S Pt PERE-i SO Y
WA IS

BELeE

M,

1/

Middle Constructions at an Integrated
Syntax-Semantics Interface

@ PEARXFHMRM



$%£& HAX#HAHZHARAFF LALLM “FHRAL L
2R — B TF LA EAEALRBGHR%ET i
%" (%%: 12Y)C740023 ) § H Ak 352 RALH L4
8 (%%: 631101) A%

Middie Constructions at an Integrated
svntax-Semantlcs |IIIBI'I€IGG

FEARKXZ H R
- AT .



T

B+ R4 E ( CIP ) #iiE

HTL A AE—E CRE R P sy mAEEE. —Iuat: PREARR A, 20135

ISBN 978-7-300-17587-4

I. D%

o AR A CIPE A% 7 (2013) 251129565

=
&=E

IL O+

1o 51 RGBSR 55

Jiyu Zonghexing Jufa—Yuyi Jiemian de Zhongdong Jiegou Yanjiu

L. OFiF—shial-1E-wFr - V. DH314.2

HARE 1T
#
B 1A
[
g
R
M
oK
F OB

LN R S At

e e KAk 31 45
010-62511242 ( Ewe )
010-82501766 ( MR )
010-62515195 ( KATZAH )
http://www.crup.com.cn
http://www.ttrnet.com ( AKZHFH )
=

e 5 F B A BR B4R F
185 mm x 260 mm 16 FFA4<
17.25

397 000

HREI4RES 100080
010-62511398 ( T/ #K )
010-62514148 ([THI#E)
010-62515275 ( ¥shizé4f )

AR & 201346 A% 1R
El %k 20134F 6 A 1 ENR
7€ it 35.00 T

IRAX TR

AR ST

EPZR =38 AT



MW IBRIAERNAFRIBEL
(HF)

RTIFEKREFE  RAE

AT LVARE-E AR (H20) BHE R SEARELORA R 9 A DGE I sh 2544,
Bug 7RGk, Bz ORMES 157 2] . N RN EGE A E T e 1 B Bk
R, WM RE NS A E (a coalescent perspective ) XTTEEEMFFTIR AMIGT AI4E R .

AR R BRI R — R R B A ME T R e (A ARERIE T Y ), HHIEKM
BER e o0 X Tk KR E TS bR AR 2 THE B m 5 ok vl — A3 K48
o MH T 70 MR R WA 1L A0 T — RS PR RS, TR N AR = 1y 2k
(universality ) B35 # B4 (universals ) 9= BER AT AR RE . (HZ 0 w73 3 IR M LA A 3],
WHMELLTEF T o BRI, XA R A RS AT 5 2 TR FR AT, ok, A aEvL B
WG Z — A5 18 R T Pt e 2R ik mi B k- A AR #MEE
AT AIERE,, B HIE IR (A S E RN RIS IR IR = SCRIA
HIPRER Do FRBEFLETUAL (ZERR - B B 8 & 0 BB ) T A BR A -1 SR T e
RRICHE [ PN T R ARR (S 0U LURIFSY ;180 75 3 A2 5 — R ST B SR iy [R] 2

FEFR AN 75 T A8 SO s R A T U A R v, R [R) 24 DA A -
SRS (B E SOE s AR BUETREE ) RIRAMFFEHhah sty , (0300 O 1) i
T EENSE B A R T I DU LUK . PTIB &, BR TN E 2 A, SR
ARy, HA NSl M EERIES, A REAERS TR N (R84 ) 5%
A TR IR T &0 WXt IFJo 5408 (HEIESIA TR IR E T —Bik . MAEFRIE
Kb, ASREORUEMAN AR, R A R TSR 21T 2 4ok
KK

eI 75 5 R H OS5 A A B — 2 N B ORIR R ah gt , st ‘X
ITPLERARE" 2R+ Wl e SCERR i RF5E ik b+, (HE LE 2 AT
K AR EMEEAEARF R R E . T AEXEARAE B 8 — kANt —A~ i
ZIMDVEHERE, Wh7Eie SOTRS B s ROl : — TR A S i SCREA I, —J7
T SR RS T 23l 20K . TN m it —28 L5 k. EEGERAR
fE %O Beserh, —JF Sk RR “SRAE” b BRI 4547 (middle
construction ) LABHIERE T T, AHYST T 740 X Wite SURB:, 240 A SME2= A
B e, HSCATE “hgil” iR “hang A" giM. e A NMER Zhi, 20
JUHAERT, B B TR AR D th B SR M EE IR 7. b E, BRI



Middle Constructions at an Integrated Syntax-Semantics Interface

2 | ETHEMaE X AN T EMHR

active voice BV FR “EFNIEAR", 1 passive voice J K “BahiEA", HB4 middle voice
PRI TP aBEAR” ARIHENRE NS B8R “PInER” 2848 —EXE, HERD
AN E WARIELTER— RS, —BA; & ABZ5 08I —4 W7
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Abstract

The book is a contrastive study of English and Chinese middle constructions (MC) in the
framework of syntax-semantics interface. The middle construction has received much attention
in literature because of the mismatches between syntax and semantics, which is shown at the
peculiarities of this construction, such as Patient-subject, implicit argument and active form with
passive meaning. The main aim of this book is to re-delimit middle constructions, explore their
generation mechanism and find the typological reasons for the differences between English and
Chinese middle constructions. By this study, it is hoped that we can provide a new approach
to argument realization, develop the theory of syntax-semantics interface and at last solve the
linking problem of syntax and semantics in some significant areas.

Middle construction and middle voice are two related concepts. Middle voice, as a
grammatical category, indicates the syntactic function within a verb phrase, reflecting the
perspective and attitude of the speaker towards the situation. Middle constructions are semantic
and syntactic instantiations of middle voice. The middle event is in a continuum between two-
participant event and one-participant event as far as transitivity is concerned, so that there are
many kinds of middle constructions in terms of the degree of transitivity. The middle construction
in this book is the middle-passive type (i.e., the middle construction with passive meaning).

There are varieties of syntactic and semantic properties in middle constructions. The
cross-linguistic study shows that these properties can be divided into typical ones and defining
ones. The properties such as noneventiveness, obligatory adverbial modifier, simple tense and
aspect, genericity, and modality are proved to be the typical properties whereas the properties
of active form with passive meaning and implicit argument are proved to be the defining
properties. According to the defining properties, middle constructions have been found to have
neither uniform syntactic form nor uniform semantic meaning, therefore the scope of middle
constructions has greatly widened by us, especially Chinese middle constructions. Chinese middle
constructions are Patient-subject constructions (PSC), but not all Patient-subject constructions
are middles. Chinese middle constructions are neither passives nor ergatives but are within topic
constructions (TC). From the semantic perspective, middle constructions can be classified into
two kinds: evaluative middles and descriptive middles which evaluate or describe the subjects

respectively.
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Various linguistic schools have studied the mechanism of generation for middle
constructions to solve the linking problem of syntax-semantics mismatches. There are three
approaches to middle constructions: generative grammar, cognitive grammar and functional
grammar. The generative study sticks to the uniformity of syntax-semantics interface and tries to
find the mechanism of generation from the inner side of language. The generative study is further
divided into four approaches: syntactic approach, pre-syntactic approach, mixed approach and
interface approach. The cognitive study is guided by the action-chain theory and the prototypical
theory to look for the cognitive basis for the generation of middle constructions. The functional
study combines cognition and the interpersonal function of language to explain the constraints for
middle formation from a functional-cognitive perspective.

All three approaches are problematic: The generative approach overpays attention to the
uniformity of structural interface. It accounts for the typical middles well but leaves the atypical
middles unaccounted. The more serious is that its middle formation rules are made without
empirical or conceptual motivations, but on ad hoc stipulations. Both cognitive and functional
approaches are conceptually- or empirically-based, but they cannot distinguish middles from
other related constructions and they also ignore the syntactic structure of middle constructions.
The study of Chinese middle constructions has been carried out either in the generative approach
or in the cognitive approach. Thus it has the problems of middle construction study in general,
and what’s more, it makes a seriously far-fetched comparison with English middle constructions.
Therefore, this book rejects the three previous approaches above and adopts an empiricism-based
conceptual semantic approach which combines the advantages of both generative linguistics and
experientialism-based cognitive linguistics and at the same time avoids their shortages.

One central task of the syntax-semantics interface theory is to explain how to realize
arguments in syntax or find the linking rules between syntax and semantics. But where is the
syntax-semantics interface? There are mainly three views about the syntax-semantics interface:
thematic roles, lexical semantic event structure and syntactic event structure. But all kinds of
interfaces are problematic: thematic roles take a verb-centered mapping view and stick to the
rigorous Uniformity of Theta Assignment Hypothesis (UTAH); semantic event structure pays
more attention to explicit arguments but ignores implicit arguments; syntactic event structure
is converged with syntactic structure of generative grammar, while generative grammar is
problematic, therefore, neither of them is a suitable syntax-semantics interface. The book
establishes a new syntax-semantics interface—an integrated syntax-semantics interface on the
basis of Jackendoft’s Tripartite Parallel Architecture (TPA). The integrated syntax-semantics
interface is actually a conceptual structure which consists of three parts: event structure, qualia
structure and information structure. Event structure plays a dominant role in linking syntax and
semantics, and qualia structure of nominals and information structure are good complements
in realizing arguments by following the principle of semantic compatibility and pragmatic

principles. A sentence is acceptable only when it satisfies all the factors in three aspects.
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Taking the integrated syntax-semantics interface as the theoretical model, we study
English and Chinese middle constructions respectively. English evaluative middles and Chinese
evaluative V-gilai middles have a close correspondence and their event schemas can account for

their pecularities respectively.

(1) a. The Event Schema of English Evaluative Middles

LET ([Y], [ EVENT
AFF ([X], [Y])

AFF_, (IXL, [YDD

STATE

b. The Event Schema of V-qilai Middles

LET ([Y], [ CAUSE ([ AFF,, (X1, [YD],

[srare BE ([Y1, [ZDDD)

EVENT

STATE AFF([X]? [Y])

The event schemas of English and Chinese evaluative middles share the same predicate
functions, viz., LET function in the thematic tier and AFF function in the action tier. Y acts as
Patient and X acts as Actor, and they are the antagonist and agonist in terms of force transmission
in the action tier. The subject acts as Causer in the thematic tier which allows the underlying
event to take place in a certain way and Patient or Patient-like arguments can be mapped into
the subject position. In the underlying event, there is an affecting relation between the implicit
argument and Patient or Patient-like argument. Therefore, both the implicit argument and
the subject have more than one semantic role, which makes middle constructions to have the
characteristics of both active and passive voice. But there are differences between English and
Chinese evaluative schemas: the event structure of V-gilai middle has a cause-result relationship
in the underlying event. The Causer is the affected event and the result is the subject being in a
state. The complex underlying event makes Chinese evaluative middles more productive and less
restricted in the verb and AP selections.

The event schemas of descriptive middles are distinguished from those of evaluative
middles in that the subject is endowed with attributes in the evaluative middles whereas the
subject is caused to have some attributes in the descriptive middles. English and Chinese
descriptive middles have the similar event schemas except that English descriptive middles only
allow Patient subject whereas Chinese descriptive middles have more flexibility in choosing

semantic roles for the subject:
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(2) The Event Schema of Descriptive Middles

CAUSE ([ gypnr AFF, ([X], [YD], [gpare BE ([Y], [ZDD
aonre AFF (IX1[Y])
In the thematic tier, the affecting event causes the subject to be in the change of state or
maintenance of state. In the action tier, the subject acts as Patient and the antagonist and the
implicit argument acts as agent and the agonist in terms of force transmission. In the middle
event, the Patient subject is profiled whereas the implicit Agent is deprofiled.

The event schemas cannot solve all the problems in the generation of middle constructions.
The qualia structure and the information structure provide more constraining factors for
generating acceptable middle constructions. The qualia structure of the subject nominal requires
that the co-composition between the subject and the predicate must be semantically compatible,
so that there are more restrictions on the verb selection besides the aspectual constraint. The
information structure requires that the generation of middle constructions must follow pragmatic
principles. For examples, in English middle constructions, the qualia structure of the subject
explains the behaviour asymmetry of some pair verbs and the information structure explains the
adverbial effect, which is required by the news-worthiness. And in Chinese middle constructions,
not all resultative verb compounds can participate in middle formation because they are ruled out
by the animacy constraint and the predictability condition between two elements in the resultative
verb compound at the qualia structure level. And at the information structure level, world
knowledge, the topic chain, sentential context and other pragmatic factors help explain some
middles unexplained by event structure and qualia structure.

Although both English and Chinese middle constructions are licensed by event structure,
there are many differences between them, which are shown in three aspects—productivity,
sensitivity to the constraints of middle formation and context-dependency. These differences are
due to the typological differences between English and Chinese: Chinese is a topic-prominent
language whereas English is a subject-prominent language; Chinese is an aspect-prominent
language whereas English is a tense-prominent language; Chinese is more flexible in argument
realization than English. Just because Chinese is topic-prominent, aspect-prominent, and more
flexible in word order, Chinese middle constructions are unmarked, more productive, less
constrained and less context-dependent. English and Chinese middle constructions are not special
constructions for their grammars; but they must be consistent with their grammars. Chinese

grammar can satisfy more conditions to generate middle constructions than English.

Key Words: Middle Construction; Integrated Syntax-semantics Interface; Event Structure; Qualia

Structure; Information Structure; Typological Differences
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EVENT
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