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HRFEECE (201043 A)

FHIEBICHED < 71 F D P

— T LA PR N T
5 KR HUll i

* [ELFEREITZEAT O — S AT > 2 —

1 8A

70 Z I REE NN ERIEEDBEFENCE K I %
TEIC&D, FA RSB 2 A DR AT Web
MHELNEXSICE> Tz, TOX S HFHIICEET 215z
ERL, EDOXSHREMN, ED XS RHWHEHEDN 5 HEM S
NTV2007H T 5 eNTENE, FHITRZEIL - R
S 2 5 OMARHRIC L > THAGEHRE 5 5.

FHliEHZ ST B L CHSESEPNT Ta—FD—D
i, TTLAFIVERZHCIEONEN DS, T OHGHRIE,
Martin[3], Martin and White [4] IC K> TIREINED
T, UTOXSWCEREINS [3].

The term appraisal will be used here for the seman-
tic resources used to negotiate emotions, judgements,
and valuations, alongside resources for amplifying and

engaging with these evaluations. (p.145)

T OFERIC IV CRHMNE, REHE (attitude), JEF (engage-
ment), X (graduation) O 3 DOEIH S HH TN B* L.
REFE RN A (sentiment polarity), FEARHNIEE X T
DAY LMD S5 FONIGONEBIR, WK S5 O
S OHHEOZDEEN S, FHIOREZ S - kRILT 5
LEDTH%.

TERICBWTC, T OMGEREFH M2 STk A 5205 TG
HENTWS (6,7, 12]. LA LKEHAD, TOHHZHAGEC
HWH LBl £7207%L, BonieT 7 A M2 A4 Tl
FEHENTOWERVOMNEIRTH S [8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14] . H
AFEOT T THRESN TV SFHIREDOSHICE 7 T LA
YIVHEGRZEA T 2 C e TENE, TN HRZ I - 75
T35 LTENTHDEEZLNS.

TRFET T A Y)VEGRZEH Lt DD—DIC, k1
13 Hd 5. TOMETE, HRHAREZSESESWI—
ZJICEETED Yahoo!7H 2| D5 B, TEIRA L
W TG bl TBGR) AR EBE L T2 Al o TR
ATV ICHEENS 25 iWFEH Lic. 2HTORSE, 4
HDFEERDX I CHFL, JalHFOTEEROR 2T
BdacehTE.

*1L M5 [14] Tl&, engagement (& [BHIEDOR DY J, graduation 1&
MFREE] LARENTWV .
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T ENZERRUIFERT S aREIRDIFTR

SHREER—2 1T

/!@‘I‘E'ﬁ A7 FHISRIC NS % RHiE ORI 2 KBS 52 & T
FHliA R END.
BREZAT AR & A IR O TR E U
2. FHMBRBUIRHENZ L ONMER T NS AN D 5.
BERAT FRITH L T OMEPHROR LE LK &2k
AL UCRHEARBIE NS, FHRBUIEEN T O
EHENZHANDH 2.

/

SHREEHBR AT

BB EEHAZA T APHROITRH T OfifEP R D 2
UHEL, MO, EEHIEEEZ OGRS NS, SHl
RIUIMEAE E DIMEH E MBI D 5.

UL UEMNDS, BT [13] Tld/MNEGR T —2 ULk LT
BT, BELEDFNLL ~RoOTuJIEHTE 20 7%
iR T 27z0IciE, THICKRFNRBETHS. 7T AP
HERIC K> T aJICEE N2 MR Z 0T 2 &N T
X, HBFHIHTRDED K 5 EHAEIC K-> THUH Sz
D, HEIWVEFFEEINIZD T IMHANHZO0HIET 57D
DFNMNOZRZENTES.

ZFTTCAWSE T, 77 LAYIVEERZE W T 'Yahoo! 7
0y o IRATIV] OS5 BEE [13] TRbaEh>7zED
ot L, 1587 [13]) &RBO LT MliZER T 71 7 OidH
L, SRl FOMAEROMNMZINET 2 LN TES
DOWKGET 5.

2 TTLAYIVERICEHVT B RRE T

7 T LA PIVBERIC B CRMlAS L, BRI D S HH D
—HRE L THbN5. RREFMOIBEICH T, FHlRED
ARGRRIEL, FEAGOFIWTEE - FEAGZR IO IR / T &
BTHHEING. BETEOY AT Lxy N T—7 0%
1ITRY.

2.1 FHMEEZE

7T UAFIVBERIC BT, SRR g REUE, AR
HEDFAAIC IS U C, BBEHME (affect), E{ESHE (judgement),
EREBSHE (appreciation) O 3 X1 ST N B2

*2 YEHNC BV CHEREATANG, FEMAENE & A SO BIRIC D % 5
HEND 4. oL, HABCENTE, WETHENS &S
T L A SR ORSERA BT LS BB AL [13]. AAETIE,
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B [ positive
(B7E)
negative
(&FIE)
—> affect
(& ST {d)
|- judgement
(& {8 5T )
> appreciation
(ERPRET{E)
inscribe
FE (8832)
ARSFU— invoke

— (58

wimE L,

attitude —=

(REBETAE)| FFEEE

>

1 BBEFHHOD Y AT Lty FT—7

G R, S (Appraiser) HVEHixTESR (Appraised)
IR L TEDK S NG (emotion) ZFFODMEHNEL LT
FEAHR 2 R R B2 HR . A - RKE - A - 2 - BEE
BRERRTEREND T DO RA TS T 5. EIETHEE, %k
G BIENE - BUHRTMM & 52750, PG RORE - EE Tl A
<, P& DALLEZ R I IR FIH E NS,

TETERTAM &, EME (moral) FVHIWHIC B W TR 2R
TEREAZIRT. TEO—MME - B2 - BENG AL L
FHIl 7 R RS T DX A SITEEYT .

BRI, 252 (aesthetic) MPHINTICIE DWW CREAMME 2
RS ERBRIES. TEEE - R BT - RLE R EICHD
AMRBIN %M T %.

TEAERTAN & BURETAGIE, FTA0E D FTLAm R 2 R g 23 72 3
M ROKEH - ELE LTRT LV RTHEL TS, L
i, G - EE - BUREEI O RO —E8 & Pl REO
iRl 2205 %.

RRIE T

KIFAY (realis) F/-FF LT KRS - T3 - 18D -
ELE W), Rib-FR (3-89 % - 20T 5 - I
W% DTS -5 - KS), BRE - FHER GiEd 5 -
W92 - KT 2 - flE5)

FERIRAY (irrealis) HARF - KE (1595 - HIFT - BAR
%8195 - Glids)

EETE

(e A )
#5F (social esteem) —A&M (3 - KD H 2 - Hi
W R BT - R, BB (FREDH S - BEL T -
JHE - BESIODZ VY « REA - JRSODYD), (SEEME (SBHEK - 11
B - NS - B - R
#REE (social sanction) fREE (NGEM - P55 - 1B - JENE
M« ASFES « RIE - A - D, R GRIE - Sikh - —
AW - 5 DX - FEIRIND
\_ /

FHIEAED I3RR & B RO 7 FUE A L THT 5 B ED D % .

175

BRARETHE

Rt (reaction) (MW « JIAY - #E - DX 5750 -
)

A (composition) (HIWZ - G - 20E - MG - B
fliz - #ELWVY)

flifE (valuation) (KYJ - &Y - H%) - L - A - e -
iy

22 REALZTI—

AR E 2R R B, & 51T, RBUTIEDEREN DR
PPC K> TR EHINSG. CONFHERBEA NS TV —
(strategies for inscribing and invoking attitude) & & 9.
EEMNICEKRHAETN 2562858 (inscribe), WHICEKIHA
ENBGEZRE (invoke) &5 5. Al T, REERH
(attitudinal lexis) HDMERA SN2 D, FH)CTIIREETEDMER
ENEV. BBEERRER LIE, FORMICSOIRIC 7eAT & U9 Rl
Mekdatn GRBD O ZFW, b U7 - Bl - 8l
WERH 72 25 9 Rl R B O BAAFIE R CRBEFRR TH 5. FEF)
X, THICLLFD 3 DDRAL SIS,

ERYIIT (provoke) itk (lexical metaphor) % FHu»
TR 2 4. RSP B2 F W TR 72 {f1 D & D
IZPIZ % T & TRt ZRT. eg. TNEFITTEHDIE, F
RE@O>TEHKITEVWS KSGHDE.

T (flag) YHOMEZRIRHGEZHWVS & TRE
DIEHRZRI L, FAFICTHEOFE 2 E T 258,
e.g. BIFFIENZ T ES.

BRIRMH (afford) BT RAOFHIIZ 5| &9 & 5 %l
BN USRS 5 T & THAFICHHEDFEZIEDED
NIHG. eg. COHER, RIEFREREETIVICEEY
e ASBEETVIIEEENc LW HREZIRAB T &
IC&oT, TTONE ZEEMNCIHIES 5 T L 2I1FZDD
.

N J
7T LA PIEERIC BT, OB K- T, &

M2 R REDMEA SN TV 5.

3 A&

31 SBIRT—%

ST, TBCOWJ FEINABH T — % (2009 FRERR) ) I
ZEN5 [Yahoo!7u 7] Diddizfniz3. ToOF—&IC
i& [Yahoo! 7117 ] 05 12,700 ’ELFMIERE N TV 5. SEid
LTz &SRR T RT3V ) @5 B [13] THHr
ENTOVEW [T R—T A VAV ] @R EEY] TR
MHENTN 20 FILH 2 ELMH LT —2 b L. %1
I, FREBEL - 1 Rl HB T L OFER R .

*3 TBCCWJ SN T— % (2009 4EJERR) ) & TBURAAEEE S
B O —/ SR ORGSR FIcBI 27— 22 LTIzt DTH 5.

*4 FEHE, MeCab & UniDic ver.1.3.12 Z W CaHIL 72 [15]. ##
IZZEHDOBIEEFD TR,
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K1 H7dVTLORERBNT 1 RLFH D O TR

| A7V e | e | TR |
IVR—FA VAU 20 | 8,395 | 419.75
fetE & R 20 | 5,124 256.20
eES 20 | 7,491 | 374.55
\ &t [ 60 [ 21010 35017

3.2 REEFMEOSE

RERERTHl ORI B D &, FHliflE 2R L2 1) 7T
HerE g - Bl - B & i) REA RS 79— ($had - B
DALT RN - R OB S LT
EHICHAGRDSG, THINRNEDK S & E DIRDOHE
MR SIEHWT TR LD B8, FHlNR%Z 1) A
MBI O AR, i) 174, i) FROWVITNMTHEHLTZ [13].
i) NETEE O FAICIE, A - HHAE - F% - LS N8y
RN EENS. i) T4, AMIEBOFERIC X 28
1 - REMRIT AN E I NS, i) BRIE, BRNEEY GG
B - R E) - ARBIG - AT EENS.
77—y a i, ERERERES FEMER O IV
5M% UAM corpus tool(version 2.0.1) ZfEH L7z. 7784
&, 1FEE L HMAFTITo 72

4 FBREER

FRIERTHN 2 2 9 KRB ORHlia Sz 08 U TAE IR, b 7 —
Zh 5 EEF 294 AOFHEXRBIZR /2. #iRZX 2 1TRT

£ 2 EEAHIO D RRG R

| IR
R #had 31 25 6 6 68
BRO 37T 1 2 1 4
Nl 4 5 9
BRI 2 1 1
JETE #had 10 7 8 1 26
BXO 1T 5 5
T 2 1 5
R AL 1 7 8
B #had 37 84 4 125
BXDA7T 6 6
N s 7 9 1 17
BRI 11 1 12
BElk | BXOIT 1 1
TR 1 1
| &t [ oa] 153] 39 8] 204 ]

S OREENRFE TE I > 72 & O 2 fill, S5
MR FICEHRENTBETRHETE RN 272 DN 8 il
Hotz. THIC, 3N LUFHEEAER T T0En
FEHM 60 e 35 itED o, TNHEDOT—RERIL,
FEMALYE - REA b5 7V — « GHlR SO0 8RR 2 T
ZEMGON 2T T2, EREX 21RT

KAIZBWT, [Tk GFHAELE, TEx) 3RBEA ST
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V=, TAt IEFHERODEA T T TH B 2T, B
FRIBFLFIH LTHERETHN I 76 DT, iHDID TH5.
MR & TARITRBIOIAR) Z27RY.
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Dimension1(3%5-%:53.50%)

2 REEERH - FEAGSRICEED < Bl RO HINLE B R

91 ok, ABRSBIO B Hd 2 e & 2 st
OFHLZESHIT 2 EDTH B, ADIFIANCIAD > TAREH)
D ERITHT BT, EDSFHIC D > TZNLSND
FHMS, ZNENEANRKEL B> TV 5.

552 JUtld, FHUTKT 2 BIEGHG & 73 2 BAERE
Miz2HdT2EDTH5. EDOHICHD > THERITHT S
BUERLIC, BOJFIANS D > TITEN M3 2 RIFEMmIC,
FNENEANKELZ>TWVS.

TDTEND, H1RTTICBWTAD I H S lH (27 -
40 - 4775 &) T, o FFE LT, A ZITkt
U CHETERHINEEEEZ DA 2 < RENT0E 0L
EZBTENTES., ThHOHHI, FoR LS [13) ©
R A T TES EEDbNS.

Fiz, B2 XTI BWT, EOSMICHBilHE (1422 -
267%E) TiE, fthosdHE e ikl T, HHITH L TZOME
PERORLE LR ExRMEL Uiz 2 £TE0RL
EAbN5. ADHMCHSBid (9-23-24728) &, AD
ITENCR L CRHMiE N E SR CTzDhZR LTV EEDEL
EZH5N5. FlH 14+ 22 - 26 75 LKL [13] OB R A 7,
FD9E 9 ¢ 23 - 24 R EWHIRIE X A SITHIET 5.

DLED X 30, BEEERHMC I % AEfME O /058 A V%
TeT, [ZYR—FTA VAV ] - ML EE] - TR%) ©
FLHOZ 2, 8 (18] DR UG 24 7 - JEE R AT -
B2 A TOVT ML, Kl B0 % ORHY
ORI ENTE. coT kR, 77 LAYIVEGD
FRT B M AN HATEO TR O I I TE % 1]
BEMZRTEDTHBEEZS.

TR, BIERAT R AT BB Z A T ORI ELSL
I, B 1 RGTDEDITIA - 5 2 KoTDIFIE P INCAIE T a0
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HB-5-8%8) HH3. INEHOHHE, H1XRTDE
DHECH YD, FLERBEA ST TV—08G - R LI L
TWBTenD, HHROTMILTE (&IE - Bl KUERBR
NS FU— (B0 ) DI EN TR EDREEZ BN
5. INEOHFFFHEEENH 2 TO—-FMLEZS5NS
A, AEH [13] TRIERINTOAEY. MG 21 7D
—ff, BIEIREIIH 2 A T LT, pFATIVImA %0
EhHBIEAS.

5 FLHESHRDEE

AWFE T, 77 LA YV HLGG O RE & ST O Vel 5 %
W7 R T D EZIN L, FEENEDX S iRz L
DX BRENSFH L TVZ DN T 5 L BRIz,
[Yahoo! 71 %' @5 B [13] L& FRixs [KATIV ] D
FHESHI LIZICE M ST, (ZIERCHEREZEZTENT
.

TOENS, TuTONE - NEICEDST, 77LA
PIVHEGRZ WS T & T, 70 d TEEI NS TN HREZ —
WIS TE B EZBNS.

ARWFFETIEAHIFHEZ 3 FIC L 720, SR - ElE -
BRI O Tz O ToMiziT 2, E0 XS i
HUEERT O T THEAEINTOE DD, KD EEMRSH A TRE
IKixs EBbns. IR, FHEDRMMDED KD HEHET
HEhTwahk, Tl THEATN TV SHRED 5
BT 2N TERXIICKERDBEAD.

L%, FRCERA NI T Y0 (i) TH2HES
ZUEEL, BN - BT - BIRELMO RIS DWW TG L
TeWEEZ TS, THUTEKD, Web SRRz HEHY
WIS 2RI TCE S, 7TFA AT DdDF
RPN 2 C L2 HIRT

BEE RWIZNIE, SGRRAE S EI R E gt TR
EMEHTZ A HARE S SHEI—/SAORE: 21
Al BAGEM L DI A5 i ] CERK 18~22 421, IR
REH: MIEAEE CX2HESTOET. AT
T, TBCCWJ FEIAZNBET— %2 (2009 “FfERR) ) 18
FN% [Yahoo! 7117 ] OFlfEZFHERETHNTVE
T, U THELIEHLET.
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