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Abstract

English has semi-productive lexical processes for alternating the syntactic realization of verb’s
arguments. A valid lexical semantic theory needs to explain how the semantics of a verb
corresponds to its syntax, and how it changes through the course of construction alternations.
Introducing a wide variety of alternation phenomena in English, this paper makes two proposals.
One is that natural language should have generative mechanisms which enable a speaker to map
verb’s arguments selectively onto its syntactic structure. The other is that lexical rules should have a
form of effecting the value of argument variables, since any lexical operation which converts the

semantic structure of a verb cannot be empirically tenable. *
F—T—F R, HoBRBUL, BiGEE, RO TEE HoLHk
1. (FUOIC

Fillmore (1970) 2% hit & break OB R D IZBL % %08 TLUOK, FEs KR O gt
BE OFERN R BROBE RIOR L, BIRME & e T%i%&ﬂi‘”ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@%m%ﬂi&ﬁnﬁ%%ﬁ
ELT, A LEHmMEEHP L T& 7 (FFL <1d Levin and Rappaport Hovav (2005) #Z&M).
HCTh, ERIICIGES 2 BE LT OHOMEN 2R VD IET 5 L v ) BIRITEET,
Levin (1993) 3B OFERMN A ER L ZOHO RBULOBIRICE S &, HEFHEOML B)F 7 7
AL ZNSHERT LM XD ZFIEEL T b,

Bz, BhE hit 13, (la) @ X9 Z@EE OMEE LI, (1b) @ X9 %EE HIWFHMHEL,
(1c) &9 e, (1d) O X9 LTk & LAMEL, (le) D &) BB TR EIE
BTEL, (1) OX) I ABELC (1g) O X9 ZRPRRESIIZAERTE 2w,

(1) a.Paula hit the fence (with the stick).
b. Paula hit the stick against the fence.
c. Paula hit at the fence (with the stick).
d. Paula hit Deirdre on the back. (cf. Paula hit Deirdre’s back.)
e. The stick hit the fence.
f. *The fence hit (with a stick).
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g. *The fence hits easily. (Levin 1993: 148ff)

—75, B break 1%, (2e) OWEHIFEM, (20 OB HEBIFE L, (2g) OhREHEXZ: &2
FAERTEX 22, (2b) OBEAEBWER TR 20) oML, 2d) OAZ LA CIcIEA
ETE R,

(2) a.Tony broke the window (with a hammer).
b. #Tony broke the hammer against the window.
c. *Tony broke at the window.
d. *Tony broke Mary on the arm. (cf. Tony broke Mary’s arm.)
e. The hammer broke the window.
f. The window broke.
g. The window breaks easily. (Levin 1993: 241, —#2k)

— 2, HLHFN 2 DU EOWI AR L L &, ZOBEIIMYRBEERITESbRS,
ZLT, () & (2) OMEIWmICHTE -S> TWD LIS, DL E ORI ERTEET,
EORESN AR HEA M 2 OB (HEHWIEEEZ T R) KXo TERR-TWD, 2D X

D RSB BIGE, BFAORENRIELIBVIIZOHFAOEENAERICI o TREENS
v TafmdiEim | \HRD A HORBRERROMIEICEL 5T, 2 00FEELMEZIEL T
Wbo 120, 4 oBEOERE & F TRENICRLE UL, Rl & 9 LREHO BB Lok
HHHTEDZPLVIHIMBETH 2, b9 1213, BEOEREEENOEIE LD X ) ISR E
WCBRESNENEVIBETH L, Sz 5L, HiFid hit & break @ & D X 9 REEENEER
DENH (1) & (2) @i%b\%i&tﬂtfwéf)‘%%%#ﬁ’ﬁ‘é’c‘:'C“&)VJ B (1 * 2
CEHEENZEZMLOHO LIULOMK ZFWT 570121, BARSFEICE D L) b HaH
DEPEHLPIZTEILETH S,

NG, COX) RREEEROD LICBEL TS5 HOBRERRBOWRII—AEZE LS
HATHB, DD, WL EEL“C NETHEL CRESNTE AN X 285

DOFEEMEEHEE (LCS) B oime TE L, EGEsm ORI SRFEOHO BB L E 20
ZREEFHL TV D LHE (2015) © W‘ﬁ%iﬁ@‘é SHIT, FATWIIEIC B B Rl 2 R
L, AMSHEOLX Y a icB biaellofEy ik L’C [HOZEH] L W) EZHOR
Lz FiRT 5,

. B ERFBOIERF

W, FREBIANC X o TR ZHPL L9 L T25E, ﬁ%?%ﬁﬁ@fﬁi%ﬁi‘ﬁk&
L, bIFFOMLZFEEBNOBHOERET L2008 -2 N TH D, HZI1E (3)
O EMAR R TIE, (3a) OHBIFIC2 S (3b) OB IRE S 2 B LT (Lakoff
1970, Guerssel et al. 1985, Pinker 1989, ALH 1998 72 &) &, (3b) DOMBEIZFXH S (3a) OHE)
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S & IRAT 5 HEEIML M (Keyser and Roeper 1984, Zubizarreta 1987, Levin and Rappaport
Hovav 1995, 32111 1996 72 &) O E S KR TH 721,

(3) a.The cup broke.
b. Janet broke the cup. (Levin 1993: 29)

B FALHT T, ZTHENMPVENIH LD 0D, WIS IRBELE LT (da) DX
I BREMMEEEEAL L, Z2ICEFE ) LB (cause) ZMA T (4b) © X9 I
BALS % &) BREBIDMGE ST B,

(4) a.break LCS:y come to be BROKEN (Guerssel et al. 1985: 54)
| Causativization
b. break 1L.CS: x cause (y come to be BROKEN) (Guerssel et al. 1985: 55)

L Lads, ZoO5HciE, CoBREIMERILOER 22T 2028 L IZ8—fEL
TEBPRTNE RS v e v ihseBl Al @ T RETEICE§ 2 BES R S hTw s G2l
1996) » 4%12, occur % exist % &', Kudo (2010) #% [EOIExHEENE | (true unaccusatives) &
WA ZZHB R OME L E LT 2 A8 FUCOLETH L. TOBEKTIE, HBF(LOHT
D9 %, Keyser and Roeper (1984) *° Zubizarreta (1987) D7 #1d, (4) OKENE AL 72
RIDE)BEZTiHOT, AKOMEEZRATH S,

—7J7, BHEEMLO MO TYH, Levin and Rappaport Hovav (1995) (&M 2 £H4 22 &
%<, BB 25 BB 2 R4S 5 ke LT, (5) OFFmEMWHEM (lexical binding) &\ 7k
gHAZREL T 5,

(5) a.[[x DO-SOMETHING] CAUSE [y BECOME BROKEN]]
} Lexical Binding
b. [[@ DO-SOMETHING] CAUSE [y BECOME BROKEN]]
(Levin and Rappaport Hovav 1995: 108)

FRRMY AL, B E O BRSBTS EEE 2 EIHT 5 2 & T, B EIAMHANER S
GWESOET B LIZL 5T, break DHBFEMLEZFHIAL L9 L LTWwd, il (1996) @ BAf
%1t (anti-causativization) &, MFIZEL 2 b O®, FEEBIIC L > TEEEZIHT 2 v
ITATFTIREBLCVD, ST CTHELOZ, BEoBREELLRT20TIEAL, HD
2B 5 L) BRBNOEZTTH S,

LA, (6) OEITEARENIE L CIX, Rappaport and Levin (1988) 7% (7) OiEmmyits
1t (lexical subordination) & 9 FEHHIHIZIRR L T b,

(6) a.Jack sprayed paint on the wall.
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b. Jack sprayed the wall with paint. (Levin 1993: 46)

(7) a. [x cause [y to come to be at z]]
} Lexical Subordination
b. [[x cause [z to come to be in STATE]] BY MEANS OF [x cause [y to come to be at z]]]
(Rappaport and Levin 1988: 26)

Wil M2 122\, Rappaport and Levin (1988) 1, (6a) OWEXZ ML AL, (6b) @
HESCiZ (6a) OREX 2 HEEFEBINICE > TRETZ L EXTWD, ZOHPIL, (6a) OHELD
B TH5 (7Ta) OBWHLEZ, FB% KT BY MEANS OF &\ ) BABUC X o TR il Bk
2, b D ICHTOIREZLZ KT EMMEL I 2 ICEHICEHDO AT L v 2% ) Kitr D
HHDOTHb, iEwiEEILIZ, b &b L Levin and Rapoport (1988) A% Hubli St D 45T TR
L72bDTH 5%, Rappaport and Levin (1988) 1 Z N % BFTHELBIIICH L72DOTH b, T
DFEFEBHNC X 5T, Rappaport and Levin (1988) 1%, (6b) O CASGHTA OIRREZEAL 2 5
SR, B EBEOERHNFEC AL 2 R EPRICHHTE S L LT,

CCTHEELTB2Z2TNELRS 2V, I LCS 22T A Himoniit s LT,
LCS I281F 2 BN HRLNOHAHHIIZ, HRFRNOFHANIIZEE SN B &\ ) s LI
T DL THD, Lo, (7Ta) TEFBICN 722 y A BIFI OBEH: HIWFEIC %2 2 D23t L,
(7b) TIFFERMAMEIBILORERE, BTSN 2 2 P BFAOEHEHWFEIC RS & v HO BB LD
LRDHPIE NS, Speas (1990) &, FHkOFHEFEBAIZ, LU NHOHOBFLLI LR T 5
GRS DIHTIH T Do

Talmy (2000) ORBALETS, (6a) OWMLEMEE, (6b) OWMXEHRELETIEZL VDS
Mo, B BORED T IEZHE > Thavord Lhkwv, UL, dEmibitEibs
PERNCIIEZ O, BFOBERMEZ KRECEMLTWDE I L TH D, KITBR72 MR A M
RE L RIS, EIRRE S 2 2T 2R AN, 2 o 4R ATIRE T 20 VR 0 LI R AR
OREPME T & 9o FEBE BB TYH, BRNEBHH 5V IEVEZILOERE RO L
#Z LIS put X pour 7 EDEF TIILEIHEZ 5

(8) a.Iputbooks on the table.

b. *I put the table with (the) books. (Levin 1993: 111)
(9) a. Tamara poured water into the bowl.
b. *Tamara poured the bowl with water. (Levin 1993: 115)

CCTHEZRDIE, THETOGHBTXTHROFERE#EEZ A (isomorphic) & A7Z% L
TWBIEThHb, ThbE, Fild k) % LCSICET L HM T, TS 2 Mtk o R o
DL EHENBRBRFROLNVERLRL, €209 FHEBEMTEX 2% LCS 2R TS
EVI DS RTINS, Lzdio T, WIHO LEBRO AP LT 5 5iE <
BT, bRRPHRFRTODOLLHT 5 L@ 2 S Z EA NSRRI 2V
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W) BIEORMEICHE->TLEIDTH S,

THE (2015) 1%, TOL) BRRALSBET 272012, BREKFBORELELZ EEL
Pustejovsky (1995) DEMFEHEMOBMAZRMTE I LICX 5T, BERMENITHIET 5H
DS L MBI ISR SN ALE RV EWI EZ HERBLTWS, Hl2IE, T (2015)
&, B break O EMZE (10), i spray DEHEE (11) DX HITREL TWw5b,

(10) break
[QUALIA = [ FORMAL = be (e2*, y, broken) ”

| AGENTIVE = act (el, x) (_LJ# 2015: 54)

(11) spray
[QUALIA = [ FORMAL = move (e2*, , z)
be (e3*, z, sprayed)

LAGENTIVE = act (el, x) (2% 2015: 59)

EWFERBOEZ T > TEELR I LIF, BFISEMELHELEEZA LTI E, ZOT
MHREHAME L THLOERFY (event headedness) 2P EF 5 L9 Z L TH5 (Pustejovsky
1995: 72), FEOFFHEL 1L, B [fFROMHET] (focus of interpretation) & IF-X2% $ DT,
A OBRME BV CEDTNHELNEETH L h0kETH D, THE (2015 Tk, 2o
RETTEIZOWT, RO I HEHPEFLNT W5,

(12) F5oEHHE
WBEED 7 ) THEEICEENL FUNFRIZKOVTNLOLMFIIE TR T L25E6I1CE
e AR IND,
() TDOTHFERIEHZ G,
(i) ZOTFTHFERNOIHEONEDFERWIIEE SN,
(iii) ZOTMHERIERND 5 VILFEH R EIL SR 5,
(TT-j% 2015: 57)

Bl break TIE, MRFLTH D 2 [ATHOHRRINETH 5 EH (broken) VEZEND720D
CIDEFMLFELR (F THER) LAhLENDb, —J, BhFEl spray T, Bhad & REMICFHED
WA (y) &L e2 &, W (sprayed) 25T 3N EFHMNLFREALIND,

72, THE (2015) T, ERMEED S ENDOHOGHRIZOWT, kO uHEE 2 /v
SR HEEWEL, 74 THENO FAFRIEE, HEEHEEICHET 2 (13) ok
BHIZREL T2,

(13) a. Q:R(e,x) = [, x[, vVP]]
b.Q:P(e,y,2) = [,y [, Vzll (To#E 2015: 55)
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CNOLDREIZE Y, 74 THEGN TR & A% SN TRFHL D A 2 BRI IR E
WCHRL, R OTHHREIEREENTHERILT 2 L vy tlAaIc L - T, Lk (2015) 13,
T AR R TG 2T DT, B O BWRME 2 LR 52 L2, TOHDEILD
B ZFHL T 5o,

HARBIZIE, fif BZ SRR I EROIREZ 2T TV 5 e2 IZMA T, el 2G|
BARY B S ORI, LRI RNICEHOBEZZITITwbe2 L e3 D) b, &b
5O TLHL 2 ARG 2 TR 5 2 OBIRT L o THI S 5,

(14) a.Q,: act (el, x) — shadowed
Q;: be (e2*,y, broken) = [,y [, V broken]]
b.Q,:act (el*,x) = [ ,x [ . vVP]]
Q,: be (e2*,y, broken) — [,y [ V broken]]
(15) a.Q,: act (el*,x) = [,x [, v VP]]
Q: move (e2**,y,z) = [,y [, Vzl]
Q;: be (e3*, z, sprayed) — shadowed
b. Q,:act (el*,x) = [ ,x [ . vVP]]
Q,: move (e2*,y, z) = shadowed

Q;: be (e3**, z, sprayed) — [, z [, V sprayed]]

(14a) TIi, break @ el & RAL (shadowed) S, €2 DANHHAEMEICEH I NS 720,
The cup broke. ® & 9 7 IExFHE A B FIREE AT R LS5 A%, (14b) Tld, BEFE D474 b %k L,
EERERE AL L, el bMiEMEICEMR X ¥ 5720, Janet broke the cup. @ X 9 Z Bz H
BB 50—, BT T, (15a) @ X 912 spray @ e3 # ¥ H1bd i, Jack
sprayed paint on the wall. ® X 9 2B CASHILL, (16b) DL )i e2 #FHILTIUL,
Jack sprayed the wall (with paint). ® & 9 A OIRELEAL = IR MHAT 52, (15) T
€2 eI * A2 OMFNTVEDIE, EH 5 bkl EFF L A S b sprayDe2 L e3DH 5,
(12iii) OFEHFERIC X o THX I 2 BAWEAL S 25 C, G IC 53R I NS Thidig
ZERLTWD, LHE (2015) &, ZHDHIHEIEERIT OV TRER D S 58 S LT B R
B (holistic interpretation) DMALTH % & FIEL TV 5,

B LI, SITOT77a—FTEELRDI, BiF &S L G IR TH 5 &
BODLIETHD, TNILCS 2L T HIERDERBRGHO LD S DR E 2HIRIZE 5o
FEIZ, AEBGERROZ R HICE o TEELERWRHOGGOMMAZRHT LI LI2L-T,
BYE O BWRHE 2 MBI AT 5 2 & % <, BRI BT 2 HO ABULO R 2 @123 2
I ENTED, THIIHLRBRIZHT 2w BAOBHEHIHKE SN2 THDE V) H
R B OBINTIE R L, 740 THEEICE S BFOEREREREFINET S EI10L -
T, BORIEN R EROINERZ R 2 TN T 268 2 BHAL TR/ &) Rl 2 B
DR TDH %o
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3. BEMAE L TOHOEH

T, AHEFHEOLVF 2 a VIR » b L BR E s 2 RETE vt v
)&, €9 TidZAve Kudo (2010) &, AFEOHICHEBEEHL, HOBIULORZKZT S
FRERBHIE LT, RO ADPHEAET B L FRL TV D,

(16) a. HOM%AL (argument abstraction)

Q:P(e,x,y) = QPEx,V

b. DO FEA% (argument demotion)
Q:P(e,x,y) = QPex\Yy)

c. JHOEH: (argument substitution)
Q:P(e,xy) ®QP(,zy)

d. HOHAE (argument binding)
Q:P(e,x,y) » QP (e, x=y,y)

9, (16a) OHOMBEALIL, BEEOHZ NIFEOMICZAL S 28EmBAITH 5, gL
ENHEIFEOEF BN E RS, &< (ML pro] (arbitrary pro) & L CEILE
N5 (Rizzi 1986), THUC LD, HHOMGALE ZIF72HIE, TNICIEEL LB b b00, K
ROBEREHZ RS 72 F TR LG L LTRRENS L) 12k 5,

Fagan (1988) (&, Zoifs#iilz, EkHg 2R T MBFAOEERICETTAILICL5T,
(17b) @ X9 P EESLOIRAEZFHHL T b,

(17) a.The butcher cuts the meat.
b. The meat cuts easily. (Levin 1993: 26)

Fagan (1988) 1%, HOMBALAILCS DL NV THEHEND EEZ TWBEA, ERiEREmICI
DLARRROBHATE R Z S L, ZoiEsBild (18) @ X9 ZBhE cut DBEWHEEICBIT S
FREHOBEEIHEAINSL Z LICh 5, (cut DFERNZERICILBEEOHH EGEE SRS
720, FOFEREENIEEFZOEMICEREZRT i AHARAINTND,)

(18) cut
QUALIA = | CONST = i: instrument
FORMAL = be (e2*, y, cut)
AGENTIVE = act (el*, x, i)
ST WCHOMGLSEHENL E, ZOXxBEEDOx LY, FOHEFEANLEDNS,

(19) Q,: act (el*,x,1) = Q,: act (el*,x_,, 1)
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ZLT, ZoERFRz (13) O@EKEHANIHE > THERT 5 &, Lot (200 0 &)
2% %o (od, BRZERT IIMAAMGE Y 2 RRAE R EA 2 W72, CORBTERL
ENd,)

(20) Q,: act (el*,x,,i) — [, pro,, [, vVPI]
Q,:be (e2*%,y,cut) = [,y [, Vcut]]

D pro 13§ TICZDOFEFEREL > TV L7720, ZOF FIREMNEA TH BRSO EE
Wb LIZTE RV, Z0720, Kudo (2010) &, FHEIZH/25 y 23U D IICEFEMEICE
L, TR OERBIERDHE FA3s &% 2 Twb (cf Hoekstra and Roberts 1993, Matsumoto
and Fujita 1995), —Jj, H£E® pro L o7z x1d, XPIIZZDOFTIEIEL LAV 00, ik
WS\ R REE OB E & LCHAET 5720, RBLE, (A5 T 2omimhed vl &
V) S DRIME 2 AT DIZ - H o Twb (FEL <1 Fagan (1992) & ZMi),

CITEEARI LR, ERBAZMET LRI, TOMALHEWHLPIITLILTH L,
PRICTHDOE 2 2549 % & v ) SRR S BB SN O EDHZZIF ICERBEMNICER S NS & T
W, R TR N7z LCS #ndft i & M O MBI ER ORBEDSEL D2 LIl b TDM,
Kudo (2010) 2SHHOfE % 2533 2 dhse BN EMAEE N O EOHICHEH SN Th bR v e ik
RTWLZLIIBDTHEETH Do FEFE, B cut OFREEE L, BIfEEDEIA»ICS, BER
FHE, SOHICEBERELZRICEIGINTVE, 20HH, BHEHIZODWTIE, ZbZFHH
DIEEEZ D EVIBIECZ CHhRVOT, BHIONEINI LR Z L IZHO»THE05, 20
EDDEIZOWTIE, FH, HOMPEH SN THRVWIET TH S, (bobd, BRI
BRI B S N7 6d, AR ORE LT 285BI Tl vPICES S N B Fd A& EI T -
EDRBIMBB LA CEMEEOATHLOT, FHEL LT, BMEZETENZOF T HIL
ENDZLITIIEDY D R,)

F2k%, Kudo (2008) &, HHOMMRALAT cut @ FEEICHEM SN 728541, The butcher cuts
easily. D & 9 ZAKN 2 MWEYE O HWEEASS L2 WHESOER SR 125 & FiRLTWwWD, Z
DORESCIE, Levin (1993 : 39) 7% [BEF A OME % kX 53] (characteristic property of
agent construction) & FFAZZH DML L, [FORER S LABRTHRBCYNS 0L %,
EEORME MG T A2MEKL VORISR S, ZOET, oML, Mary already ate (her
lunch). ® X 9 4o HGEZ BB A3 & IS S5, Kudo (2008) &, JHOH
SALORBER R & LT, UEHEZ R 2 HLEPHH SN D L HBRTEY, 2o LilLs
T SCREE LA O 2 B2 H501E, EFEOHEADREZ B2 & M5 30 7%
5o

w2, (16b) DHEOKERKIE, BEWHRMEENICBIT 2HOENEZ TP 2iEERNITH 5, Bk
i NI B0 2 HOREEEIZ DWW T, Perlmutter and Postal (1984) ¢ UAH %° Baker (1988)
D UTAH 7 &, TN THRA RREARE SN TE DS, HEEEERIIE X RHOBY % 557
EBICHZ HNDE L) B —BILIZGDE ZAFLEL TV ARV, £2TKudo (2010) &, 2h
FTO L) REREENC X 2HOSERY LM 2479 O TIE R, FRMEEICTHIT 5 T
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LY TOHDNAFA T O HE L LT, (21) @ UPAH ZRFEL T 5,

(21) Uniformity of Prominence Assignment Hypothesis (UPAH)
Identical relative prominence hierarchy of semantic arguments is represented by

identical structural hierarchy between those arguments at the level of base structure.
(Kudo 2010: 83)

HA % (prominence) &1E, BHOTHPHBIZWAPIZEE LG L TW 5 2% /R RASCEO
2T, AT AEMBICESCHBENO I AVF —DRNIZH > T F %5 (Langacker
1991), FHOREKIX, T UPAH 12 X o THE S N STHO R ERR T BT 25 ERBHTH 5,

BIZAE, FTIRAZE IS, B cut O EREENZEEEDOENIC, EHIHDFEDRE S
NTW5, ZOEABIZHELERYICE E 2T, BFORITITHIAT KIS T 501
#EH (intermediary instrument) T& 475, act AT AIHE LCid, BfEF L D & AR
VBEDMR, L72255 T, cut O EREENI BT 2 HOREMMRIEL, UPAH ICHE0 %, [HfEE
SHEHR] LB, 74 THEEICBITBLENSLANOHDIEE, EARMICZ OB
DOBRZE L TW5,

2212, (16b) DO HEHT 5 L E 2 TH L Do THOBEMIIAHR IR H 28
EWIHIZER LT, ZOHOEMMZ B S 555t 5,

(22) Q,: act (el*,x,1) = Q,: act (el*, x", )

(22) TATRENzx I, HELTORAMWEELLZ FIFON, i LOBRTZOREMEE %o
TWwb, ZNIFMFHRILH: (Relational Grammar) DA TE ) [£EH ] (Perlmutter and
Postal 1977) OFNIEWVD DT, BAESE SN/ x1d, DI EAREE D S HaEE G 12 i
ENLHHEE LGRIRENT, R VICiBvPIRERICER SRS,

(23) Q,:act (el*,x7 1) = [,i[, v VPI]
Q;: be (e2*,y, cut) = [, v [, Vcut]]

COFRNK LB D1%, BEEOMR D Y IZE RS & % - 72 The knife cut the meat. @ X 9
BEATEFEH X TH L, ZOHORMEKZIRETIUEL, B E 75 TR /E T 25HFE A A TG
127 53492 (*The knife cut the meat by the butcher.) %, 7 F VU 7 CEMRZRENHG 45
MAEE RO A E R FEFEM L O EFEIC R 539 (Levin and Rappaport 1988) 7 &9 F < ##
Abhb,

E 512, Kudo (2010) &, ZOHOKMEAEREEFHMLZT TR, (24b) O &) BEHE
FERESCICD W TRETH B LR RT v b,
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(24) a. She baked wonderful bread from that whole wheat flour.
b. That whole wheat flour bakes wonderful bread. (Levin 1993: 82)

R, VERE)E @ bake O EMRMEEIZIZ cut OB EIH EF U@ ICF 7 + )V bIEE L THEE
(material) 2MRE SN 53,

(25) bake (bread)
QUALIA = [ CONST = m: material
FORMAL = be (e2*, y, in the world)
AGENTIVE = act (el*, x, m)

JERHIBIE R 2 2 T 2 BHICHEICH X 2 20 R TH L DT, FAREHIHAAS
NTWBLEEZDLONPRYETHD, LA o>T, BEHEFEH LU L, 83 % B s,
HARC A BRI AT 5 2 LIk %,

HOBAEOBHASEMIOWT—SRRLLTHEL L, 2 oSN UPAH (2450 < FIHDHH
S BV EOEFICEREBENTW 720, MM EICEBMLIN2HOB 2B SE2 b
DTIE LV L7ed> T, RIS Z OBHIDS cut @ X 9 ZIREEZAL A 3 Bhad o EEI#EA S vz
Yity, BEDTEICA DS T VP OMETBICEIULENDE Z LIk b, L LARDS, EHEITEH
EEZIRTDH D VOMEHHEIBICH > T, ZI008H - MEMBERICE > TVoOEREEZHZT D
DTHDHNS, €O LX) HEHN O IHAEMIE TIE RV, ET 212, HOBEKL W)
AN, B, BUEEMEEICIIESE Y, EMAENTEHFOBERE XX TWwE Yy FYIH
RTT AN MNEHBGEET DHEIOR, ZOMREEXREIT LI LICHIZDOTH L,

512, (16c) DHEHOERIL, BFEOHZFOMITE SR 2R MUTH L, ZHITFI
(2000) ®ITEDT Yz (argument surrogation) ZHIM L, B o E M ENIZ[E U0 IHA)S
MEBGEETDIEAICEM R S, Bl 21 Kudo (2010) 25 [ 5 IEREM By 7 | (fake
unergatives) & A 72 HCHEMERI B EITIE O walk % run 12, BIETEOTAPTEHOBE 25 X
BITEV)MHROFLMELZFR->TBY, THOTEERTHLIEFEE ) LITHICL o TRE)
LT FEHE (x) 2SH—4BEETH 2 &) RN AR IRHELEEZ A L Twb, ((26) Oy I3#EE
HETo)

(26) walk
QUALIA = | CONST = walking_manner ( — el)
FORMAL = move (€2, X, y)
AGENTIVE = act (el*, x)

D)L, FREEHO el 1 walk OMELIEET SRR ZIEHICL Y, ERNRHERLEAL
ENBD, BEERT 2 IBBOKEZIFE L ZVIRY, MEMEIIIER IR,
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(27) a. John is walking (in place).
b. John walked through the door.

(27a) TiE, BE walk W) IEEIE LTWAA, BEIZL TwARWo T, BAREEHOAEH
fLENTwBEEZSNEA, (27b) TIX, BEORKMK % /RT through the door 2% % DT,
walk OEREEHD BIL I Twb I Lilh b, ZokE, BAZkEHoxiE, FEREHO xS
FRIRINICT Y PO — L ENT WA, Kkt LI e ez 2vwEuf4aE (PRO) &L
T VP OfgEific B b3 s L £ 2 515 (Kudo 2010: 101),

ZD X9 % walk O EHREEEICHOBEHRAEN S5 & BfEFE L F— IR CTH - 7 EENF -
72X BIOEICE &2 Sb,

(28) Q,: move (€2, x,y) = Q,: move (€2*, z,y)

CORR, BET L EERPEETL S IR OEAKICZEE SN, #2113, John walked the dog
through the door. ® X 9 BB XAMESLND 2 &I %,

COHDEBRDKRA ¥ ML, ZOBAOBEHEZT 5 LIZX o THHEO T FRS TR
FHUPDLENW)TETH D, (27a) TRALHIZ, walk BTk, BAEEOLBALIZFEEWN
THhHbHEEZONLY, BARKEANOHEPBAMOMA 22 728618, LT 20RAEEH»E
BALE N AT R 6 v TORERIC, B OHEER BB % o 7R BERE LT, &%
T OFEFHENBBULBFRHENIC R 5,

(29) a. The general marched the soldiers *(to the tents).
b. The rider jumped the horse *(over the fence).
c. We ran the mouse * (through the maze).
(Levin and Rappaport Hovav 1995: 111)

72720, ToZEEMFIE (12) oFHI2STIUEHRZZETHY, T ToOREEBINIICD
HFLTHTEILRMETH S, BT, HOMEZERTLE W) T LiE, BEOXKBL2S
AREOEBZEANTIETHY, ZORIHEQHDMITIEHTZ L) T &iE, BERMIZ
ZOHA GO TMNFRIGERTL2 2L TH L0 0, (12i) OFFE»HTHE, HUOBEH %%
72 TR DR SR BICEBR I NS L v LR ABOSEGHORIE LTS

WEHDOZ L ThHAHLEEbLNL,

b AHA, HOWEEE walk O ERKHO x ITHEH T4 2 & HHmHWIITTRETH 5, I
(2000) 1, Zo¥EE, BEFRICX MBI RMETIER L, MECLIMBRIRMT SR D
BIRICE 2 LB RT VB 25, ®ENEOERE RS2 TlE, E500HE T ) 7251k
DL WIEAED D D, B2, 6D John walked the dog through the door. Ti&, [¥ 3 ¥ NS
HREHILRL ) KDE] LWIHIERTD [Va VYPAHFTOEETHEONTWSRIN &K 72
V) BERTHBRS TR TH 5, #EOE A, TOBASNLEHOHMIE, FEOHHE
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B HEE SOIRTE e SRS LT 4 1279 Lk nZs 9,

%I, (16d) OEOHMIL, (16c) DT, e dbERLLMEEFOHEE, HHHEENO
M3 & 6] UAEICZE 2 5555 AICTH 5. 4TIl Levin and Rappaport Hovav (1995) MDREZEI
FAGIM TN 225, 2o idte LARIL (1996) O RAERALIZIE:,

I CR72 X902, il (1996) (RS AL % it ABsS B 0B IS W TWwW b 25, Ilo
H T, RARERMICHE IR Z 2 D ERA S N Tl S h, SRR SIS B R S ke
KBR2ODDBWOEPTIE LRV, BRIV I R LEBELZTEHTL, ZOHREOMEDL T
A A SN WY, EEEHENCPIN 2GR T b Z EIZIFED ) 2% <, BHNZ
MR 72 LTI e v,

—77, Kudo (2010) 1, THOHMIZ X o TEMMEN TH—IEEL 5 2 5 N-THIL, b
EWICHRALFA L LTEL T2 LBRTwD, 2 (30b) @ X9 AT (virtual
reflexive construction) DJREZFIHT 2 DIZHEITH 5o

(30) a. The butcher cuts the meat.
b. This meat cuts itself. (Levin 1993: 84)

cut DEMREEEICEMET L TEAH A Z LI3TTICRZAS, (30b) i, (31) o XkHIcE
EEHOBEEZIERBEHOEEE F—IHEICHET L 2L ICLoTRET A EEZ SN,

(31) Q,:act (el*,x,1) = Q,: act (el*, x=y, )
FHECHMEIN-EETIE, 20T FR—0AFRIE L ORaEE I B LT 5,

(32) Q,:act (el*,x=y,1) = [,y [, vVP]]
Q;: be (e2*,y, cut) = [, v [, Vcut]]

b L3RR O — BB IO W T VP WO y 2SR A4 G 2 2 S huiud, (30b) ofifl
RIS BBUET 5. walk O X ) 12dH HH LOFERMICHE IR 2 FoH e, HORMIC L -
TR—8E %2213 72 E DV, FiHDPRO DX ) 2 a4 TRBYLT 2D L, #
B, WEOFRMEXERLL, FRAAFE LTREIULT 25 THh 5,

EWIE, R SCIEEFESFE LA ENE LI Lk o T, Hizrd FEIH
SIREE AR LX) ICALREINLOT, LARNICEEOWEISER LAERA RS, &
il (1996) 5 [N v ba—v] LIFAZBEICH N T 5725 9, KB, ARG
RSP RIHE S & BRI TV B & STV AR, Wik CIZ R4 2iEm Bl o R, RESH
5LEZONLENS, MHEIITMIBIIBVTECDED L, FlzIX, HRHESTIEER L XL
WTHL2E, WhksRHIZEHE IR L 2wDs, RSO SOR 2 50298 2 138
FHTHMliz % (e.g. The problem solved itself.), F7z, M CIZEMELZMRILT 5 L)
BIEIC X o TIRET HDT, FERMNZGFML L THEBEZFHFOBFHTHOHNIL L HEN D7,
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PR FLIFRE S IHZ RS2 2 LI X o TIRAET 2005, BIFIAARD D O Rl 7 Rk %
> wash % shave 7% EI1ZIE#EHTE 2V,

(33) a. This material won't wash.

b. *This material won't wash itself. (Hundt 2006: 132)
(34) a. Heavy beards don't shave easily.
b. *Heavy beards don’t shave themselves. (Fellbaum 1989: 124)

ZDIEH, BEEOFERZ R EET 5 saw X slice 4 & OB F T RE AT HEIZ 72
HZld, HOFMEZINET S L HRLGHNANE 2 5N 5,

(35) a. *Soft wood saws itself.
b. *These rolls slice themselves.

¢. *Smooth surfaces paint over themselves. (Fellbaum 1989: 128)

(35) oEENZEMETIR, FEDOBREZM) % L& L THHEORIITRHICHBIICEG T 2505,
EWRWICEEICI2EMZHED L ZE2 oMb, 2O &L (1996) 13 RAERILIC X 2 itk
AR OB GBI T2, R, Sho O5ME BRSO REM L 20272
DT THEHBET %o

Dl &), EFRIZBT DA 208D, BMRMEEZERT L2 L2, HOMZE
B2 L) —HOFERBANC L > THIITE 22 L 0%bh 5, BFOHIZH &b L ZDfEIC
Bl < LB (variable) TH Y, TOMELRT L L) 2 Lid, T RO
Thb L) IClbNh D, 4HOBNERRTE R RIEORAMEZHEEL TS X912, &
REWRm T, WARBEORNMEZERTL2HMIBLINLENETH L, SHIT, ThHHE
BRIIZH LD ZUTHL ARSI, ToBEESRIMEL TV D LEEDLNL,

4. BHYIC

AL, TS OFERERGR O IEE LT, BEIREEOHE I D 2 EE R HE L
RS B720DRY % SHEHROMEMT2E K THb, bEAHA, ARTMY LIFzzh
T ok BANCIE, ORI ZEED O S 5ISllD 2 MHRMEPHFAEST 5725 90 FEBE,
A SC & AR SC D, BIRIGIZIZF U & ) 30Ty, @ SN ARSI OENIZ X -
T, WiSQZERWTRLZEE 7 7 APE TR R o Twbd, %G 0 L) R OWE &M% 4
BT BLEDPDH BV, VT L TH RS2 LT 28 mOR 2V, "EORIER %3k
ROBREZ HWT 27201218, ARTRLZL ) RS RBGNEIRPAT R TH L Ebh
%o
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* W RS A I RO FI AR & REFE OB LR AUIREHH L L TEHlFOf ank
A THREEE Lo YA S WFEOR SIRBIEN ) ZF2E R L LTW2 A, A wo b N
ERTwz bl HEOSHICZTURTETLIEEBETLIOTIELRL, SHEPMLICZTES
) G EHEHEmAMET A L] OEEN T LIz ARG FEE S J720, BIFIZZ OIS T55E
ZABZENTEFTFHTATLED, ZOBRIMEIRBOMIEZMED TV IZONT, HEAIZEOREITHE
LHIENTEHRDOTVDLE)BEANLET, TN O HOEHD R EHREDOH D BV THREDOBMITTH -
TEECEH LTS, BEOTEMEZLLSBH VWL LIFS L 512, MRERAO S ER004RM
RojEe L ChRAEIHETFwERVET,

1) WEOBICEEGBINIC X 2 IREBR % 320 %\ 2 )72 Fillmore (1968) % Jackendoff (1990) 7 &
BHLH, ThHDOT7Tu—FTiE, HOBEXL XN TOMPIIE D THlEL Y M) — &2 MR
LN LW EV) L2 a ORI T LHESD 5720, AfgTidibizwvy GEL X
Pustejovsky (1995: ch.4) % &),

2) Bprh OIREZEALE FTHECTO with 9O HBULIC O W CIE TR (2015) 2SSz,

3) bake IZIXIREEALBFADOMED H DA%, 2 TIRIMERBIFADHE A OBEHRME Z IR LT b,
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