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NXTOZANDRERDODRBRT S EZ2FTEYH, TNzE
BEXNRDFERZEFICER T S
%32 (Goldberg 1995, 2006) DE L DIE
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NETDORENS DRIE

 F ORBXNEMRNZF v,y ORI ZADEHDEHLE (v, v)

[C K > TTFRIFTEE (FDFER)

T sl s A T (T

o VDEMSIEII Uz F1, 2 ADEIRINA 7 X (FARDHER)

Fl: “x Dz [Cy Z2 V” & M1: [x CAUSE z TO EXPERIENCE y]

o F:“x Dy % zICcV” & M2: [ x CAUSE y TOMOVE TO z ]
DRERICEE U T F1, F2 OXIR/\NA 7 X CKHDFHZR)




INETOFEKRNS DRIE

ZEDERKRE =By 1 T+EKREE) X, XDOLAX]LD
(FBEXH) ERDETEICKESBHNT 5
Bh5E V OBROREBERRLIE, BER>TWSAF (EKZ5
< fTHNER JoaaTL\%%aﬂ) DHEDEDICDWT(EREE, MBiE
NIC) BERENEZ SNGWED, AIEEICR 5740
RN ZHF > CEXROBENHHIRIERIE, RIALNILDOE
Kz fFsbLTWS
F B e N BB e e N D A e
MNSIIZ U IR/ 7 ADFEICK D RE
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NETDORENS DRIE

0

o X C =< F, IEEB=RIERR M> [FIRRDBE D Hifi{b
T, BERERINORTIM OMICcHELRED /Y —> M* HiH
FEICHD, TNHF,MONLDIFZHTLTWVWSEEE
ABDWNEN D B

o maaa/\Y — F ICHIHI S NI-FERERT F* H S BEBREL/N

5 —> M* ICHI S NIEEKREE/NY —> M ADXILD S
FCKESNTVLWNIE, BXIRIZBAICERATE S
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F, F* MY, M DER

1: BERIFRITIEWVWZE

12: IR HHIC/IEVNE

13: BRI ANE W ZE RIS

Lexical Type Patterns BT fe
Fl: NP {i3,h} NP IC J
NP E v spples 1o licenses i
compete \ - et St mapped to
L L, F2:NP{l&H}NP %
corione T NP IC V
te T T e licenses %
i F3: NP {i3,5') NP T \‘ \
— NP % V Frl: [RZ] 3 [R] I F+2: [ %% ] I [ #4401 F*3: [ & ] 13 [MEW ]
[MEW] Z [ BT ] K [MEW] Z [ BT ] Z[#]IC[BFR]
:;rr::lz"i Semantic Type Patterns 2applies to
applies to ks
M*1: [+human] wadi / s
> [+human] ‘: [+|‘hil‘lg] E \'4 mapped to mapped to
licenses
combere > M*2: [+human] H [+thing] \‘ //
E ["'place] ‘(: V }quires& licenses
compete biases
\
N\ p / \/
- M*3: [+h N 5 \\
3 [t umf:n] A M,L ’—:T-z_%'=[+humun,+c.|gent]_13 M2: U F[+human,+agent] H | | M2: B L F[+human,+agent]
weakly [+place] IC[+thing] & V EWF[+human, +patient] IC e _ h ==
i . . 15[ +place,?goal] IZ Y[ +thing] % 5[ +place,
B D Y[ +thing, +gift] & W[+thing] % BY | ic B
5 % %[+benefative] trhing rgoall k-
Lexical/Grammatical Patterns (= Goldberg's F) requires / /
. & biases = -
e = _—

Semantic Role Patterns (= Goldberg's M)




tantigfes instantiate . instantiates
instdntiates ' instantiate
N

instantiates

instantiate \ instantiate instantiate

. s
instantia fr:stanti ates instantiates




_ instantiq instantiates

instantiates instaptiates,
instantiates

.« = N, AN
instantiates \
instantiate
instantiates N\ instantiates
instantiates instuntiutes\
AN

instantiates N instantiate

instq Instantiates runm&\, \
N

nstantiates tantiates
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> T, BXNR/FERICEET 2R GEEIE

M+% TENTHES) DiF TED; BEERH?
ZEHSMCT D &
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BXEOBEEDBER

o M+ & "ENTHKSD, EXR%Z Goldberg (1995) [FHEX C =
<F, > WS IEEBENLBERICEEZ T
o 12HY, NIFXRDAEEEMZ BB UTiBED—i%L
o M+ ZENTHKDDIFEMDETHDDEIFIRL, ZNIFE
HDED HFRICEL > TR FEHRGEDEbETH->TLL
o ZNIF(EIR)7 L —L DD EIHIMEEE (distributed evocation) & LY
SHETERIED (2005) I ETEfELESNTWLS

. ETNIE, EROFEOMD BOEL, BROBOEKICE
TTEBRVEBKRERET BHTE S TCRRTENE T
XHBHORERORE) &\ > HBEHR
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EZZls ... /NEWwx .. HlTT:

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

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

b. 2/ NEWWZE fRIBIC BLVe.

(4) 72L&
a. FHRIC NEWZ BUL\ .
b. JNEWZ HfiIC BV,
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K2zl ... JwEWE B LT

(5) L&
a. REBIC NEWZ EUTL.
b. NEWZ BRIBICELU L.
(6) L&
a. 22?2@MAIC JEWE B U
b. ?/EWZ #MHRIC B L 2.
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GifeE

UEDLSBIRRIEE S > TERAT H2DH ?
looBX N DB EFEAIEANDDH?
eh, Znid A Bxer

Z DR,

ooy,

By D1

FREIERZ LY ..

FEIRRREILE DR D DDHV?
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BXDZHRMEE A

C=<F, M>7172&ULT%, CIIREICZHENLEDTIERL
Bl Z I, EZFTB DA EERBEDFAHIE (9) TlERE—
NHICHFTE D [cf. (10) TIHERBEF Y O5EHD, (11) TSRS
PR AN=EN
9) LI MHRic Kz HlT Tz
(10) |R2ZIE ENX D YT K& HIF T [of. 10) 1% ld BEic K% BT 1]
(11) K& lF FHiRlc Fadz Hlfc.
HHEBENMDIE, (9) THEKFIE, FRBEOEKRD
SROEFRAGEDMENIZDHRD K DD EWNE WD &=
EFR DR EBXDOERKIE U UIEDBEARFIEE (Croft 2003)
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BYXDZHEREIE THFE)

FEIXPTE DitH & (FEXBEN DA DR L, B ULITIHIL
ic, WAL TEIC EZEZBDNRE
ZENBEUOBRRIFEWCHIFILHS>DT, hld ChE
ICEZENTHDESIIHATERWVIRER
") ICZDDFHADNHEBFETE S Z EDNHIRIBRDENE D 1T/
EWSERIF, (RICELWELTDH) ZDKSBHEEFENARET
$HdZEDEEDRRAICIERS R
T4 > C, RIC C D' Goldberg DFIRED ZFRHIGEDIC
ELTH, ZHREDOHEEBEOLHAZHARLAEWTZ DER
9% Z &ICIFERBRRIRN R IE 7R L
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XD "'%&EF) 2EBRICT S

INTDHRIE, BORKRZEEXAIRDZERD S5IRIZICTE
FIDIEDDHHEED
Ho&—mRBICIE T8 Z, ZNHERLTWS Tai,
MEMILICTERY 5 2 EICHBDIRIEN® B

ZRAINICXIMIKEN TH S E LIS EDHREZH7?
HE55h, BREEHRD —M4E, ([JIRMICRD.
feht, ChildARYic e, Loh?

INARALIEDEREICE > TWT, PDP DEFILICEST DDIC?

NzEEEEEBDIBRWERO—ED PMA
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PNAMAD RHBICZR D TR B

ali]l

SHRERDE, Xs=w w  w, DEREK m(s) I&
O BT T m(wz)) NESE/BEEN5D
Tld7z <
I CICEF SN TLDINRIC, ERICHI2I5NMTVNS

cf. Goldberg (1995) @D Scene Encoding Hypothesis
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PNAAD THEICZE D THT) Bk

PMA DEET DEZEDEKRDESDOF U A
2w DERDER iK%Lﬁﬁw R DR SCARAL [ K - T
BEN, ZNIEEZLDOELBRDIXIRICIEDODNDELZDIEKRD

ML TDI SR )T DERELVTERSEIND
A DEKRIEE, ZNHAMERASNICERREDOREHM TS 5
5 wi DERDXXAREIE w OERREOEH®RD A F—Y 1k
ti‘%%—ﬁt
JFiE
ag wi NMERS U ICIRE K(w) OB A F =YL=k m

(K(ci) I&, wi DERD—FEBTH B
BOIDARRKIENDEREINLREZ T52E) LTW3
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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 R R+ S BIF T+
p1 i P: (13) IV, N}

p2 TOPIC (I* {V, N}

P3 SUBJ P: (%) IR* P: (I2) fV, N}
4 SUBJ P: (%) OBL [ 1V, N}

P5 SUBJ P: () OBJ2 P: (I2) INELVF P: (#) V[+transfer]
po6 SUBJ P: (7¥) OBJ2 P: (I2) OBJ w* V[+transfer]
p7 SUBJ P: (%) OBJ2 P: (I2) OBJ P: (%) HIF7=*

() IEfEE




PNAMA IN A NUTSHELL [4]

ARENEROXRIKTFEEZZDEERRT 2728, PMA

& s =wwy - w, DFFEL/)

SN

\

=z n @D /INY —>

(subpatterns) D578 % n x n OIHELFAHFIITII & U TERR

PMA 3R D H M sEt

EIR DN EREIE
LW, COXFIE®E, ERIGFIERER

BRI =2 DI EDERGEHED,
BEICIE DRE®BE) oD URE) BEZARWVWD, 8DOH

D DEDINY =2 TEE

Fauconnier-Turner D 7 L > RIEiH

U158 U

ANOYIN VAR =Y

IR ZIHE

51 CRUKEZRCT

2

35% (Fauconnier 1997) & D$8



PNAA IN A NUTSHELL [S]

s i R+ [BEAR e g BT 1=
p1 1w P: (13) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (I* {V, N}

p3 THEME P: (AY) IR* P: (??) fV, N}

p4 THEME P: (#8) EXPERIENCER [T* ACT P: (%) V[+affect]
p5 AGENT P: (AY) RECIPIENT P: (I2) INELVF P: (#) V[+benefact]
po6 AGENT P: (4¥) RECIPIENT P: (I2) THEME * V[+benefact]
p/ AGENT P: (AY) RECIPIENT P: (I2) THEME P: (%) HIF7=*

BEREEETR/INT - T EICRESND
TEICERE S NICRREEIL, BOED/\NY —2Ic K> TFHIE (e.g.,
THEME = AGENT, EXPERIENCER = RECIPIENT) 2155, KIC
FEEZI NS (e.g., GOAL = PATIENT)
—HRICIBHDICIHRDNDIEE(IFTHL, BN SAEEENEL
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PATTERN CONMPLETIONS

o —HRICHEICH B

ZOETREL, BHFSNZTREMLEL
A

HEFRICIHU T, KITERDISDFHLEEFET S
"R RIC NEWEZ .0 EEWES, ZNIFEEELE TR
ZIE RBIC/INEWZ HlTTcy EEWZHREAR
Fhh TEZiE Bl /NEWE EULR) B5 TEY) Dl TH
751 OERBFEEHBREINSLEIT
'EZZiE BIC INEWE ZU Tz 5,

B il =12 7))
BET VNEW) BBIZIE VNEWDER) BRSNS
o INLIIFIMDT/TRIR/INY —> 5T (Pattern Completions) D
—7& (cf. Hopfield Network (Hopfield 1981))
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HEI S

ECEIC(EBEREZREI NIE, ROWRHECARFIEE
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)
TaANZS
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PNAAZ{E > fcEes

sk

[1]

S e T R e
pl mi* P: (13) {V, N}

p2 TOPIC (3* {V, N}

p3 THEME P: (4%) iR P: (?7) {V, N}

p4 P: (H%) [Z* fV, N}

pS P: (H) P: (I2) INELVF P: (#) V[+transfer]
PG P: (4%) P: (I2) x* V[+transfer]
p7 P: (HY) P: (I2) P: (%) HIF7=*

s ‘ o ‘ [ x* ‘ ppa [o** ‘ INGELVFF ‘ EF* ‘ HlFf=**
p1 ®wE*  P:(13) 1V, N}

p2 TOPIC (3* fV, N}

p3 P: (/%) IR* P: (??) IV, N}

p4 P: (#%) (C* P: (%) V[+affect]
p5 P: (M) P: (1) INELNVF P: (%) V[+benefact]
p6 P: (H) P: (I2) x* V[+benefact]
p7 P: (%) P: (I2) P: (%) HlF7=*




PNAAZ{E S 2R [2]

S e e I e e e o D
pl RL* P: (13) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (&* {V, N}
pS P: () INMEL NV P: (??) {V, N}
p6 P: (4%) x=* P: (IZ)  V[+affect]
p3 P: (%) P: (%) AR P: (IZ) V[+transfer]
p4 P: () P: (%) [Z*  V[+transfer]
p7/ P: () P: (IS) P: (I2) HIF7=*

s R i e o 1 (S e e L e e e
p1 wL* P: (1) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (E* {V, N}

P P: (%) INELNF P: (??) {V, N}

P6 P: (%) E* P: (IZ,/5) V: (?7)
p3 P: (%%) P: (%) IR * P: (IZ,/5) V[+transfer]
p4 P: (7) P: (%) [ V[+transfer]
p7 P: (%) P: (%) P: (I2) b

*[+benefact]




PNAAZE > fcioah

3]

S fee T I R S ) L R e
o) > P: (1) {V, N}
p2 TOPIC (&* {V, N}
p5 AGENT  P: (%%) ;> P: (?7) {V, N}
p6 AGENT P: (43) E* P: (IZ) V[+affect]
p3 AGENT  P: (M) P: (%) vl P: (I2) V:(#&IFr)
p4 AGENT  P: (%) P: (%) s V: (5 7=)
p7 AGENT  P: (%) P: (%) P: (I2) - ek

s | Mm@ | @ | 1o | U | ' | et
p1 ma* P: (1) IV, N}
p2 TOPIC v {V, N}
p3 P: (#%) FER AR P: (?7) {V, N}
p4 P: (%) (2* P: (%) V
PS P: (59) P: (I2) U= P: (%) V: (E(F7=)
P6 P: (A) P: (I2) %*  V[+benefact]?
p7 P: (M) P: (1) P: (%) 2 el

TARGET & ADDRESSEE @ i1 5 X? RECIPIENT IS-A PATIENT & D&
IS-A |C 73 2 D




BhEA D BRI X ARARFRV 7R 5

e e g
Y INPDNPle NP VO TE A—Fd 5=k&
“% /NPHNP__ (NPIO)V” DIV OI— RT3 EKIZER S
BIEE, =ZDONPICEIFGEKREN—HT 545, EKAE
L\')E EEMERZMRE L S 5
el e Dhie
“IC/NPDXNPZ NP VVOIY1—R9g5RKE
“|Z/NPHNP__ (NPZ)V” DIV I— RT3 EKIZER S
RIEE = DDNPICEIREREN T 5705, EXZE
EWSHBEENERZIEREL S5
N5 [FEIEE (distributed evocation) D 34l



KD RW,) sRBAD = ®IC

RDZEZRDLSNDIFETHR (DFXRDEKRIR) EDQF
s —ARMb IC & > T well-formed G ERKREID/INY —> %&
W7 U,
sIEMVIC AIgE 2 BN ill-formed R /NY —V DS XF] U,
BOEDOD/I\NY—>DFH &, OFENTE (L BOH
DDBFEIEGLD "HEDF) N TE) B

NSIFBXCNR/BRIC ITEHEDE D) @ "5

BHE > 2y Ty, +737a—E & TR (cf. RECALL

& PRECISION) O > IcfgRZ2 5 & D ICED T 7%

~

5, AXENFI UG smWnWa &
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FCINDIEET

. EROHEOBEHD DI, BHREE/Y — OEELH

WA

. <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)
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Z=E| )XY —> DEER DA

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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ali]l
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ENNERIE s=wwy  w, DEKESE, REEBEORTID

JeDICRDFFH 2D o 7c ( "IBIZRIICIRERDH 5 ) 5C

IMDREEASAZIEEIT NIE Too

BEXDFET 51 EWLWOHHR

7R R E 7R LU CECAN Pl BE

Xs=wiwr - wa Dwi(i=1,2,..,n) EITTHEDEKRBIED
(FH) IB8E, MBELED RE) IBEDOHEM pi ZF8E L

TR DR

DEENIERTRp DEDEDIC/NY —VETZTT

7 51 03 D S

INHDESFEBICHKE LR WEXENRDERE & 5ok HY Al e




e gh= (5INKE)
<A BA (NICT)

AR R—EB (KERAEZEKRE)
R K| (REPARKE KEB)

CDFRKOEFETHITIUEDALR & DBERGERRIC
Z< B> TWEY
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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 SR & DR

|

BX Ry T —7 & DR
IREDBEX DESEIE Croft (2001) DEX XY N T—7 & BE
HEREW. L, BLDY VT &D%RWEE%= A=
ZbN, Ry NT—7JDEEDOESEICIFEREEEPEIR
KEBEICK>THITENEEZEZ S
7 LY R & DR
B HIRNR Z Fauconnier (1997:173) CTREE TWS K SIC T
Y REUVLTHANMI 5DIEER. £, ZDRRICEREINS
AN EEKRIL—LE ETLY R (=KX F) OFEREICH
DRADHFRELZHRIETE 2D E S DD ERE
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