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A Study on Modifier-head VN Compounds Based on
Construction Grammar and Qualia Structure.
From Verb-perspective to Noun-perspective

Song Zuoyan

Abstract The analysis from a verb-perspective based on Transformational-Generative
Theory and argument structure cannot be applied to studying modifier-head VN com-
pounds, as the heads of the compounds are nominal elements. Without taking into consid-
eration the surface structure for meaning and the whole compounds, the analysis from the
verb-perspective breaks up the relation between form and meaning, hence resulting in a se-
ries of tricky issues. Based on Construction Grammar and Qualia Structure, this paper
presents a nounperspective proposal, focusing on the surface structure instead of the deep
structure, on compounds instead of morphemes. Different from the verb-perspective anal-
ysis that focuses on the argument roles of Ns, this current noun-perspective analysis focu-
ses on the qualia roles of Vs. The functions of modifier-head compounds are naming and
classification. Their semantic relations can be generalized as ‘qualetentity’, whereby Vs
are not supposed to express actions but specify qualia features, such as telic roles, agen-
tive roles, states, conventionalized attributes, constitutive roles, and so forth. In the
modifier-head construction, qualia relations are overt, while case relations are covert. This
study shows that our noun-perspective analysis is more suitable for modifier-head com-
pounds, as it can optimize their classification and dictionary definitions, reveal the mecha-
nisms of generation, and resolve relevant vital problems for the compounds.

Keywords Construction Morphology, modifier-head compound, nourn-perspective,

qualia structure, argument structure
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