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1 R E & IERAVEA
BEOBASEDOERFRFIROERRIIIB VT,
Wwhbw 5, [TEXEE | (formal semantics) & [#
HMERRSE ) (cognitive semantics) (3 & b ICEELE
RHEELEoTWEA, AT, ZEEOMED
AR EMIC LT, (BREBRHF DTS 44D
H2o) WED [HKEL] 28R4 %, ek, RAOE
BREm ICHERLT A EFEEOMIAS . LIZLIE, mER
MY TARFTHAEVDBNDEI LMD AN, E
BIZIZE ) T, BRERRIERT 2 [£7
VERRREYERRER | (model-theoretic semantics) D J7
REKL, EDOTRKLEZLZDTH) ., £DF
HiZ, IEEOFEKDOMNEB L U4H8E T 5 ‘realism’
DE (BBE) WKIGUT, EBIZIE, EFETLFT
4T (‘execute’) SN B (KD Van der Does and
van Lambalgen (1998) 2*5 D51 % &H),

But we think that cognitive linguists cre-
ate a false opposition between model the-
ory and a semantics that also attends
to cognitive aspects, due to their exces-
sively restricted view of what model the-
ory has to offer. ...In principle, mod-
eltheoretic semantics is neutral between
the semantic representations as aspects
of the world and as elements of concep-

tual structure.

EB, AR TR, EEOMNEBFAE L 047 T 55
2. BEROKITERRICAONS &) 258\ ‘real-
ism’ ‘iﬁ% LT‘/‘&V\O

“ARFRR . TR 10 5 P RAFAF SR R B 3k BT 5 B

[ BASEODHHFHR & AR EHHF R OM S HIRHHF
R] DBERIZET

Van der Does and van Lambalgen (1998) D#
MA—LAT TiE. D&L L BEEE T 5—Tid. Marr
(1982) D7 1Y a v OB'FHR % . T NVERNEKR
ROFEIESE [ T4V a v OFE] (logic of
vision) & LTERILLTW 3B, D&L TiZ, Mgt
% (perceived object) &, FENE RN S N/ZET
ML THREE B DT, —HED [
(approximation) & LT, #4Hy%2 Bt gIc (4
BC) ST s, BERERO [EHH54] (par-
tiality) & V) F X B&IE, IEE (L h b, 1980
FEALE) ORERERGMRATER SN TE. (B
REED) BRBICHDLIERIFETH B, &
TR, RANAELVIHIBA,L S50, &I
DRBABERBOBRIZD HESNT—HZILHER
HINTVE, WEFKRMERSIIETBE, D&L
Tid, SERBI. PNOHDE S ‘projected world’
%4 U THSR (real world) IS UDIT 6N 5, 2L
T T ‘projected world’ 12, bNHONDOHME DT
HE) 70t A ERICEN>TWV D,

UEDS 4 SHEICBWTEEERICUERS L.,
FFFET QT T A0 ] (FERRR) &L
T, ZOFHMERERRBGL, bhbh (&
EEE) OSERE (OB IS T H5mE
FBREARE Lz, Lizhto T, TOEEETIE, 1
REFELZD ., FERBL ‘projected world’ DI
B, o0 (ZhEED) HFERNDOHHEDOFRL
NIVIRBEEL VI &l b, ZORRLELT, &
DEHETIE, Whwb, RERX 2201, i
ERBOBAHMEDE AR 2 EIL T &I
b, 2EN MAMHMEOSTENEERXL L, £
OHMEDNEF L ENZEOBREEEL X DO THM
TEPLZDDTHY, ILALIARDOEIEEL T
ZVEV)EETHANMBICT 2 L2k b,



fER. FIED “see” £\ BRI LTI S
nTVA LI, FOSHELIHET 27 uERid
X THEMETSH S (72k 21T, KD Marr (1982)
»oD5IAEEER),

The underlying point is that visual infor-
mation processing is actually very com-
plicated, and Gibson was not the only
thinker who was misled by the apparent
simplicity of the act of seeing. The whole
tradition of philosophical inquiry seems
not to have taken seriously enough the
complexity of the information processing
involved.

DEDEBEISRBRENS L JIT, FEED “see”
LWIER (DEHEL) K. bhbhoBamm
BEOBMR 7O AHED, whid, [REl] &
NTn3Enzd,

PDETHRARTE-ERIRFIC NS &L AREH
Tk wAs, T I Tk, M350 ] (Construction
Grammar) DEXHEZF % (H5H2) RATS
ZEIT B, MXUETI, HERODSERBELEEA
T [#3X ] (construction) H&bd SFENEIE2 HaR
BREEZ S, DFD ., BT L TS, BEW
FHEB AT, FREKICHFED (idiosyncratic) %
EROAEZIRET %0

AT, Goldberg (1995) THO—¥KFED [EHIE
7% | (argument structure) {23 5 —5HT B A% 72
DTVEDLITTRZLARET 5 DIRDEZT
Thr, BRAEROBETHEET S, whwd [E
BR&HL] (compositionality) ? A 1 = X AIZDWT,
HRDOEBEEOAFBREICIZ T, ZOBIC, HBXH
EHRDETHIEET A LIRELZV, 20, &
BRERTR DB IS BT HERDIBRMBERIEIRICM
2T, & [288] (global) 2R TH BT
IET 2 MEBREEP L 5 2 5 h D BREH—
i (clause) # Bz & LT—#HBENDLIRET A S
LiZT A,

2 REBOMEEFRIC DOV TDOEKRAE
(1) Mary saw John wash his face.
(2) Mary saw John washing his face.

(3) Mary saw that John washed his face.

INHDOXIE, EFEOMEEF “see” I2DVTD
WA 28 —87% | ‘perceptual reports’ & TN
5—Thb, CNFTH (KEXM%) RAFICI L,
(1), (2) . 3) L XBI s, [EBBZLEE] (direct
perception) IZXFfE L. “see” DH#ER (complement)
i (REMZ) B (scene) FHWV TV 2, (1), (2)
NEVE, FOWHHEORTEROERN LT AR
I (aspect) DRBII Do TWE EEZ LB,
2Fh, ()X (BHELL) BRFEEEZETON
LT, (2)F (EITHD) MomzkEL*RT L
wbhb, il 3) oM. [Rr7] ZLBK
ERIOTELL, ZORET [HERH] THY,
FITR (#RZ D) BB LOBEIL )
MATVEL,

HEOMBEEFMEL TIL, “see” M, ¥
FLRHAPBEVLN LD, KFFTIE “see” L\ I B
FICESE LIRS, 510, lUY EIFAELT
. (V) B0 X 51z, MEE)EE “see” DL (com-
plement) 2* ‘NP+naked infinitive (NI)’ DX TH
LHEREANICERET L, UTTE, 20L& )%
WX x., EEL, INIEX] &Rz icd 2,

FRTIE, EED “see” LWV ) HEBFAICEH S
NI 2O LT, ThE TOEREOMETFHE
XD (BBRH) FIREBE L TH 5, AEDEKR
MRTNIBXAEoF ) L BE L7220, Barwise
(1981) TDZ & Th b, ZDEHIEREAOE bV 2
513 &T ERE, [IREEKER ] (Situation Seman-
tics) LV I Fz BB SERILENE ) AT,
DFEEII o/t 8XZWE B, NIEXTOHMES)
5 “see” IR T A ERDNE . EREYIC [ 3] BIAE
THHH., FDOEFRAMRIIFERD [#5E] (proposi-
tion) & ZE R LNV, EBE, NIEX TR, BF
DEBRRENS S LIEEARMICR L) . HEHUR
FRRLEV, &5, NIEXOHEE LT, w
bW % ‘veridicality 8T 6 h %, 2F ) NI
TiE, EARMITIE, ‘a sees ¢ &V ITERD S At
Erhs2, DEoSid, EEONIEXICELT,

T THEEN] /THED] v BER., %
3 ® Dretske(1969)-Barwise(1981) T @ ‘epistemically neu-
tral/positive perceptual reports’ DE X HilE T VT 15,
Ho,LOBBLTB L, ARTE, LLoERWEELS
B (B BESNDLI LIRS,

2T, (RIS EVIELEEEFTITVRADR,
POFILRIETFVFEINTOULRVEAREELELITVELNS
Thrb, TOMBPIELTFIRONLFEICR, ZORLFH
(—RmALFERICBITS) ‘monotone increasing’ D& IR
Bihrtwvnbhi,



DI EB % [HIEH ] (extensionality) &R L
TWwWb3,

Barwise O NI#EX DX E b b & 72151,
Higginbotham (1983) &, T DS Eom» &
FEL. TOREL LTOSWEREL 720 £Z T
BRRERIIZIE & D {THE R 72 Davidson it O ‘event se-
mantics’ 1220 & | Barwise (1981) T & 1172 NI
BXOME., 612, 22 TEsnonTnn
HEOHHATELZLERLI, BROZ LD
% . Higginbotham DIKIXERIR DK EIZHF L T
12, SRENERR O, S, EoF (ERHEITH,
& ) biF. Asher and Bonevac (1985) Tid. B
LR BEE ¥ BlE2 5 . Higginbotham O —F&ik
SEERHEIC O ¢ Yindividual-event semantics’ 123t L
T, 2O HI L <FHEshi, £LT,
D%, A ERRICHEE T 215 E 12, Higgin-
botham D Z L3 o7 BT, RAOLTHERD
ERBILADP > TV 2DTH 5,

LAEAHEFEDONIFESTICMT % (1980 4RI BT
3) INETHB, LrL, Sl oTRY B> TH
% & . Z O Higginbotham |23 2 REREIEH T V&
YT Loz i L) 2L, PhDOyG
MOBEENLTORBRS T (RNBERER D & 9 7 ‘big
theory’ ICHR7:6) 250D, B LIZFICL
T. Higginbotham O NI#XXIZ2WT D (FiEH)
BEHEFRIIZEZNLZIDb DDV H B, L IT, Bif
ZEDVHTIX, EEFEONIBIXOBEIF—2DF
EFINLLTOHRE (event) IKHIETEHLEVIR
FHik, LA, BRZEXHLEVR B,

3 EEEDO NIEXDOEKRDH

3.1 HESK

HEAELT, EbOTEBH LRI PHR LD
o HIEED “see” V) BEIX, BREDO (RS
EIFERMICELR D | IREER (stative) TH Y, b
W THE ] 2% (REMIC) 5N TV ALK
BErRT, NIEXTIR., B2 5N BENSER
ICIRERMICREREINE L L BIC, FOERIT—D
DEELEFNELOMBL LTREHBENTVE, OF
n. MEBFHICEFTNTWS Y, NIEXTS,
bbNDOEEICBWTEBEAM TV S

3R L. BEICVWAE, NIBX TR, Zo@EBogdaTE
F—{REdRERTRATEERATRTRD 245, 20
BADICELTE, —RCH, 20X 2 BERIRTEL
v (cf. Asher and Bonevac 1985),

LIZE b ) D, —REIIV o T, ZALPD
RBERAMEDN L WEELIIER SNE W, 272
L. NI#XOHEICE, Z0ORHBOBEEN (D
HMXICHRD &) SFEBEECERDLNZVDIC
TERZV,

FEOKRE L. 20 [NFEOME—~BG—~BH—~
SHERB) LIV IELEDEHTARDINEND)
ZEIZHB, EhbiT, MBE B0, SFROH
BEOHDL LTOBBE 2T 228 O/
2. whiE, ERZTO [ERE] P55 IR
ThHb, FOBIZ LI [TEHRDFN] (Aow of
information) 2SEbH-> TV B b TH B, DB
Bid, 22T BERT VIV - H AT OEEZED
BALEEIMWEI . L) I EDHBILE S,
2%0, FOBIC, SEFEAEOREICHET 5
BOANGE - RESCREIREATE D X 9 KR ENICRES- L C
WEPAHIEE 2B,

3.2 BHEHH
UTF T, BIBOFIBRD 012, BAZT % (B
L) BFrI LT 5,
(4) a. John imagined Mary ill.
b. John imagined that Mary was ill.
(5) John imagined Santa Claus unhappy.

(6) a. John imagined Mary tall.
b. *John saw Mary tall.

(7) *We saw John know the answer.
(8) *¥*We saw the lamp stand in the corner.
(9) We saw John cross the street.
(10) We saw John leave.
(11) I saw the arms of the windmill turn.
(12) I saw the children play hide-and-seek in the
yard.
(13) John saw Mary not leave.
(14) John saw Mary not smoke.
(15) I saw the car not start.
(16) I saw the baby not cry (even though it was
hurt).
(17) Mary saw John leave at ten.
(18) *Mary saw John have left.
(19) I saw John leave/cross the street for half an
hour.
(20) Last night I saw a star explode.



o see/imagine :

“imagine” & VX 9 FERIL. “see” LB o T W
B (cf. (4))o L2L. ZDHETY, “see” D
NI A 5N 5 BHRERIIFE L %\ (cf. (5),
(6))o ZDENIE, FNFRDERDEHEIC
B 2N ORAERIGER L TW5,

BF O BRI T X2 b 1: (state)

NI, 3 DOWRKBEHCHRENEM %R
TREERERLZV (. (7), (6-D)e X5
2. FOBWIT. b0 (BrRk) [H1E] B
HEHEDITIZRVRRV (cf. (8). X WEBF
B W, FEEBRARY (EEC) [Rx13)
DTIF L FEEDS (RREIICB0AT) T8
%] OFIMNESTONTVTELDT, 20
X [R22 | BHLEONRL 5, WK
12, COERBGHEE NI#EXIIET 2 [EE
e EEZEIRN ] LR EICT D,

B)FEDOEREIT AR b 2: (accomplishment,
achievement)

accomplishment % achievement {2 X /53 % 7R
BEOBAIE., 20B5T 5 (—HD) HE
—DoNFLEDELTOHREL LTHEBE
NB2EEdIT, ZORMEDORBIEICE>T[4
] oharZbild, LzA>T, 2ThbH
DOBFEHNNIEL L HET 2DREHRZLT
%3 (cf. (9), (10))o

BFADEKRKT A2 b 3: (activity)

%5 . activity DBFENFEITIE, NI L &
BEASICEIEBE LRV, FRIZ. 2OEHL
R0 [HEHR] (homogeneous reference)
DMK D . ZDOBPIEIRT BT, %
ASDORMB AN = X AICETE, 2O
TR R 2 BFIRT 2 LBV LB (cf. (11),
(12))o TONRED [TANRS b DEH] 1T,
ZOEREGTIH 2, MR ISERT 2
bDTHD,

HEROEE:

—EBICV o T, BENLZERIINIEX L
W LIZ v, ZORFEEIR. KRERRT
DEZFTIE, HEHRROS OFHL LT
MBSO, KEROEZLHTIE, FROFTH
FoHE LTRIONDZZEILRD, BEX

PRARB & BENLERIE, T (BEE0
FROHBT) FRENTH, BHHRNRDOD
DEIELTI, RALENE (Z1{L) 2T
BRIl onEn)ERRIZBWT [#
B ZEEEL o TwD, L2 oT, —H
2, NI e dELIz v, Ll #
D (BFEMIZY) BHLERY (FEEomhc
HETEHT) BERT 2 EHNTETH 5
(cf. (13), (14), (15), (16))o ZDEIZIZ, (¥
EWIIE L) FOBERIBEINTWRVEE
PRIHR I N, FOHEDSH D ‘on/off’ B 4DY
BWADEHEIN, [FHICKLT] v EK%
BVRRERLLNEI &I S,

BEROMO [BRIREE]

AT, [HRE] L) BERIR 2 R
KERTABERIBIT AR B LoOxH L LTHR
2TE/, L7zToT, NI#EUICHE5-¥4 5%
HEEZIDIIHoTIZ, bhvbho [HEH)
TN L)VEELMBEL 25T %, NI
BXTE, 53T 5EREBLEZOMELIX, B
Wi, BRIARIELTB Y, mE [ FRRY )
WCEESIT N5 (f. (17)0 < DERBFIH
o, 72 BIC. FOHBBICITEIFEOE TS
Bbhne ) BEENHBEENS (f. (18)).
T 7o, NI T, B2 %2R TEIH
F932 1A% achievement % accomplishment 7 i
FBLHEELTVTD, BERO [#HYEL] &
LT ‘iterative’ RFAIMT S ENB T LIk
0. BREIREN) B (cf. (19)e 2 H. NI
X Tk, 2OWMXLOBERBFIHITEZ SN
TWVWBEDT, B4 DEFDMHEIRTIE (Vendler
WD) BRERHT ARY F OBE»S, &b [H
H] 2B THRRENLTEESEIE LS, FL
T, ZOERBGHOERIZ 2 o TV B DIT,
NI BT 2 [RHOKEE] TH 2, ¢
bbb, HWRELZOHE L DM OEREK
FHIXIONT, 260ERIT. HELA
B (—oDFEENELTO) HWREEL
TRHBEND, TNLULEDEEIIEET S (cf.
(20))o (2B, KIBOKIFH DI, BEIM
FBHRT AL VLT D,)





