DOI:10.16104/j.issn.1673-1883.2012.01.015

F24 8% 10
201243 )

G5 FIRFR A F R

Journal of Xichang College - Social Science Edition

Vol.24,NO.1
Mar.,2012

HEZRPI A fRsE : AREE Y 28 R R BB A HESS

K4
(AR Sl R, )1 HEL 625014)

(# BRSBTS IIERZ A AR RS Fo X A MRIER G LE R AR TR FAAEE, RO TA
KikgnEF P AWM A, XL AT MRMOIERE-AHIELZHELBXMRG LA S TR S ESEM, B TEREHE
0, AR AEXFY BB TR — 2 F R mAKILE XX ERGMSIEI M, MEHSTRGRE, RAGERH
IR, XA EMRATIER o XAF ) 5AT T AR AT RIFIIE AR R LI A I A3

[RERER; ELBAXGIES; FHE4H

[FESES]H314 [XEFRIRBIA  [XEHS]1673-1883(2012)01-0014-02

1 EREBILSIERMNITLE

HEZE (frame ) 13X ME& 2 Fillmore (1975) $2 Hi 1
— & . Fillmore FAH I A58 4 N (Fillmore
1982; Fillmore & Atkins 1992,2000) , HEZE B 4015 &
HIPFIE S AR Z 8] A — 142 1 (interface ) , J—F
FHE SRR IR 2 R R A& . ZEA 1982 4F
Fi B CHEZR4E: L2 ) (Frame Semantics ) 38R HEZR 2
— g Ry =,

KTHEBE AR W R 7 TR R e :
J6, HEQUZ— RO S5 o AR NS5 AETE  HEZR A AR
AR EEH TR BERITTRN I 1 —Fp
NG Ty =X, A BUHEZR ) Je R — 8 2 NS
A RS . HEZAE S — AN aliE F R S
AR Z B4 A AR ZR Y ST R SR BB A
WHIE SRS . ARV NS R A TER
T, XA IC R NI SE— R TR 1R R AT
FEFARIS B R AAFAE I R 7 N A R 35 1
AT AL A A EETE R Z R E R WS 2SS
Mo LR HEZRAE Sy — A48 WA SRR B 4544 BT
RIMNRGME . XD RGEEIE TR THEZL N
TLRIK R T S ARHEZ Ah A HEZR S5 4 1 4h
TR AFIE N AR BN

FFHEZRW) R Ge gy, v I T IR (fig. 1) #6s :

ER

Fig.1 HEZLR G4

Wi EER:2011-10-17

2 IERRGHINERE

HEZRZE K4 1) N IR T B & — Fh 3L TR TR 4
FAEAE BB 2 FIAEAE SR AT ARE IR ? SXFPAELE LY
A N BRI B ZRAE , S0k A AR SR 56 it 4
S, 0 HX RS 2l DL IR . ZEFRATRHA
W AR R S (Schema) A A ix 4t
HIE. Gibbs & Colston(1995)iA Ky, B4 KA —fnl
PIE LR shBFRHERAE S R R 528, Oakley
(2004) A Ry 7 G R 202 T 41045 [ 245 +) e 55 3] AR
ARG AL T X} Sk 2 G A 7 %) e P ) P S

=% AW AR UN R KE R Byl e N A 11
B SHERNIBICRA MR, N Rk
YA E K, BREAANE—D— SR
R, MW FRE—FnR 2R DAL
PR E , A 5 R AR A, I8 2 90 b6
B —F R BRI R IR XL R Z
AR LI 2 A R IE L R Sissh a2 F =,
BEREAHEITCR SuEZ mE R 2, _EEN
N K Fig.2 s, R DL, B = A vy i HE 4
SN

24 FR S ol
4 E S ol

HER

Fig2 BZRESESR
3 BEREXMIEESIES
AT (2005) R 3 T HEE SHEZERIOC R b
IAH, Fillmore %524 35 #2 H IO HE XE (framing) , /EF5HE

TEERIN 5k 5(1979— ), %, @B\ IAL AL A, JHIT, £8 7 @ 385352 ik, =& I %,



14

kO AERM IR NER T LA XIS SMER - 15 -

Fe NFE SR Moe— MER R B oY, It o X
A HAB R > Z AT 2R

AT LA AT, 2SR S8 S, AR BV
AR LER R AR B E T ORRIE . T ER
P I X B e FA G 25 BE T R ) PSS, BT LA AT LA
WONHEE R RIS

NZRAE R A RS R B SE il b N7 e R
2R I R 07 2, TR HE S B U G IR S TR X
il 2 B R KA B R E 0], M6 S bRl 52
P, AHEL IR FR PR O R R S A RO HE R 254, X SEAE 2
SER AR OB LRI GETE A PRANEITRICIZ O
PREERH

MENEIFE A, N TG A DL HE SR 25 1
BN K SEHESR B RS R R s 3 -2 R HE SRS
A DUR O 2R S G R, TR AE AR A (A B
@M. — MES B & T oo &R I & K
ARG P T M HE SR AT Sy 825 WL B0 = 4 P U
HA R8BI XA A B S WA HE S

M TRESUR SIS, IS A X Fh 2 A AR B
— B IR, T A A2 3 B 1 P 28 4 b
S50 Bl ShASIERER R R, IR BORESR AR, AH
Xof [l 1) A R 1 X ST LU ER A OB O REZR . ]
fig.3 T/ :

ERRSEH:

Emit1 EsmL2 ER@A 3 Esmit 4
MR/EREST A ER/ESme
gwRC
@m. -
Epmta
E2mA1 E@EL 2
Ep@mA 3
wR/ESEAE
ER/ESES D
2% F
Fig.3 HEZRM ST
A
4 Z5iE

g5 b HEZRES R i R oL 22 A SN 3) e
FRAE RS OCE X LE U B HE SR — > A
SE B B A B HAT Z B SR . —
AMHEZE LA 5 35l oG ERE AR A R K5 T
X AHEZR A D B % WL i) T R P UM i T R R
A — AR MAIRESL . IASHRE  HEZL AL
MM HEERMZHTMNYL, W KE , b h
BRI R IS RORESE A W 1A, SCRT LAEE Y
BUHTHIRESE , A R ATHER R IR E Y

[1]Fillmore, C.An Alternative to Checklist Theories of Meaning[J].In.Proceedings of the First Annual Meeting of the Berkeley

Linguistics Society, 1975:123—131.

[2]Fillmore, J.Frame Semantics.In.The Linguistic Society of Korea. (ed.).Linguistics in the Morning Calm[C].Seoul: Hanshin

Publishing Co., 1982.

[3]Fillmore, J.& B.S.T.Atkins. Towards a Frame based Lexicon: the Semantics of Risk and its Neighbors.In.A.Lehrer and E.F.
Kittay (eds.).Frames, Field and Contrast: New Essays in Semantics and Lexical Organization[C].Hillsdale , NJ: Lawrence

Erlbaum, 1992.

[4]Fillmore,].& B.S.T.Atkins.Describing Polysemy: The case of “Crawl”.In Y.Ravin.And C.Leacock.(eds.), Polysemy:
Theoretical and Computational Approaches[C].Oxford : Oxford University Press,2000.
[5]Gibbs, R.W.& Herbert L.Colston.The Cognitive Psychological Reality of Image Schemas and Their Transformations[]].

Cognitive Linguistics, 1995, (6)4:347-378.

[6]Oakley, T.Image Schema[A].In.D.Greeraerts & H.Guykens. (eds.). To Appear in the Handbook of Cognitive Linguistics[C].

Oxford University Press,2004.
(734897 . % B X238 []]. wa ) shE 1R 3R, 2007, 1.

(8] 2k K A AE 42 36 35 35 5 BAT R 49 8 = []]. /M5 5 9B S, 2005, 2.

Understanding of Frame Theory: From Framed Schema to Dynamic Frame

ZHANG Ting
(Department of English, Sichuan Agriculture University, Ya 'an, Sichuan 625014)

Abstract: Through the analysis of frame structure, its inner parts and construction, the essay proposes that

frame is a dynamic and hierarchical structure consisting of schema. Being dynamic, the hierarchy of frame is not

pyramided, but topologically overlapping. In the dynamic course, frame can be deconstructed and reconstructed. The

analysis helps better understand frame theory and better understand the connotation of the frame structure better.
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