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(the actor and the actee)

(Goldberg, 2013)
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(semantic primitives THING,

EVENT, STATE, PATH, PLACE, PROPERTY, MANNER )

ACT, GO, CAUSE, BE, HAVE, etc.)
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(Jackendoff, 1972)
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(Culicover, 2009)

(projectionist account)

(UTAH)( Baker, 1988)

(Bi-uniqueness)

(compositionality)
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(configuration)

(Chomsky, 1981)
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1-3 (D)

(1) a. John sneezed. / The boat sank. ( )
b. John kicked the dog. /The sun melted the snow. ( )
c. John showed a picture to Mary. / John gave Mary a book.  ( )
d. There was reported another sexual scandal. / There arrived an agent from the Mars.

( there-be )
(Da-c 1-3 (d
( there)
(Da-c ( )
() (2)a
PP

2)b
2)c
(2)d

(2) a. John sat on the chair. / *John sat.
b. John ate. / John ate a pear. / Before John ate the banana disappeared.
c. John showed his paintings in London.
d. John showed his paintings to an unspecified audience.

e. John showed the painting to Mary.
f. John showed pure-bred dogs. (John entered his pure-bred dogs in a competition)

(2)e Of
(Baker, 1988)
show put (
) (LCS)
[+V] 3)
(3) a. category label: put [+V]
b. x CAUSE y [BECOME AT z]
c. X, Y, Z

d. V- NP[theme]+PP[location]



put
PP PP
[+V]
(4)a-b (4)c-d
(4) a. John put his AK rifle on his shoulders in the darkness.
b. John put his AK rifle on his shoulders.
c. *John put his AK rifle.
d. *John put on the shelf.

)

(5) a.
b. *John came a relative.
c.
d. *The factory fell a wall.

)

(6)

(6) a. John buttered the toast.
b. *John buttered. (obligatorily transitive)
c. John showed the painting to Mary.
d. *John showed to Mary.
e. John put the revolver in the drawer.

f. *John put in the drawer.

(4)a
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(6)

(7)b
(7)c-d

(7) a. John wrote an article and Mary read a novel last week.

b. #John wrote and Mary read last week.

c.
d.*
e. John forgot to eat this morning.
f *
3
(
(8)b

(8) a. John drinks vodka.
b. John drinks. = John is a drinker of alcohol.
c. After John drank the water proved to be poisoned.

d. Before John ate the pizza arrived from the local bar.

drink eat

(GP effects)

) (8)d
©)

9 a. *
b. *
c. The elephant squeezed into the booth could not move.

d. The boy seen in the park was from Africa.

(T)a-b



be

8)c-d  (9)c-d

(10)a

(10) a. After John died his wife married a widow from the Mars.

b. John thinks his friends liked Martians.
c. John warned his wife is unfaithful.
d. John thinks / warned that his wife is unfaithful.

die (10)a

(complement clause)

(10)c
that (10)d

(benefactives)

(11)a-b

(1) a. [ NP PP]
b.[___ NPNP]
c. Jane gave the book to Tom.

d. Jane gave Tom the book.

donate (1h)a
give PP

give (dative alternation)

(12)

PP

9)c

(9)d

(10)b

(11)e-d
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(12) a. John donated a book to the library.
b. *John donated the library a book.
c. Jeanne a donné le livre a Tom.

d. *Jeanne a donné Tom le livre.

donate
Huang et al. (2009) “
(cf)
(13)a. (cf. *
b. (cf. *
c. (cf.
d. (cf.
NP
(14) a. /
b.
d ()
(14)a-c

(15) a. *The letter wrote.
b. *The book read.
c. *
d. *

(13)
)
)
)
)
NP
(14)
(Huang et al., 2009)
15)



(15)

( Huang et al., 2009: 40 5) (16)a-b

(16) a. The letter was written.
b. The book was read.
c.
d.

- (causative-inchoative alternations) (17)
(17) a. Jon broke the window.
b. The window broke.
c. The snow is melting. (intransitive; simple activity)

d. The sun is melting the snow. (transitive; caused activity)

(16) read write Levin & Rappaport Hovav (1995)
(17) break end freeze dry melt
(a caused change of state) (17)a (A7)b (17)c (17)d

broke  melting

NP (18)

(18) a. John a cassé la fenétre
John AUX break-PAST DET window
‘John broke the window.’
b.La  fenétre s’est cassée
DET window AC-AUX  break-PAST-FSO

‘The window broke.’

11

(15)c-d
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(AC: anti-causative
marker) AGENT
(homophonous with the reflexive
morpheme) (18)a (AGENT and THEME)
(18)b THEME
se(anti-causative morpheme)

avoir (to have) Etre (to be)

(19)
(19) a. The snow is melting. La neige fond.

b. () The sun makes the snow melt. Le soleil fait fonder la neige.

The sun melts the snow. No French counterparts.
d. No English counterparts. No French counterparts.

(19)b The sun makes to-melt the snow
(20)a it
there (associate)

(20) a. It is likely that John is a spy. / There is likely to be a spy.
b. A spy was arrested. / There was a spy arrested.
c. *Mary seemed that John fell in love with her.
d.  be arrested a spy. /There seemed to be a spy there.

(20)b spec-1P
(20)c
(20)a a spy



(20)b D (20)d
2.3
(
)
/
( )
/ (
) (ASC: augment structure construction)
sneeze “< 72 ( )
(
) Frank sneezed the tissue off the table (Goldberg, 1995: 152)
€2y

(21) a. The camel kicks.
b. John kicked the soccer.
c. John kicked at the soccer.
d. John kicked Mary the soccer.
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e. John pulled the lever and the strings.

f. John pulled at the lever and at the strings.

(21)a-d
(a) (Y
(d) ( at)
21)e
Q2Df ( Bill made contact with the lever and the strings)

(22)

(22) a. John kicked the soccer into the court.
b. John kicked at the soccer.
c. John kicks and makes contact with the soccer, which sets it to be in motion.
d. The ball was not necessarily set in motion; rather, the action merely described the attempt

to make the soccer move.

(22)a (22)b

(22)a  (22)b (22)c
(22)d
(23)

(23) a. John was staring at her.
b. John stared her into immobility.
c. John coughed smoke out of his lungs.
d. John’s nose was so bloodied that the referee whistled him off the field.

(23)

(23)



gleud )

(24) a. laugh / moved / gleud.
b. John laughed at / moved toward Mary.
c. * John laughed /moved Mary.
d. John made Mary laugh /move / gleud.
e. John laughed with /moved with Mary.

(1175 ) laugh
(24)b

)
John gleuded Mary

laugh  move

(24)d (24)e

/ falls / stays the bingo.

)

e |

(4  (24)d

4)d
(24)b  (24)d

*The leopard comes / goes

John heard/watched / needed /found Mary

NVN

(25)

(25) a. John glicked Mary a baedgo.
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b. [SUBJECT][VERB][NPRECEPIENT][NPTHEME]

c. John sneezed blue pollen onto his shirt.

d. [SUBJECT][VERB][NPTHEME] inot/onto/off, etc. [NPLCOCATION]
e. [SUBJECT][VERB][NP1] to [NP2] (caused-motion to a location)

(25)a glick  baedgo
(25)b
(24)c
sneeze
(25)d
(25)e

(a process of building a structured inventory of constructions)

(26)a-d

(26) a. blank state ready for input
b. specific construction: I want it;
c. partially abstract construction: I want [THING];
d. fully abstract construction: [SUBJECT][VERB][OBJECT]

(novel verb)

27)

(27) a. John pushes the truck.
b. [AGENT VERB PATIENT]
c. John got a ticket.
d. [GOAL VERB THEME]



(28)
(28) (a)
(b)
(© ( “T)
(d) - -
/
3 -
SVO NVN
(29)

(29) a. John frightened his friend.  vs. John caused his friend to fear.
b. Such woods make fine toys. vs. Such woods make themselves suitable for fine toys.

c. Such corns cook tasty soups. vs. Such corns let themselves be tasty for soups

d. Generals marched soldiers to the field. vs. Generals allowed soldiers to march to the field.
(29)a (29)b-c (29)d

(29)a-d make let cause allow

¢ 7 G0

- - ( )

(30) a. a’. a’.
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b b’. b”
c c’. c”. /
d d’. d”
(
) (31)

(31) a. This car drives easily.
b. Das Auto labt sich angenehm fahren.

C.

d
(32)
(32)a. * /I ( )
b. * /o
/o ( )
d /I

(32)a-b  (32)c-d

() /€ )
(33)

(33)a. / /



b. * / / /
c / /
d. * / / /
(33)a
(33)b
(33)c
(33)d( (31d )
(potency) (Hopper & Thompson, 1980)
( )

(34

(34) a. John hammered the iron *in one minute /for one minute.
b. John hammered the iron flat *for one minute / in one minute.
c.
d.

(Langacker, 2008)



20 2022 1

(entrenchment and

preemption) (35)

(35) a. I'm gonna make this fall on her. /It fell on her./Will it fall on her?
b. *I’'m gonna fall this on her. (Unattested = ungrammatical)
c. John stood the baby up. (attested preempts unattested)
d. *John made the baby up.

(35)a
(35)b
(35)c (35)d

SVO

/ ( (
) (Langacker, 1986)
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Abstracts of papers in this issue

Argument structure/transitivity alternation, kinesis transmission/prototypicality and cause-
motion constructions (p.3)

MA Zhigang (Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou 510420, P. R. China)

LI Haojie (Southwest University of Political Science and Law, Chongqing 401120, P. R. China)
Abstract: Grammar research involves arguments, transitivity, theta-relations, and kinesis. Generative
grammar defines transitivity on the basis of subcategorization, cognitive grammar views it as a
continuum of kinesis transmission, and construction grammar takes transitivity as the basic-level
category. In terms of the source of causation, more efforts are needed to complement either the
causative-light-verb account or causative-motion-construction account. By analyzing linguistic data in
English and Chinese, this paper argues that the grammatical exploration under any theoretical
framework cannot afford to lose sight of the conception of transitivity and its syntactic realization,
which forms the baseline for contrastive research in grammar research.

Keywords: argument structure; transitivity alternation; transitive constructions; Kinesis transmission;
prototypicality

Types of part of speech of English compounds and their cognitive motivations and functions
(p-22)

LIN Youmiao (Huzhou Teachers College, Huzhou, Zhejiang 313000, P. R. China)

Abstract: Compounding, the combination of two or more free morphemes into compounds, is an
important means of word-formation in English. This paper attempts to demonstrate the following
three new propositions: first, compound word formation involving bound roots has objective
existence in English; second, the number of compound adjectives and adverbs in English is not small;
third, the types of English compounds are not single, but quite rich. In addition to compound nouns,
adjectives and adverbs, there are also compound verbs, pronouns, numerals, prepositions,
conjunctions, and the number of these compounds is considerably large. They really play
irreplaceably communicative and cognitive functions in human’s actual speech and expression of
ideas and thoughts.

Keywords: compound verbs; compound pronouns; compound numerals; compound prepositions;
compound conjunctions; cognitive motivations

On cyberspeak in English from the perspective of game theory: The case of Messenger chats
(p-36)

MIAO Sugin (Shanghai Institute of Technology, Shanghai 201418, P. R. China)

ZHU Eryue (BlackRock Asset Management North Asia Limited, Hong Kong 999077, P. R. China)
Abstract: Cyberspeak is a kind of oralized written text, a new form of language in the internet era.
By examining Messenger chats, the study finds that speakers employ paralinguistic strategies
“translated” from face-to-face interactions and six strategies of using simplified non-standard
language to save the cost of time. Such oralized written text demonstrates chaos and the complexity
of its evolution. From the perspective of game theory, the study reveals the communication
mechanism of the new form of language, its evolution and the contributing factors to its evolutionary
stability.



