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BAFR (35 ORI
— BFRFELARENORD 7 V—LHEEOB R L L HIT —

eEBR=

1. IZC®IZ

I ETIE, ThobAZFEDLRVERZDE TESLLFE VIRV E A
TR N7 NE ] BREDFERRORH, AHY %‘f’}\bf%ﬁﬁﬁbf:l&?ﬁiﬁ)
HANTHNIT, MOEMELE DL RS ZORFEORKRZHMEL, FELF
DERZRAFWMD ZENTEDLLEHAH, MEOREFEOHTIZH L28E 15551 1%,
s TAGEZRFICHE D] THEDERPIRZFE S | REFEARGHICTEWD
THEHINLR, HEFIE, HHSNIGEEDY OFEREEZFENDIC,
B BEWREZRBRLAEML TnD EBE2BND,

*%j(/fk7l/ LAERmOMEEE & L TH LD Charles Fillmore 13, 7E#

ST LB, XFDOE LY OFERH ks OBRBRE RL2LEND DL &F5

71 90 ﬁﬁu[&p T NAFEEERHEmE T LA L, FrameNet 7’1 ¥ =
J NOBEBICEBRL CEE, 7b—Aa L d, bO5MELHMT DOICHEL
ﬁé%%mﬂﬁ%L@ EThDH, BII7LV—LEMELTEBY, T 28 R
ELTHIOHT, iBOE %#Eﬁﬁf{:éﬂé

AR Tl HEEEE risk (281 % Fillmore and Atkins (1992)D 7 L — L34
%’Hasegawa et al. (2006)0)71/ LA (frame integtation) DFAAE Z H L 12, HA

i 1O OB EITY, AEZ@BL T, BARGEEG o) 283 D

D7 L —LzME L, TOETOEWKRIZBNT 1§ 5] BDEERNRITHERT
W &5 (content) 12 %) 9~ 5 fi# FR b 55 (interpretation predicates) & L CHERE L TW 5 Z
EETEERT S,

2. ATHFSE

21. 7V — A EKEH

T L—LAERRIL, TAMOSELRRE OREL HE T 2 KRR E K

D, ZOLEOOHITFIELEERLLBORMALERL, Z£D%5 ﬁm%%%ﬁ#é
SRR A RN T D B ThDH (I - /DR 2003), SEBEAN LD L
T — Lk LIEHE b S TWa o, £70, %@%ﬁkéht
V— AN ElER LB OELEVORBIIMITTEDL I ITHRESINDI D E
fifll4 2% Z L 2 HAYE LT 5 (Fillmore and Collin 2011), 7 L — A & ML L |
TZL—2NOHLMMECERICHZRIT I E 58 EEROMAE DY & iEREE
H (lexical units) & FE55(Cruse 1986), s HIL., Hmaff o5k & BHROMAE

' The Berkeley FrameNet Project Tl 7 L — A E Wi & HEEFEE O B WL - FEEE ROK
AL & COHHREPCIZEH T2 REZT > T D, (B - /NEL 2003)
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bt Thsrsd, SHEEZHMT 572 OITILFEFEE B B9 5 3 sk b [ R
*ﬁ%bfbéME#&5@Mmmzma REIC Lo THAE S - & %E’

S HTHEWEFEZ 7 L — LA EFE(frame elements: FEs) & FEOY, 7 L — A BFR
7I/—A|j\7 B W THLA)R 7 L — LB FE (core FEs) & | H#Faﬁ%%ﬂ?ﬁk%i‘%ﬁ“
W72 7 L — KSR (peripheral FEsS)IZ KB &5,

2.2.Risk 7 L' — A

Fillmore (1992)I%. FEEHEHE O T, 3 DD HEZR 2D HBYFE % I 2D 55 #) 5
risk \ICHEHA L, MEOHKFEHEEZHICEORBEDOENVEZRIFL TWVDH, FOLH
7 LU—LAEREFE LICEINTZEY ThD,

K 1Risk ZV— L0 7L — LEFE (Ohara 2009)

ACTION the act of the PROTAGONIST that has the potential of incurring
HARM (a trip into the jungle, swimming in the dark)

ASSET a valued possession of the PROTAGNOSIT, seen as potentially
endangered in some situation (health, income).

HARM a potential unwelcome development coming to the PROTAGONIST

(infection, losing one’s job).

PROTAGONIST | the person who performs the ACTION that results in the possibility
of HARM occurring.

Ohara (2009) Tl%. risk WM T 5 3 5D 7 L — A%, i, #EOFICHE
ZEMEZIHAEERDSAZEFIBEBLTHER, EDT V~A£$blﬁﬁmﬂ:
SNTWDNEW I BLE S XB]TX 5 (Fillmore et al. 2003) & L T risk D% 1L
FTNNMAFET 5 7 L — LA EBEL TWD, 1 DHIL. PROTAGONIST 7% ASSET % fi&
12 & 59 Jeopardizing 7 L—A ., 2 D H X PROTAGONIST 7% HARM % #f <
Incurring 7 L —2XA, % L T PROTAGONIST 2% & % C ACTION % £ Z 3 Daring
T —ALTdHob, UTIZ, ST 2DHHARERE EBITHEZRTT 5D,

(I) Jeopardizing frame
[He proTAGONIST] risked [his life AsseT] {for a man he did not know BENEFICIARY }.
BITFN DN ADT=DIZ Ay D 2 BT e, (FEHR)
(2) Incurring frame
[He proTAGONIST] risked [losing his life HARM] {for a man he did not know
BENEFICIARY }.
BAIM S RN ANDIZDICH O AR BREE Lz, (EER)
(3) Daring frame
[He proTAGONIST] risked [saving a man he did not know acTioN].
WIXTHATHGOHLRWAEZRI S L Lz, (EEN)
(from Ohara 2009:168)
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2.3. 7 U — A#RA (frame integration)

BEOEHSA B 75 O E W RIX 1€ K. ADDICTIVE, CAUSE-EFFECT,
CIRCUMSTANCES, CONCESSIVE, CONDITIONAL, CONTRASTIVE, MEANS-END, TEMPORAL
SEQUENCE 72 & OB S b R8-S 1F 5 4T & 7= (Hasegawa 1996), %l 2 IXLLF D
GO TIE, TMzHIF ) & bS] OmyeEWRERE Lo s,

[z & 1F 5 Z & T(by flying a kite)] £E X252 & T [ilZ&HIFTJ IZ MEANS-
ENDD 7 L — ABERE=Y T T,

@) BERICHEME BT ThHZAT,

L7 L. Hasegawa et al. (2006)I%, THZ 5] L WO RFEOHLNMESTLH 7 L
— AN X EROBE®REZHEMBETHZ L FA At ThHIEE X, MZEHIT 5]
EWIHTEFBERT 7L —Lb L [HES] LWIHMRREERT 7L —LbztbtE
27 L—LMEOHE LT ER) T EERELL,

Hasegawa et al. (2006)I3 9555 EN 7 risk 137 IR 5 (interpretation predicates)? 1
DOTHDH EFERM L. risk & T X OERIZTNAE L E (content predicates) & R IR
mEMA LR CTHMINDIRETHDL EEERE L, HlxIX., (5)TIX by going
to Irag WINERE TH Y . i risk (XL DITHBBERTH L LW ERE L -
LI &xEIZH - TWND, £2. (O)RMNITOWTHREIBRIC, risk X1TAICxT 5
fERZREL TV DH EEZXOND, (IORFEIXRT . WEBREIZIT TR %
L7,)

(5) She risked her life by going to Iraq

interpretation content

(6) He risked losing his life savings by investing in such a company.

interpretation content

(7) He risked leaving the security of his home to deliver the message.

interpretation content

(from Hasegawa et al. 2006: 5-7)

3. 1851 OBEBELEZE 7V —LDFHA

3.1. BXREBERFHRIIBIT S ESR

SRS - R - A E B RIA A A BRE L, BRERE L TCOnE

LR ORAAREEKREHR EO T2 X, UTO 3 2OEWPHER I N,

i T, DL2FE2THEHICT T, BIFET D, #5195, . +7
HDTWo LIt 7<, W& 9,

i.EFLVDHFEUNPADOKFLOEDIT T, 2EHICRVS LIS HED, &
LRFF, B A EZ S H 5,

ii. Wx) bbEbH, (N&) SHoTwl, &,



Fora 2 (2018): 34-44 37

32. BAB®EW (FoO] THETIEFE7LV—A

TR AGEEE SHELYHE 2 — S 2(BCCWI)] OBBEICLY 203 flo T§H
2] OMPIZMER LN, 3.1 THLNIZRSTZERD I & i OBFRNB K%
HOTED, MOEKRTHEHINTWDIHNEIARIHERT LN TE Lo
GELLIT4HizzH), £Z2C, 1 LiliZX% 757 L — A% K5 FrameNet |
B W TBEICHIMEL TW S| Attempt suasion 7 L — A &
Cause_to_start 7 L —AIZHIET 2 ERE LG ZED T, LT TE
NENDT7 L—LDiERE AP ZiHRT 5,

3.2.1 Attempt_suasion 7 L — A

FrameNet & Xxf)5d 5 HAGEZ L — AR > I (Japanese FrameNet)>? T (#5951 %
R4 5H L, Attempt suasion 7L —ANEY L7, FLMRT L —AEHRE
X, # 9 EIRL 72D SPEAKER, %I % F§3 ADDRESSEE. {IZiF D2 D& WVIH K
RuEFT CONTENT, FEZET MEDIUM 2 ENRH D, 7 L — LT SPEAKER,
7 L — ABIE TlX Uses’lZ Communication 7 L — AR TE-7-0 ., [
I ATATSETITONLLOILDEEZEZOLND, K2 FEREHBZRLIEHOD
Th b,

% 2 Attempt suasion 7 L — L DEE L Al

EF

“the SPEAKER expresses through language his wish to get the ADDRESSEE to act in

some way that will help to bring about events or states described in the CONTENT.

There is no implication that the ADDRESSEE forms an intention to act, let alone acts.”
(from FrameNet)

Rl
(8) [HTFDMmNITOWICEELET -7 KAI% SPEAKER] [HT LW HS DR A,
B FZ1Z ¢ ADDRESSEE] [H HHZRE: D 7 — AT 5 L 9 12 CONTENT] #E D,

(from Japanese FrameNet)

Sy

C

3.2.2. Cause_to_start 7 L — A

LR 7 L— A BHE RN 2 £ T CAUSE & iR % "9 EFFECT TH D, [l
726 DL, FERPBAET HHBLHIEEZ TP % EXPLANATION X°, MEANS,
MANNER 2 ENH D, R 3 TEREMBIZMHERT L, EENPOLRKEZRT
CAUSE IZIFAEMTE T TR, BAYO LD AL EBDLND,

PHARET L= A%y bE, T AU THES o065 ET B4 T A
WEJ 7L —ALxv b (FrameNet, FN) & HLFEMFIREFHICH O | HEOICEEE L
VY =T ADKEEL RN ATL, BARFEEECHRSHLE Y AT LIRILSA
TA VERIEREROEEL B LTS,

32 Z T @ Uses X Attempt suasion 7 L — A 2% Communication 7 L — A X
Subjective_influence 7 L' — A L DORICEADLY D Z & 2R d, W7 L — A0 s EGk
AL, POMRT7 V=LA EREENSONEFL TV LK ZERL TS,
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3 3 Cause to start 7L —LERE L FHAH

TE 7%
“a CAUSE, animate or inanimate, causes a process, the EFFECT, to begin.”
(from FrameNet)

Rl
(9) [ Space email CAUSE | sparked [ astronaut jealousy EFFECT ].
(10) [ A crime surge in a former coal town CAUSE | prompted [ a crackdown on illegal
immigrants EFFECT ].
(from FrameNet)

4. T—F LRAEFIE

AFETIX., BAFEBCCWI Bffia— 20 TEHEE) »o, B (Fo5) 280
XDOHhET—HZELTHRSY, T—F% [EE IKocolX, TAE] EHaH
%ﬁl@E@@V¥VWVEF%5J@mmﬁﬁgﬂﬁﬂokik’%5o%
LT 203 BIO Ml EZ, 7L —LBEROMEIHKOEWVWND Attempt suasion
7L —Ahk Cuase to start 7L —ADELLIZEYTLNEZRD, TNLE
NOEHEAEBZ TN, £/, EHb607 L —AbMELARAWVWESICIE., T0Of
DIHHIZANTEX 523. T T5Z2 & 275,

5. fER L BE

51. %7 L—AHER

203 {57]0) (%% 5 ) %. Attempt suasion 7 L —A kL Cause to start 7 b

IRV 372/ R, M1 ORI E LT,

Hﬁﬁfﬁojﬁ@tﬁéﬁ@m&7v L3 138 BITEIKD 68%% (58 T

W5 Attempt suasion VL —ATH D, IRV T Cause to start 7 L — A

2N 38 Bl ENTZ, £, EHbHDT7 L —AIZHLBEERW TS M 13%T

27 Bl o7z, EHHEDT7 L —AICHEBEMRNHL DD, Cause to start 7 L

—LERERSAELNDTED, BRICEFICKLVHTLRT7 V-2 2R T 5, 5.2

VBT, &7 L — A Y LI COMI & ZDORFMIC OV THB LTV,

B Attempt_suasion M Cause_to_start W Others

K1&7L—L0HBEK
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5.2. BAFEE (F>5] 03 >07 L —A
5.2.1. Attmept_suasion 7 L — A

Attempt suasion 7 L — AIZHARGEEG (555 NHLE T 5 &b FOLHYR
T —ALTHHZERRAEMENLLH LN ST,

Attempt suasion 7 L — AL Uses OB ELF L7 L — LD H
Subjective influence 7L —LADH 5, (595 OEBEETHLFELFEN
MEFICKH LITH~DOBNMERDTEBY, HEFOZOEDITAHIZEEL H X
HAETH 7 L—AFdE@ LTS, 2, MEFITHH1TE., #lxIX TR8FE]
[(F—A) 2082 TH5XSIMBLTWDER, ZHIEEEFLET TR, GELF
HZEDOITHICBMTHIENRMREEINTVNDLIZ EBREEWVWL D, G LFIZ
KX2@Engn, LT EHETERRICITAZTLIERNEZRS>TND I END
ARRSI

(8) Dl TIL. ADDRESSEE |Z MiZH ] WoGNfIHEIhTnwadn, T
%] 1% SPEAKER HH' & CONTENT IZH T H L WD Z L AT 2 EEL L&
L, LorL, Tch ) BEHEINEZDE 1 oA T, 5504557 HE T
(2] ZREOYBINIZEALETH -7, (11d)IZBI LTI ADDRESSEE [ 5t & 41T
UWNZRVN, E 72, CONTENT (2R D fhailidkk 2 T, 8)R(11d)D L S IZ#hE & & i
Hubonskd biviL, (1lc) MBFICFHE O] REATEZID O MR Iz,

(8) (F#8)
[T 7D T OBICEELRM T - 72 K&21X SPEAKER] [#HT LW H T DA AN,
¥ F71Z & ADDRESSEE] [H HHZARE: D 7 — A2 % &L 9 IZ CONTENT] D,

(11a) [ 913 SPEAKER] [ 1% ADDRESSEE] [ K#%ZBEDEEPN -~ & PLACE] B - 7=,

(11b) [/NA ¥ —IZF D Z ¢eREIIC TIME]. [f%% ADDRESSEE] [#E4fi X SPEAKER] [H.%F
HOBOKE 2NV IZ PLACE] - T2,

(11c) [BKJh1X. SPEAKER] [¥14 % ADDRESSEE] [ 9 |Z CONTENT] &2 7,
(11d) [ & A2S SPEAKER] [T L < T 7= ilEREMIIZ4T Z 9 & CONTENT] #F 9,

(11e) [E'> I « AR A% SPEAKER] [A 7T U —7% ADDRESSEE] [V —L v F DT —7
JUIZ PLACE] BE- T2,

=k & L HIT CONTENT & PLACE D 2 DD 7 L—AEEDO L LN Y TH
NTWD Z ENL WA PLACE IZIFHMIZSH T E DO b DO ETHA Oz, %
DG CITON 21T/ Z5a R TAFEEHT 22 2ICL>TA F=I—/
IZELTWAEAERH D, HIzIT TLVA NI LICHEY] OBSITIEELT 51T
Z. (Me)D [T —TNWIZFH-T- ] TITFEZT2ITAZEL WD LT, M
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BIosHkFELERIL WL EZ2OND, A M=—¢C1F, HRICBTS
(0] & THo) EOBEBERICESIEREBEHRZIE L. % (entity) & X —
AT DLy ORR (FHah L ZiEdy) REEZF O, (W 1997)

Fo, BMEE 1Y) L0 Lo RMEMARRBLELTCO THY> 2HLE
BIbER SNz, 22 THEMEHB Lo, BT, &N 72 ElH
DERDTDTHDH, LTOU2)D X Hic, B EEbnsd 155 OoffiH T
I% SPEAKER =° CONTENT [3# S 72\ 2 <E75>47b\ T, BEEZEBEL CTEARL
BEZBLTC 5] 17421782 L LTWVWDHET, FLFEIZ SPEAKER & V9
7V —AHEREZEL Attempt suasion LIFMHEN R D, (12)FHIDO 7 L—
LELTHI ZEEBEL, 523 THEBT D,

(12) [Z9 LTELWL < & T MEANS] [ X7V D % ADDRESSEE?] & 9,

#* 4 1% Attempt suasion VU —ANED LI RT L — LR LK THEDLR
TWVWLDNZELDTEHLDOTH D,

4 7L —-LERLFEAM % — v (Attempt suasion 7L — L)

SPEAKER |& ADDRESSEE (Z % CONTENT (275 9 1 51
SPEAKER | (ADDRESSEE % )CONTENT (Z/ & 35 9 103
SPEAKER & ADDRESSEE % TIME ~~ & i 9 1 131
SPEAKER |%(ADDRESSEE % )PLACE (Z/~/"~ & 7% 9 33 #i

5.2.2. Cause_to_start 7 L — A

Cause to start 7 L —AFHARGEEF (55 ICBWT 2 FHITE M
N7 —ALThHDH, 7L —ALBEFEIL CAUSE, EFFECT NHLTH Y, L HiZ
i SN DRI IR L E L TV 5,

(13a) [IFEEM DVE 7Y cAUSE] [V < B IE B K% EFFECT] o 7=,

(13) [BEDHELELY b EWEEZRE LRV D7 EFEN CAUSE] [V % EFFECT]
FEol-,

CAUSE DEMZFFOEFEIX, ATiEe<, BAMD LIZADOTHEN T &
HIZHEH S5, Attempt suasion 7L — A& TERY | TRTRIND
EFFECT (ZIXMEAEM DB AN D,
Cause to start 7 U — AR bLHEEM/ANZ — NI TWDLI N TKIZEYD &
BomCTERER 15595 BRI N, Attempt suasion 7 L —ADKFIZH
TERPINERLCEIIC TFEHY ) BDEMNRRBEE L THEHIATVD
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(14) [BHR DO HBEN cAUSE] [ME & % EFFECT?] B D .

5.2.3. Seducing 7 — A

(12), (14)TH7Z 2 2OHR 72 15551 OFllL, £ £ Attempt suasion
7 L — AR Cause to start YL —AZIHWERZRLREZLH, TNLEN
CEWTHAH TR T L—LAEELEGZATEY, EHH6DT7L—AICHi%Y
LgWwe&Exbhb, 22T, AFIEFR S ODERTRIND L H 7 Seducing
TL—ALEHIIMA DT, 2D DOFISMIRL L TWE 2, LR
T U— AR, F O ER (B - mAEY) %59 SEDUCER, i 9 HiE&EfET
MEANS, ED X IHIZFHE I O EIF e & TR IND DEPICTIVE &, #FbiLd x4
Z #79 SEDUCED (AW - fEAY) TH 5,

#* 5 Seducing 7V — LD ER

EF

“the SEDUCER expresses through language or action his or her wish to have a sexual
intercourse with the SEDUCED or to make the SEDUCED sexually attracted to the
SEDUCER.”

(EZIZLDER)

(15a) [B24E % SEDUCER] [SE Vi T MEANS] [if A\ % SEDUCED] # > 7=,
(15b) [ME% & A 72 %72 & L C MEANS][JE A % SEDUCED] # 9,
(15¢) [ K> 1% SEDUCER] [fiTEE S . L->Z < H# < DEPICTIVE] - T,

28 1> 5 B 11 fillX SEDUCER 28GRI S 4L T W RN o 7223, HilfE D SUIRD B R 5
W AT HE T d 5, SEDUCER X° SEDUCED [ZIZAZFDOLDOMN AL Z & H HiiE,
(5591 ITRADOTIRE 70D NI LI ROEAL (eg. TRBHAOHEE]) <0,
ITRADOXG LD NIZHEE Lo ikEEs RS THE) 2L, A h=I—W
mEHINMEHIND, £, TRV TLS2ZLK ) BRE, BEBNR
DEPICTIVE & & bICHEHEND Z 0%\, fich ., [EEELL AT TRIEIC)
[LOZ<KHL ] R EDORIBHER N,

D7 L — A TIEEZ 2o 72(12)R14)DF1X, Z @ Seducing 7 L —
LTHILHRETH %,

(12) [ 9 LTELWL < & T MEANS] [ & F° 0 DB % SEDUCED] # 9,
(14°) [BJ7 D LAY SEDUCER] [ 5 % SEDUCED] 3% 9
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HRGEIZ A 27292 Cause to start 7L — LD E RS NT-
(12)D | & [FIER 72 ¥ % ££ 9 il & . Japanese TenTenll, LUW 22— RATHRZK LT-
A, M RRBLOAZLIZLMERH I TR o7z, Bl(15d)ZSR Iz,

(15d) [T 2 LEZHRVE)E T, MEANS][= v 7 DJ§ & & )® SEDUCER] [V = — A
A % SEDUCED] # 9.

6 REWE 7L -2 BR LK A% —~ (seducing 7L —4)

(SEDUCER [X)MEANS C SEDUCED % i 9 4
(SEDUCER 73/(X)SEDUCED % #% 9 9 {3
(SEDUCER |d)MEANS T PLACE |2/~ 9 5 44l
SEDUCER |% MEANS C CONTENT % &% 9 1 5
SEDUCER /73 (MEANS T)#% 9 6 1

5.2.3.1. Seducing 7 V— A &ZEHLEA ¥ 7 7 —

B TR LE TREHE ) X, ENRRITIER WD Seducing 7 L— Ak
RO G N2 —%ZFD 1§55 ThrZ enbnrd, 555 NS
% Seducing 7 L — AN, M0 OB~ LA INTHERH I EEZ 265,
Google MR T “MAE2FHEH” ZRBLIZBINLL FDO6a)(16b) TH D, EHH 1
7 L — LB MEANS 5B, T L SEDUCER ($90D N) 1I2& > TORLRISRT
& % SEDUCED () OXRAESIKTZDDOFEEZRL TWDH,

(16a) [BEBITAH W T A VB ART A -2 R S, OCRIRFRAAL T -3
C MEANS] [f£ % SEDUCED] # 9,

(16b) [#1V & W2 X TopIic] [NV IZxH (R I AR EZRYE) ZAFT T MEANS]
[ % SEDUCED] 8§ 9 O — k7=,

53. IRRABFEL LTD §5 ]

BT, BARGEENE T35 9 | 2RI GE (interpretation predicates) Th 5 Z & %
F 9k L7\, Hasegawa et al. (2006) Tik, (17 ZEfET 572121, MERELE T
5 risk NMAKLT D Risk 7 L— A&, WEREE(content predicates) T 5 tell
NHE T2 Telling 7L —AZHA LTIV K& 7L — A LA THET
LHMENHDH L LTz, (PGRFEIIRT. WEBREICIEI TR ZS,)

(17) She risked her life by telling FBI the story.

52 Tk, AAREH (Fo) N3 o07 L —LrxMmg LRR5 3 SOR%E
FoZ zBonicLizn, 1Y) 280X EREHMT L7021, 15
9 OMETH 7L =LA TEARETHY, NEERTHEANBRES D7
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V=L EDHBICR s THRADLERSLIOTIE NN EEXT, 55 0
a3 %5 3 DOT7 L —ALIZHOWNT, ZNENDOT L—LOMMARHE & &b
2, ¥ T35 ) PMREFEE L THREEL TV EE X650 D0l 2R A
Do

Attempt suasion 7 L —AIZEW T, i L FOEKXIX PLACE X° CONTENT T
ITON2ITAZMEFLLEBITETTLIELETHY, TS 25 LUITA
EGELFO) ERRSRTHDH Vx5, (11d)TIHE. BRNRITAZRT
A TEE] PHNEHATH Y, #h5 559 13 ADDRESSEE & —#FIZH 2 L7z
W, TDITAEEERITLIZWE WD SPEAKER DEEZ R LT-MRRECTH D L&
X bivd, Cause to start 7L — AT, FIRMIICERE SN TITW 20N
DD, CAUSE IZ XV EFFECT & 579 5 ANW(EXPERIENCER) MFIET 5 Z &I &
MWTHD, (13a)D [§5 5 | 1L EFFECT Trs S U7 Bl 2% H 3912 EXPERIENCER 0D
FIZALDHZEZRLTWDLIET THY, EFE EXPERIENCER 725 & D L 9 72 &
ERWTOMTATE TRE) ICX-oTERSND, DD TR BHAEERT
b TFEI ] IHREFETHLHLEEIILENTELHEASY, (150D [55 9 |
I%. SEDUCED (2%} L T SEDUCER D PERIBILZ K> TV D & W S IR Z FIEEIC L |
HLERHERIIEDOL ) RITAICIVZOMELERIA LN 44A TR
W] TRINLTWD, 207, ZOHN6 b £z, BRBRNEEIZRT
LfERBFEE LTO 1559 ZMRTLHILENTE S,

(Ilc) BKJhiZ, M2 BFICF -7, (Attempt suasion 7 L — L)
(13a) EBEMOIHIEN N BNIFREEF o7, (Cause to start 7 L —2L)
(15a) BN B WE TR AZ#FH o7, (Seducing 7 L — A1)

6. & i

AFETlX. Fillmore and Atkins (1992) 7 L — A 43 #7<° Hasegawa et al. (2006)72
EDHEATHIRTHEH SN FiEmIZESE, BARGEH 1555 OEWI %
Tolce ZOREE, 15551 3 2O7 L —2A (Attempt suasion 7 L — WA,
Cause to start 7 L—.A, Seducing 7 b—4) ZHa L, £OETOEK
IR WT, RN EEZH S TWHZEEZHLNILE, TOREODXLKE
BT A7, MRGBFEELTCO 1§95 L EARNRITAEZRTNEGT %
MAELTHEZDLDLEND D,

XREEOT7 L —LxlE L TEY, XBRKROHEMOT-DOIZITZEN S ZHE
LTEBRDRERHDEVI) ZEIFERINTERLOO, MR E & NAE

S

b OERENE risk IZHRL BT X9 T N IR (content predicates)iZ Y 72 HEEDY . H AFEEHF
(359 ) TIEAFAIICL s TRINTWEZH, NEBREH T < WA (content) & L TH
76
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EDOREHENDL LD E R & 2 29813 Hasegawa et al. (2006)CAFE 72 X 41 Cuh7g
W, AT, BARBHFICBOWTOEOLDOERENYTELELZLERLL. W
RN EFE L IXR R VAT TRIND Z L Z2HICHEBE L,

SEOFETIE TEFE) ICBT 23RO (Fo) 7 —2ZHIR LR
W, ABIEMT ¥ I BWTHRICHEDFTONDNE I T 5 %2R
Hb, T, BEITXAAREOHZO IR LA, BAFET 3 2O7 L —A
TEHIEN T59) PMEEFETITIEDO XY ITRBAIND D, o, 3T
HEBENDNAARFELRABICHREEFEE L TCOBMEEEONE I DEFHITHE
VAR

e E PN
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