
Morphology & Lexicon Forum 2014

日時  2014年9月6日(土) 13:30~、7日(日)10:10~ 

場所  大阪大学 豊中キャンパス（http://www1.lang.osaka-u.ac.jp/access.html） 

言語文化研究科 A棟 2 階 大会議室 

（http://www.osaka-u.ac.jp/ja/access/toyonaka/files/Part_B.pdf） 

セキュリティー管理のため、学会時間帯以外は自動ドアが施錠されている可能性があります

のでご注意ください。 

 

６日(土)  受付 13:00 から 

13:30-14:20 発表 1 日本語の形容詞派生動詞・形容詞派生名

詞の形成とモジュール形態論 

長谷部郁子（筑波大学

非常勤） 

14:30-15:20 発表 2 複合動詞の派生と動作主性に関する形

態統語的分析 

秋本隆之（中央大学大

学院） 

15:20-15:40  休憩  

15:40-16:30 発表 3 自他交替における接尾辞 ar の文法化

について 

高橋英也（岩手県立大

学） 

16:40-17:40 招待 

発表 

日本語における分離能格性について 多田浩章（福岡大学） 

18:00~  懇親会  

 

７日(日)  受付 9:50 から 

10:10-11:00 発表 4 Telicity Makes or Breaks Lexical V-V 

Compounds 

福島一彦（関西外国語

大学） 

11:10-12:00 発表 5 動詞由来複合語の連濁における第一要

素の項性の影響:心理的実在性の検証 

井川詩織（東京大学大

学院） 

12:00-13:30  休憩 ランチ  

13:30-15:00 講演 終止形・連体形の合流について 青木博史（九州大学） 

15:10-16:10 招待 

発表 

テ形複雑述語の多義性をどう捉えるべ

きか: 文法化アプローチと拡大合成ア

プローチ 

中谷健太郎（甲南大

学） 

＊ 懇親会（会場はキャンパス内ミュージアムカフェ「坂」）の申し込み先（8/20 まで）： 由本まで yoko
に続けて@lang.osaka-u.ac.jpにメールでお申込みください。 
＊ 6日の昼食には生協食堂やコンビニがご利用いただけます。７日は、キャンパス内であいているお 
店はありません。 
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1. Tomioka (2006) Nishiyama & Ogawa (2011, 2014)

V1-V2 V1  

 (1)  a.  cf. /*  

     b.  cf. /*  

V1 V2 : 

V2 V1-V2

(i) V1 (ii) V2

V2-CAUSE-VOICE[AG]

V1  

2. V2 V2

 

 (2)  a.    

     b.        

 (3)  a.            

     b.               

(2) (Adversity Causative: cf. Miyagawa 1989)

(3)

 

 (4)  a.  { / ( )}  *  

     b.                *  

 (5)  a. ?                   *  

     b.                      *  

(4) (2)

(5) V1

 

 (6)  V1-V2 V1
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3. (6) Haugen (2009)

(Conflation) !Root1(V1) !Root2(V2)-v-CAUSE-VOICE[AG]

Conflation V1-V2

(!Root1 !tatak, !Root2 !kowa )

 (7) a. [vP Int. [v !Root2 v]]  

    b. [CAUSEP [vP Int. [v !Root2 v]] !Root2-v-CAUSE] 

    c. [VOICEP  Ext. [CAUSEP [vP Int. [v !Root2 v]] CAUSE] !Root2-v-CAUSE -VOICE[AG]] 

    d. [VOICEP  Ext. [CAUSEP [vP Int. [v!Root2 v]] CAUSE] !Root1-!Root2-v-CAUSE -VOICE[AG]] 

!Root2 v(ervalizer) (7a) CAUSE VP

CAUSEP [!Root2-v] CAUSE (7b) , VOICE[AG] CAUSEP

[!Root2-v-CAUSE] VOICE[AG]

[!Root2-v-CAUSE-VOICE[AG]] (7c) !Root1 [!Root2-v-CAUSE-VOICE[AG]]

Conflate , [!Root1-!Root2-v-CAUSE- VOICE[AG]] (7d)  

V1 V2 VOICE[AG]

(6) V1-V2 V2 VOICE[AG]

 

(7a) V2 V1

V1

(7d) , Conflation

(cf. Kayne 1994) V1(!Root1)-V2(!Root2)

V2-V1 *

*

V1 V2 VOICE[AG]

VOICE

VOICE *  

 Nishiyama, K., & Ogawa, Y. 2014. Auxiliation, Atransitivity, and Transitivity 

Harmony in Japanese V-V Compounds. Interdisciplinary Information Sciences, 20(2): 71–101. / 

Tomioka, N. 2006. Resultative Constructions: Cross-linguistic Variation and the Syntax- 

semantics Interface. Doctoral dissertation, McGill University. 
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ar  

 , ar, , ,  

1. , , ar

ar

(1a) ar (1b)  

  (1) a. ar ar (verbalizer)  

       (cf. Roberts and Roussou (2003))  

     b. [VoiceP [CauseP [vP Loc/Goal/Experiencer [ Root Theme Root] ar ] Cause] Voice] 

(1a)  (1967)

ar

 

2.  (1996) ar

LCS

 

/??  

cf. /

/*  (cf. /

) ar

 (LCS

) ar

(1b)  

tsukam- ar ar tsukam-ar

 

ar Locative

nos(u)( )

nor(u) / nosar(u) nos ar

/*  Locative ar

西山國雄
高橋英也（岩手県立大学）

西山國雄


西山國雄


西山國雄




*

(Goal) Locative/Goal

ar
 

ar ar
 

3. 

2

ar

ar

(cf.  (2004))  

4. 3

(cf. Arad (2005))

ar
 

(1988) ar
ar ar

 

/

ar rasar  (cf.  (1998))

atsum-ar
ar ar

 

 

 (1996)  

 (1988)  



(“On Split Ergativity in Japanese”) 
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Telicity Makes or Breaks Lexical v-v Compounds
key words: lexical v-v compounds, telicity, verbal aspects,

aspectual composition, Japanese

Lexical v-v compounds (1a-c) have attracted much attention, e.g. Kageyama (1993),

Matsumoto (1996), Nishiyama (1998), Fukushima (2005/2007), Yumoto (2005), inter

alia. However, they focus on argument-synthesis based on argument-structures of compo-

nent verbs, e.g. two subject arguments are identified in odori-tukareru ‘dance-get.tired’.

(Im)possible patterns of argument-synthesis have been identified and given accounts of

various sorts. Though Fukushima (2007) deals with productivity of such compounds, the

perspective is argument-centered as well.

(1) a. cause/resultative compound: odori-tukareru ‘dance(atelic)-get.tired(telic), i.e. get

tired from dancing’, obore-sinu ‘drown(telic)-die(telic), i.e. die from drowning’, etc.

b. manner compounds: tabe-nokosu ‘eat(atelic)-leave(telic), i.e. leave (food) after

eating’, koroge-otiru ‘roll(atelic)-fall.down(telic), i.e. fall down rolling’, etc.

c. coordinating compound: hikari-kagayaku ‘shine(atelic)-glitter(atelic), i.e. shine

and glitter’, naki-sakebu ‘cry(atelic)-scream(atelic)’, etc.

d. *naosi-tukau ‘repair(telic)-use(atelic), (int.) use after repairing (something)’,

*hiroge-uru ‘spread(telic)-sell(atelic), (int.) sell after spreading (merchandise)’,

*koware-nokoru ‘break(telic)-remain(atelic), (int.) remain after breaking’, *taosi-
fumu ‘fell(telic)-step.on (atelic), (int.) step on after felling (something)’ [N.B.: cf.

fumi-taosu ‘step.on(atelic)-fell(telic)), i.e. fell (something) by stepping on it’], etc.

e. Taroo -ga terebi-o [naosi sosite tukat-ta]

-nom TV-acc repair conj use-past
‘Taroo repaired and used a TV’

In this paper, a different dimension regarding v1-v2 combination is investigated based

on the aspectual properties of component verbs. First, it is empirically shown that v1

cannot be telic (achievement/accomplish)—a ‘spoiler’—unless v2 is also telic. Any other

patterns are possible. Second, (im)possible aspectual combinations are shown to be a

consequence of aspectual composition based on the analysis of aspectual classes of

predicates found in Dowty (1986). [N.B.: Simply ‘telicity’ is employed here due to (i)

achievement and accomplishment are telic and (ii) the latter needs an incremental theme

(or vp), which is absent for lexical word-formation.]

In contrast to (1a-c), the ones in (1d) with a telic v1 and an atelic v2 are impossible,

which are constructed observing possible argument-synthesis patterns. In fact, of 1157

v-v compound examples found in Tagashira and Hoff (1986), there is only one potential

counter example for this generalization (also see below). We note that as in (1e), taken as

successive events, there is nothing incompatible about ‘regular’ conjunction of, for example,

v1 naosu ‘repair’ and v2 tukau ‘use’. Also noted is the fact that when switched around

*taosi-fumu (telic-atelic) in (1d) becomes a licit compound fumi-taosu (atelic-telic).

The current account draws on Dowty (1986) who classifies aspectual classes of predi-

cates as in (2). [N.B.: Dowty’s original definitions classify sentences but they are adapted

here for predicates. Krifka (1998) or Filip (2008) is an alternative.] Reflecting the basic

characteristics, aspectual composition for v-v compounds is stated as in (3). With

(3d-(i)) a termination point is imposed on an atelic v1, which never-the-less satisfies the

properties (2a-b), rendering possible an example like odori-tukareru ‘dance(atelic→telic)-

get.tired(telic)’. In contrast, (3d-(ii)) requires a telic v1 to satisfy (2a-b) but that directly

contradicts (2c), rendering, for example, *naosi-tukau ‘repair(telic�→atelic)-use(atelic) im-

possible.

西山國雄
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(2) a. A predicate is stative (atelic) iff it follows from the truth of a sentence φ to which
the predicate gives rise to is true at an interval I that φ is true at all subintervals of
I.
b. A predicate is activity (atelic) iff it follows from the truth of a sentence φ to which
the predicate gives rise to is true at an interval I that φ is true at all subintervals of
I down to a certain limit in size.
c. A predicate is achievement/accomplishment (telic) iff it follows from the truth of
a sentence φ to which the predicate gives rise to is true at an interval I that φ is
false at all subintervals of I.

(3) Aspectual composition (for v-v compounds):
a. A v-v compound represents a single event with sub-events denoted by v1 and v2.
b. Aspectual composition is head-driven (i.e. v2 determines the aspectual property
of the whole compound). [N.B.: In principle, Japanese is morphologically head-
final.]
c. When v1 and v2 match in telicity, the whole compound is of the same telicity as
the head’s.
d. When v1 and v2 differ in telicity, (i) if v2 is telic, an termination-point (distinct
from an inception-point) is imposed on the interpretation of v1, or (ii) if v2 is atelic,
the truth-at-all-subintervals requirement (2a-b) is imposed on the interpretation of
v1.

Potential counter examples, though limited in number (e.g. yake-nokoru ‘burn-remain’),
are entertained. Also, comparisons are made between the current approach and other sug-
gestions like Li (1993), Matsumoto (1996), and Yumoto (2005).

The current paper is a contribution to research regarding not only relatively under-
explored aspectual properties of lexical v-v compounds but also the nature of aspectual
composition of complex entualities.
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