WMOCEE 7 L— AR

K4 : NH
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TS\ kR O#E

i

mu



F1E:(XLOHIC

AFmCIE, BEiaE (B Hi, XEXEESDLD) 1220 T, 7 b—ABWRRICESW =itk FEOH
WPEERTZEEEE LTV D, [HEREDEATHD DI 7 L—AThD | EHETDHZ LT, #
BB D EWA, 7L — L L7 L —LADOMAEDE (7L — LKA 2k > TREENRETRIET 5 2
LIRTREL 2D, TOFIEORME LT, 7L —AEKRRIC L A EWO B (of. B - /NE 2003) .
FrameNet (#218) (ZHEADWTMHRIY72EIRRLIR, BELIC L > TR D RRETH D Z &, R ERZEE
FoNns, FRICHBOERICESEZH T, KFEOEEEZHA LML TN,

E2F  HHREICET HIETHR

2 #ClE, Rhetorical Structure Theory (Mann and Thompson 1986, 1988 72 & : 2.1 fi) . BB

(Blakemore 1987, 1989 7 £ : 2.2 i) , Sweetser (1990)\Z & % #FifElk (domain)(Z &S\ 7= 4347 (2.3 Hii)
7 REARBEFGEO AT LY LT, Zhbo7 e —FofE L MERIC O W TEmT D,
NGB R ORI, FREAIER 2 B0 AT #2esB Do, 2 FIEDUSRAV R FLIRFE O R
HOHM. THDOFEATHIZEIC BT 5 M RIT, TERGRENM 2 HHE L TV D0 L) BIUZHOWT,
R EZ R L TNRNWZ ETH D, fHlziX, IRDOILIL Rhetorical Structure Theory (T 75
Contrast DRERDERK LB T2HL D TH D,

No more than two nuclei; the situations in these two nuclei are (a) comprehended as the same in
many respects (b) comprehended as differing in a few respects and (c) compared with respect to one

or more of these differences (http://www.sfu.ca/rst/0lintro/definitions.html)

z 613 Contrast DFTEIRMEEZBL SR LD THY . ZOreikeE L UIRY RO TH D &
ézéké 9. L7225, nucleus (%) &725 L D010, FITEWH ZEFEH NI Z LD =(a)).
BB LN Z LT E I N T ENED), (€). EWV oz Z EBREARITTREN TR &V 9 (S
H5,

% 3E . JL—LEKE FrameNet

3EIL, KX DAL 70D 7 L—LE WK (3.1 Hi~3.3 #i) & FrameNet ®EA (34 Hi) Th D,
7 L— L E KGRI, Fillmore (1975,1982,1985 72 &) IZ k- TIRE SN2 b DT, HEELILOHAFITIT
(ZL—LA) ZZRTIMERDHDH LV ZEEAHEE T D, 7 L—DALd WICE 9 & HEESLXD
BHRIZH D MFHFE T, #l2IX, buy &V O HEEOERIZIET HWF) 28 T80 F] I [Be) 2o
T IPdh) 2152 L WO REBICET 2 7 L—A0RMEET 2, 7 L—2EWRTIE, 7 L — AEEERI
FoTHEEIND LHESND, 7L —AFT7L—AIlB 57 5%8E (HWF) L EVF] 2E) X
o7 L—AEDEDY R EOBRNDL, —EOHELZF> TS, 7L —AIBENLERITT L —
LB LT, BEICHED 7 L — L8R (27 7 L — LAHEH) @ii“b\b§7 L— LDEWZHF ST 5,
EANME T ST LA ERIB L TNDHIONRA T4 THRENED 51 Tuv% FrameNet
(http://framenet.icsi.berkeley.edu/) Té %, FrameNet |%, WX~ I/~A0)E¥%T\ BT L —AD
Btz E# L (B : argue IZ Quarreling, Reasoning, Evidence 7 L —AZMi), 7 L —AEHE
ZHPLICT7 L—LOMHEEZTIER T 56D THD (cf. Atkins et al. 2003, Ruppenhofer et al. 2010), £ 7.,



Inheritance, Using, Subframe 72 &', 7 L — AL 7 L—ADFR (7 L—ARBRK) bEZRINL TV D,
IHIZ, 7 L—AMERE T L IZ T L— AR OFEBRE (Bl 21X, Quarreling 7 L — A% WAL 95 argue
I%, Issue O 7 L—AFEFRN about X° over |2 L > TEIND, 72L) IZONTHREEHKLTND, Tib
DFEBEZMT L LT, MAOA—"RAT=F R U LT, NI ShTZ 7 L— L 2R ET D 2
EFREL 72D,

4B JL—LEKRRBICE DSV -EEEDRERAE

4 T, [7 b—2fEE) 2 W8 O BRI O FiE 2k~ 5, 4.1 §iTlX, Bi{T? FrameNet
(BT DEHREGEDHNT DN TIRRD, BB OV TIEIBIITO FrameNet TiX, EEHi&AKEZ 7 L—
LHERDO1OL LTHILGAEDZ N, BlxIX, ROFITIE while §i4 A% Time R L L TH->TW\ 5,

(1) [<mnteriocutors- They] sat chatting [<Depictive- together] [<time- while Elizabeth waited for trade to pick up
again]. (FrameNet)

TR 2 EH@EI O dependent & LT D Z D FEHET, 7 L — LMLEGEEZ F.L & LERRRIZIB W TIEZY
REDTHDLEFA D, —H. BEREOERLLRZ HIE T 556, LD X 5 RFIETIIZEEO T
BNTHEAR T NV DENE LTEND Z 822D TR EBSARIAA TR T2 Z L3 TE 2y, 20
MR Z T 572012, 4.2 B CIIEmEIIESH L ERHICHWE SN 7 L— 2% 8k T 2 frame
connector Th 5 EHE L, ZIUCESWFBHFELRET S5, BOQ)OFIZ T 5 &, while Dfi
OHIZEH 7 L— AMREGE(wait) N EENTWDH Z Enbnd, ZOZLEHEXT BET /7 —vay
bl MOLHITHHDHZ LINTE D,

(2) [<Interlocutors> ThEY] sat chatting [<Depictive> together] while [<Protagonist> Elizabeth] waited [<Expectedfevent> for
trade to pick up again].

FEIZITZEF D chat 12X > T Chatting 7 L— A0, HEEENCIE wait I X > T Waiting 7 L — A7
BENTWDH, ZOXIRFEHEMEEE CLE0) ITEINTE 7 L—20fAEbEE [7 L — A
Hffi) ELTEERTDHE, ROXIICKRTZENTES, MF Fm [ TEHICHRES N7 L—2L%, Fs
IR S e 7 L— 2B RT,

[ T4 : chatting ] Pefoiat © while [ R - Waiting ]

Z OFEIE, FrameNet OFRiR &2 IEIC L2 b D Th H 03, Bt % frame connector & L Cord 5 &
9 M C, FrameNet ZHHIZSH L2 D TH D EMEFITHNDTEA D, 7L —2fEEMME WD Z &
T, HEFGEPEA TS DI T L—ATHD | EWVWIOETEKRE BIRMLT 5 Z ERAREL 2D, £z,



FrameNet OFERICHES< I LT, 7 L—AMBREFMH L T L—LZ& —fR(bd 5 LA 72D,
Bl 21X, Chatting 7 L —AIX Ef7IZ Reciprocality 7 L — A% K D72, Reciprocality 7 b —
LAELTHEEHZHZ LN TX, Discussion, Exchange 72 & DD Reciprocality 7L —ADF
L7 L—=LE 1 OO N—=FIZELDHLTENTED 43 i), SbIT, gk (b2 WIIEEREED X
NENDOER) ZEIZ7 b —2faMAaEitT2028 T, 7=V XA MEERTHZ LN TE, £
ftrb DHFRENAZ BRI L Tt 72 Z &3 mReL 725 (4.4 Hi),

E5E : HEAFEZANESH

5T, £EDOERETH 5 while ZELABNCHOWT, 7 L —LFEAMOBLENS SO L, &5l
Mafl X7 7 L— LB ZTNENOERT LK EL LI b DR, SEEMITOTIED 1 D TH DA
Frick - CTHGET 5, AT 27—, #E2D while OfFIZME LIZMAOa— A TH D, &
ZORBNL., TOBEKRKGDIEE SN TV D EOEWHEICK T 2 E@toMEL/haTEnT L,
FIWRP SIS LT b OB SN TN LT OB ES THLZ LR EDAY v FRH D
(5.1 #i), xHLIHTIE, 7 v REEFERDIT L FIOFEZ FKRIT D2 & T, 477~V LT L OBIR
EREMICT 0y NCELFIETHD (5.2 #i), RBIETIX, 177 ~VMZEED KIS T2 while D
ok (REM. [RIRE, HAR., xR, 84 &, P Unic 7 L—AaxEE L, EH - (RS hTh T
WrEiTo7o, TORER, EH - EEE L bICRHROBER (R - I 2 &) CIEfE - Rigz R4~
L—2 (NAfER) AW Sh, R0 ERCILHE - B2 R T 7 L—2a GEREEIR) 28, H7oxm
DEMTIEZENLSNO 7 L— 2R3 S D E WS AN SR o7, 202 Lk, Eifi & iEEH
ICHAE XD 7 L— LD 7 FY —H while DENZENOEKRIT LICIITLIE S DI/ D &) %
KLTWD, /o, UEEXEHBOBREZRE LI-E 2 A, B0 BERCIXES L ERE O 7EM
—ERVEBENTATT DM H D Z &, KO EKR (FrZHif) TIIEBE 2N EITIZIC 72 D1 23
HoHZ LR EPMALNTR T, SHIC, MBOBERTIE, EHLUEBREHICHEESND 7 L— L0 FE—
2725 LW O HADBEE S 1L, KV BERWATHEDR B 5 2 LR st (5.3 fHids L UN5.4 i)

FE6E  ABOEBHBEINFES T L—L : whereas DAHH 5

6 Tix, [RBOBERTIIES - HBREHICHE —O7 L—ARNMR S DHEANRH S| &V fERE, B
fta D whereas Z3HT 95 Z & TEDORY A MGAET D, whereas I while & X720 | FEAIZXR
DEWE LT, ZOEGEEZZTMABZ T 2 Z LIIHROBERESITT2 2L LRETH D,
BNC (The Second Edition of British National Corpus. http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/) 72>H#k & H L7z
whereas D (6.1 §i) Z3#r L7k, 2 < OB TESHE - (EEEHICH —0O7 Lb—LanMid Ing 2 &
BHER I, o, 7L — AMEFEOEIRLCREF 2 EIZL D7 L— 2AMEFEOBERZI DA 6N D 2
& (A—7b—bPMESN TS ZEDREE), R0 7 LV—APBESNL TV LIHEATH-TH T L
—AMBRERD Z L TRAICHET 27 L— 22 RORGRH L2 L, EHiLERHITY L— L0
JEHNZME SN TWD LI TE DGR H D Z LR EBRH LN o7 (6.2 #i), T4 D DORERIZ, Txf
FROBRTIZESH - EREICHE—0O7 L— AR SN 2EHA 3 H 5] &V I E2 < SR 260
Tho (63H),



FTE: JL—LOE—4LEREBDEK : while DSHMN D
T%ﬂiri%kﬁ@%@7V*b@H—ﬁj%m%m;\_®x#ﬁ8®%§ﬂ%®%%k%@ﬁ
MHDHINE N ZEERGET 5, SWRZ 5 &, [EH - REICH—O 7 L— AN X iz & & xR
DEWART) LWV WORMEEZHRGET 5 Z L1 5, i L7727 — 21X BNC 22 bl L7z while 5
LT, F—O7 L—ARBR I TWD EEX LD AflE-AE Tt L, ZDOMFO while OE
BRI LB C& D008 ) DEEMICKEE L7 (7.1 8, ZTOREE. 90%LL LD TxfROEM L 5y
HTEDLZEnbholz, TNLSOHITI, FRZEWEEDN RO T L— A S 2356, TRk &
(%I OmGFOBEKRTHERT 22 LN TELHEARENRS DL LRI LN oT, Fo, [EH L
BEIOEFENFE—, MEBENEH LV IEITT 5] R EOREB A ONTSHGE, BHROBEKE L TIER
éﬂé%@ﬁ%é:k%bﬂotozwﬁﬁi 7 L — L DE—MERRTIRO B & BRI > TS
L T & FT L— AT KD BT & TR e ST S 2 M E D E R R ﬁ%’%%bfw
HZEERLTCND (72 H), Fo, AR 7 L— 22 EAT5 2 Lic Ly, FEHEMITEFE
78 E~OISHATREMEN R S (7.3 Fi).

FT8E: JL—LEKGMNOAHEBOE *

8 E T, B A ETHFEEICHOWNWT, 7 L— A BWRICESWE BRI R R HEE R LT b D Th 5,
INETORHRRTH S while & whereas 1TAHE EI'J ZIRFED XA (cf. Izutsu 2008, Rudolph
1996; 8.1 fi). THHOEKIT, 7 b —LaEKMmICEHZES 2L T, DHROBERICZH 28 (HDWVIi
30) WZIER—o 7 =AMl <45 ) (RTR O Rhetorical Structure Theory D(a)D i), [ 7 L— LMl
FE. 7 L—AEFE (HEGT), KO OB 2 DL EBHERZERT S HIRD (b), (QDH) . &V IO TE
THROEW®ROMHEZ BMbT 52 &3 T&E D,

(3) He had nothing to offer her, whereas a fellow like Dunbar obviously had everything. (BNC)
Possession (Fm)- Possession (Fs)
OIS : Possession 7 L —A
@fHE (1) : FE_Owner [ [Sub] He / [Sub] a fellow like Dunbar]
@FHiE 5 (2) : FE_Possession [ [Obj] nothing / [Obj] everything]

FREOFITIE, EFHEEBEH TIEHEL TWLHD ROy 7 7T RE72 5 6 D) % Possession
7L —ALToHY, Owner EFH & Possession HFE L9 2 DD 7 L— AERNHER LKL TN D, S
512, while X whereas 23 F T X ROEKRTIL, @)D X H 1D 7 L — 18 (FE) NHESERD
NE—=IMMAT, 7 b—LMEGEE 7 L — AERMMHIER L R D567 b— LB LI AVFHE A
ERDGRIRENHDH ZENH LN o7 (82 i),

L OE : #EE

uh®%ﬁﬂ5 7V~A#Aﬁ’i5%ﬁ%®% IR OB NERHREI RSN D, FRZ, ZOF
HEILT7 L= A BRI EDW BRI RER N THDL & BlRNAE 7 L—L WO B TREK(ET
X5 E, TL— Aﬁ%%ﬂ%7v LOWEE L TED &, BT D & TR
AREL D&, MEBAY v hELTEITLND,
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