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The Cognitive Event Frame Approach to Carving Event Study
Cheng Qian-wen Cheng Qidong
( Shanghai University Shanghai 200444  China)

Following the cognitive view of the usage-based grammar this paper discusses the meaningdorm relations between the con—
ceptual content and its linguistic expressions of carving event and proposes the Cognitive Event Frame to formally account for
these relations. The paper treats four issues: ( 1) the two important properties of usage-based models — i. e. system-processing
interaction and usage frequency; ( 2) the connectivity of Cognitive Event Frame with the theoretical model proposed in the paper;
(3) the types and their quantitative properties of the frame elements of carving event; ( 4) the verb-construction semantic relations
and their frequency counts. The study has found out that the frequency count of verb—construction co-occurrence does not corre—
spond to their semantic match-up relations which many versions of construction grammar claim they do.
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