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1 Introduction

The present study is motivated by the Unaccusative Hypothesis (Perlmutter,
1978; Burzio, 1986) which has been cross-linguistically attested plausible in many
western languages and some oriental languages, and has theoretically justified the
split of intransitive verbs into two subclasses: unergatives and unaccusatives.

Unaccusativity (also split intransitivity) as the occurrence of a subset of
intransitive verbs typically realized with a nonagentive subject—is a crucial
phenomenon in linguistics, for it provides a window on interfaces between syntax
and semantics: unaccusatives have been described as resulting from lexical
operations (e.g., Reinhart, 1997) or morphological processes (e. g. , Pesetsky,
1995), or as being crucially syntactically determined (e. g. , Burzio, 1986; Borer,
2004), or semantically licensed (e. g., Levin and Rappaport Hovav, 1995).
Unaccusatives have also been observed to cause difficulties in L1 acquisition
(e.g., Snyder, et al., 1995; Babyonyshev, et al., 2001), L2 learning (e. g.,
Montrul, 1999; Oshita, 2001; Sorace and Shomura, 2001), and in cases of
acquired language disorder (e. g., Kegl, 1995; Thompson, 2003).

All this has led to some interesting and important theories on the subject of
unaccusatives, in various attempts to capture their properties (Froud, 2006).
Unaccusativity has been taken as the starting point in the study of the complex
properties of the specification of verbs and verb classes. Although the
unaccusative-unergative dichotomy was introduced and discussed for the one-place
predicates, unaccusativity is not limited to these verbs. Two-place predicates such
as experiencer-object verbs, taking a theme and an experiencer arguments, and
two-place predicates such as double object verbs, taking a theme and a goal/source
arguments have also been argued to have derived subject, thus qualifying as two-
place unaccusatives in English (see den Besten, 1982; Belletti and Rizzi, 1988;
Grewendorf, 1989; among others) .

The unaccusative hypothesis is not limited to verbs, but extends to other
categories. Cinque (1990) has argued adjectives can be divided as unaccusative
and unergative as well. This extension, beyond the mainstream of the verbs, is
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not much covered in the study in question in English. And here I will neither try
to do so. But this is an unavoidable issue in Modern Chinese, which is always in
dispute in terms of whether adjectives can function as predicate or should they be
labeled as verbs (see more deliberated discussion in Chapter 4). The fact that
unaccusativity is profoundly explored in various European languages, like in the
Germanic languages, Romance languages, Slavic languages, in East Asian
languages like Japanese and Korean, etc. and many other less popular languages
worldwide. Chinese language is touched on, but no systematic related research is
found. On these observations, this book assumes and tries to justify that
unaccusativity is also productive in Chinese, so as to further the theoretical
research in the orientation of General Principles of Chomskyan linguistics as well
as to improve the Chinese language (as FL) teaching from a fresh perspective on
an introspective approach to unaccusativity at the syntax and semantics interface.

At the syntax and semantics interface, two questions may arise: (i) Are
syntactic properties of lexical items universally predictable from their meanings?
(i1) How shall we account for the fact that intralinguistically one verb may have
different syntactic configurations? To answer these questions, the present study is
to be conducted primarily on a contrastive basis from the perspective of the
syntactic representations of unaccusativity. Thus related are the two questions:
(1) How are lexical structures related to the syntactic structures of unaccusative
verbs in Modern Chinese? (ii) How shall we uniformly account for the
unaccusative syntactic configurations in Modern Chinese?

This book employs the morphosyntactic theories to interpret the
unaccusativity in Modern Chinese where some of the controversial issues will be
addressed with respect to the complex performance of unergative and unaccusative
verbs in Chinese in particular. The main claims of this book are as follows:

(1) Unaccusative Hypothesis is generally justified in Modern Chinese.
Unaccusativity of verbs are very productive. The unaccusativity is not
labeled in the lexicon, but rather represented in the syntactic
configuration, especially in the underlying core structure of the
achievements and accomplishments.

(2) A large number of unergative compounds in Modern Chinese are actually
unaccusativized unergative verbs which have undergone a lexical

syntactic derivation.



(3) Not all the verbs compatible with the Existential Construction in Modern
Chinese are unaccusatives as against the general claim. The high
productivity of existential constructions (ECs) with location NP as the
subject is the result of Applicativization.

(4) Resultative Constructions (RCs) are real diagnostics of unaccusativity,
which should observe DOR. Meanwhile, in Modern Chinese it is
necessary to distinguish the resultative predicates and the depictive
predicates, which are traditionally in confusion. The causative depictive
predicates can also be a diagnostic of unaccusativity.

(5) Topicalization is possibly a syntactic representation of unaccusativity in
the form of lexical passivizaiton.

What is stated above are the main proposals this book will address in different

chapters to come as organized in the following section;

In Chapter 2, theoretical background is reviewed, which flips through the
literature on the linguistic findings at the syntax and semanitcs interface, with foci
on argument structure theories, event and aspectual theories which may be closely
related with representations of unaccussitivity.

In Chapter 3, the Unaccusative Hypothesis by Perlmutter (1978) and the
interpretation by Mateu (1999, 2002) that there is a strong homomorphism
between the relational syntax and semantics of argument structure are reviewed.
This hypothesis gains theoretical support iff a fundamental distinction is drawn;
meaning is a function of both non-syntactically transparent conceptual content and
syntactically transparent semantic construal. Accordingly, a syntactically
transparent approach to semantic composition is adopted in the present
framework, which partakes in both Hale and Keyser’s (1993, 1998, 2002)
syntactic theory of the basic argument structure types and Mateu’s (1999, 2002)
semantic theory of argument structure, which assumes that certain meanings are
associated to certain structures.

In Chapter 4, a relational syntactic and semantic description of Chinese lexical
unaccusative representations is raised: unergative compounds like kathua (F7£
“blossom”), chuhan (H¥ “sweat”), shengqi (4 ”enrage”), etc. are actually
unaccusativized unergatives which have undergone an I-syntactic derivation
(internally causativized). This claim can be supported from the same operation of
location verbs like shangjia ( =38 “shelve”), locatum verbs like shangsuo ( I 4
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“lock”), etc., which are actually denominals derived by incorporation of the
location PP zai...shangmian (¥£--+ 1 “on something”) with the location NP
Jia (B2 “shelf”) and the instrument NP suo (4fi“lock”), respectively, which have
undergone an abstract P-N conflation ( externally causativized ). Besides,
deadjectival predicates like mang ({T *“busy™), lei (& “tired”), fan (i
“depressed”), chou (F“melancholy”), etc. ., are typically productive in Chinese,
which have also undergone a V-A conflation, and display the properties of
unaccusatives.

In Chapter 5, the relational syntax and semantics of unaccusatives with
respect to the verbs of existence and appearance is addressed. The present
analysis of unaccusativity is exemplified with a cross-linguistic contrast of the
syntactic representations primarily between English and Modern Chinese, with
some examples from the Romance languages (e. g., Italian and Spanish),
Germanic languages (e. g., Dutch), and East Asian languages (e. g., Japanese
and Korean). Meanwhile, the lexical syntactic derivation is further addressed in
the sentential syntactic level, with the introduction of an external argument. This
additional argument may involve Applicativization.

In Chapter 6, a relational syntactic and semantic account of the crosslinguistic
variation involved in the so called “elasticity of verb meaning” (Levin and
Rappaport Hovav, 1995; Rappaport Hovav and Levin, 1998) with respect to the
Resultative Constructions in Modern Chinese is given. Such a variation is argued
to be related with Talmy’ s (1985, 2000) typological distinction between
“satellite-framed languages” and “verb-framed languages”. In particular, two
kinds of complex telic constructions (RCs and Directed Motion Constructions)
deserve special attention.

The so called “Direct Object Restriction” (DOR) on resultative constructions
in Modern Chinese is to be revisited in the framework of the relational syntax and
semantics of argument structure, holding that the outer unergative structure is
conflated to the inner unaccusative structure by adjunction rather than the other
way around as generally claimed and is realized as Root serialization (Wang,
2006). Illustrations from Chinese will justify that the causative relation between
the two elements of the compound predicates and their arguments may not
guarantee their unaccusativity.

Chapter 7 will summarize the whole book with the preliminary description and
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interpretation of the unaccusative argument structure configurations in Modern
Chinese at the syntax and semantics interface, which may provide a fresh
perspective to and raise some unsolvable problems for the future research in the
Chinese linguistics.

In sum, this book is mot intended to give an explicit word list or a full
description of the unaccusative verbs, but rather attempts to attest the UH in
Modern Chinese and systematically account in the generative framework for the
unaccusativity at the lexical and syntactic levels. Many problems related are still

beyond this book and more work is awaited for the future research.



2 Theoretical Background

It is generally agreed that, of the two fundamental lexical categories, verb
and noun, verb holds the dominant status in the specifications of information,
offers complex syntactic and semantic information for a sentence, and also
determines the syntactic structures with the semantic restrictions on the co-
occurrence of the nominal components ( Fillmore, 1968; Chafe,1970). Verbs are
generally splitted into two subclasses, the transitive and the intransitive, in terms
of whether they take an object or not. But things are not so simply regular. Many
transitives may not necessarily subcategorize an object NP, whereby they are
supposed to have the property of intransitive verbs. On the other hand, many
Intransitive verbs sometimes also take an “object” NP, which may be regarded as
having the property of the transitive verbs. This is a popular case, and it is no
exception in Modern Chinese. As a result, it seems to be justified that in Modern
Chinese no clear boundary is found between transitive and intransitive verbs, just
as it is the case with the entanglement of various intransitive verbs which should
have been distinguished otherwise as unergative and unaccusative verbs in terms
of their syntactic properties as have been done in European languages. But this
reclassification wins no much response from the scholars working on Chinese. No
systematical research has been done on the unaccusativity of the Chinese language
ever since the debut of the Unaccusative Hypothesis by Perlmutter (1978). Just
on the basis of such observation, this book mainly deals with the syntax and
semantics of the argument structure configurations of the intransitive verbs, the
unaccusative ones in particular, in Modern Chinese.

This book will follow Chomskyan generative framework, primarily following
the theory of argument structure (Hale and Keyser, 1993, 2002) and distributed
morphology (Halle and Marantz, 1993; Marantz, 1997), to try to answer the
aforecited questions raised in Chapter 1.



2.1 Argument Structure(AS) Theorm

In recent years, research on verb phrases at the syntax and semantics
interface has been extensively conducted, which involves argument structure,
event structure, aspectual structure (aktionsart), and more lately the distributed
morphology. Different approaches, mainly sytnactic and semantic, try to explore
the nature of the verbs. Unaccusatives have been described as resulting from
lexical operations (e. g., Reinhart, 1997) or morphological processes (e. g. .
Pesetsky, 1995), or as being crucially syntactically determined (e. g., Burzio,
1986; Borer, 2004), and/or semantically licensed (e. g., Levin and Rappaport
Hovav, 1995). Unaccusatives have also been observed to cause difficulties in L1
acquisition (e.g., Snyder et al., 1995; Babyonyshev et al., 2001), L2 learning
(e.g. » Montrul, 1999; Oshita, 2001; Sorace and Shomura, 2001), and in cases of
acquired language disorder (e.g. . Kegl, 1995; Thompson, 2003; Froud, 2006).
All this has led to some interesting and important theorizing on the subject of
unaccusatives, in various attempts to capture their properties. In particular, the
observation that many unaccusatives also have transitive alternations has prompted
proposals about the nature of the argument structure change that determines the
surface realization of verbal predicates.

Argument structure of a verb has been heatedly probed over the years at the
syntax and semantics interface. Various theories approach the lexicon-syntax
relations from quite different perspectives. In this section, an overview on three
main approaches: the lexicalist approach of theta roles, the lexical semantic
approach of event structure, and the syntactic approach of argument structre
configurations is respectively addressed. On account of the fact that this book is
mainly based on the syntactic approach of argument structure configurations, it is
singled out in Section 2.3 a bit later.

2.1.1 Argument Structure in the Lexicalist Framework

Verb-nominal relations can typically be represented by the argument
structure. which is the crucial part of any theory of syntax. It can date back to
Chomsky’ s (1957) Phrase Structure rules, which argue that the verbs strictly
subcategorize their complements. Under the Extended Standard Theory (EST),
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