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AFALY £ SYREF, vldlA  (unacuusative) FAFS} HIE A (unergative) EALE
Perlmutter(1978)¢} Bl tid 7+4 (Unaccusative Hypothesis) ©]F o8] Ao &3] =
dsoigitt dFojdME AR TEA FHAM T RFIF 2olE Rolu, o)d ALY L gzt
o AR ZAL PG BAS Yovh AAETERE HH (process)AA T Abei(state)2 1A
W HTF FAT JAFAREC], ¥l FAIE dHAldel EZEd. mdid FAIE F bR
2 ud F ded, ‘=AY A A A BN FAHA @n ARAHQY
vt F8AIE T ¥ (unace_type D "5 A | F%@*MEE FAHE AID 728
d(unacc_type_2)°lth. A5 HUE FAE AIAFHE FTASE AATFZRE F4]
A gt AAAAY A Ao wep b2 FAAE B ?15}35 it d FAle AlEASLE
e A BAE Adoh & =M A A/ALEY ZAE =23 vieole By B
Mg Alzsl gt w2 ASAE FAoR B2AME A e bHuEd BAE FAor BA
3t %71 Qlth BadAME AME 22 (causative analysis)S $F o] V|eodE HAXA You
BHFG ALFEA A E]dste PFFY AR FEREE] wt=A HgA FAle SHo|
FHYA AL ofy7] Zoltt, B2 Pustejovsky(1995)¢] Al A o} 3 B (Generative
Lexicon) ©]&& &Fojd =LA &% - ;‘é oY - AR - F5E(1997)8 2o uhet
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S71x el U ASAY o nTRE BB,
1. ME q F4E 2 3,

g shdel FRlze WE ABALY B

A% AM(intransitive)®  Perlmutter(1978)9]  #7F v 23] /da U3 Ade w1
2 7} (Unaccusative Hypothesis)l) o}  Atke d SUtk2 & =33z9 ddo)A
% =3 A B4 (unaccustive) FA9} Hl 52 . . .
) BE=go] shoh o FME w] 2) Predicates determining initially

(unergative) £ =¥ - =v unergative clauses.
Ed FAE 71A Y BEFHo A6, vlFH This class includes describing willed or
A7 7149 20 2] 2] o)) Q) =3} volitional act, a. manner of speaking verb,
(monadic argument)& ZHE M g EA} sounds by animal, certain involuntary bodily

process.

Predicates determining initially
1) ¥4 7} (Unaccusative Hypothesis) unaccusatives clauses
YR AFTAE MR e 27 28 7D e Predicates expressed by adjectives in Eng;
o Z27] 12 2o g &} Predicates describing sizes, shapes, weight,
(Certain intransitive clauses have an initial 2 colors, smells, state of mind.; Predicates
but no initial 1.) whose initial nuclear term is semantically a
A7 27] 18 71A Fod siFss x27] 2 Patient ; inchoatives ; Predicate of existing
€ 714 EAojo) &gt & happening ; Duratives; Non-voluntary
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2 o] 6l A  (unaccusative)FAbE v 9

o] uA(Theme)s! ZAE F s, "5 A

(unergative) A= BEF(agent)? =F &

gt Bas =39 udd s do @

51101 vt A S AbATRE gt

E '\L‘E}"

2.0l A - 4|54 SAe Al =

Vendler(1967)°] & 55

FHo®
G

Gl
2 ZAbe] Aaspect) F8 Ul 7FA] FelA,

94 (achievement) $At= AMdy #4H
(end-point) & 23 v FAltelicoAtd o=

A -k ¢k F7)(co-occun)@ F UAIRE
At e Ao = & v gA(atelic) 3
AR EEE AYE YFAE B R F
71§tkE Aol Dowty(1979) 5 <2l =2l
M A A=A

(1)
a A7t FAFEA/HBAGR ST
{bRkel &k

b. b #3AIZEE A/ AIRE

(Dl M H5AFA Gyt -F¢'F, A
hAEA Eass -l F71E G
ol A& AAHE FAY Aol 27 wF
olty. ‘gt Aek fAHL =T
EHAG go] 2ojd ‘-nhof’g FI|E 5
=2

30 ir

(2) A7 ganA

108 kel &3

5 A

Q)¢ #Ze A4 42 =YY FE B
He TP RA ALA e A A (telicity)ol
BAE7 wEolch (o] 2000).

‘gt et ‘masittE nARE AFE ¢
BulEs -23 -d'ek g o oE onl
2 Ado

emmission of stimuli that impinge on the
senses ;Aspectual predicate
Perlmutter(1978; 162)

(3) a BF7}F 3AF/779] @R
b. B7t 34 &/ =H 8

B9} A% ‘sl Abzo] AFAAY @

e, & As7E @] AEE Ao 3AH
ghe ool x| et, (3b)e ‘dhuhe] Abzdol @
A=At g, F A =48 Ao
3ATE et dvled. g AL WA/
Hl5 A FAR] AT ERA AolE Bl
o

(4) a. 3A /A EHA?
b. 3%/ =3 A|?

(4a)gt (4b):= (39 A o A4S
Btk (4a)= W] ¢ H(atelic)®d Aoz ‘H
qAE AFUA?7 ulelr] ‘HE H9
A8 P79 ofn| 7t ofin, WA (4b)x
S A(telic)d P oz ‘mato] dsd 4H
g 2 Fol}

AR TZEE HA(process)d  AFAH
(result state)e] 7idoz sorgy o, 'He
e RAAARS Aue w 'Tabsicg
Al AbA xR RZEd. & gy
e AE #AFFAeE ‘mAsY
ARAHE FAez &g
Al AR ZZREHRQ SHAM A2
elt}. Pustejovsky (1995)2]
28 xgdd ‘geint'e A
Zol vepd 4 rh
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[AFRA1 =el; #A]]

= ARz
FAbE HRAA

Z4e AEAbol T
Fa1e AEAbol T

3. HH SAHAXUMHE XS AD

Hoid FAE AFHMERE (Lexical
Conceptual Paradigm)el wel vFol B
AA ‘=& HY FAAieolF (change of
location)& YElHE 74 $(unacc_type_1)%
=k Ao HY AddERE

(change of
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state)® YE}UlE 73 $(unacc_type_2)7t %l
o}

6) a. 7137} 1 Aol /HFE E=H Y,
b. @&o] 1 Alzkehel /275t Hskeh

‘=AY ‘movr -ghel’e F)Ee A
o] AA2YL AHoE Hol A} FA9 A}
AFZ & SHA(telic) AHAFZRE AU
Aok 1Y F FAE 2 Ade b=
=

(N de =gkoq?
olu, o}A /R ME Fgkel.

8 71a =&§of?
ofu, o}F qlje/ekd =R Yo},

'mog R e A3 4 AT
2g AUAG, dgge) e 3 gl
"= E A X (degree)E YENNE FALY
2718 5 U 9 ‘=3ste 284 &
ik, CEERET s AiolFo] A o] F
oMot &A(telic)d] ML 7Hd U7
g Eo] Y=RALet F7]7F <k "k

o) Au (20004 )N M T ARHAK B
gt EAl ‘Fobe BS Edo do] 73
A gAZRez Aedaszist dojue HAo]
. wEd 2F F9 Tskel, ‘o T
5o0] A2y} ‘wobe Aex 1A AH
A AALGZ HEBE FEI &
T 7o EAol TAYHAAN AAFHAR A
REo sl (B A/ AAGHI &
HUgE) x5 Alde ¢@de] Bidd
elA P A AE RASY $7
7b Ad 28t #&o(entailment)E FHAHE
geld),

rir

—

9

ggol w3 gk — Aol (IF) H3keh

tlo

unaccu_type_13 unaccu_type 27t ZAARA
3 ojm #FAL Bu gt thE <
e o)

(10) a. 28] %3 Yo
ba?7137k EHE R QU

‘Erpuie] BRAFAH FUNG £ AT -2
Ack'er Aol shestthd o|vte] ‘M7t

C1dA) 1082 =&FFo's g &
AHME A & kel ‘=xsctEs 3}
FE(EFHsted 2 At 108)& FA

dx @ ArgEd.

o

(D) a. dgol AL =%t
b. 71Z7F A& =&t

o

Z9 oulE JEgyEs BEA ALGME
FAF FrEE Aeolg wBAY (llae ‘¥
o] ¥+ HA(process)o] & F'Jg Y
d ib)e =&AEE P9 ubE
=)

Rt
i

g}

to L do -0 N,
Eo

Z7te) f9o) A FASS AN
te g

{12)

3) ERFYE =29 JuSAd o8 B
A ARHE -2 A0S ALY 5 R
o,

a. Ga7F =& gley 3 HE EeA F
AL,

b. HEHAA WAL =2tstm A4l

c. *A¥7F &5 gk

TR Q- 2P F Qe =P A
27 REFWol ERAG I s7ee
Aaol5e) A F¥oBH FAFIAN &
wahel the APl Ewdokste AXE
Jlgdth olg At AvE [+3HY]
4R AT 9-# Fel el
goh vk oAb Aol gAY AAe %
2 oUA @ LTS B WAE Aol
2745 sk,

4) +gz & d7p AS =23
gx o trt A% =Y
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=asn, goag, 2o,

unacc_type_1 :

Tgstyg, nxg, o2
unacc_type 2 5t Ao, Ao, 2
2o, nt2g, #Hog, AEg

4. |t H S ALRE ALS AL

A2 Aojel A WA FAE ALEALS WA

b #AHol Lol AAFHUHLevin &
Rappaport 1995; 130). Parson(1990), Levin

& Rappaport(1995), Pustejovsky(1995) &
vl d FAE AME R4 (causative analysis)
of 71239 VIAFEE AlFPLE B gl
}. 01%% & e B AF AlEEY »
AE Hole 4L =84 vdeolz By
olg9] dT|AE EFsEy] T Alolth
Fojol e LT 22 v A/ALEe] WA
7t BAMR o2 Addr
Parson(1990) 2] “fly’, Levin &
Rappaport(1995) ¢} ‘break’, Pustejovsky(1995)
o] ole}glo] ‘affondare’ (sink)9] #M& ®
2}

(13) <fly>: (Je)[Agent(e, x) & Cul(e) &

(Je) V_ing(e’) & Culle’)) & (e’, y) &

CAUSE(, e')]]

(14) <break> : [[x DO-SOMETHING]
CAUSE [y BECOME BROKEN]]

(15) <affondare>

EVENT STR El = el: process
E2 = e2: state

Argument STR ARGl = x: phyobj
ARG2 = y: phyobj

QualiaSTR default-causative lcp

Formal= sink_result(e2, y)
Agentive= sink_act(el, X, y)

A =ode Ay FAMEC] agln e
JEE Y9 BEMoAM YEd 2 HA AL
dodie Atdel & FAe 397 7]
FE3 FANY AU 89 ARAHC =
gile HoZ By e Aot o =oE

nJ[o tal
fd

I‘l

< EF BFAEE VE¥eR B1
] ALYF(CAUSE)E =¢3lx
Z o] 3lth. Parson(1990)-&
3y, Levin &

Qo
A= FTE
‘Agent(e, x)’E %
Rappaport(1995)+<= ‘Ix
DO-SOMETHING}' & %3, Pustejovsky(1995)
& ‘Agentive= sink_act (el, x)’E& %Fs3] 42
AEAAE AREA BrESYY oog b

B ok Al B 25 @8 x7t AHsE
o] #j@3sc} 3 Parson(1990)& UE= R

< 53l, Levin
‘ly BECOME BROKEN)’
Pustejovsky(1995)=  ‘Formal=
sink_result(e2, y)'E &) Ars] ABHQ
FHE detdie A4S B3t ok
A5 ol YuiH dBAHE Rolv HZ
PHE BAEAE =gHd teolz wBm
g & Aol

AL g3 vlE FA & ARFA
AAEALY] EHAME ol ALFALAS W
EA =Ystoof derlolnh sth e ‘o]
b7l =23 eg AdAel Ade A, F
‘Hole AL B ‘Hob Uv AT
o =gdte Ae FAY F e Aol
o gxo] ‘st e gojy olejeiol9} @)
g FAEE 7HAA BEEHE BREY +
o gE&HE BH37] AsiME =8y
d8dol Je T oFH ‘Holtb'E AE
dtoof Frt.

‘Ving(e’) & Cul(e’) & (e', y)
& Rappaport(1995)+=
% %5}')

(16) a. He sank the boat.
b. The boat sank.
(17) a R+7F 498 =X

b. @] LEo] =9k

DY S GH A E=oe AERAE
wolsAthe EEAL ‘Nolthrl dezl A
Aol ARHoE AFA mthel AH 8
gt A& Jlgde Rol Bk ak WS
Be B5FY W7 Ao e mopl: A
HE stk AAe Jlgsted, FEF

mso] ofs) Alel EHE RAE e
% belME 1Eel Wol A @ A
A We o)al Alze] Yojut}. Bl
A7 He AL by Ao s 4y
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W7l dojue A-$olth

(17
a. I1EL HAo] E
of Mol E—‘T’— %C’% H o}
= 23|
= -Zr‘RiC}.
¢ AXNE 2832HE 59 gd=ad q
ol7ldl 2& ©l »ow ALt

2ot joe
FEBGE ol L A Bio)
90 HUAAE Aol 9E B
o] BAHoE W= dAHolo} a
AR AgHozt weA Yay
otk ‘solth e AATEE TheF Bo
A+ A

‘YFF7t ‘Hol=

U)Z X

e

h:.o]%

2 dr oy -{1:

ol fr o Az

(18) “=o]c}
AtdTZE ARAL =el; A
A2 =e2; ‘gl

TH =el

(19)
a mAEL dFel %27} Hob @iz
"ol WA olkRzE  am
goix F3lth
b AHZ AW oAl AL Bot A B

=

of =m A ol Ho} 4
o] 2% 2t Bolvh
¢ 3 48 IAAY w2} o

(9ol HE a9} ‘HFH Be AY =
oIt bel FUE Fob'sh o) 3, 4
o' zto] Azhe] EE] % A @
Mol Aguwre] WRY W weA] 8

e WRE Yok oY AL mThI}

ojth et #e HFF MNYUYL HFY + ¢l
the FEA dozA A molthrio] 3
7ol s dojvhe AdES yehb
e Hole AAYE FEste dAdoy &
4o =gHoz "Wag & B Ay
579 MYe YasdA g

AF §Fol9 ‘= E Fojy ol o
ot @8 AbFAbae Rl gl ‘=A He
2% ‘5 Ay F REge xdo.
olEE AFEAS HiAFoZA EuoA
BAe] E2 wolEQl Pustejovsky(1995)2] =
A7z A AJAGENTIVE)H o EA3
< HZE 4 k. = 19 BEHE ol
Ao F=xole] A ALEAAS ofF e
2 23 YA gdr BE7dn AlEAAS
AR FE A wrPtor FpAINl, By He
=AY Adedsts Jells vdE B
Atsl #EE ANE Abdo] VEHE RHo
2A 7MA g

5. o3 eojoj¢=x
<=
#ALH T Z @ARAL= el:A o)
#eYTE @EFl = x YAAIE&TA]
#ATZ @3El = x_7}
#5AFZ @YHHI NEHY
@y = Zol_stHel, x)
@& = ZAHE_H4(el, x)
<% #Z s>

#ATE @3 IAAL= ell A
@AFA2= e2: AHH)

@F = e2
#=gTE @3 = x0 WA AHE]
@=32 =y FAAax
#A T2 @AE] = x_7t_y_d
#EATE @0l _MEHE

@84 = Jd_Ue2, x)
@9 = =&sl=_AA(el, x)
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