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Event Argument in Adjectival Perception Complements in German
-Comparison with English-
Keywords: direct perception, adjectival perception complement, German

Wenchao Li Tohoku University

In German direct perception expressions, two issues in particular deserve discussion.
First, not all adjectival perception complements are licensed in direct perception
complements, as exemplified by (1).
(1) a. Mary sah ihn nackt.
Lit: ‘Mary saw him naked’.
b. ?Mary sah ihn betrunken.
Lit: ‘Mary saw him drunk’.
c. *Mary sah ihn miide.
Lit: ‘Mary saw him tired’.
The different acceptability of adjectival perception complements above suggests that
adjectival predicates (APs) in direct perception complements in German exhibit a scalar
structure. It seems that only closed-scale adjectival predicates are licensed in direct
perception expressions.

Moreover, careful attention should be paid to the ungrammaticality of (1¢), which
could be improved by the addition of the perfect tense, a locative modifier, or an adverb,
as shown in (2).

(2) a. 7Mary hat ihn miide gesehen.

b. ?Mary sah ihn miide auf der straf3e.

c. Mary hat ihn nie miide gesehen.
This paper discusses the distribution of APs in German direct perception complements,
and aims to answer the question of why perception complements with non-closed scale
adjectives can be improved with perfect tense, or by the addition of a postposition
phrase (PP) or an adverb.

Unlike in English, where the perception verb see denotes a direct perception report,

German sehen lacks such a function. Recall the example *Mary sah ihn miide, where it
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contributes to a potential indirect perception, describing the observer’s
conceptualisation of the perceived event, offering an ‘evaluation’ or ‘interpretation’.
This may account for the improved acceptability of adjectival perception verb
complements in the perfect tense, with a locative modifier and an adverb, c.f. (2).

Moreover, Higginbotham’s (1983:117) demonstration that English perception verb
complements are active or transient, inspired Kerstin (2010) to argue that the English
perception verb complement ‘him tired’ is not only a bare AP but also consists of two
sub-events, i.e. a functional projection which licenses an external event, and a result
projection which contributes to the state. Given this, a crucial distinction between
English and German perceptual expressions can be described as follows. Perception
verb complements in German do not represent a result state because the
AP-complement is encoded into the perceptual verb root, and thus has to be interpreted
as a whole predicate, denoting evaluative or metaphorical interpretation. By contrast, in
English, perception verb complements are composed of two sub-events, namely, an
achievement predication and a state predication.

Furthermore, it has been observed that APs in direct perception complements in
German exhibit a scalar structure. Following Kennedy and McNally (2005)’s proposal
that there are four types of scale structure of adjectives, (i.e. (a) totally open scale; (b)
lower closed scale; (c) upper closed scale; (d) totally closed scale), the distribution of
APs in direct perception complements in German can be understood as: totally closed

scale AP >? upper closed scale AP > ?/* lower closed scale AP > * totally open-scale.

References
Higginbotham, James. 1983. The logic of perceptual reports: An extensional

alternative to situation semantics. The journal of Philosophy 80.2, 100-127.
Kennedy, Christopher and McNally, Louise. 2005. Scale structure, degree modification,

and the semantics of gradable predicates. Language 81.2, 345-381.
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ZA MV HARGED HHAZ
TRERHL (B B KA I8 R)

XF—U—F: AARGE, SRE. 3HEBE, rAZL b, &8
FMIEDITTE : MK, ZhETERELZTOLLE LTRCBHOBLA N biim S T
TR THY, SHBEGFEN R [ -12 - %) OBAY—VERL, IhERE) 12
& o THEH B ENCEEIEN LT 5 BAGE T, T OIFEE RER Sh b 2 L 37
olz, AFFIL, AAGEIC S RGEO G ATRIAHE T HBLBAET DL ERL, £
D RESLGRN % FER B RFR I N2 T 5,
FMOFA : £7 Kishimoto (200)% & &2, AAED 3 HBG 2, &S OHENE
EER [~ - TET) EoIEFREMEICE > T, DO 4FEEICHET 5, AiE IXE)
DY TETA 2] OEWZFF > TWAD G, BREIFEEID EEBE) OE%REF-
TWDEDENEZNEMSLIZT A T D HIETH D,
(1) a. PraEZEE] [+PTA 2k, —EEBE)] : TS, 85, BT, HHITD
b. ML @ [—FrA2 b, —ERBE] B, HE s, M, B85, i
c. [ERBEBE] (AL, HEABE] ES ES BT BTh. M
d. fEBEpra 2 @i [+arA 2 b, —ERBE] or [—ATAL L, +HERE
] kD, BILH B, iDL KT
WIZ, AARGED 3 THBNG SLOFGERIEIZ DWW T LN O 2 BEPMAET H 2 & 2mT,
(2) a. [» DP-ga [ [ve DP-ni [v* DP-0 V1] v]]
b. [ve DP-ga [ [ve DP-0 [v' [pp DP [ nil] V1] v]
Bz, HRYFEOFEIRICE LT, (Qla)0#hFEIX(2a) D4 & > EEOMERERE AL, (1o
51X (2b) D T > E RO EIR & Fro Z &3, LUTF O A 5 O FUE A AR O " 47
754372 % (Hoji 1985, Takano 2008), ((1b)i%(1c) & [F UHEERIAF# & R T,)
B a. *Varlle i 2ok Lo 72123 F L EOR] 2 &1 7=,
b. Va y[FWD i e BRLAB-T2IR] 23 ALLEDAGEL IZH T 7=,
@ a. *Va rPllEZ i Te A2TF7IAR]L 23 Tl EOMILIZERE Lz,
b. v a viles Eiv; & ROl S UL EOAR] 2R L,
I BT, GHAIOMFEERIZ OV TS, Qa)OFENI5HEZ S a2 OICxt L, (1)
OEFIIARFAETH L Z L0 n, a0 54 FADP), (10D 5-4A)1X% &5 A)
(PP)THh % = & H e S 1% (Kishimoto 2001),
B)a. ATV —BAREH 2 b, b.*AT7 U —DF7 T ANY A EERINT,
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I OO B O e THNE, AdDOBFEN SR (T72bb, FRADOMHE)
ICE-oT, QO L@L)DELLNDIFEMEELFFOZETHY . ZOTRITRERANICS
FFahsd, 372056, QdDOBEEIIE SRR EAEYOLE . (1a)OBhE & RRICIE S %
W, B RADNEAY OSE (o) OBhE & RRRICIR D5 5,
®) a. *¥ a3 Plle T ZEL L) FLCI3 UL LA & it 7z,

b. YarnlFwvoin e EX LA #[3 AL EOKL T 7=,
(M a.*¥a URIZ 2T e BRI & [ 3 #LL EOZH] T EIT 7=,
b. ¥ a o Wller 2 BRI 3 ML LA, & 8 T 72,

® a. A7V —NFREIEINT, b. *Z O ERE I I NT,
ZFADoEERN, THTAZEM] & MERBE) O 2 SOBEKRAFHERILL TWDH0 D
TH Y FFEOGRZENTA EBEIO 2 oD anbi|lEShb 2 L EA%ETH
%5, F£12. QADOFENQa) OMEZ L HIE, ERANEEMIIRON L L b, il
O H HWEERE ST B A A MEHIKI(#*John sent London the letter) & WATHITH 5,
L7eo T, UBIGE GARZF L M 2 LITHEERIIC b RRBRAIC b % Th 2,
FER  AARGED SHEGEX A DDEKR Y T ACHFATE , ZNENHR—IRI 7285 R
K> T2 OO AR 2B IE I BR S D, E OB & OREGERE % B D 7>
X, BEoEW (B, LCS) mH THIFHETH Y | SiEDOEK & HaE OISR D
H—ThHdEETHE, ADICET 72 SHEF TWDOP L GEZBENRELND Z &
DPRRET %, KRS, BHIGEOMERIMR L G M OMEERER O 2 JICB N T, BHAGED
HRARZRRIL, R0z L2 F—OREEZ =T,

MREOHEGRIERE | 5T, WiEPX Y VTR L Vo e B 5 FEIRICOWT I E
TBEINTELIRTHY . TN ARFEBICHAET D LV D FHEIT FHED (R
ER L HEEDORIGCBIRICI T %) WM 2 R TRELE 22 57207 T < S b ORI
ZRIT, FEEEE 2 F 5 AR R SRRSO TIERL | BRI K> THB SN D
BERMEDEVNOAELD LWV ) SREFIIICEERRGZ R 50D LD,
BRESCHR : Hoji, H. 1985. Logical Form Constraints and Configurational Structure in
Japanese. Ph.D. diss., U. of Washington. ”Kishimoto, H. 2001. The Role of Lexical
Meanings in Argument Encoding. Gengo Kenkyu 120, 35-65./Takano, Y. 2008.
Ditransitive Constructions. In S. Miyagawa and M. Saito (eds.), The Oxford

Handbook of Japanese Linguistics, 423-455. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
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HFABEDOBIFT NG A LOERR - ZREMBERICX ST Fu—F
TR ¥ GRIERS)
Br—U— N Wik, BoEMEER, ST XA A, e, AN

AFEROBINIT N~ VHREDLTD/NT XA LDSENEZ TR T 2 Bia
WP A IER T 5 2 & Th 5, BIRMICIE, 2P iEs (Halle and Marantz 1993)
(A, ZFEOR K V= o X —DOBEMES LSRN 054G &,
OFRENIR RGO DIEIEEES ~DE%, QOFREMEEES 2 EHIC
FHRT LFEEMA, T o0, O SFERENHR (B Bor—n, 5k
=)L) TiERL, - Vo X —OFEEEE D SE NN D, RO
L0 EWAEREMRR - BEMHR M ORI O BT A0 54 C 28 AHIK
MHEL &, RTEA LAWOFES EREREOR D T % U T R UGEE
HHOMENGELS ZEa2RET 5, BAEFIEL, UToR1ARTHEZIOT
FEROA T ¢ 2 iBORRER (‘the, that’) Td 5 (Jacobs 2005; Bremmer 2009) .

£, (1a)-(1c) D FIEMEREE 2> & (2a)-(20) DA IEMERKI 2 E < (cf. de Lacy 2006)
(3a,b)iX(2a)-(2c) & X 32T B EMERHIFI TH 5, KIS, FHIEEMEHKI(2a)-(20) D JRIFT
FEANDda)D L O R EEHIKZ, ~ 27 v e —/LiEE (Actor < Und[ergoer]; cf. Van
Valin and LaPolla 1997) & #WEfE > = & — P& OFFBIHIRIE S & fil#)(2a3)
((4b) TIE*{G, A, D}’ LHEFLT D) DJRFTHE &7 H(Eb)D X 9 72 A 28 <,

(1) a. #FERE (Silverstein 1993) : Nom < Dar < Acc(/Erg) < Gen
b. g : Sing < Pl (< Dual)
c. Yz X —RERE . Masc < Fem < Neut

(2) a. [1.*{Gen} 2. *{Gen, Acc} 3. *{Gen, Acc, Dat}
b. *{Pl} C. 1. *{Neut} 2. *{Neut, Fem}
(3) a. 1.IDENT [Case] 2.IDENT [Number] 3. IDENT [Gender]
b. 1. MAX [Case] 2. MAX [Number] 3. MAX [Gender]
(4) a. 1.*{Gen} & *{Neut, Fem} 2. *{Gen, Acc, Dat} & *{Neut}
3. *{Neut, Fem} & *{PI}
b. 1. *{Und/Neut} & *{G, A, D} 2. *{Und/Fem} & *{G, A, D}

3. *{Und/Masc} & *{G, A, D} 4. *{Und/Pl} & *{G, A, D}

(4b) I X EhFR SC D H BURE DRI BT 2 HIEETH 223, SRFAIHIRIELS0 &
IRAETDNIER T % 0 7% FD, b)) EAL, (b3 FALTH 5,
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®1: 7 VCTEEthi, 47 4 v 2ibder DJFEPT/3T XA A

Bk Mk HRE Bt
LAt | i der thiv__ 4 thet  dos ihi
X | thene tha .
= di
5.8 | tha(m)  dem tha(m) tha(m)
der dem —
JEHS | thes thes théra

BENLVDEMOE T VT EED/NT XA LN THMOME)NT TR LICEE 136k
FEIIRMEE G D GBI R MEE S ~ DB 21 5 (S)DOHKIMEE 7 B3I 503,
A0 R A U722 LB O@E K OHE BN - B - 850 S48 o
G IXEE IR A CRMEDORERIEE L1 O FFZ LB (6a,b)) HE)NN D,

(5) KRR : (3a2), (3b2), (3b3), (4al), (4a2), (4a3), (4bl), (4bd) >> (3b1), (2b)
>> (2a3), (3a3) >> (3al), (2cl), (2¢2) >> (2al), (2a2)
(6) a. tha (@, 0, O] b.  tha(m) [Dat, @, O]
c. di (@, 0, O]

5, &7V CTEORERF LD EMEN—BEATEA T 4 v 2 FED
FREFA der D/3T7 XA L%, HKIBERE(S)D i EALE RS EERR M O RS R D
Al 2 AR IR T 2 AEEMERIK(2a2) 2 AdL, BEEHIRI(4b2) % (4b]) & & Tekk BALIE &
BEMEHKIGDZELBOMICHAT L Z LITMAT, & - P2 F—0
ETORMMEEZRTEEIEE LTIEZ YR (60) 2 B TiEEEH M LE NN D,

B, eREN I T 545 & B CHIT N7 XA L EHERT S L ORITE
T, RAYVEORFFEDO/ T XA LHFR 1 ERRICET D Z L 27T,

Z IR

Bremmer, Rolf H., Jr. 2009. An Introduction to Old Frisian. Amsterdam and
Philadelphia: John Benjamins.
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Van Valin, Robert D. Jr. and Randy J. LaPolla 1997. Syntax: Structure, Meaning and
Function. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
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FEHE D BTN & BT RE AR R R R
(SR

BB AREKR T, BEEHOEERHBHANCS L, LFO A2 RET 5.
()N DOIEROFEFE (Vocabulary)id, HHRAIZRERE DL 5T, HiEH 7
BRE BB LIRE L TW5D, (i)iEEOM AT 215 WL, BT (Embick
2010)I2%E 5,

FiE: B H AZEDOF M IXRoot & Head D JFFTHI R BMRIC L VR SN D BE
(Grammatical conditioned allomorphy)iZ /%, HERGROE M E S L1 2E
(Phonological conditioned allomorphy) 75 DEFFIZ L VFHEHR INLGENH 5,
B 1T L Tld, #EBMI 7. 5 12VRoot & BEREEIIE O FHEIRAMRANRE & 72 0 |
B, BEOZ A T3 FHmRIERICEVIRES N D,

EETHROEMIL, INE TCHERGBODTFICEBWTRICHEEZED TEZ, L
U7 5, BI(2009)23 65/ 3 2 £ 512, T IO E AN S iEim e

RHEFEIZL VAT WD LITEZ LS, TIROEMEITENEA] & /te/ &V D F 0
L TWDEEAELTWHERTIETZRW (), 2, FEoFEFERAIT, TR0
59, X V/ZV ] RETHEIEINIEND, UESTEHASRIL. 7O
TEHERLFEFRIA 72 B E T 5 [=conj] 2 FiH&D EHEH & . VRootD BRMED B T HE
WAEMPRITEICENVE L TV D L EET S, SV IUX. AT, /te/n
ATl [+conj] DI REM FEMITE E 2 Z T 2B I BN T DK, VIZEEbowEH %
2D EEERETDH, INEERWICET &, PO L S, [+conj]DFEEE b

D/t/BELOYd/DOEBRIFFEEFFOTEH & OMFEIT LD . EERGEmAIZIE,

B OBREEDIRE S, FHREMICB W Tx—=y ~DOHFHEAElL>F W FHE 4
ChR)EMHEIND,

T[TRBEOE L DBE N (20060)DiFEmICHE D &, TIEEIOTI13&D FHES
DHBTHD E VI, AFETIE. RILOEEZHMA L, FICUTE2EETHHE
2L, WAOT —X 28T 5, B0, THEEITEF, TPX Y LA o#E
ZERT B &S bdwh-operator NHEINICHBLT 2 FH AR T53B), £/, b
L. = F953)h oWk, =JRo—HEO@mENERT H Lo, 7] BEEflo
HEULTH D ET 250 THIVUL, FeEmicBiFs2 7727 var& LT, —2D
LA RESMX A RBOBENEELARVWEL RS, 20O " ODEESE 2. ABT
IENALD EaEAZFBEKEE L. [ap [ cp [1p [vp.... | TO[*tense]] C°[anchoring]]&°[-te]] &\ 9
MG 2 RE L&D TFEE ST O FHE & Bz L7262, BEREFI TTOXN Y b
WAEL DL EIRET D,

B2 ZTlk. BEOERREEY /X ORFR L FE 2RI R BT 5,

VRoot H AN E A2 A U HBEEE LTI, UTOM@ICHIT LN ABEENHESH
% cf EFEAR2005), = B2, AR TIL, Embick® EiE$ 5 RPTHEICHEV, FERE
WEERRII R RITHE 2R ET 5, BRAICIE, VRootd: TO FEHITB H VM RET
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FINCBRTX 5 LIRET D, Z0IFFEE LT, TOFELICHBET2LEEZ 6N
% Jta/¥ L 18 /da/iZVRoot) b AIHE TH % & R, TO EEE) D HVRootid
A THL EBXBND, DF VD, BEEEREICHA SN D ZEHOFHEHIGIT,
VRoot D EHERI KM Z B R (5) L. FIFRFICHEBERIE O E TR 2 2 L. VRootDHTF
HEERERIRE ICH A SN DR A [RRFIZS R T 5 (6).

7=

(1) a.[vkog] +[& te]— koi-de/*kogi-te b. [vkog]+[n te] — *koi-de/ kogi-te
“row” +& “row and...” “row”+ person “rower”
(2) x—>y/ [t/d...[+conj]]
(3) aEnE D E - T, MENDINTZD?
b.[er[cPOp[FEDE 9 Ft]-te], [cpOp [rpafE DS DLVNTZ]]-D.]
(4) a.t—:t/V]# ____ [+conj] (Germination) b.r—t/V]#____ [+conj]
c.{bm} - n /V]# __ [+conj] (nasal) d. {k,g}—i/ V]#___[+conj]

(5) a.& < de/C={m,nd,g}V]# b. & < te (elsewhere)
(6) [w» [ev [ [w [veVKag]0]T0IC01&
1

(i) VI: kag"te / kag—kai /-te—-de

(ii) phonology: kai-de

FHEBZ X

Embick, David.2010. Dimmenstion of interface visibility. -ms. University of
Pennsylvania.

I g 2009, [ Eeaeimic L DI & B OMFSE.] RTFATIE L5



MLF 2011, 0000

B2 DIRE S WD EMABA TR DFEEIC DN T
: Sy BOERERR R N2 AT
H v (T3R5 R EhREam)
F—U— R ElARATE, aB0EEw. BiE(b)EE, Bk
1. BEYL FR
EENEOREL & 245 (HKE] &, BUF TEABAE] &32) 12
%t U4y B Reim(Distributed Morphology) % VN = RIS HT 2 1R KT 5,
BARMIZIE, A UL B EmE AW TH 0 EARATIIERIN D
DOIRAETIE 72 < FREARFE T DO EHRV@oo) N EHELFLLT=b DO TH D LT 5
Volpe(2005) DI 1) AEZFICBD D RE, 2) BAFIRERF, 3) %
B/ RER, O A CHENAE T D Z 2B L, EHEATICIIVS —E
Bafb SN END S HICAGTML SN b DOPFET B Z &2 TR T 5,
2. BRI AR
Volpe(2005)23 FiE7T % & 5 ITE#HIA GV — B & @ik 2 3 I E#E
gtk sz b i ET 5L (DD FHRED X O R BMARIZEAD L ERE (B
T TEfioRE)] £32) 2E89FB2 500 WH 2 ENRMEICR D,
(1) a. naga-re : naga-s (JEiL D : i)
b.tom-ar : tom-e (IkE 5D :1LHD)
TR B FEIAUCKTT D REER T 2 IS A, B MO REIIHERE IR v O
BELIZbDTHDEEZDLONENREREO—21ENETHDL (BN
(1999). PHII(2000)72 &), TNHLDHHTICHED &, < L b AMOEREZ
oo AEAFRITHFEANEZES v ZZORNICELZ LI,
Volpe(2005) ® E 5k & IZFE 72, Volpe(2005)1d Z OREIZRT LT, (2)iZ
AT KD e HEVFMEN G W T ICBN SRR (-e-) DD Z NG, BfDIEE
FEEE O B L EER OO EHE (v) TIERWETERL TV D,
(2)a.ak : ak-e (BH< :BHIT %)
b.ni-e : ni (FEz2D:ED)
LoL, ZOEmITHINReb0THY BfIOFELTICHEATTZ5H0T
1720, & 512, Volpe(2005) DV B DEBEIRAE /ST O BEE R FHLO —>TH
2@ LERTEA T O ERDOTIUCHOWT, Bl DS BIVEER OFZE Tl # D

1
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AL E L COMM S BEERIR STV 5 & 9 iEim (Harley(2010)) 2 #5075,
3 JERFAIRAEBF 2 2 ToE A4 7
A FaIRAEBh5 (deadjectival verb) 7’ Volpe(2005) ~D EHZD K Fl & 72 5,
(3) a.nemu-i : nemu-r (R :0R%) — nemuri (IRY)
b. ita-i : ftaem U@V D EA) — dtami ORA)
@R D Ko C, BEmME OREBIXISEE RS L/, /m/DOERE (F
FRER) (FEEHLER CTH D, 1> T, T4 b D& b OE A T —FE#)
AL R CIRE SN TWD Z &1272 D, Volpe(2005)D ERED X Fl L 72 5,
4. XB/EREER. MENESBFLZEOEREL
S b, EARA T ITZE/ERIEESR 2200 b FET D,
(@a BIEAFRICTEELIZS Y, (2K E=7 AT L AHE)

b. BRUTADLI (v MHEE) . vkA3E (890 HFE) .
ZEERFEEE EDO LI IHIT 5L LTH BREROFEELZE N TER
HZEFITERY, o TIZb DS, Volpe(2005) D43 HTicx LT, EHH
A TN ITEFERE L SO FET 52 AR L TN D,

5. £&®
U EDimn o L EHITEAAFIITIRD X O G 2 R0 OBMHET D & FikT 5,
(5) [~ [v V(root) V[+V]] N[+N]]
AFRROFEmIIDBIEm L BRI L0 TIEL S0, —F T OHEHAEAR
B S OIRETH D, 2@ T4 Fl I TmaE 7R 258 (lh/fifk) &at
HONH Y FEEHN RGN E B R DLENRDH D, LD 2 L A PIRICT 2 ATl
MIEATAD I —fR~DEBIC S DR D EFEZ BN,
[51 /3R]
Harley, Heidi(2010) “Roots, selection & domain for idiomatic meaning,” talk at
The End of Argument Structure Workshop, University of Tronto.
BA)IUET(1999) [ERK A AGE-AM] KMEAHEIS.
74 (LB kE(2000) TH A & TERERR | ALUGAE - ZHE —4F () [ H SRR H Al
D] pp.145-165 O UER
Volpe, Mark(2005) Japanese Morphology and its Theoretical Consequences: Derivational
Morphology in Distributed Morphology. Ph.D. dissertation, Stony Brook University.
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FTIIVEISEE LBt
—REBRREICLHBRE - BEE - ¥ 57— T —EOHEEEBELT—

B B
KKK
F—0—F ZLRER. FLREE. HBiE. BRE. AN TRBE.

BARE. BEFE. ¥5—T 15

1. BIROER

thEED IO b2 4 TERICENE., thBEEEEOTEMNGHETHY.
ENEZETHLEEMATVLDIEMEIFHRIX E. BV DT E SN L HEER
FFESEEINSD (Hopper & Thompsonl980 #1), —A. & L THEREXBHE
Mo EMNF-ERRUERGRICENIE, hEEOBRENIEEEICL>TELGY, R
ILWEORE (MEFEX) #FCEE WA, EE) &, FILEOXRE (BE
FX) ZFCEE BIAIE BRE) hHdLand (it 1981 ), F21U (1996)
[C&kdE. TOBERICIEZBICLIHEBEDHEENHY . TNIEXEHZSBRZE
HLHIFEDRADHRE. Blb ERERI O[T LLHD) [HEEHR] ORRZE
EDEDDEWNWIETTES, EWS T Ehn., FRBMRERIE—ISHRIIATEER
DIZHE-L TS EWNZ D,

2. BEW

ERETIE. B (1996) MEELE-SOBA—RHEEROES (2L
B) CHEBRORA (FAE) — £EAL. BAS - BEE - ¥T5—7 4
—EERY L. A1 Oy MOLEBRARET o HBRERET 5. BN (1)
ST —4h SERNICE SN ERRNESA. 3 SECBHZEROEEE
FAOBETIZEDES IZENANEFEIIMICRIIT AL E. ) e S
0 k44 TERE EROELRMEHOMICE—EOFERRATEATIS
Cr%. EREREELTEENCRTCETHD,

3. REBEEHEHH

RRITETAREICE ZFSBOLRBUREAV L, BEEHIANFT
2y TOEEL. REOKHESISECTHE (BEM - FEEN) FRRL
foo FREROZOOEALBAL, HEERNBEERNEFHHEMNTE
545 MILIBE GEEREE) $AE L1, BANISE, SREH (ausal
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chain) QOHEERE (3 v TDERE) ZRKETHRLEFHALZBE—IEL, DR
REZ% (ACTON) =275 >4 (BECOME) =>QfERIKEE (STATE) — %18
~L. @IZOZBMY FFTHRAREZDH (thE)EI— FE). DFmMYNLTOD
HAERTEHDOHL (BEFEAI—FE) 2HELz, 2FV. TEXM VS.IEERII
& (thEMEEG) & NEGEE VSIEERBEl &6 BRashl) 0454%
RBERL.BELCRIBICKTE3EBZOTNENORIGERE LIz, EBEEL (L.
hREREE TSI ICREEY, /—<ILBEOEFEERLELEDZENS, &
EREFELRET 1088, BEE107R. X5—T4—E13584THD,

ZCT. ¥TE; m&%ﬂ§ﬁEL$DoﬁﬁE®jDF94jﬂ [T&h
X, ERNEHETEIMBFRERAFRINS, —A. FRBNHRBRIZENIL,
HLEZREENTIILETHNIE, ERMNLGEGETELERRAERSFI NS,

EBROERIILUTORY THD, K1 ER2(F. 3EENEEH - thBAEH
& EHLEZEDTHD, TNETNERYN - EREE L ERMY - FHERBE
DERTHDH., HIEOHE L. FEERMEFHIZ DOV TITERR)

<X 1> EXNM - EHEE <k 2> EXNH - EEHGEE
BEEA | hEnEE | AL =X BEE | fthEnEd | L A&t

o

52.7 34.5 12.7 | 100% 85.2 3.7 11.1 100%

35.2 42.6 22.2 | 100% 76.0 16.0 8.0 100%

« | #| m
[ m

35.7 41.4 22.9 | 100% 333 56.7 10.0 100%

x2DEERBLEF. K1 EHEBRLTHLIEHLHNTHLHN, ERHMNEHTH
B2y hbnd. BABEREE CTRASHOBEERENBEBFAZEIRL T
W, —A. Y53—T«—HBEFEERSEFLELT Y. BEFERRNISZL. K 1
EERBE CLAMBRABRAEML TS, COZEND, I5—T4—
FBIMEETO A TICEBLBRERE SN, BAFEBEFZ CHEEH
BREEDFIVREEBICEHRLERIBVWZRELEEA DN D, FFERMIEN
DERBFERTH, Y73 — T —FBRIMBETO LA TITEBLEERSENE
RE5H. BERE - GEETRMuBFAERLREON S,

4. %

UEhi, BARBEBEEEFTFILE, MADITT—T 1« —EBIERILEDOIER
EFRELZENDOISE, -, thEMEDOTO M2 4 TEHKIE, RILBESEDS
BRICIEE L TWAM, FILBEZBDFRAICIEEL THEWLWI Eh b, fz1ZL
NF—RBROBENSBONEBR/THIZEEFTZTH
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<SHEXW>
M EZEW198]), T3] & 145 OFFHEF] KEEES.
FILUKER(1996), [ENFAERMKER : SEEBMOER] <5 LEHMR.

Hopper, Paul J. and Sandra A. Thompson(1980), Transitivity in Grammar and Discourse,

Language 56-2: 251-299.

13



MLF 2011, 0000

S HREEE RS RS & LA W
— A /RN RBBEOBRIEGEE (&, ONEEE—

R =3 FF I
AR S R R A

F—U—R: A/~ RFE, T&), 1351, 7AXT M, FHEME
AT, BAFEORREA ) ~ F BN AR 5RO 4 FEROEE) 2\ 24— ET D,
(1) a. A 55 5 HLANT, c.#HEESHE5L LT,

b.#REAE SH 5D LN, d WREZ S50 8L LTz,
FTATFIE TIE— RIS, A/~ b — B 2 (1a, b3 FFE, N =
—vartLTHELR, 2] 25 0e, DL D RFTE T4/ ~ b~
h TEGR] IZXBlanTEl (HF - 2277 v 71999 /), Z o

R EEN L ILE T 5 A v bk Th Aol L, #hEkT oA~
MRS B CHREENEE TH D (B * VL RET D vs. o< DT 5 ;
HIHEREDEWNA /X M RDEFELT 5 ; Akita 2009) . &\ 9D L 9 2 ERE{H
M ZPEZ DR S LRV, 2SR LAGEIE, 1) (1a, )o@t & i)
abm@F&J@% EDENE, BT AT N EFEBIEE WO BLEN DT
Do BIHEE « TAXT b - BRI RLS A/ < MOER®RIZKBIT 5 .07 —
Y THLTICHEDLT, TOROBERICERDNLETOND Z TR o T
(Toratani 2007; Tsujimura & Deguchi 2007; Akita 2009) ,

TSRS & TRERST D) DILEN  EEHREEST

7~ bBIFOEEHEM OB L LTAb) LRl ENnB2Rda) (555545
< FEiXe) 5655675 LRRICEMREZ 2T, Z0FX1E. TE)
DA NERA )~ TR @G LB L TR D S, L)
Toratani (2006) D#1EL & & & 7= Akita 2010)DIREZICHFATHH D TH 5,
BHERFEH CRIE L 720 2 2003, A/ < M) (55 S LA A<
DEICHEHFANGEENTER LI D EWVWIFETHDL, KL ofz L)
DEWEEZ D, ZOFHLE LT, EHEREE LB 2 5Qa)3A 7 ~ FE)F(2b)
[Flfk atelic T 2 DIZx L, (20)D X 5 Ze@hFd s LEEN - RA / ~ FUE, (2d, e)
D Tl ffEDA < bR telicity 35 E A2 FF - W RN R TE 5.

(2) a. $REEA 30 47 {[H]*2T) [5 6 5B AR T2, (cf. Tsujimura & Deguchi 2007)
b. $RIEA 30 43 {f,/*?7T} [SB5B L]k,
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cm$E$E30 (M, T} $REEZ AT,
[5%&%&30 ({5, )} $EAZH\ =, (cf. Toratani 2007)
e. SR A 30 4y ([T} [BHSL LRV,

. TRERS5EHL] & MRERS5ET D) OEEM 32D &)
e 3A /)~ h_EFANEENLS TR DIEEEZRSDEZEZ DN,
Kageyama (2007)1%. g ® 2 & D1 & [pey L1T2A—T1 O X 95 IR EMEBGR D A
J = MREFENCHND [&) &, FRIATORRDLE )~ XL 55 O
1% B Y #7-> BECOME B# 2 BB LT 5 HE LT 5, QLR Zo [+
= R T 15 EHLRREOERNBRENEZRTHET (B Ho&
D& FRA=T7RN LR L), 2o T IEEBHENERES 25,
—J5, —EEE L LT 54 ) ~ XTI, TE ) OF B REBRE & ST
LD (F /= "+ & =(0GE ; A/ ~ P+ EEI=10858), 20 [HEER) 7
(& ICTERERE LV OBREN REE S, QDL oIC, A4/~ FTE
BRYEIRIZ L W FHBERB S W—F T, [F/~ b+ L] FEnicHd

3 a BB BE—R—Fo1T0E, GR3E . W&/ R
b.U%/%H%}ﬁ>s),& L1E-CW e, (FHINEE @ & 75/ *9R0F)

EGE &RFEMEOWARBIX, BEEOA ) ~ b EEOBEREN & B 5, 8B
FRElXEE 2T D II3RB MR mTEDL 2 D (RS —5—(&)T %),
mEGYEICHE Lo EREREERE S LC [A /Y RR+E] > [BA/TER
+@ﬁ]>j/7h&@ﬁkn5%@ﬁﬁo Wi, oA b, ERERY TE ) 137
WORERETH L (M) Shsd) —J5, $aEl (&1 XS 200E\ETH D
(THIER) &Nd) EWIHZEHZEOET, 250 & | DI EEFT 5,
UbZo, A/~ b_+E#hE] (3TEMERFEE LT/ ~ b@had ([& )
D) e Eng) @t aEFoONn, [4/ ~ b+ & +—xdEhE ] &3

R - EEAIIC R D, L) NEHND Z LT b,

SR - Akita, K. 2009. A grammar of sound-symbolic words in Japanese: Theoretical
approaches to iconic and lexical properties of mimetics. Ph.D. diss., Kobe U. ---. 2010. A
constructional account of the morphological optionality of Japanese mimetics. ICCG-6, Charles U,
Prague. Kageyama, T. 2007. Explorations in the conceptual semantics of mimetic verbs. In B.
Frellesvig et al., eds., Current issues in the history and structures of Japanese, 27-82. Kurosio. FH<F
BE-O-LYA=X077v7.1999. [4/~ XL EK] <A LK. Toratani, K.
2006. On the optionality of fo-marking on reduplicated mimetics in Japanese. JK 14, 415-22. CSLIL.
--. 2007. An RRG analysis of manner adverbial mimetics. Language and Linguistics 8: 311-42.
Tsujimura, N. & M. Deguchi. 2007. Semantic integration of mimetics in Japanese. CLS 39, 339-53.

15



	MLF2011Abstracts.pdf
	Event Argument in Adjectival Perception Complements in German.pdf
	MLF2011_工藤要旨
	MLF2011_Nakamura
	MLF-yoda
	MLF2011_田川
	ナル型言語と他動性（要旨）1
	MLF2011_Kimi_Akita-Takeshi_Usuki2




