D & A 72REERD S BB L 72 A
¥—<ik, ZOHKEORLZAE—TlEHV,
A¥ —< I 3EEOHAMEEZ RNICERTT 2D
Th3, FanHRFEHET 20, ZOHR
FHOEEALT 2 A X —<2HELTTH .

A F — < I3 BBERE (Processing mechanism)
TbH 5, FHlZENHL, BET—5 2405 L,
IELSEALZ D MR, &5k
FEHBL NS, BEALDIEEIL B R R
&, HIEE - BEFHEOMIC L CARNUSHBIN TR
By bicieZ 3. [17]

FOCAL 87 L —A & W ZAFRICE > TRRE L X
I EHEATOVEDIE, (6) ITERINLAF— L
H—HTE2128—MRNTH D LI LTI
W, RDOZEFDICEDTELARETH S: 2D
—ESHE IR E, ZOEEWEDLE, feoT TEE
My BEHNIIMET 2, FHBEE C DI
BZODOERTIZRILDH 5. —2I2id C 1%L
DFRRIZEYTEIE, 95— C BEED
HRICIEMEICFENST 22 ETH B, w3 —itko
Rt, BFIFREEDORITLTH 5.

SREEFHIEIML <, RE®ZEEIC L, #HHIE
DI, —RNLERE TEAT OH/DO Tk
EFIDSEDS, ZAUSIZFE LS B WRIESH 5.
TTIZ§221 U7 X912, NROWEB—BNT
E2E, COOMIRPETFTADMAZBL TVWED
DHWE TR R 2 WRENH D, BRTHSB. 20
&9 FIHIIER > ISR TIE 223, EBEBERAT
b5,

ZOBED S (5) OREMREZHO I L X9,

(7) 71 BHTE 75 HAAL P D [ERE:

GC)IHDB 7L —LDEREIE, Vol
FCEMEY AT L E R TIcB L Tt
Twiwv, ¥ 275 A2k (entire system) &
HoM, TEZEFTrLEERALTH L
THENZER T2V, ZUinTouZzw
L) 2 LiF, EROIEEN L VIED D T
7%, sl RO OME, M4 T7 L —af
i, (McCarthy & Hayes [18], Dennet [3])
R L THRIED BV E WD T ETHH B,

9 7 v — LRI FEDRTE (pseudo-problem) 72 & ¥
ZNED R, 120, TAOBRET 2D T7 L — A
FECAREN 2 G E TR & JRRIER O BT SA 1L BT
By E0)RATHS, TZOERBEET S, L)
Lt TZOBRORENCPICHRETH 5h) L) L
13, MO L ~VHEA 5, R 7 L — A REH
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(8) ASHHTfE 7z 385 FEHE O [ E:
7 L— LSRR TH B L) mIEFEE
WELTDH, ZNEIVLIHIWEE b OER
oM s nTwiRy, ekt e
BRI DT Y TH D7 5 ERIEIE
WL AN DS, Z 72 E0) EREEIE 2R
L, ERICZILZEEL3HEbRL, OF
b,ﬁ@ﬁ7v—Af%5k%ﬁ6H%:a
I THHZZ L a2 fERH D, 29
&ni 7L =580 RIENROFHED
BRI 2 78 o,

figme LTEASILIE, B),06) IKHBDELIE
Bhdbnd7L—L4, E’\Jﬁ»%ﬂ*? L—LOKRE
&, EEOHRHBTIL—LOESHZHETIDIC
FEZT, BRITHEYL, L)L Ths, T
DRI E 9 D L ) TEIE, ERBFEL T
ZEh, PERAZEDPE VI D EIFEINE), B
W T—HMEDH 2, WMFERER 1, LT LD TH
ZBER TEHEVEV)IIETHS, ERO—H
PRI REEETH > T, TaFEETIERY,

FiESAS G DRl 2 HEE & 3 %34 — FOCAL 1
ZO—DOThHb —ICL> TEHELDIE, THER—
ety Tldw, mEHEADIZ, RIC7L—L4 LR
%59 RS C, B, 2 DRI EIERAE
B TcE R0 EITH S, UK, (3),(5) I
HHEIREEE IV —LDERERZT I LI
FOCAL @ HIEIZ & o> TRIRINTIE % o,

2.2.3 FrameNet D7 L—LDEHE

Z D & 9 %[#IX FrameNet [8, 7] TlddEI 1L
T3, FrameNet FAQ® i 7L —2AcBIL T, X
D& BFHELZ TV

(9) What is a frame?

A frame is an intuitive construct that allows
us to formalize the links between semantics
and syntax in the results of lexical analysis. Se-
mantic frames are schematic representations
of situations involving various participants,
props, and other conceptual roles, each of
which is a frame element. The semantic argu-
ments of a predicating word correspond to the
frame elements of the frame (or frames) asso-
ciated with that word. (See Fillmore, Wooters,

and Baker 2001, Johnson & Fillmore 2000, and
Petruck 1996. [z & 2 X —L FouEH]

ITVBDIRBEHED Thic) ORIETHD,
Uy,

Hi# Tl 7

6) http:/ /www.icsi.berkeley.edu/ framenet/FNfaqgs.html

CITHEINTVLAEKR7L—241F (3),(5) T
Rizb o X Y IRES 7z, R L FEEM—FAEE
LGB ETH DD, B FOCAL %237 b EiF7- &

FWRVAICH>TDIZZDEERTH D, FIHEDHEAR
ELERTIE RV,

2.2.4 FrameNet @7 L—LDFEE

(9) DEZLDZ LT E b, ZNnhH workable
THHIEIE, RDLIHICT7 L —LDRELEDFHIH
INTHBEIEDPLBMHZS,

(10) How do you decide what a frame is?

Work on a new frame begins with the native
speaker analyst’s intuitive judgment that some
particular conceptual pattern underlies one or
more lexical units in the language in a system-
atic way. Our judgments are confirmed when
we see that we can analyze sentences contain-
ing the words we’ve assigned to the frame in
terms of the frame elements that we think char-
acterize the frame.

In real life, the actual experience is a kind
of cognitive zigzag: a frame is proposed, and
some words are suggested for illustrating the
frame. Frame elements are suggested that the
analyst thinks these words would have in com-
mon. However, in the course of doing the an-
notation we discover distinctions among the
words that were not at first noticed, and of-
ten a slightly different version of the frame
is formulated—one which no longer welcomes
some of the words in the original list, but takes
in some new ones.

We decide that we're dealing with a new
frame when we believe that the words we're
examining can be adequately annotated in
terms of the distinctions proposed for the ten-
tative frame, and that they could not be as
meaningfully annotated in terms of some other
frame in our list of frames. To a certain extent,
it’s a matter of trial and error.

FE TS 3, [32,31,28] D HT ORI S
LTHRTYH, 222 RS T 5 plcidim < Lk
T5. 72720, 239 FL Vo T DIEEIRY
L — L DWNRIRIUCIRE STV B0 5672 AR
FEZDL, ZHIEE 7L =5 L0 BEEPRFEL T
WERREB),5) LD DBREINTBE ENWI T
ETHD, 1272, T0DMEE LOHWi DD, P
WHREELZDOPIZEZICHBRSNTE ST, A3
ZEIFTE R\,

DlE, Fi7L—0B%HD 7 L — 20 &%t
RS LT & 7228, RICZDHIZ 7 - 72 Min-
sky [19] D7 L — i@z gt L Ta k).
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2.3 Minsky @7 L—LDES

7L —LERRDO 7L —LADERICHKT S L,
Minsky [19, p. 212] DE#IZ D 5 2 L EMET, X
DEIRDBDTH-

(11) Here is the essence of theory: When one en-
counters a new situation (or makes substan-
tial change in one’s view of the present prob-
lem) one selects from memory a substantial
structure called a frame. This is a remem-
bered framework to be adapted to fit reality by
changing details as necessary.

A frame is a data structure for representing

a stereotyped situation, like being in a certain

kind of living room or going to a child’s birth-

day party. Attached to each frame are several

kinds of information. Some of this information

is about how to use the frame. Some is about

what one can expect to happen next. Some is

about what to do if these expectations are not
confirmed.

We can think of a frame as a network of

nodes and relations. The “top levels” of a

frame are fixed, and represent things that are

always true about the supposed situation. The

lower levels have many terminals — “slots”

that must be filled by specific instances of

data. Each terminal can specify conditions its

assignments must meet. (These assignments

themselves are usually smaller “sub-frames.”)

Simple conditions are specificed by markers

that might require a terminal assignment to

be a person, an object of sufficient value, or a

pointer to a sub-frame of a certain type. More

complex conditions ca specify relations among
the things assinged to several terminals.

Minsky D3 Fillmore, Petruck OE# & D
HA S D21 gﬁﬁiﬂﬁf% 32, ZNTHREI VDT
TR, B2, (11) Ich 3 EEIE, FERNICE

ﬁwﬂﬁmoﬁﬂ%ﬁ&Tuétwvﬁot,m
BOB, BHE, ISAERETIHOTIREL.
FBE, ZHUCIERFTL RIS H 5.

ErE LTid, 71 —20ass o L
ST H Y, GBI ROVEEL (B A (I )
ZRMbHVEWINTH S, Zomid, HEE, B
[29] 3EF L 7208 TH 5.

WRETE LTI, Fric T7 L —af0#E) ([18,3]) I
HL RO 2ROMENS %

(12) ANBHME 31 St D RE:
=D T L — LI ENE T OEHRIUND &1
LREROPEHET MRS T

7 ZDEIE, BlZIE Sowa [25] THEFTHI N TS

Bk, 7L—LDRENCOKS D H
ETER

DF D, 7L —AMROBBEAENREE L, K

VZFLB D FEBRN AR TR RRT & 2 %, 2 ORE% R
MY B2, 7L —aDEAZBERN, BANHEA
0%, ZOEEST, HKEZBRLL %055
ALTOBELNH S,

Z DORE% FOCAL %, (FrameNet & [@ U /5t
EROC)BH®W 7L —o%HEL, REA—HT
52 LTCRELIDY, Zn—EBEDH 200D TR
&<,ﬁ&p%®*m?%Lb B 22 P 1%
o TP DIREDE B 2E\0,

DIFTiE, MEhok) RiERZEE 2, k7
L — 2L D&% Minsky DIL4% DEEZ G0 T
THETT B L Z2ikA B,

3 BERI7L—LOERWEIOAR

31 FL—L@BEEVWSHIZDOEA

FIROIZ, 7L —2OMEBFEMETIZ %
WHHEZ BE T 2 & TH 2 2 L0 2 WIS
270z, 7L—LEE (frame structure) & \»
IR ZEAT S,

(13) a. X237L—LTH2 LW, X BTL—
L& (frame structure) # 4> 2 & T
b5

b. XB7L—LEEZHDEIF, (X DI
X b5 ORXFIZTHEICT D) 5 EDRER
1&& (internal structure) 2622 & T
H>3

(14) a. X o7 L —aHiE F(X) IZEEICIEH
ER#EIE (external structure) (~ BIEIE
#R (enviromental information)) ¥ &
E3~4 AV
b. F(X) &, XDREL7L—LITHDA
Fnkh, o7 —aBEEET 52
LT, RE Nz,
c. 7LV—LDIRIFHERICEID, 1ZEA
8 o DRRAZ, £/ LOFERSEEEB—MILL
BHRELThH S,

%) Z 43 Minsky DEFET “7 L — A DA (terminals) i
THZ7 L — 24 (sub-frames) 38ir 2 ) 2”7 L Ebh
Tw3DL, YHEMICIZFRIL 2 L Z2BIEL T 228, i
DD ExFoTw3, hld THEAR7 L — L0 iBE
DEREZIY ALy &0 HRT7 L — 5 ORER%Z BT
5. ZOWMYIAARDEMEE T BRE—EE2ES LS,
He 2R THloHb = BHREEZ Lo, LwIIBT
KT ELE2EZTVS,
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ERO N0, EEEISEISZ LD
TlE %\

d. 7V —2DINROFEMEEREL, Zhk
ORI KT B 2 & T, BhERAY 2 A
TEDFRASTIRE & 72 B

7 L—LOHRERIE, (A) OBE& %2 BN - T §4.2
TRELCHAT 2 2 LIz 228, HHUCHRRO A
D—2% Bl 225 L, XD K H Ik 5.

(15) a. &/ X 382U oq, 00, ... T LIZ
7% “Blbn” (facets) Xoy, Xy, ... %
H.

b. 3L, Rt o; ZEHE7L—4 F O
TIER7LE, X7 L —L T LICEL
W FL.R; BT 5 vy ET
KEoOTon3

¢ X 7V —L2DHRIE X BBlbh s F O
XA 2RI L 72 L ovic (Brabo §4.2
D (R ICBELTEAED0IC) BT 3

32 EBEKRIZL—LOBHRE

DX BRIEEDTT, fulZ FOCAL OWFFEx4S
ELTOREW®R7 L—2D&%E, XD (16) DL
CHET T2 2 L RIBET %!

(16) a. FA7= 232 1 ¥ TD FOCAL B 3CH
T (EK) 7L — L LA TE NSRRI,
BHREOEMEUVUTORRE (ZFOHD) T
HhH

b. KR o & FEHH (activities), T5H
(acts), 1TEh (behaviors =~ actions), =
& (events) DL RILTOD 7 L—LEE
(frame structure) T,

c. o BERTHDIX, ((flH), (%), (fi
DIDIT), (E9T3)) DX RBENE
BEMREZLET 27— LETH D

d. =2 L, Tk cHE, {(f2), (]
Z2), (D 7Dic), (£9F2) )0 k)
RIEN 22 H % TR A% E] (semantic roles)
LT

RDOZEIFHRFAL TEBLTH L WESS:

(17) R DB 1) OFEBZH/ET S 7 L —LIEBE
(83.1 °#&d) ZHD I LIBBRALKRI ETRE
WOT, RRZETL—LBETHIEERT
32ElR, TRICEBRNBARZDD.

72720, (13) DEFED T T, XDB7L—LTh
228, BB X7V —LREENH B Z LI,
Fellze 2 ETldZew L, EEE, EEIL Db
EM7L—LEERL O EICR B, IR,

(18) MR X BT L—LTHDERHIITBZ &
¥, ThETELHPNBERZ BB,

DD, ALMNE®R7ZL—LTHE LWV T LI,
R oFHTH 2w, Ev) (KRK7 L —LEK
IS ESOTIHENELSRW) 2 LETH 5.
3.3 REHNGIREE?

(16) DEFDEHIZ I D D DIFTE B BIRIA IS
M. 2D BbEOPIZELRKERNTH S, Hil
ZIUZ,

(19) a {8, F & W), ...} RED, b
W % B RERNIE () O 7 L —LHFET
HY, BRIk > TIFEHREETT S

H5b.
b. {E#W, AM, ...} (H) o7 L — L%
FTHY, BRI K> TFERKEHE T

5dH 5.

CNMZURIETH 20 ) 2 iE, SHROE
ICRNREZLIZT 5,
34 ZL—LBEICEATIHOLDIER

(13) DEFKD T TIF, FOCAL B3I FTHEL
TELER7 L —LDERIIE®REZ LSV, (16)
BZIUHS TRODIFLVEHRTH 5.

COBICEIC R 2D L A

(20) a. A7 L — LM E D 72\
b. 7L — 2 EEDHRERIZIEALLD

n?
c. 7V =GO E X EAR
H DD?
twHZEThHB,

HELDIE, ROKNTH5S:

(21) a X ICERT S “BbLHhowdze”Hh
(FUHDS) X D7 L—LIBEDERE
REEWSDIFTREW

b. 7L —aiZiddE, EFICE  DEHRD
INBFEZINTWBEE, ZHIEDIZZ LW
NEL a2 7 L —LDHREINESE
2, —EDFEKMEDT T “BREBHR 252
b o fERTH D,

. TNMEFTFM7L—bD 7L —0~D



4 (K) BRI 7L —2D%y L7 =7

7

MOIAA ] EV) XD 7L —L00F
DTHBE) OBRLLERAETRETH 3,

d. EfiAF—=DBdr 652 6 Tni
HIF TR T, HOIFFEMN ORI ZE
TL—=LBNFINFIZHEZ 5N TWiT
b, ZNBRFIHBLIH, HES
NTHEHMEL XY V=B TEHD o7
LEZDLRETH D,

e. D%D, 7L—L20REDNEE, %
OREDOMEE L TRABRETH B,

f. 7L —2DRE, RIZEIT 3 AR
BEICO>NTRT 3,

FEE, (21) IEL £ &4, Minsky [19, 20]
D7 L—25 80 BEE & ZEAT 2 BORKDOH
BT % o 7 TREGHEE, FRkHHE o RILDRRIZ,
Z DML D Y — v ZEET 5, L) MEER
WL TWwa3,

CORIEEEZDOT, (K) L)l zdlic b
JC, b LEEIICERL £ 9.

4 (&) IBIHETZTIL—LORY k
79—

41 ZL—LIBEZEBICEERT IVEML

(13) DFEIC KL, BlZIEARS 7L —LfEit%
Loy, (14) IKHRLZEI I, AD7L—24
WiEx, &< ETORONEMGE LH1FRE L v &
Iz, BREZLDOTRIFIUE RS R\,
HRWICIZ, KO 7L — MG, RoE/ EL
THEE, &2 VIERBOES (eg., (IB03H2), (H
BPH2)) D& BERLEEZRETS2HDT
HoT, ZOME (eg, (MOXLIC% 2 ) PHAL
5t (e.g., (fEEDC2), (HIRE N 2)) 2RET 5
bDTIERV, INGIEALE BRI NEEENEIN
2RV, TR0 G = “BRE” ICREL, A
D7 L—LBEICIEBIRVEEZLZLELD .
ZIEZRwE, (13) DERE T B2\,
411 READFRHEELZEDTIEERL
(B>5LIck2), (fEFE02), (HikENns)
DX BREPAAERD 7 L — ol (= (K) 7
L—L) IZIEEENRVEVIDIE, (KR) 7L—A4
DEBNPRD R0 En) ZETREARLT, 296
LRETIERVDLLTH S,
—MIAEREORR X D7 L —20%, XIZHT 3,
HHEHOWBLEREZEHT 222y FELTEZL
2 DIF — fED BRI IZTRE T, okl
BT BT 7208 — FEBRICIE BRI Tl 7%

WL, BZ5 A OFEFIC A>T,
FEEE, NEBRERE ISR T 2 1 & AT BT 5
HWR, >FDBREGHREXAL 2w ed T7L—
L[, ([18,3]) & v ) By REO LD —
OTh L. WEBRIHENTRIFINERST, HEE
BREICULERE—HoOREBBTShizADR LW,
CHUFHIC TAN R RTE T 2 v, R E RN
RIETHEMNT 2 &) R, MNOEHRLEE D 5
tEcd b, AFEROM DS D72 L X HEH
5.
—MLLTE I &, B/BEOT7L—LEEET
BELRDEFTHEIIENRETHS. B0 iFE
J OREBBETIZ RS, ABBEICRkDOoNDIRE
EhroThs, "RIHEE/EP D) LWVIHTE
WISHEDT (R) R0 —E722%, ZHUIARLEw)
FIEDIHBIEIRTH 5. SEBHEHRUIEEARNZEHC <
Wi, Ziulk, EBTERR & SRR XL e
&, 7V —LAEPFERINS,
412 HWEPBEENBEEDBROEAD
T, (BoXLIc%%), (fEEPV2), (RS
N3) DI HROFHIZ, EDk) B TIGHS
NEXNERDON? ZDEZIZ (K) 7L —osz28)p
2T 2DTIERL, “K ERBRINDG DD x 3
% BRI (B B IZBIHD) 09, 00, ... T EICHEL B
BRAE o1, op.r ZEHT 2 (r 138E (role) %
HT), B BDOEDD r IZABET 5 lifE 0.0,
2.0, ... b D LWwIHERE, x ONEHEE L 3
DEFL, D DIRTICER T IT I VEVR) ZET
bH5.
BEDIRLICAR DS, (KR) 7L —LICRDEHSE
#Hoy.r, oo ZED T, ZHUXTTIC (183) DE
FITIFAL Tz,

42 (F*)7L—L0 "R & TR,

(R) IKBRT 2 7 L — oo k2K 11
AT, ZORNE 852 THREICT B X 2 1ISES> T
W5,

DO A D WG, 2% (13) DEHRDIIT
(RYy 7L —21ThHbhH, K1DZNDANADHITIZ
(K) 7V —L0iMEETH 2.

DO & (&) %, F2,F3,F7,F8 TEDE D, F2.({E
i), F3.(HRRYD), F7.(WEhh), F8.(A*) &) H
RLEREE, Thbb “Blbh b0 ZoH
T, F8.(A*) »8 (K) otk Ttd 2z Lilbi
2, THEREIT B 7201 IS LTS ©hnE

1072721, ZOBED B, 13X 77 —Th5.



4 (K) BRI 7L —2D%y L7 =7

D1: <4fE> 55

D2: <iH3%>fRis

1 (&) 7 L— LR & S

THA 9.
4.2.1 Langacker @ “Domain Matrix" & D3EL
RiRRY 2 587273, B 113 Langacker [16] O F
) fEIEK~ kY v U X (Domain Matrix: DM) & 5
LA ORERREL TW2 L2 55 H0,
UL DFAE & 72> TV B REIF R 5, BT,
Langacker 13 fifZ Hifz & L < DM ZFREL T3
DHEWREIZ L T aWw?, HiZ, 4k DM % €
) DA XA =P ICHEK IO Tw3, ZhICL
DR ET 2 KL, Rz Mk Lo HAL & &
Z, ZAUTR L THIMWICER S L2 BHWAE D
HEMEA2WEHFH T2, LFKC, €/ 29RO B %
SWed 5% TR (conceptual hierarchy) 1
WO 6T EzmidTs. ZnickD,
WordNet [4] ° HAFEFEFE AR [27] % £ DBERD
SHEAR L OBEAEE BENT 2.

b9 —DDEW X, Langacker (& DM 25k
SN MR FEHZ BT wDIc L, fAole
LTI 7 L— LA HAS-A, IS-A BIfR%Z /L T3
FELETAHEIRICHE LI BRT7L—LDFRY
b7 — 7 REEDFBLT 2 JHINTH 5 & HIRIICHE
T3, LWwIRICH 5,
422 “BH" LB T7L—LOEER
MORLE%2, K1IhsE%KEry b7 —IH#E
WekE (R) 7L —L L ERDIE (13) DEHEZ

D) % [16, Figure 2, p. 5] 3 knife ®fl% EF T3,
12) B\ TE 9 %4 5, Byl (scenes) DSHLTH 5 F .

JANBIRY, ERICFET 5 A IEMRHELETH

D, HEEEOELDY O RN RREEL»FEET 20 %
BiC7zizid, 2D &5 B F VI TREZR R D bk
FIDLEFLWEEbLNS,

WY FHRE I 02y, ML, K1 ICdh B Rk
v by =Gl E (AY) 7L -2 0kE
(projection) L THE->TEI ),

7 L—LE[18,3] 1X, RAZEZSE, 71—
LOEF DR LEFHHAEZFET 2 L VI ETDH
5, INEEEEICGRA VT TN $52 8
AHRETH A 9 A3, M, BFOHPHZ THE, L
MGk, ¥22L13TE 5,

7 L — L DEFEDRHOT 551, DUFTEEL
(LB EITT 3,

43 T L—LIBEDREREN

AGRIE (BERZELC) THRE) 72 — B
LTiE, ZNDFEE DRI D#EHD B Lid
B, ZOFEFEEFEDLZVLIIEFEIVRVE b
3. L9k, ED THEEE, PHFRONEE I Sk
ENTLTHAREETIZZ WL, 2 DM I
FHOBICHAZONS ETIE, ZRUIEFE LW
ZETHB, MM TI7L—LERETE, LI Ry
77 —%HoTCEEBIELTVE I LR, ZDMT
H219,

13) Minsky [21] @ T0#:4y) OB&IZT b OfEde & 1350
DHFET7 L — LRI T 2 HikE R L Tw3 &
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9

DIFTi (R) 7V — 2082 HlICLT, 2D
REDLFELIHHAL LS.

431 FEIcE>TOFR

(R) DIE D VI FETH 20 I1CBIT 2 Ak,
(@) T RATIZHHS2IES L, b)BZ5L K
ANDHWIZTH, MRES, WERR, BHCEH,
NS PUND—BANTIZ, Do TEOLED S
N3E29H, 22T () DBEICEL T L Fig
M2 BREMATHRES.

%< D FDffkic &> T, (A) DRLIDFEER
i (]aR) LDRONTH-EHEZDLDIE, Zh
EERMRAE LTI RY, (AR IFRADH A
AT () obzEpl, Hr0Ex“TabsyA4 77
TlkAVINRE, T E > TIEZ S Tlakenld,

AR E T, (THHRIE), (KL ADR) &
VI, EAIZEST(AR) BboTws bz
TRIEE D 2% b > T3, ZoWHEIz, XF
DD X BUNNIHKEARICHET 20k
Va9 T S A7 LT B,

W, B2 6 T (IRA) I (FifsfEg), (K
SEE) D0 B En) T ERAMS R — Akl L
bR EADS TRICIIEBIREE VS, v
IEBL (BDVIFZOERERZAG) ZAHL T
20 LFALERT, (BARICEESVD) L3S 7%
WL, 295 Z258Bbkw, EE, BA (GEEo)
NEYICBILTE I &, (fEb#H) & (GBEYT) Bz
EREED) XA ST WHTEETED SR S
I, RO ERERIEo - EBoTwENnEH M
D6 0D, WA AR & LT, FEEDY (B
A ZHEEAD (B () 58) DYIRAL (reification)
REEZTOLMHEETSH 5.

KRS (HEDPDMEST2E ) TH D) L) AHFEY,
ANTHE L Coflifiig, —EDERICET S T,
FHUCIFHB IR T VWAL TRkt Bbhn
3, ZHIIFHCEAREZ ETIRE L,

COEFEYIOMI X DS 2 ICEE M X, B
ZH{AA4TFICLTWwBE, BRIA, BEIAN
THERIC(Ho TR s (FEFv) DML
LTHT Y —LENTWLBEDTIERBES ) H?
ZoGE, WAFTHICE > TE CELADE) T
Hb, ZHEFESCFEL EV) DT TRV,

IIBbNBY, BHWZLB LI D HELLLTD
HEm b Sk Iclbhns,

M) BT 2 EEL L 0—oIF, FHtEARATIRS
OryATNEED IS, LI ETHD. NI
FIZHHIR—2D (D D FEERIAD LI RbD 2R D%
V) 7' by A TERICIZENRIEE B> T 508, 58
EIREE I TL B EIZEbk,

F8 & (A*) ATV INFICL 5 L bifwEE
Z6N5,

IR L, MBRADEKRLZER L TWEHD
OMERZIE, B 1T ICTBONARINTICEE 2 \0IF
FERTEMZ 2y b7 =27 2R L T2, [
X, ZOEIZVPIZLTEL 52D, THD
432 KARRE>TOD (F) 7L—L # FHIC

EOTD () 7L—A4A

TR 2 5% & RADAICEI§ 2 A%k &
DHWEITIE, KRELRECHDH S EEZ T, K
FH ORI HUZBEIISE S 1$0 D TR, BHNIZH
HEoTOIHHMENH 2 L, EEICHENISES TV
5 LBEZLHD, dEEBES. BIZIE, AR
AR TH 2 LB TIVBEEBE- L H 21D
b 6T, ZUBRADOEKD T A 7 Tldx
WEWIREREE, HNEELEEZEZ R VE, HFEL
T E 20,

CHEHHL L TE) &, (R) 7L =20, AL
W EN 5 0N RICBET 2 BARRRER D 2, Z4UcBd
TRAGRDPEART 2ICONTHEL, BALLE WL
I EBIRICHEL CTHib AL ERbSE, ZoBIcE
U 2 DHAGRDFERKD 2 & %2, TAZEEHICEE &
ATV 5,

ZOEMHIE LT, FAIR T OOHT, (%) 2
oIS I N, BRI N, ZORELELT
K1icdhd &)k (R) oMz %y b7 — 27 Fhk
DL 2 &) HRENE 2 RIR L 7219,

433 HIFHOIRPIREMZRIIT 2 EE

DL EDEENSHE DS 2 E1E TRERZIAE
TREZEGEZ L TWIRERH L W) ETH
3, R ki, McESs e Y — PR
RS, MASNTHRE 22 7-D1213,
—EDFHDBET 2133 TH 210,

REERDERIC X > THERDSRE T 2 L5121%, K
HHUCS > Tl b2, —DIIBEHAEIERS
ndic, ENEZZEATHY, bH 0l B
HEHZERL, BEELDLOICHEBRIN3BETH
3, Wiz BT, s Ol % X

D) Wt OWD b i 1 LEEDO AV LI IE->TE
Ew T L0, IADEE E WA TV B ANR R R G
(metaphorical mapping; Lakoff and Johnson [13, 14])
TR, WEOBRIEMETIE AL, A%z
TILEFTERVY, HRETOMANZARICHES
TH, B L REBHIE—Th DI, 1ZFTE LA R
v,

10) Z o i#o—#13, &% 5 < Hintzman [10, 11] %
PRLIEE 7V (multiple-trace memory model) VRS
5 &) B RIS 9.



4 (K) BRI 7L —2D%y L7 =7 10
MTE2 LA, »OBETH S, 434 BIRERR (BFEETHILEIIC) KiNE

ERAER O H Z LA DEIGHT ) AR b
Rd L, ARG OB 2S5 3 B R AR I
Z5EEZLOMNMEYITHS ). ThiFFE DA
7 DDA T, 2T LYo
BCDREZDY A TDHERDEACEL 5 &5 2
ZOWHEIE LI L THB,

D EDOBEENTBT 22 L1E, LTOMEY TH5:

(23) a. FHEHTE > TOR () LRAICES
TOAR (K)) IHEMICEERD 9 5L,
HIc®r-oTw2 EEZI5N 219

b. ZhuE, THBALED LS (eg.,
BRZSAICRAZFHEATHS ) LK
ADIR ERD BLH (eg., "B/ Z
)RR LS TH D

c. b bt oBLE, WAL e.g.,
FHEOHNEE ) I k> Th, BEos
1t (e.g., A & DERDZEAL) 12 & -
THE?

bo L HHEELKIL, RTH5:

(24) RAICESTD (K) OFE=IF, FHice
Th (X)) OBED (R3~LK) BALHE
ROEULTRBEISNBIRETHS

SR AGR DL ATRENE 2 PRGE§ 2 HE L & T H
D, FEROFEARGLEDI7 L —LTH B0 E 9 il
WL THALY 2HETH 5.
ZDFMEWRE S E B TEIFAVITIE R, FADS
RET 2D, XRDEL) BRREDTT, RILEVH
RS 2 M U ARk O Lz il 5 &)
HEICRASL I ETH %!

(25) #BARD X9 b D E DD A TV B
BN —ZDFFETIERVIZLS — KADS
IR EEATVRBE ) LD FEATVS
BIRICEL D IAE N T B 08 H B

CNDEBRT 2 2 LR L THARTIE R,

17) Piaget [23] Hiic 5 5 5 1E, H—DF A TIIHREL T
DHGEEDFAY (assimilation) TH D, FH 0¥ A 7FHCD
DR (accommodation) TH 5.

) ZnidbbbA, EBRICE>THRIETRERHTH 3.

)z 2T IR, RWSHEFCERS NS TOMIA
TSR [15] L 4T LHEL Tldiw,

#BTHd
Doz, ZEEr—HL7zbDIZT 570l
FERD X 5 ITARF A LTz

(26) BERTEIL - #AS OIRDLESENE DR
(RATHNTHTHN) & bEE 2RI E
W HDEBELCHEEL, ZUBIT 5 AR
T, Z DR SERT S

TIN5 HRIZKRD Z LRSS 5

(27) BAE D H W Thl 213 [KR] 1I2BT 2
HERD R 201, RADBTHOFEL Tw»
VIR TR O AN S b o BIRE [A]
EMFIENZNREMDAEALZHRTH %

72, TORMFEICEIRoTT e —F Lkswnn
D%, WL THHTIE R,
435 HBOLEZENTZ7O0—-FOLEN
HERDIEHE % 75 2 X HARICER S % & v ) R
BRI T 5121, FIIBERERICHT 24
RBILVEZ (ecological psychology) 7 7O—FH
RTARTHBD L E25, ZDRIE, B2 13 Reed [26,
pp- 297-98] DX D ERICEICHE 1 b 215 TH
HINTw3:

(28) Tt HHEE DR & v ) % gk 2 —
DDOHIE, FERFEHEPEHRFEIMES) TV
7 )L 72 X material civilizationy D& 5 H
K352 ETHB, [..] DEYES HEAEFON
BIZOWTHAZBVIARZIETCED, 29 L1
T % EIEICARH L & 9 & § % [Braudel [2]
ORI AL EFE/BROBEHES Y, [..]
COMMEDEMWEEZ RTINS H 5. BHADL
HEEL, THoA T ) —HROWE L FI
Wz 2o nBELERCTEL, 07—~ 2%
TZ2LEEHEDIZLA LR, BROWEIN—T
AT MO OFEZ 2 OB ED B
BERZEEAMRENLZEREL TS [L..].
208, L] il (NEER <) 2o bl b b 2 5
DEEEZY R, L] RTYTZIEXRHEWS
EZHETICH> TRBAMIC, HhTFTYV—TFEIEH
ZEMHIMEAICTRICIDOD (ZDDBFA—TFITH
3, ZNRBRSNBWVWRER, O3 EE
IKfEZD...) EVWSZLERBHZTEICRDN
3. NERFBEMICEMUYELTOBROME
EWS&hb, BEDRRTICEITZH3EYWD
FPIA—FTVADHE (KL, 27 74—4
VADEEEZEI DD I-HDEFRHRBDEE) I
BELI-CE&THB.  [26, pp. 297-98, EEHE DK
TFTOHEH]
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AICBHLTE ) o lE, 20h TEARBICES
g TEAZBICHEL) TEARBND-OIffib
N2 EWVIHMEkE, 2 ThRsNTWwEHE
AEOREDHTIRESTL B2 THY, W3
AP DJEEE Tz 72w, 2 s oMl A —RI I
BHEORELTO 7L —L Lt WIHTBTIHBRTEZ 2D
IHED DS, ZNTHEY 5 2 L IZBIEDHR 4 ICF
HEh, FEIN2LDTH 3 L) HHESOH)
7B iz kL T3 L, EEE, ko
REUIBPEMER L O RIZBRE L 72037012, i
BORBICIIWEDSESTLESDTH S,

FOCAL 3BHE TR EZ FX MO REEE BT
TIEWL7e\ngs, ERRLEZDEEIR IR - 72 ARG
OFtREHIBELTE D, ZOoREKCTERBLIEYN:
MR OMELED—HEH I PHAL L ZZ 20
FE BV,

5 ZL—LBEEROIHORE

7 L —LREER KR T 5 720 DO 7 KO R
ZWIHEC 2. ZOBE, “ODRENRHD I LI L
ZIERL, BOB®, §5.1, §5.2 TitMiE T 2.
%8, 1T IXKE 2 IZfE> T %,

51 BiE1

X 2 12Xk 1 o B 2R T

X1 Tix 7L —24 F G O %EE F* = {FC1,
EC2,...},G" = {GCLGC2,...} BV > /D5
N ELTHEbOTW S, SRR TR
23, EHTH 2. F, G OHEBUEIZEYIE (Layer
of Individuals) ICH 2N R x,y,z TH 5. #ix?
7LV =4 F G-z itA LT kv,

ML 1 13 Sowa D#EZY 5 7 (conceptual
graphs) [25] & AN D 5

B 113 Minsky [19] D7 L — A D%EE (11) %
ZN DI X TH 208, HEREOMBETH
%. Bz, Minsky BOEZETIE, {FCl, G.C2,

20) Lakoff [12] X, £9%® 56 hol & 2 HEERANEMY
(interative properties) & WA T 2% 5 L\was, IEL %9
R TR 9 T ERIEL WHIORSEME TR L,
REGAFTY S v, HEE, I U AD 1T Gibson D
77 A= ADMH[9] %, % DEEHTLEIMEAZ BT
12, & %\ IRRIEERGR [1] ~OREHIRFERICAE LT
WEDTHS, MAFHINR x &, x BWEET 2850
BRI ORI LIS TREZ LA TEA TS
DL ) 0? RO FEMEME 2R CHHET 2001, &
k&GO I AEY DML DI L > TREL 3o 7
WHZE- o T2 D159 Hh? FAK% I LT, Lakoff
(G TIERRA /RO S 2 JERICIRE L, 2 DK
TIRE) FEfRE LT Fofikz, 4& (O 2FkE
LTot F OfF IR LRSI ETVS Lw I KT,
Chomsky & 13D KT Descartes DRE LD TH %,

Diagram Type 1

[2: Layer of "Frames”

=¢

L1: Layer of “Individuals”

F, G: Frames
C1, C2, ...: Components of a Frame
X, ¥, Z, «..: Instances of Frame Components

2 ZTO07L—LEEDRE

.. i3y ORY (attributes) L AR5, 72,
ZOREETIE, ik x, y,z D7 L —LHEEELRS
DTIEHRL, ZNS6D0BLNLIRIE G 2ICE
#FL, 2O ICHBMNIC x, y, z DEEZED TV
%, MloRfGETUE, S={FG,...} 3MRN%
FEETH LD, TNSZEDARBEEEZESER
ELTWS. 2%, 7L —afEzZ@HIE, S
DHGEITFR> T2 EHF R,

i1 TIEY v 71T RV EDIF S 2 L ORI
HHTH 2 & LT, FRCRTEIZ L 2007228, Zh
ZMEICT 2L HHHETH D, »OEETH S,
RITRGBIE 2 132 DRz EICT 25D TH 5,
52 BEE2

M3k 2 O BARHI 2 3127579, 1, h1d IS-A, HAS-
ABRERDLT. K11, KE2IE->Tw3,

COMETIE F G OREREFE FY, G* I3
#JE (Layer of Components) & 9 H[EJEICH 5
2=y FThB. F,G OEBEIZMEEEIZH 2
¥ x,y,z Cobsb. 7V—LEIIHDLL=y L
FREICH 2 2=y Fix HAS-A Y v 7 (h) THilE
n, hHEIcH 1=y F EEFEICHE 2=y |
X IS-A Y v 7 (i) THE XIS,

ML 2 1B L T, X X9 BHFIsBRR 5 3:

(29) Xk 2 ~oFlFy
A:FEGodiiEcr=y F2LET 2L
&, EGRlREIzEoL~ 17 —4H
DEFEBRSBRITNIE RS W (X3 T
I H BRIRENTLAY),
B : EHREOME I N 525, BHEE
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Diagram Type 2

L[2: Layer of "Frames”

PME

W

:'

'i
@

M: Layet; of ” C mponents

1
i

Vo
®®®

L1: Layer of “Individuals”

3 ZTODT7L—LEBEDRE 2

D=y s DEFYHIZ—DZITTH 2

X# 2 13 Quillian [24] 23#ME L 2 EBER Y b
7—% (semantic networks) 12 F, G @ & 9 Z#(F
TIZ X 2L ORRZEML 72b D E AT 2
LascE 2,

2D &) nEME 7 L — LREE DR EN DY
72 e ReiE, M3 % Minsky o 7 L — A~ il
MERELTVE EMRT 2L TE 22,

53 ZFMEBOEAICELDIEE 2 DML

RHEEEATSILET, KiE22K4cH 5 X
L 2 2 03T E %!

MREZEEDO L=y + F*, G* LfkED 1=y
b x,y, z 3% (Layer of Features) ® 1= v
f1,£2,... 2HH L THEbZ W,

FlED =y MIFEERBLI N, 2o, fEikE
D=y MIEHAIND L) “HOWEZHOD
T, fEEO 2=y F ORI L Rk 5,

5.4 EE

Mg Az b oTh 317 L, FOCAL Tk
DLDSHGRD MR L D BRI AR W I S ZE e &5 %2 3 U
T3 2 EZ2UMECHIMEIC L Tw B HT, EEZ
FOEHLE TE0K,) ZFA3 I E3EETH 2
tEbNG,

Z oM TR EDBIEIEIRER I TV A,
2m$Wh\Bﬁ%iL , HAS-A, IS-A V) v 7 O ANZ 457
VL AN,

Diagram Type 3

[2: Tayer of "Frames

23

[
/ M: Werof Componer

LO: Layer of “Features”

X4 %2 OFML

6 HDHIC
Z DRCTEL I,

(30) a. W7 L —LOMA%HED JCLAS T
DUPFEE [29] DNE LT 5 L9
WCHET L 7

b. KD 7 L — Lk 2 WIHEIC L 72

c. ZHUT K- T7 L —2REE L EER DM
LD CTH 5 Z & 2R L &

d. HEHEOZ M LERE, 20 THED
JEIE ) Z RIS 23 D TH % % i
L7

e. HIEkMEE o Gk 1 A BB L B# (Bcologi-
cal Psychology) ® 7 7'a —F % (#%7
IZTH) AT 20TENH 25 L2

L7
f. 7LV—2EEEXRT 572D DX k%
L7
SE Xk

[1] J. Barwise and J. Perry. Situations and Attitudes.
MIT Press, 1983. [FaR: TR L RERE, . HEEIZ
7> (GR). EEENE].

[2] E. Braudel. The Structure of Daily Life. New York:
Haper Collins, 1981. [#{iR: TH&EMEOKEL (F 1
HEN). 25 TEE.]

[3] D. Dennett. Cognitive wheels: The frame prob-
lem of AL In M. Borden, editor, The Philosophy of
Artificial Intelligence, pp. 147-170. Oxford Univer-
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