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1. Ui

RPRIRUIC & ERIMIC § B TH A RERLH - T, ABHRSE K-
T, BRER. B2 95, UL, BERVPEROLMH 23 2OKICHL.
ZOFBORIAEBBRIERT. ARz oRR ARIh->24., B
ERLERBORTHY & - TEEILET 5. OB, FEHEBDOSE 2
DOREFICENIIT EST 5 B &0 5 specificity OREMSRHEL 55
b —iid LI FE S . BRIV ) KFROT T £, e A,
BRI LB, oREBLBL WS HBOEEBELEDTHD . T
DOREEILDOERZHE S 0 b BAOBKREEED—2TH S 5, ¢ T TRE
T BB RED S hORE~DOEL 2 RTREBENOER 2 L b HIF., %
OEWBEICEORICREEL L V3BV EIEN DL 2ELTO L,
Z DFE. %l‘%@j{btﬁ%*'(%@{iihtﬁ’é‘%ﬁ FEH &, Bied-
TV 55 ElEl’%ﬁ&) &(g))iifz‘z:%%emc@% 204 BEOILEH ST
H3E33 Oim (1973) it T, XD B % BEEOSBHRICEC 3
EELUTRATOL, ZOBEOHRIET AELDIERPEEZERL
124 O, BEHOEHRNAT 5 predicate TH b, ZDE X icKhEE
75 % % @ nomihal elements T& % argument BEESL 5T 5C & &
5%, HHREEDL 6%@%5%%/%«@ ERTixz L BICHEED BHER
ITHiT 3 BIEDOF TD ., presupposition, assertion gl I3 571EE. 0SS
LRl BLALHHO LY BOBEREEOERPRAA TV,
2. Reggib

Regzbix, %452}5%@47%?‘5:&%4& VIZBORBENS DI & % 2
BEORE (EO974)icfin . B2 BLRTREE E B LEBREBL FER) & |
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%ﬂ&i*ﬁ?é%%t;ﬁ(?m CER NS, BlLEREIE, BilbodEe >
FIREE B BLORRTH h . BLAPREB L ELEORIE T 5,
2.1, B{bgiRee

{1} The sauce is thick.

(2) The sauce thickened.

(3) The sauce became thick.

(4) The sauce came to be thick.

® S

T~

P v
N S
it

for the sauce to be thick {_*-V ]

+ PRO
+ INCHOATIVE

Lakoff (1968, 1970)(6')61;1:‘ @2i~4)id B & - TEERST 5h TH» T,
ZDEERERO)THERINIERELNICIEH—T»5 2 L. Biezo
BERIKZED ATV S, (DiR)~ADOELSIRER b Lo R E
CiziRBBICM 72 5 750, C OFLOBFHOIHR TEE DX HEBEIC
ZIL®RIREER L A2 &, BICEEO BiE Db b T inchoative pro-verb
PEALTNVAETH S,

Lakoft v~ 5 #{L ORI % FICHABEA Lic0bs Kimball (1973)
»5 5, Lakoff o3& {boEFE ‘gradually’ & OILETHIR % 5 % B
F get it b ARRSOMERS TV S, OBTNORLE(LEBRE (C0BE
have TR IN TV 3) PEDAThIEEREZE 2L LT3,

(6) Carol got a book.
(7) [[Carol have a book]sInp [comelypls
{8) *Carol gradually got a book.
2.2. ZAbaiiREe
ZLBIREER T Tl BLOTERICIAR S TH b . ILETREE Bk
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BRESTHINTCZIEZUHTERILSHERINS 3,
Anderson (1968) Tid learn O45H¥FT

(9) NP, not-know NP, (ZETRER)
Something Changed (ZEE)
NP know NP, (ZLEBIREB

(Q)DREIT + 2L (Something Changed) odfiiigic. BB EEIL
NI AiE N (ag)%{m&wﬁ@%mzmm LT3,

Givén (1973) Tix. factive presupposition &3 RED . D time-
axis (action time) |2 B84 % presupposition + implication » g X
B35, Bin,. time-axis 124837 DS T presupposition H3ZE{Lal
IREE. time-axis %@ implication »SZ{LREBICHE MY 2,

{10 Wyatt realized that Doc had tuberculosis.

1) [[Wyatt NOT know that Doc had tuberculosis]g came to

[Wyatt know that Doc had tuberculosis]g]g
DF b (0O OREZEALATRED 5 BILBRE~ DL LW 5B THED &
NICBWREER2 S 5. T ORBEIEEE NI 2RT 2 BORETHRS
NTCV5, CTTOEBE 2RI, REBA know THBIN TN %,
2.3. identifying structure

WEDISHD L XOERZ A X5 LT 5856, LROBRHETIE. &
{LRPIRAED & 45 presupposition & UTHEET 5 £ 5380 » B bhhls
WEWS RTARRLTh %, BIb. BEES identify ¥ 25HICOVTD
presuppositions O/ Tik. ZLETIREEIX % D—IBIT T 8, T DELR
s Ty Oim (1973) CRIE & f7z identifying structure BJ:#E D
FRIC B AREEILOVWTO ;D —RILTH 5 argument FErghid /s
YEFTHB 5,

1 ARG X; {ERiEN

/\ S; x gD\ T @ presuppositions
x S
< N BEDTI(E)

identification it R EZOZHICKEL I iz [BER L BiRE2 St
3
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presuppositions’» 5 %, % 1FgT @ identifying structure &, HIEW»2E
Bciicdh ., BEOEHEARTHOM (0 ) ELETREDS) BIERZS
5. Bib, ZIEBRENERIREBOFIC RASI T, HE R LK
2%, L identifying structure BB 5N %5, ¢ DWHHE{LFIHD
REDRAREZRL 2 B®R U, %= OHSEEIL predicate L2 &2 61
5o > T\ BHEIBAREBEZECERL VB EV3 L hiX, LA
EieBH T3 T%H?];b DOFFEE CEATRBIR AR OERE 35,
3. INCHOATIVE
S PREELSL R A 2 D%/ identifying structure »BBEL T, X
h R OREECER O BREE N EEL T L,
3.1. Oim (1973)

Oim 1. to understand (=to come to know a definite fact) %3
&\ L@ predicate BFEE LN ZFIO ¥ KOV THEFOMB 2 EdhT 5
identifying structure %3¢ LTV 3,

13
x S
PERSON(x)  KNOW (x,z) NOT(KNOW (x,y))

‘%, who is a person, who knows z and who dées not know y’
% DWW T (D presuppositions 12ZEETR BBl NOT(KNOW(x, v))
BEENTNT, TNBFRER. BEERBEBIESNh T, WEik5,

{1 ARG

PERSON(x) KNOW (x,2) - KNOW(x,y)
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2% b, REFEOHRL LT, (YDE2H LV identifying structure »si#
Banizc titiss, 2o 5U~DOELIE, BEEOZHicEL 1281k
WCHEYST 20T, s DOPFEERBEE LTBBEL LGNS,
(15)

S

PRED ARG ARG ARG

S S
KNOW KNOW

/\ /\ /\(x,y) (x,2)
PERSON(x) KNOW(x,z2) NOT(KNOW(xy))

‘%, who is a person, who knows z and who does not know y, gets
the knowledge of y from his knowledge of z’ % b 4 predicate to
understand WIHET HEETH B, Hiz o @ assertion »EIRT3 4 O
& U T elementary predicate GET SBA I N T3, O &ide b §
Bsx9., Oim »UEDRE/s predicative structure 2B DEE AL, T
@ predicate OHEEIIE(L 2 EEBR T 5 L BA TV AELRL TN 3,
BN A S CORSBNSHEEC ZBHA2HBRZLLDOTVEDD—
DTHH )
3.2. BEZH
tz5T, Oim B8 WY ARIC, 19TED 5 3EHD argument 73
BETHL. 2 3.y EVISHBZESHT LELABEMT, -ETH
&, identify SN THEOBRICDIZALEDTESLEDTHB, 2% H
. 2 IZEEE I E - TIRIBEEITH I & v, € - T presuppositions @
FTEBEZITBVEATHY . URINVBEBERL ST S EHITH
ALRIEATRBE WFICE HEDNENSF D TRIEV, LULABEETH
& BERO—HE L RT OTFAMBERERE LTR I OPEETHS 5,
b ORADENS S L TN EROTH TCONBEORTHS 5, >
Eh . REZLOTRICHN TR, BHEEVSIIDRL LS, BREETO
BREREVALI T, 5 z OBBHEHEZRIRT 5 &, 83
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argument 3 §iERCix A& &b, 281 argument YT presup-
positions BWEEINZVPEFE ST RZFIhB L 25,
{16

S
PRIED ARG ARG
GET /\
' /s\ A
S S KNOW (x,y)

PERSON(x) NOT(KNOW(x,y))

predicate to understand OBIE I NS TIX, £ 1 argument |
B e ZILRTRREY> 5 5 presuppositions EILEESR 5 i 805
& 517 5IA. 882 argument BGREBRRE L W IOIFREREER ST o h
BEICY, BV BEETULIEL2HRT2EEL 2, COBER
8ic. to understand OIAEHIE PERSON(x) TRE S¥TH ., E
BEOSUMERIC 25 & Bt DIBERS S b CEhEMIC 25, 2 KT
kS b LHBHELIE. CORBETHELLS S,

elementary predicate GET i3 . 552 argumentO IEF(EI b HiEHTh 5
2L EsIREE By it iz KNOW(x, y))% 81 argument() presuppositions
O—I TH 5 ELRIRE NOT(KNOW(X,y)) ”KfRAT A ETHY,
zpic PRED @ GET & S »Hlgd % &, £ assertion DFHERT
HEIRKRNEEED x KON TOHENB LN S & &) INDBITEH
L & #18 U1z identifying structure & 725, (14)& H#EL T % . assertion
ORI L HERICHERSIAME Iz L0 5 2 EBIITR & VARG T
H55,

ARG
1 /\
x S
/\

PERSON(x) KNOW (x,y)
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3.3. INCHOATIVE

elementary predicate GET &, Lakoff (1968) & come about, become,
get, turn, grow : REBEOEEER § 2L EZ 5155, surface verb & O
BR%ZEET 3 129ic$ Lakoff (1970) 0 #Eiz, inchoative pro-verb Fis
Zlb2RT L b abstract 2 ODOFABRBRETH S 5, ¢ T GET
b 5 {2 RB9 5 predicate ¢ LT INCHOATIVE 2#%5%E$ 5,
ci3¥Bciickh, Oim ORIBY 2 /%% & H —RE2 REZ LEE
OBBCETHT 6 X5, Mlaid. & - & abstract 2R TEE2ES
35725, (BRI x 5 PERSON T/l T, #EEY T EILOFEE
SRIETIREE 25, i

BRI T, Lee (1973) T

(1§ John knows that he has passed.

(19 John learned that he has passed.

@0
SA
‘Ir ,/s\
o | I /S\
KNOW John that he has passed

learn ZHDHIAT NI D main verb KNOW & ##w @ main verb
INCHO(ATIVE) & icstil. OB SEBEEZRLTVE, T T
@, INCHO % Oim @ GET & @OMIHEN LA LeX/MT2 D%
Zibhde. Ut WBIXIGOEILBIREICHYE T 5, L Lahs. W0
BaBE TR L UTREBEESER I A TN 3 LIB0VEN,
3.4, HAVE

wiholie %48 5 pro-verb INCHOATIVE o&EATiEh | to under-
stand IFHAFHOBE2EKRT 5. OBAMEDIAT NI ‘v know ¥ X,
y OBEREMN 2 <HF>EIEEITHE. ‘y have y’ EXEA TR 2
%, ThE, have © b DRAETREETNICEH Uz 729 T, Eicik HAVE
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O &5 ENEONBEICKS b DORMEDIEEICEK > T, INCHOATIVE %
OBFSIERTE A L EB, FIAE. ¥ 0 <BHE> THhE get,
acquive %5, <¥EE > 755 thicken, harden % <H#> 75 & understand,
learn Ficiz%, 2% H . chb6OFHFE. HAVE 0 HHEDONMB K
3y FHIEETOLNIVTRERS OO, @k ‘HAVEsituation’ %
boeEEILONS, FIAEQERX. B0y > sEERr s 22EL N5,

@1 John learned French.

29 John acquired a cabin cruiser.

@ S

PRED ARG ARG

INCHO x/\s ls
A
HAVE(x,y)
S i

John S
PERSON(x) NOT(HAVE(xy)) {{A%mﬁn%ﬁz(y)
Pk (y)

I

cabin cruiser
2% b, W&, #hTh HAVE 0o HREDNBITE 3 FHETEL <
WISRIZ B I O BERNELES 2. OV TOEWE Fillmore
(1968) D5, BFHZ Db DOBEHKTIZ/LL Z DL % argument T3}
3~ understandings @ L XV TO MBI fiiie 572, Btk REEZEL
»3 absolute 7> relative » 3. DOV TORBESAREE 25,
B)b WO sEER s DEEALLN B,
) S
_— T
PRED ARG AlIiG
S

/\S

T~ HAVE(xy)
Carol S S l
S
PERSON(x) NOT(HAVE(xy)) =" .
Poth(y)

8 I
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Hic, get ORWEF lose DHE

@5 Carol lost a book.

@) [[Carol HAVE a book]s INCHOATIVE [Carol NOT HAVE

a book]s Jg

NI DRE L2 EIRT A A5 i, get EHET A & B{LpTREE &
BihieiREE. Givén gRici 4 if time-axis presupposition & implication
DELHITIE TV B, Thid, REENEFFE © ORCIBRICEEICA
LNABMBTH S, [>T MO > aEE THEDIL S WREL 25,

@n

S
PRED ARG ARG
INCHO x S é
/\
/s\ /S\ +HAVE(x,y)

PERSON(x) FHAVE(xy) (S FIE)

get, lose OFEEMBLMEIZON TS W50 T x DRILATEIRRE 2 B § 2
RBEDBITE - TV B I T REBEILERT C LIKIZE Y dign, 20
E&0 —HAVE(x, v) 1. NOT(HAVE(x, v)) 2EZb LT\ 5,
3.4. ZE{LOER

REELPEL 256, T OBLOBEHENENIHEENRERRE 23 0.
FH iRz 0EIKER2AS O ZBEICANSBENH S 5, Kimball
X, (2) the sauce thickened % simple inchoative form & L Tiv3,
Bi%, BICRREEILD A 2B TWT, 2 OREBRICOVTIR AR TN
0 EV 3 FEIRT Csimple’ T b . IR LRI ICIZ FIRRS
FRooBITEHRE . RIBBRELATPRE L 2L ERE L v 5 HRER EE
Itz OOHERICL VEERTE S EELS,

8 The sauce thickened with heat.

9 The heat thickened the sauce. . .

@0 [[The sauce NOT HAVE the thickness]g INCHOATIVE [the

9



R CBAOEIREE
sauce HAVE the thickness]g Jg with heat
@) The heat CAUSATIVE [[the sauce NOT HAVE the thickness]g
INCHOATIVE [the sauce HAVE the thickness]gs Jg
RO thicken ZEHR. QRIMBEFATH L 2 ThEBNO BE2 -
EHETE L 5, MEIRQ) LR INCHOATIVE %2 3A T34, %E
TiREicH KR predicate CAUSATIVE % 3 ZA T3, &6 LDEE
PIREBENLEVHIBZZEA TN B LIIEIED Y 30D, WOBEZ
NIXHLEITZFE;ENREDT » 5, id. simple inchoative sentence
ez OERICET 2 BRGNS iz complex 23 DE2B, 5T,
ZEOFRRICOWTOERIZ . BHEIIG U T markedly ic#fibh s,
Lee (1973) Tix. @)D agentive reading DFFIC. BIOR LB
e LT3,
(32

S
— T
IN(laHO \I,/]]i)\(l) by J!)hnl
{F0S%ess } ™™ {Eremeh eer }

CCTERTNEHE, John BSEDAFNIZT Dative & LT, [l
KRB T Agentive & LT, BMEEEBEBECTENT WAL ETH
3, 2D, QTR B2 s Bt BILOBELESELBRA—L 5T
L\(lgo ZORERBEEE ., BHOBEREXOES LB BB LEEL LN
3.5. BE

S B (LATRINEE 2 S0k § % elementary predicate & LT HAVE #»
BA12HS. BEic location % position @%4&%%&5&“5 @it BE »RET
b33, COBE. Fic Leech (1971) D5 ‘transitional event
verbs’ #4795,

10
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83 John is in the room.

84 John entered the room.

85 [[John NOT BE in the room]s INCHOATIVE [John BE in

the room]s Js under John’s agency

Bz OERELER L., Bk 0B {LERNEBIES T, LhLZO
BE. RELILZ2EF T 500l John OREEFHSBEL LY WD
1 Agentive 2B % Nl 7z complex inchoative sentence & T3
AREBDTHB 5,
4. BbHIT

REEZE(LD $5R & 5148 % § > elementary predicate INCHOA-
TIVE 2 HA LT, REELBROBWRBELBA TEIHB, 22 TEH
—EBRALTESLRITNERLZVOIR., BEOBEBR T sbhicg
EEEL . TOBESEORRAFINI O 2ELI-ETH S, HED
Bz ic, REBERLOFRSRERE T 2IRBE(S. LTV IHEEOR
BECHB LT B DT, BILEWV 3 EARTETZOTH 50 L
BOBFICBNTE . T ORDOITEHRIERDORES DY« Ud> $WIL2R
TH T OJ%QGBEE]%%?EE%%%C@&;’L’CL* ZEVSDOTIREL, LS
4 - & pragmatical L DTH 35, b, RERVERETHE|RY |
C OREITIIMENL OB DS C LRURTHRINIETHB, U
UKD S T CTH- BRI . B ORREEZ D8 Ditg
Fhizd DT, TORDREBEIX, Whid specificity DEEMGES &
A5

INCHOATIVE #:%12, INCHOATIVE predicate & 25 arguments
» bR XN B 2 1 argument (&, assertion fij® identifying structure
BN [AFE & LETREED LS % I DWW T presuppositions %R L
T3, ZOW, BIBRBEZ2S50T. REDAVPEEIhE L LS,
259 argument &, assertion 12Xk b 3725 INZFERTH 3 LEIR
BErEbT, # LT, INCHOATIVE predicate i%., &2 argument @
EiLERB %25 1 argument OZLETIRRE OFTIC AT 2 #fE% 3 5.

1
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Z DR BEOEBIC s ik o TOHLWERR S I2bFc &t 5,

ZUT 2 IOV TORELIFEEN FLBRIZ. ZOH VORI S EIx
IHERO—EE UTHHET 5. CORIC L THEDOEESTbNE. D
INCHOATIVE B 0—BE Tid. B4 S BEN BRI ATV S,

PIA . BALRTIREE & BILBRRE. IEfSW & #iEH. presupposition &
assertion T, ¢ 5 OHIBIRVPIBR SN T 2, RABRIL &V 5 iz
OHRSTEEL 25, 2 LT, # DEB & 72 5 REE % S0k § % elementary
predicate & LT HAVE % BE »#Ez 6h 3, &F. RELI/IEHHO
BHREBEO BRI, OB Ts L5, 2L T, INCHOATIVE
D & KD | BEEOBEHBICH L\ identifying structure §)2EEE s H
B EALRIB I BRI & /D D T BN E 1269 & 72 3 6012 % X1

“ _/¢7S‘\
PRED ARG ARG
INC[HO N S é
x
/\

S S e
A A TEaRE
R EICRRIE

87 ARG 3 ARG
< s . }\s
X
S/\s s/'*\s
/\/\
BB EERE ERE BRE

communication QR EIL FHERICHER2AMT 22 L 2R/ LT3,
B R EROA 2 BA 2B GEE. ABRE2Z L UTNET 3
AR R L T 3, D7 & s B0 E{boi#iE 2 5 INCHOATIVE
predicate %2 ZiciREE ZLBIFHEO BREBETHL A L5, L.,
simple inchoative sentence type Th b, C ntc%{bw%@é}&cowf

DFEFEBFMEN TV,

39 Max believes that George was right. (stative sentence)

#0) Max became convinced that George was right,

(simple inchoative sentence)

(4) Max became convinced that George was right by Otto’s persua-

12
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sion, (complex inchoative sentence)
49 Otto persuaded Max that George was right.
(causative sentence)

(YL U0U) DREIEBE I LRI & UCTHEHDRAETN TV S, BiCWDREE
%ﬁm&m#aihfmf\M#%@#ﬁ%&%@&%z%?% DL
ik, X DRNERTOBETEOAE state, process, action OFEEYE 2R
U~ iz 2 OFSBYSEFHOBHREEEN TSI TV 3ELETRRL

TW5,
¢33

1) [—EOEICOVTHNE] & T2 FHLOELR<D ] & 2HD
communication % 4 PHEZ LN B, CCTREIEZHR I

{2) Oim, Haldur (1973), “ On the Semantic Treatment of Predicative
Expressions,” Generative Grammar in Europe.

B CORERBRFCTEAL . HEOBETORKITAOYTT 3T
i3, Chafe ity Roh s & iRA CGEEFEI9BEIONS) TRAIAT
Wh, [l & [BE) OMCERBESEET 2 LEL 505,

il e GE s BE
wml e
)
) HiEEEBI(1974), TEEROBWEEIC OV T—IREBEL & Bk—,
OLR.
5) Lz o DIz, suddenly #1717 T/ gradually EORHZET
3EEEH B,

(6) Lakoff, George (1968), “Some Verbs of Change and Causation,”

NSF.
(1970), Irregularity in Syntax.

(7) Kimball, John (1973), “ Get,” Syntax and Semantics.

(8) Anderson, Tommy R. (1968), “On the Transparency of Begin:
Some Uses of Semantic Theory,” FL.

(9} Givén, Talmy (1973), “ The Time-Axis Phenomenon,” L.
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REBRLBROEEE

10 <z T# > INCHOATIVE ik, Charleston i~ 3 aspectual 73
inchoative verb &35 X bty & 53D UEWERTOELRHE > &9
%,

(i) Lee, David A. (1973), “ Stative and Case Grammar,” FL.

(12 Fillmore, Charles J. (1968), “ Lexical Entries for Verbs,” FL.

{13 (a) Carol got a book for her mother. (agentive)

(b) Carol got a book from her mother. (nonagentive)
@DIOBEFAZ D DOEEDOENC S BETNE T, @1 Carol 5D
IR OWRBEILZ2RY, chiciz, Jackendoff i+ thematic
relation % 6 DB —HTH 5 5,

(14 Leech, Geoffrey N. (1971), Meaning and the English Verb.

19 Oim iz, REBELO BT TS DI, performative analysis %
7> T BURIBRRBONLEHATH B, KRTEVF->TD LI
ERNLEATIZAL T specificity DEFETES DIXBEHATHS 5,
(a) John is walking.

(b) I say to you about John, of whom you don’t know that he
is walking, that he is walking.

{16) Jespersen, Otto (1924), The Philosophy of Grammar.
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