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A Qualia Structure Analysis of Mandarin Supply Sentences
Zhou Ren

Abstract Based on the Generative Lexicon Theory, this paper proposes a “qualia
structure” analysis of Mandarin “subject-object reversible” supply sentences represented
by “vi guo fan chi shi ge ren”( ). Under close scrutiny, previous analyses,
such as the argument structure analysis or the construction analysis, fail to cover some im-
portant facts of supply sentences. This paper argues that supply sentences are actually telic
sentences in that the main verbs in such sentences usually play the telic role of the subject
nouns. For a better understanding of the syntactic and semantic characteristics of telic sen-
tences, the paper tries to set up the “occupation telic role” as a subcategory of the “telic
role”. By abandoning the concepts of agent and patient and paying attention to the qualia
structure of the nouns, the paper finds that “yi guo fan chi shi ge ren” has more in com-
mon with “yi ge laoshi jiao shi ge xuesheng”( ) than with “shi ge ren
chi yi guo fan”( ).

Keywords Generative Lexicon Theory, qualia structure, supply sentences, telic

role, occupation telic role
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