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Sdection Redtrictions are Semantic-Frame Based: Evidence from Psycholinguistic Experiments

Keiko Nakamoto (Kyoto University)
Kow Kuroda (National I nstitute of Communication and Information Technology)

This article proposes a process/representational model that characterizes selection(nal) restrictions as one class
of the emergent properties of semantic frames (Fillmore, et al., 1998), building on two psycholinguistic
experiments on the uses of a Japanese verb osou. In the experiments, participants were required to choose as
many NPs as possible that fill a blank in sentence frames like " attacked the bank in the capital city"
(originally in Japanese). Such frames have a blank for the subject and object position in Experiments 1 and 2,
respectively. The results revealed that the lexical realizations for the subject and object NPs interact, and
that the pattern of such interactions is compatible with our frame-based analysis of the sentence meanings,
which was completed prior to the experiments, thereby supporting the model we proposed.
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