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BE : AflE 7 L —2BERGmOMHAIC S LD HELFH O LD BIRN Loz 245
TBHZEREEHNET S, MED 7 L —LAERFICE W TIZ, FRERAHOEWRIZERLSH
ZHWEEE LTE2XFHE E oflAGbED SRR I NTE % (e.g., [(make, pass, ...}
examination)), AT, THRBALFIIREDO 7L —o a2l L, ZFREGFIZZO7 L —4
CEENBIRED 7 L — L HEER2THEMT & 2>, L) RERZIRET 2, )y
Wz o7z BIa it OFER. PERKE I 1T W7z examination DEBOEFRE 7L — L%
ROJADBPQMIET 5 2 b o Te, ARTORHEZRMT 5 2 & T, 1ERODHTT

39 2 LWL FHZFBTE S L) I BT TR, fETE7L—LD
BeWoT I ENTELL)IChD I ENHRGING,

F—T—K : JL—LEKH. RFAOEKRR. FERFA. J—/NA, EFHHF

1. RU&IC

—MEIIZ, spoon, car, dog, umbrella & \> > 7 BRI 22 A5 A0] & 2> DY BRI 2 0 G % =
F & I T 5 (cf. Langacker 2008: 95), L2 L., &R T b D IXPHI 22 /5721 IR
SNy, ZEOPTHRHICHEZELET S DIZERERE (event noun) EMEIEN 2, ZDHE
REAGNIEE D SIRET 2 DB E 0N, ZDRD TIER\ (e.g., argument, decision, test,
war, ...) (Uchida 2010: 411), &3 HHRE D FHL & ARl OBl 5% < DI DOH
DDOWNG E 7> T &7z (cf. Chomsky 1970, Grimshaw 1990, Taylor 1996, Lieber 2016).

A TIEFHRBAEE examination 2B, THELFIIZNEER 7 L—L2HBuE L, SR
BElE 207 L — L 2K 202 ST 5, L) K@iz BET 5. ko 7L —
LAEWER OIS E TR, HRR 2 L7 HEAH O BRI § 2 FE O SR & D
HAGbEr ST I T, AFROBMNIE EBOKHEZ b LI L 2airdd g4 O
LR ERZBEYICEIRTE L 2 L 2R T I EITH B,

ARIRD L) ITHR SN B, §2. TIE, ARMKIL T 2 HERIIFEHA TH 2 7 L — L&

O —IL, 7L —AEKHIC b &0 FEAFHDIH
TSRty . 5245 (2018), pp. 1-21



DR 2 B Rz EC, AFCOHETT 2K Z R %, §3. TRIFAEDHEZ, §4. Tlk
HEDOR 2 ZNZ B, §5. TRERKHDERIT OV TIENS, §6. 3E LD LESHED
JBYETH B,

2. EERFADERK

AEITIE 7 L — LAEWEROBEI D W TR AFRTONTNR LT 2 HEEAFH O L
ZOPATOWTIER S, §2.1 TEARFEIMRILT 2 7 L — L BREm O 2 B EG | 7
L— A®‘M%E¢%&LT¢«% §22 IS TARTRDIIHTNGR & % REA 5 D BES % £
BIZiR, §23 TlE7L—LE Bl 2 HELFHOTIZO W THHIN R RE 2 5 2
kiﬁx$&?@ﬂ?%ﬁﬁ%ﬁkﬁéo

21 ZL—LEKGBOHME

7 L — LFEWRHRE, Fillmore (1977, 1982, 1985, 2003) 12 {22 X 41 % it 4311 0 B a4
MAHTH Y FEROFEREZ 2 DFERVPRT TR TH 2 7 L — Lo EOMFRD» ST %,
7 L— LML BREO U BRI N AFETIET L—LA (frame) &1 TGEDD (]

) - (EVT D)) LI TRESINDS BN IRI (scene) £ L TEFRT S (cf. B
fth 2004),

BHLBEw B SPDIETIDEIRTIVL—L f2RTIEER WD f 2 HEE#ET S (evoke)
EvI 2 HLFEOEKRIE, EOT7L—0D, EOHTEBLIELDICL o THES 1L
%, ZOMGEI N7 L — L4 LFEORERDOBIFRIE Langacker (2008) 7 £ DFRAISIEIC
5707 740 EX=Z2DBRICHHET 3,

REMZHiH & U CREERG 7 L — a2 w7 ahirSEfl 22600 5, BEERE 7 L —
L%, T(EWTF (Buyer)) 28 (f& (Money)) &5 E#iz 1z (520 F (Seller)) 2T LT
Wiz (Fdh (Goods)) DFTEMEZTUST %5, & EFRI S (cf. Fillmore 2003: 233), (EH\>
T (Buyer)) > {fl4: (Money)) Dk IHIz, FFED 7 L — L Z2HK T 2 HEIZTL—LER
(frame element) & "EIXL 5,

DI Gl Frame name D X I IZ7 L —LDA4HE YA T 749 —7 4 FTRL, 7L —
L8 F % (frame_element) D X ) ICILFFIME > 2 Y 7 7 + » b TEELT 5,

buy, sell, charge, spend, pay, cost 7% £ DBE)EIZ Z DRIFERG 7 L — L 2 WL § 203, 21
ZNOFEANIED 7 L — L BEHELHEBT 200 IE DS, ZnsOBIRERIRL b
DER I, RICELDLDDEZR IR
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{F & (Goods))

oS
/\ﬁ*

(7 (Goods))

f

(EUL\F (Buyen) (F5D F (Seller))
(X% (Money))
a. EENEI 7L —LA b. XIS | BIFE DR

1 FE¥EHE] 7 L — 2240

X1 BENE 7 L — LB 2 BE OFIRRY - BEEERIHE Al (Fillmore and Atkins 1992: 79)

Buyer Seller Goods Money

BUY EEE (from) B2 H IEE (for)

SELL (to) Tk E82 H IEE (for)
CHARGE  ([H#2HIEE) L3 (for) E#z H 135
SPEND il NULL for/on B4 HWEE
PAY Lk (lH#z H vEE [for] TEHz H 135
PAY Lk (to) for B2 H EE
COST  (MHBzHINGE NULL FiE EPZ H 135

B, ZNFNoEEIZBEESIRA S N, REDEE (sense) L TEROHAGHE
TH % BB (lexical unit) TH 5 & 9% (cf. Cruse 1986,2011), 7 L —LERFHIZE »
THBOEEYN %2 H T 2 BES (lexeme) X THRR & 1X7% 6 22\, Fillmore et al. (2003:
236) 1T X AUXTEAG hot |ZFEFHANL 2 2 DRFOFEFEF L I, MEDORE I X T hoty &K
HOYIZET hoty FZNENHREDL 7L —L2WEET 5 L3 N5,

2 ETOAMIRXPOEFEDARDE—D 7 L — L ZWEIT 2 L) BAL S N
Db ETilkimzEDTER S, LoLads, H-OXTHEINE 7L — LA LY
—DUTIZPR S 3 ie v (cf. B 2004), (1) TIXBE] buy 2SREFEAE] 7 L — L 2 WAkt L T »



L2 Ch L, 4] ‘the killer 28 T M2 I WTHE» 2T, LI RHZRT
Killing 7 L — & % [\ IS LTV 3 &\ ) I 2 03l BE T H %,

(1) On that day, Alice sold the rifle to the killer.

9. BB X 5 ICHhE buy ST 2 BEER] 7 L — LI BT % (Seller) A3 ‘Alice’ T
H Y. (Buyer) 2’ ‘the killer’, % L T (Goods) %° ‘the rifle’ T&H % &\ ) IHHHHETH %,
ZHUTIN A, st ‘the killer’ (& TEED DM D2 WD 2B, £\ Killing 7
L—2D TEEDD, L) 7L —LBERE2RT, ZoOGA, 4l therifle’ 13 T2 %
WT, EW)BEHZRT 7L —LAEEERT,

SO BMEEING 7 L — L OEEEIZPRIN 2R TIE R, LA, EDFEN
EDEXIB 7L —LZGRL, EOXIR7V—2BEEEZEHL I 200 L0 REIE7
L — ARG I ) RERETH B LB LN,

F e, EEIR 7 LV — ARG AR TR SREEIR E LR T 2 L v ) iF%EDSEA
WZiTbnTEh, 20O L) BoMEERE L 7257 —% X— 2% FrameNet & FEZN TV 3 (cf.
Baker et al. 2003, Fillmore and Baker 2015)*, LA Tl FrameNet D atib % FFH 3 2 BRIz #
DEEFIMT 2,

22 ERERHHAOSI

ko k9o, FEAT L ZAFAOFTHHRELZLRTOOEET, JOFEHIZSL
DWZEDEIL DR & 72 5T & 72 (cf. Chomsky 1970, Grimshaw 1990, Lieber 2016), 7 L —
LEMER D 2 Ofls4Tlx % < | Fillmore and Atkins (1992: 85-86) 1%, %% risk 2325 L 9
kA IR RIS O W CHHIT 2 Blid 2 5. 2 2T, AFIED risk 3R L 9 2 ERICH F K
LTw3,

WAED 7 L — LREWIRICE WL, FHEAIIE T 2 Kl & oflad b LRk
RE O FEBMAASFIEIC 22 2, (2) I8B W T TBEDEWRSRE DS HREL G procedure & LT
TREEIC K > TRESTWE 2 DRSNS,

(2) a. Sean underwent a surgical procedure.
b. Sean performed a surgical procedure.

(Fillmore et al. 2003: 244)

HELFDOFIZIIXFEHFHAD YA S Ick>oT, WERT 27 L —203RL 5 L3 Nns
HHIDFAET D, % examination D3F DEFHO—>TH D, ZDOLFAFFHEED X 9 7kl
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%727 (i) Examination 7 L — & &, il 5 0 DfEPHEEE £ T (ii) Inspection 7 L — 4
DEL S0 EBHEIT 2 & X3 (Uchida 2010: 420), KD 3) EZNZNDT L — Al k-
THRTEZXRFHEPELZLZILEZR LTS

(3) a. The British team made (*take/*sit) an examination on the specific gene.

b. Itook (*made) an examination in computer sciences last week.
(Uchida 2010: 420)

NS DERHFHFDBGICL > THEINDE 7L —LIFRD @) BRI G)ILH D L)
Ll INs, B, INS6DT7 L —LDEREIT FrameNet ICEHIN T3 DT
b, RIEHKIZIZ5DTH B,

(4) Inspecting: (T # (Inspector)) 23Z DHITMN 2L %2 (Hi (Ground)) |
7% 2 LT, (M (Ground)) BEFETH 20, H2 0 (BENHWVLITR
(Unwanted_entity)) 23SFEET 2089 2R T 5, DEn 25581 (HW
(Purpose)) & L CHALET %,

(5) Examination: Z D7 L — AP, HEDTWICEIT2H 2 Ao (Kl
(Knowledge)) HEREDB A% I . (ME'E (Examiner)) & (BRAXTR (Ex-
aminee)) 12X L T (AN R (Examinee)) 2% 2Rl 2B 2 12257210 D
HIEkS> (&M% (Qualification)) %G T 202 RET %, DRI (AR
(Examinee)) %3%Z DEBEDFEH PRI T 2 FEIC Kk > T 5 5,

ZDIHTEB W THAT ‘bank,” & £F ‘bank,” &\ 9 ML FFOFEHEE bank D K 9 1T,
R4 examination |3 DO DFEFBA 2R OfERE L L TREM o nTw3, Rido
7L — LD SN & ER L 72T — 4 X— A D FrameNet ICEWTH, (3) 7D
DilABFORERIZNEND Ry P T =7 2O L 727 L — 22§ 5D & LT
DI T 5 (cf. Baker et al. 2003),

i
{0y

G

2.3 WERODHTOME

§2.2 TIZHERBAFT ORI I 2 ZFRFEF & OBRY & FE I LD &\ ) KEE % B
L7z L2l ZORIUCTIZRDOIESE DD 5,

(6) FEHEFE examination DFFOEEBN B O THO L EDPBEEN TN %Z Lxw
FrameNet DR 721 22 5 13HIW T E 2\,



%9 % & 912 BNC 2 —,S212& T, Fid examination % HIGEE & LT & 2 B 2 3
R 3% & make, take, sit £\ TEIFEMAMC S SRELERDIEONS, 25 DSt
EREDEB DRIz 577 L — L2 Wil 2 LWET 5 L D b, A A G T 2 7
L—2DifnzBrftd 3 L W) OO BHETH D . SXFFEF DO AR Z 22T <
%5 2D NG,

3) DHFICIRBEIN T2 7 L — ARZNZNEA S E ST OB, (3a) DL
‘examination” 21T 9 FMA&, Z L T 3b) DFihI3 ‘examination” DX R & 72 2 TR E L
THRAZ ZENTE S, TN DECIISHRFEG D45 examination D3RS 2 ReE D 7
L—LDEDHTZERLT 200 L) RITRD 2 T LR TE 2 WRENED D 2, kD
IHTEEATIRIC L > THEF T3 2) OFFNHET T 2 2 EDHETH %,

FrameNet ICFLHE 112 7 L — L3R4 LBIRIC K o TSI 2 2w P 7 —2 2 L T
%%, 7L —ALEWKEmOMRII R 2B ORKZIET 2 7 L — AT 2T
DEVELTHE) ZENTELRICHS, LrL, ZORKHTZ L—2DHNIET Ry
Z B HTICER D R T BRI TR, BFEOBIND2S L 7L — 2 DFGEIXREZR D E
HIZEHNETH 5,

D bEzEE 2, DEETIERD (7) 12T 2 K32 B § 5, & L ZORMBIFRFSI NS
DTHIUL, (3) 1T L 7= 445 examination DEBDFEFRIZ 7 L — L EFE DA &A1) & 2D
MNIGBRZE B2 2 LB PN 2,

(7) REE: FRELHIBIFEDO 7L —LzM L, HET 3 LHEHEHIZZFO 7L — 40
FioRpED 7 L — 2 BEZHENT 5,

3. A&

AEITIEIAR TR L 2 GEIC O 0 TER S, BERNICIZ T -y oRETELEZD T/
T—Yavoliik, ZLTENSDT =8 DOMTIEIC OV THNS,

13U DICARE T ) F— % DEESTHEITOWTIRR S, F—4#121F BNC (British National
Corpus) 2 —/ %A%, ME7 7"V 77— a »iZlX Sketch Engine (Kilgarriff et al. 2004, 2014)
ZRHA L7, 7—2 DAL LTk, Word Sketch ##E % FH L T examination % HI
RIS E 2R TOHEM 1225 fF2ERIL . 206 OFEBID 5 300 12 MrER i L 72,

Word Sketch BEBE D RGEL 13 7E8E 2 & DTIE 7 <L (8) IR T X 9 % examination % T3k &
T2HEFBEENT I, NS DHEFUIDH R L L, ZHISMA, (9 D&
7 examination IEEZHWEEIC > TR WEHEHIL, (10) D X 9 7% Be BiFEOfEE LT
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examination b IHTRRN L L7z, &, L% BNC 226 OEH %2 5| T 3 561346131
774 NVID ZHRT 3,

(8) a. Describing the incident as ‘a very tragic situation’ Mr Crookshanks said a post-

mortem examination failed to reveal the cause of the child’s death. (K5M 12197)

587]

(9) The programme is problem oriented and concentrates on teaching the core clinical skills
of history taking, physical examination, and communication with patients. [FT2 1419]

(10) a. The ‘trances of the blast’ once again, as in Kubla Khan, are reminiscent of the shaman,

and once again the poem is an examination and celebration of these ‘trances’. [HUB

191]

b. At the end of the second year there is a stiff examination that knocks out about a

quarter of the students. [ABG 413]

RIZT ) T—=v avDIREMEIZOWTHRS, §23 10Tl X 12, AFECTIEHESL
FZNEGB7 L —LE2ER T2 W) E L S, KT examination 3R D & 9
7 VL—Lned s EME L 7z, AFRCIKE L 72 Examining 7 L — A 1 FrameNet (25t
WENTV2HDEIFRAY | FEHEPFEFIDOBILED S FBINRE L 2D TH 5,

(11) Examining: (G TAA (Examiner)) 236 4E., H % W IFEEAE DO GIEXNR (Examinee))
NET 2 &M (Attribute)) Z AT 5,
(12) 7L — LB
a. (GAEERF (Examiner)) : #HEZ1T9 16 %2 457 (e.g., Everything discussed re-
ceived excellent critical examination by an expert examinery. [HCC 223]),
b. (FAEXKR (Examinee)) : FHADMTONINREZIT O,
i. (GAEXR 4 (Examineey)) : HERTHLNBZNRDON, A4 (animate) D
b D217 (e.g., Once in employment, employees (examinee,) Would not be

required to undergo a medical examination. [HP3 160]),
ii. (FAEXNR ; (Examinee;)) : HHEMTHONZWRDON, #4E (inanimate) D
b D% T (e.g., Although, in most insects, the wings (Examinee,) appear to



be naked, microscopical examination often reveals the presence of fine hairs.
[EVW 502]),
c. (B (Attribute)) : FIE AT ENR 2 HFET 2BEH T 2005 DR
ZH9 7,

i. (BEA (Ability)) @ FHENRIZEXWICIER T 28 /1%4E 7 (e.g., ... teach
courses that would enable students of English who wished to do so to take
those examinations in Modern English Language (apiityy, and to pass them.
[GOW 1033])s,

ii. (4 (Feature)) : BN RPMMFAENICER T 2 7% 5T (e.g., Finally,

patients irradiated in the course of frequently repeated diagnostic examina-

tion or during treatment of their diseases (Featurey by radiotherapy can be stud-

ied. [GUS 273]),

BEFFF LIS (12) TRLEEED 7 L — 2 B\ENFEMIN 200 %, KiltHY 7
FEHWTT? /T —=YavT5, ZDOT7 /) T— a ryDERES Bl % Gries (2010)
12 & % 258) 53T (behavioral profile) Z VT d %, 7L —LHEDFiELOMHEIN &
examination DEZED N EBIRZ ERINICHGT T2 2 £ T, Aoz 42 E%T %5, X
2, ZBEHTIC O W T O EE B S,

Gries (2010) (X, 22— X2 Z H W7 EWKG@RNAHTFiE L L TEES T (behavioral profile)
ZEEL T2, ZESHTIZOITRROEFIR L THEOERZREL., 206 DHElA
DEFERHDOBHICB W T ENL T RL 2002 s NI 2 Fi1kTH %, Gries (2010:
328) 1 ZDEE MO FNEE (13) D& H IR L T3,

(13) i WRET2EOHERFORENBIEAZ Y a2 — R ZAnSNEL, ava—%F
Y 2Tt T %,

ii. ava—Fv2A EoZEFHH L TFHTDOT /T —>arzliTnl,
ITCOT7/T—3avizID Y T EWRING T ) T— a vHih IS
ZRELLODITEIINLTUT), 2OT/ T—¥arBPfibis LoD
&y IR, Hiakam. B &0 ) FIRICR E 2 flRIE v 8,

iti. FiEEEOMN N A LEMEEZ R L LREKID ¥ 7 BOMP 1125 L)1
AR TRRINLHGE2ELT 5, (F2)

iv. ZZFEFTCOFETHoNLILET -y EHENNFILEEAV2 2 ETKEDEE



TERERIERE 5524 5 2018) 9

#£2 BEOIICHOC SN HTRZ bV (Gries 2010: 328)

ID tag ID tag level big great large bigger

Syntax adverbial 0 0.01 0 0
attributive | 0.87 1 | 0.83 1 0.91 0.45
predicative 0.13 0.16 0.09 0.55

Modifiee_count count 0.94 1 0.71 ] 0.98 0.95
non-count 0.06 0.29 0.02 0.05

e, FHiliY 5.

C DZEF I RIS RN 25 & o o R KGR I R WEE 2 s, 2 O ARIEDR
INTEH, %L DIRATHIEDHFIET % (cf. Gries 2010, Gries and Divjak 2009, 2010), Gries
(2006) 1E run D% 31>, Divjak and Gries (2006) 120 > PEEICE T3 T3Aa 2, &
) B E R OEBORIEED W %, Gries and Otani (2010) TIZHZEIZ B 1T 2 B (size)
ERTEBEHOIMZIT>TV S, WTNOHAITE W TH, EWRNARREICZ ., #MEEE
M 2 R D PR 2 852 T 2 T & CRERBDOIR 2 BV OME R ZWIR L d 2 2 LIk
JLTws,

EEIHICE W TUIERDOSHENRZ ID ¥ 7 L LTRET 25, LD ID ¥ 7dimb
RROMWE % KT DDIIRRNICHE Z 15 (Gries and Otani 2010: 130-137), ZE53H7 D
RS BOER 2 FAICHN T2 2 LicH 3 13w R, IHTNROIRSFODEHIED
EEI K 2 S DDA % 2 WRENED D 5, Z D72, RRFTIE (12) IR L 77
L—LEEOHFEBHN O A% ID ¥ 7L LTERHT 5,

A TOIHRED BN A5 examination 237 & 2> OFEa O HIVEE & L THW & L7z BEIC,
7 L —LBEEDIAA DM & examination 128 L THRE I 11T W0 72 D 7040 O BB fR
EBET LI LILH D, ko T ATHOFHEIL examination & \> ) Ll DR 2 F 2T %
M 2 b DTlEZ& v, FFIT ‘the enemy’s destruction of the city” D & 9 ZFTE K %Z 7%
BROBEOEBUEMIIZELENREIZ L BV,

IVTIC, (14) AR TR L oo FIEICOWTE LD B,

(14)  FIi:
a. Sketch Engine Z FIFH L THI U 72 examination % &% 300 RO HHI KT L Tt
LY 2 SR 2 2K 5,



b. HFHEHTEICED 7V —LBENEHINLZIOpEa—T 4 V7T 5,
c. a. T i MoXHEHFLD D520 7L —LABEQEREME ED X9 &
R% HA 2 00 % 20002 e TERRBNICERT§ %,

4., #ER

ARHITIE §3. IS THRNZFTETH S NUAFERICOWTRRS, FCDITHITRNRE L
DY A THIZOWTER, K 3 ICEMED I RBF OEH OBl T2, 2L
T, K227 7 A8 =zl o kiR 28T 5,

BLOIC, DHTRRE LEGED Y A 7THIZOWTRR 2, (14) DFIEZBEA LR, 95
FEDXFEIF N SNBEM E R o, 206 DONBEMD 9 B, define, envisage, interpret,
justify, maintain, make_of. prohibid, record, replace, represent, schedule, supervise D 12 #l%
A WRL72WTND 7 L —2BREFERL o 00N RL SN L7, Z DFGHE,
83 DB AR & 7557,

CDEHICLTHONAEIHFEHFAT D7 L — LEROHEFREZR I ICHL LI X
BCHTRICE L, ZEEoIT 217> 7, K3 3R BN EH o 7 SRaE D FE L 7
7L —LEROHEAG LR L 2 bDTH S,

3 examination % HIWEE & L T & 2 EHEE O SR8 @ 0 —
(Ef105E [7r7 7 Xy MIE])

(Examiner) (Examinees) (Ability) (Examinee;) (Feature)

conduct 0.375 0.250 0.125 0.063 0.188
do 0.348 0.348 0.043 0.043 0.217
have 0.043 0.435 0.043 0.130 0.348
include 0.063 0.125 0.063 0.438 0.313
involve 0.059 0.000 0.000 0.529 0.412
make 0.400 0.150 0.000 0.250 0.200
pass 0.085 0.458 0.441 0.017 0.000
require 0.190 0.000 0.000 0.476 0.333
sit 0.304 0.478 0.217 0.000 0.000

take 0.119 0.500 0.286 0.071 0.024
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K3 x2ADLE, B sit 1X (Examinee;) & (Feature) 23, A involve 12 (Examinee,) &
(Ability) IC3ZM4 T 2 HEN B INZEEL 0 THo 7, AFTH- T —FIcB T
1. sit 13HER D Examination 7 L — A%, Z L T involve 13 Inspecting 7 L — A 7% i
BI2HEBLEEZOND, §5. ICTEHRT 2 L)1, 2D LX) LREIGDREZERDIHT
Examination 7 L' — A & Inspecting 7 L — A2 ko THBH I N T WL - EEDO Z IS Rx)
59 %,

Z LT, 83x5D#E#HT—4% % R (R Core Team 2014) Z T 7 7 A8 —3hixfi/->
Teo 77 AY = DRE AT T — FIEE, v v XRIPEEZER L7z, K2
CZDONDEREB SN TR =TV R 77 0% 58T 5,

PLEDDHTOFERE LT, K2IRT 7 7R =TV R 7 a6, K>S H
LNBEIICEILZDORELR T IR =PRI, 216 Z{EEINIC (Examinee;) 7
J A — & (Examineey) 7 7 AY — EMRT 5, &7 7 R —DREEHRT 57D,
+(Frame Element) £ I TED 7 L — L BEENSELIN TV B D E W) FliEHERZ
5L 7,

(Examinee;) 7 7 A ¥ —IZ B} 2 > Fidhi & DA A HE I Inspecting 7 L — & E R
TV EFEIT, (Examinee,) 7 7 A ¥ —IZ 81T 2 X FfdhG & DA H 113 Examination
7L =L EFENTOAERICZENZNNIET 2 2 DL LD o L 72, JefTil
RICBOLTIEING ZOoDORMBII TR L 35 HMICE T2 b0 L INTw7D3,
Z DIINTIE FREA G examination D3R LG 2 R Z YR Z 2 2 LB TE TRV IL
ZRENCTEET S,
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5. &8

ARSI, THELFAN—DD 7 L — L2 WE LR § 2 L HE B 23t X e 7

v—A%%ﬁT%ﬁ%@7b—A%%%§%%T%:&J?%%o:@ﬁ%m%d<ﬁﬁ
DR EIE SR LD LML ERE MR OFEREM2EST 2 2 LA RT3
:aﬁﬁ%%ﬁmﬁéoﬁﬁwawu\%%t“ﬁﬂ%kLt%M%%ﬁ&ﬁé\:@ﬂ
MERTZEILH D,

ABTOIIE A D7 L —0E, (12)D5OD7 L —LHEELZHE L TRERD
examination RO L IN TV EEZFLT 2 2 L23CTE 5, (15 130k THHE, o=
THDEINTWVILD, (16) 3ER "R DEETHI LEINTwRFHEMIcZNZN
R 5,

(15) a. Insum, the Nicaraguan penal system (examinee,) 15 One which deserves closer examina-

tion, not just because of the option it presents for other developing countries (reature)-

[CRT 943]

b. The research will entail the examination of three contrasting case studies (Examinee;)

— a metropolitan-based group hire scheme, a transport brokerage project in a large

provincial city, and a semi-urban community bus scheme. [HJ1 22170] '

(16) a. He (examinee,) took his Tutors (apiityy €xaminations in both disciplines and he set up the
Euro School of Funeral Studies which flourished and gained a name for excellence.

[HAB 75]

b. She will be accompanied on the year-long exercise by colleagues from Bristol Uni-

versity, where she (Examinee,) has just completed her final examination for a zoology

degree (Ability) - [K41 416]

FRE) OBZBISHINT 2 85 deserve 12X 2 ICE 1) 5 (Examinee;) 7 7 A — D “+
Examinee_|, + Feature’ 12, B entail 1% ‘+ Examinee I’ ICZNZNET 5, 2L T %
B, OBBIZNIET % take & complete % &1 Hlix (Examineey) D7 7 A Y —ICZNZE
nEd 5,

L Lans, 2Todplz Mt & T2 Lvw) “O0RBICERICHIEIE S
LWL, AETHNNRE LFplofIciE, RT3 EWNGTOREFLLLELL
FrElE B I N, ZORMEFHE LT, (17) ISR conduct 2250 %,



(17) a. Employers (examinery Would be prohibited from conducting a medical examination of

any employment applicant (examinee,), €Xcept for the single purpose of ascertaining

ability to perform job-related functions (apiityy. [HP3 155]

b. The GCE and CSE examinations were conducted by a variety of Boards (examiner)

and, although subject experts tried to judge some standard of achievement, it was
basically a normative assessment i.e. the same percentage pass the examination each

year. [FAM 973]

M, & T2l L) T OoDEFERL ) 5 3FFENE X conduct A S HFTET %23,
4) & (5) 1T L 72 9E3R D FrameNet D FLibiEICHE ) D TH UL, (17) DFEHIZZ N
¥ (Inspector) % F:3E & L CTEiE{b L 72 [conduct; examination;] & (MEE (Examiner))
FEEE L CSEEL L 72 [conduct, examinationy] & V29 O DEEEHNDFET S E )
SiEG 252 EiIcms 1,

DO DEEIE GRENSR (Examinee)) DHAEMDOHMINIET 225, o DEZE
ZNZTIMNZLEFE LT C LICRERDO R D 5, ZDONMIAT, ARTREL
7o hika O THEAFAOREK 2GR T 2 2 L TXREEIO ¥ 4 7 IcAb¥ CREs N %
WETHILREITLIENTES,

Dbtz BEEz2ELTH, ENLVT DRI (specificity) DIRILE 7 L — L & L TR
EINDERELDODIFERORMDD 2, K 2 TIELFFEF arrange & administrate 1317
L7 7R —IZ@T 52 EIC>T 0523, (18) I/ T & 912 arrange \& THTE, DOEE
% . administrate |3 "2 OEKREZZNZTNELTwLLEEZLND,

(18) a. The note at para 25/6/2 of the White Book says “it is a sensible practice for the medical
men (examinery ON both sides to arrange a joint examination”, which is clearly a desir-

able practice and one more likely to lead to agreed medical evidence. [J6V 148]

b. The examination boards (examinery> Newly grouped on broadly regional lines, are re-

sponsible for administering the examinations, but no longer for determining the syl-

labuses or the methods of examination. [ASY 1229]

CDEIICED L) BERZRT D2 RIMIHRT 2 L 13— D DFEDHIRGLID %2 S
DLEICEML S 203D 5, ARETHWRNRE L7cEloHIE (19 DX )iz, T#
H, OBWEZRT EEZ SN HHOEEAAAEL 7203, 2D TEEK) b 45 examination 73
Wil 9 2 7 L — LMTARA S EBLE L CRL T R E B0 3R O R 5
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(19) a. InPrescott v Bulldog Tools Ltd [1981] 3 All ER 869 the court adopted a more prag-
matic approach by saying that if the defendant genuinely felt he (gxaminery eeded an

examination of the plaintiff (gxaminee,) Which involved the risk of a real but short-term

INjury (reaturey, the court could balance the plaintift’s objections against the defendant’s

request to ensure a fair determination of the issues. [J6V 152]

b. If the plaintiff (examinee,) Unreasonably refuses a medical examination his action is not
struck out, it is stayed; but if he continues to refuse to be examined the stay continues
and, of course, he runs the risk of dismissal for want of prosecution and, additionally,

in the county court, of an automatic strike out under Ord 17, r11(9). [J6V 144]

oo TEHE), T2, T#HL &\ o7t ‘examination’ D3E F 5 LML T S k4
s BRI R 226 2 C L BIREICHEEREETH D . PIELRREZRET 5 2 &
H#EEL VY, HHTD FrameNet 128 1) 5 508 Tl3 & i ‘examination’ 13 8D Inspecting 7
L —2A L Examination 7 L — A DhiC Court Examination 7 L — A Z M % &L\ 9 il
B INTV2, UL, BILPREZE, AR ORE & v o kA Ll
Tt LD TR, L) 2 DDORULZ XAIT 5 7 & OREHRAY 25 Bl 2370 W R
D, Bl 7 L—LZHET 5 LITIBEEMDER S,

ARETIZAD ISR L2 B REOE W7 L —L 2 ET 2 Z LI X D | ‘examination’
DEL) DRLALERZZD7 L — L EBROFHEOMEAD SFB L7205, THo6 D
ZEHEERBT2 2L TETIVE Y, L2 LZOKIAT, AHOTFEIT T2nZznok
EDT7 L —LERZDEBLL ) 2013 ED XD kPlAy &) BlED o REAGFINEL 9
ZEWREDN TSI ENTES, ZOEFEIZ LIBORE DRI Z ATRE 2R b 128§ 2 5k
XD LEG T, BNAGSHTICOHWTW S Ew ) flfizFEo,

b L O ARRDIELD 24T 25 23011 K > THIR S L5 L dUR, (3) IS8 7258
DR (20) D X 912, ZREEDR D BRAHE L HF ORI NRED I A~y FIT kK
25DLLTHANSND I LITE D,

(3) (H48)
a. The British team made (*take/*sit) an examination on the specific gene.

b. Itook (*made) an examination in computer sciences last week.
(Uchida 2010: 420)

(20) a. Mary uyery bought a bicycle (goodsy for 1000 dollars (voneyy from John (selier).



b. * 1000 dollars (guyery bought John (Goods) for Mary (voney) from a biycle (seiier)-

6. BHOHIC

ARG TIZFREAE examination D 7 L — L TEWKGRN T2 LT, THEBAFEIZHE—D
7L —L%ui L, SZREGIIEE S N 7 L — 202 ERbT 5 L)k xR
af U7z, 2Bt 28 L 2 BT OREHR. SCRiEhE & FREAF DO X7 2 3hs b & L
THHTT 20ERD I TR A ENd > 7o, £ examination DKk WK 2 it — I
RS2 2 LI L 7,

ARTR L KBUEE A 2 B 2 HY 208, ZHUCiE o0 AEREZ oS, Ok
DA DOREAFTICE W TH RO IWIENAIRETH 2 2 L 2R TREVRH L, ) —
DUE, FHEEAE examination P DFEFEHALTH 5 2 & 2R T 7 DITIFFH 4~ DAL
EMEPMILE 725 12, NIV TIESBROMEE L 720,

E

1. Fillmore (1982: 111) ¥ 7 L — & &) HGE%R T2 RT3 8412, Z0HMad»ET
2R OPRVBNAL 25 & 9 BEIRERO X I &b S5 W EEDER (any system of
concepts related in such a way that to understand any one of them you have to understand the
whole structure it fits) | RT3, ZOERIEBEBIEFICE . FNE LS
ABTEDEHL . 7L —a05didE DR ITRET 5 2 & DRI OV TIEARH -
FEEIE (2004) S RHAfl (2004) Z 2SI L7z,

2. 7L —LEMEERT S I ENTE ZHMIZNT L OFERL IR S g REM Lok
BHG5LH 5D, ARETIREENIC7 L — o2l 2 {7 I35ETH 5 LIRET 5
(cf. Fillmore et al. 2012),

3. BEEG 7 LV — LD HTIC B s O b I VALE IS TEE TR T L — LEED
FIUHAZRET 25 &) DY, M (2018) FHAFIC L > TH 7 L —LHFKD
FBUHA MR 72 5 2 L2 TR L 72,

4. FEHIIZ https://framenet.icsi.berkeley.edu/fndrupal/ Z&HD Z &,

5. FrameNet I2& 1} % 7 L — A[MBEA{R & L TId (i) Inheritance, (i) Using, (iii) Perspec-
tive_on, (iv) Subframe, (v) Precedes, (vi) Inchoative_of, (vii) Causative_of, (viii) Metaphor,

(ix) See_also D 9 D> DEIRDHE I 11 T\> % (Ruppenhofer et al. 2016: 80),



6.

10.

11.

12.
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EFH O IH S 720, (Examinee,) 72 5 OV (Examinee;) I3 (Examinee) Z 81 L L THf
OREABIR (is-a BIFR) 2IRIZT 2 (cf. ¥ I1th 2003: 187),

(Examinee) & (Examinee;). (Examinee) & (Examinee,) O BN HEABIRAEA. T 5 K
912, (Attribute) & (Ability). (Attribute) & (Feature) DI b fEAAEIR (is_a BIfR) 28
JRALT 5,

R EE break ZTHZEN R E L HRICBWT, FiEE HWEOB EMRIEIC 2 -
7Ed s, ZOBG—ODOHRMEE LTRD L) BoaiosigTch b9, £3. IDF
e L THANZHRET 5, 2 LT, GAEEDO ML~ )v e LCHEE. HWEEZRE
T3, ZDA. [[Animate, Inanimate]s 4, [Animate, Inanimate]p 4] & V> 9 X7 kL% 3
ET B EMTED (KL [lsa BEFOALEME, 2 LT [loa BHWEEOHEMEZ %
THDET ), ZLTHRED 2 — RRAZHE L 7HEH John broke the glass” £ \»> 9
Bl onst$5, ZoHG, LELORINICT / T—v arzfth LR R 2 EH]
T2 L (1,054, [0, 104l DX BT = DG o1 5, RO N2 KeE DX FRITH L
TREDHBRED IR T 2 L BEE AN OMEHELE K 5,

RICATRD A e 3 S i fit& 2 W 7B O REAFHOIR 2 2 E T 2 DT
HiuF, Z OFMERNRIFTEEZ GBSO TH) FEBciE 2, T7v—2%E, O
FHMEIANC 2 5 TH A9, 72D, ‘X’s examination of Y & W) HEZ B WT Lo 532
By T OBEXED I ICKMSN T 300 L0 MEDOE ZIFHPIZR D
DTIERL, S6hTMEUET 5,

AkThHtud, (Examinee;) % ‘a metropolitan-based group hire scheme, a transport bro-
kerage project in a large provincial city, and a semi-urban community bus scheme’ 242 f
HINDZRERLD, L OFIELD 72 O ISR D i3 D “three contrasting case studies’
CDRIDT7 L —L8FEEME L1,

BHS 7 2 & Tldd 203, BEFD [conduct, examination,] 1%, (5) IZ78 9 Examination
7L =50 (BAHE (Examiner)) 2L THDH, (11) & (12) TEHL 7= (LA
(Examiner)) L3 B2 H5DTH%,

Cruse (2011: Ch.5) ZFEBROEBOFFUC >V Gl 2ikiw 2 52 T %, AfiTo
ka3 Cruse DMRET A LT A 2 FMT 2 2 LIk D, LD EANLENEIE
LNDHTHH),
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Frame Semantic Analysis of Event Noun:
A Case Study of Examining

Kazuho Kambara

This article aims to provide an alternative way to describe meanings of event nouns in Frame
Semantics (cf. Fillmore 1977, 1982, 1985). In recent works in FrameNet, semantics of event
nouns are given as combination of support verbs (e.g., {make, pass, ...} examination). This paper
proposes an alternative analysis of event nouns as follows: an event noun evokes a frame, a support
verb realizes a frame element (a participant belonging to the frame evoked by event noun). As
a case study, quantitative analysis of a noun ‘examination’ is provided. A simplified version of
behavioral profile (Gries 2010) is employed to analyze the realization pattern of a frame element,
depending on the different types of the support verbs. As a result, the analysis shown in this article

can describe various meanings of ‘examinination’ in a simplified and coherent fashion.





