Copyright
by
Cholthicha Sudmuk
2005



The Dissertation Committee for Cholthicha Sudmuk Certifies that this is the
approved version of the following dissertation:

THE SYNTAX AND SEMANTICS OF SERIAL VERB
CONSTRUCTIONS IN THAI

Committee:

Stephen Wechsler, Supervisor

Carlota S. Smith

Lisa J. Green

Bernhard Schwarz

Chiyo Nishida



THE SYNTAX AND SEMANTICS OF SERIAL VERB
CONSTRUCTIONS IN THAI

by

Cholthicha Sudmuk, BA.; ML.A

Dissertation
Presented to the Faculty of the Graduate School of
The University of Texas at Austin
in Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements
for the Degree of

Doctor of Philosophy

The University of Texas at Austin

August 2005



To....My family



Acknowledgements

During the six years that I study Linguistics at UT, there are many persons that I
would like to show my deepest gratefulness. First, I would like to express my sincerest
gratitude to my supervisor, Dr. Stephen Wechsler. His insightful of teaching the non-
transformational grammar enlightened me to have the better understanding of working on
my language, Thai, which is hard to explain under the transformational grammar. I thank
him for convincing me that the ideas in my prelim paper could be expanded and
elaborated into a dissertation. I am very grateful to him for his patience, his
encouragement and his thoughtful provoking questions and comments, which have
enormously contributed to my dissertation. Without his careful guidance, time-
consuming going over many different versions of my drafts, and very useful discussions,
I would never have finished this work.

My deep gratitude also goes to the other members of my dissertation committee:
Dr. Carlota S. Smith, Dr. Lisa J. Green, Dr. Bernhard Schwarz, and Dr. Chiyo Nishida,
for their willingness and eagerness to read my draft within a relatively short period of
time, for their helpful comments, and for their kindest advice.

I also would like to thank Dr. Robert T. Harms, my academic advisor, who kindly
gave me the advice and assistance throughout the years of my graduate studies in
Linguistics at UT.

My appreciation goes to my colleagues at Thai Royal Institute, who took on
additional responsibilities during my long absence.

I am thankful to Thai Royal Institute for funding me five years of study. I thank to

the Office of Educational Affairs at Washington, D.C., who takes care of Thai students



that are studying in America, for their good care of me throughout six years of my study.
I also would like to thank the Department of Linguistics at UT for giving me teaching
assistantships.

I would like to express my thankfulness to my friends, Heeyoung Lyu, who gave
me emotional support and useful discussion; Fei Ren and Chen-Fu Chen, who help me to
have the better understanding of the Serial Verb Constructions in Chinese.

Finally, I would like to thank my family for their very warm support and

encouragement to achieve this goal.

vi



THE SYNTAX AND SEMANTICS OF SERIAL VERB
CONSTRUCTIONS IN THAI

Publication No.

Cholthicha Sudmuk, Ph.D.

The University of Texas at Austin, 2005

Supervisor: Stephen Wechsler

This dissertation examines both syntax and semantics of the Serial Verb
Constructions (SVCs) in Thai in Lexical Functional Grammar (LFG) framework. It is
proposed that there are eight types of the SVCs in Thai with respect to the restriction of
the limited set of verbs that occurs in the series, which are the Motion SVCs, Posture
SVCs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, Open Class SVCs, Give-SVCs, Causative SVCs, and
Resultative SVCs. I show that the syntactic structure of Thai SVCs is different from the
coordinate construction. Their syntactic structure is subordination. I further propose that
the argument sharing between verbs in the series of all eight types of SVCs in Thai
involves two kinds of control relation, which are functional control and thematic control.
Only the Give-SVCs exhibits the object control. For the semantic structure of Thai SVCs,
I provide the cancellation test and the time marker test to show that verbs in the series of

the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs encode at least two
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separate events while those in the Posture SVCs, Use-SVCs, Causative SVCs, and
Resultative SVCs encode only one event.

I adopt Andrews and Manning’s split PRED attribute idea as the analysis of the
SVCs in Thai. I propose two kinds of the Lexical Conceptual Structure (LCS) for SVCs
in Thai, which are Complex LCS for the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs,
and Give-SVCs, and Simple LCS for the Posture SVCs, Use-SVCs, Causative SVCs, and
Resultative SVCs. The predicate composition is the mechanism for the merger of the
Lexical Conceptual Structure (LCS) of each verb in the series. The LFG analysis of every

type of Thai SVCs is shown in chapter 5.
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CHAPTER 1
Serial Verb Constructions

1.1 Introduction

Serid Verb Condructions (heresfter SVCs) across languages have been widdy
discussed in the literature (eg. Li and Thompson 1973, Thepkanjana 1986, Sebba 1987,
Baker 1989, 1997, Collin 1997, Bodomo 1997, Andrews and Manning 1999, Muansuwan
2002, among others). Some of them study only the syntactic structure of the SVCs, eg.
Thepkanjana 1986, Baker 1989, 1997, Collin 1997, and some of them sudy both
gyntactic and semantic structure of the SVCs, eg. Duries 1997, Bodomo 1997, Andrews
and Manning 1999, Muansuwan 2002. This thesis is interested in studying both syntactic
and semantic gdructure of Tha SVCs in the Lexicd Functiond Gramma (LFG)

framework. Durie (1997) put in some key characteristics of the SV Cs as following:

‘a dngle s=rid verb complex describes what is conceptudized as single event: this
is repesatedly reported to be clear intuition of native speskers, and can be demongtrated
through semantic andysis It follows from this that a serid verb complex can often be
best trandated into a non-seridizing language usng asingle, mono-verba clause’

(p. 292)

This thess dudies the syntax and semantics of the SVCs in Tha, which is in the
Ta language family. The Tha language on which this thess studies is the dialect spoken
in the central part of Thailand where Bangkok, the capita of the country, is Stuated. This
didect is used in the dassoom and in conducting netiond affars and is officialy



conddered the nationa language of Thaland or ‘Standard Tha’. Some examples of the
SVCsin Tha areshownin (1) — (4).

s

()ka:nda: dyn pay si: naypsi:

Kanda wak  go buy book

‘Kandawalked away to buy abook.’

~

(2 ka:nda: ?aw mi:t han kay

Kanda take knife cut chicken

‘Kandatook a knife to cut a chicken.’

(3)ka:nda: yiin rd:gple:n
Kanda sand sng

‘Kanda sang, while standing.’

(4 ka:nda: tham keE:w te:k

Kanda make glass break

“Kanda made a glass broke.’

All SVCs in Tha are composed of at least two verbs or two VPs in the series. No overt
conjunction appear in between those two verbs, and al verbs in series share at least one
argument, which can be elther subject sharing or object sharing.

This thesis dudies adl SVCs in Tha, both ther syntactic and semantic sructures.
Firdly, 1 will divide types of Tha SVCs with respect to the limitation of the verbs that

can occur in each SVC. Secondly, | contrast the SVCs with the coordinate structures in
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order to see ther differences. Thirdly, | test them with the coordination congraint to find
out their syntactic structure. Fourthly, | find out how many events are there in each type

of SVCs. Findly, | present the andyss of Thai SVCsin the LFG framework.

Thethessis organized asfollowings:

Chapter 2 concerns types of the SVCs in Thai. This chapter reviews the definition
of Thai SVCs in Thepkanjana 1986, Wilawan 1993, and Muansuwan 2002 and tries to
come up with the appropriate criteria for the SVCs in Thal based on the standard criteria
that determine the SVCs in the other languages. It is proposed in this chapter that there
are eight types of the SVCs in Tha with respect to the redriction on the verbs that occur
in the verb sequence: Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, Open class SVCs, Give-
SVCs, Causdative SVCs, and Reaultative SVCs. The characteristics of the SVCs in Tha
ae ads discused. Findly, the possble combination among each type of the SVCs in

Thal is presented.

Chapter 3 discusses the syntactic structures of the SVCs in Tha. By gpplying the
negation test and the topicdization tet to Tha SVCs, it is found that they have the
different structures from the co-ordinate structures. It is further proposed that Thai SVCs
have VP complement dructures. Tha SVCs involve two kinds of argument sharing
mechanisms. Some argument sharing, such as the relation between the subject of the
matrix verb and that of the verbs in series is LFG's functiona control because it is

defined on grammatical relations. However, the relation between the object of the matrix
3



verb and that of its complement verb phrase is thematic control due to their thematic
redriction. That is, the fird verb targets the specific thematic argument of the second
verb. The control relaion that involves here is then the thematic control due to the

thematic redtriction of the matrix and embedded verbs.

Chapter 4: discusses the semantic Structures of the SVCs in Tha. Fird, the
semantic interpretetion of the SVCs in Tha is discussed. It is proposed that the verbs in
series of the motion deictic SVCs, motiontdirectiona SVCs, take-SVCs, Open class
SVCs, and give-SVCs, express multi-events sructure while the verbs in series of the
posture SVCs, Causative SVCs, Use-SVCs, and Resultative SVCs, expresses only one
angle event dructure. The Lexicd Conceptud Structure (LCS) is proposed to show their

semantic structures.

Chapter 5 presents the analyss of both the syntactic and semantic structures of the

SVCsin Thai in LFG framework. The argument mapping for Thai SV Cs are proposed.

Chapter 6 is the concluson and the further direction.

1.2 Thai Phonemes and Syntax: overview
1.2.1 Thai Phonemes

The Tha language on which this study is based is the didect spoken in the centra
pat of Thalland. This didect is officidly conddered the nationd language of Thaland or



Sandad Tha. The following symbols will be used for phonemic transcription
throughout this study.

1.2.1.1 Consonants:

Bilabid Labio- Dentd Pdatd Vear Glottal
dental
Voiced b d
unaspirated
Stops
Voiceess p t c k Q
Unaspirated
Stops
Voicdess ph th ch kh
aspirated
Stops
Voiceless f S h
Fricatives
Nasas m n n
Liquid 1
Flap r




Semi- W y

vowds
1.2.1.2 Vowes:

Front Centrd Back
High i i u
Low e a o)

All vowds can occur long or short. Long vowes are represented by the colon sign behind

the short vowe symbol, for example high front long vowd is i :’, low back long vowel
is‘o:’, etc.

There are three diphthongs in Thai:

ia

ia

ua




1.2.1.3 Tones

Standard Tha has five tones:

Mid tone unmarked
Low tone a
Faling tone a
High tone a
Risng tone a

1.2.2 Thai Syntax: Overview:

The most important property of Tha words is that they al are free morphemes. In
other words, they do not have the inflectional change. (see the structure of Tha words in

Phanuphong 1983).

Tha language has SVO word order. The phrase structure rule of Tha is S O NP

VP, which generates the following Thai sentences:




(5) ka:nda: no:n

Kanda deep

‘Kanda degps.’

(6) ka:nda: kin kha:w
Kanda edt rice

‘Kandaeatsrice!’

Tha sentences in (5) and (6) are Smple sentences that have only one verb. In (5), a verb

no:n ‘degp has only one argument, whichis ka:nda: ‘Kandd, while a verb kin
‘et’ in (6) has two arguments, which are ka:nda: ‘Kanda and kha:w ‘riceé. The
preverbal arguments such as an NP ka:nda: ‘Kanda in (5) and (6) are subjects while

the post verba argument such as an NP kha :w ‘ricé is an object, which is equivaent to

Dixon'sterm ‘pivot’. (see Dixon 1994).

However, there are dso sentences as shown above in (1) — (4) that dlow more
than one verb in the sentence in which the phrase dructure rule S0 NP VP cannot
generate. This study will concentrate to those sentences in (1) — (4). | will try to find out

both their syntactic structures and semantic structures.



CHAPTER 2
Typesof Serial Verb Constructionsin Thai

2.1 Introduction

Serid Verb Congructions (SVCs) are very common in Tha. Thepkanjanaiisthe
first person that studies the SVCsin Thai in 1986. She broadly defines them as a surface
form in which more than one verb phrase is strung together, so her datainclude awide
range of congtructions, such as passives, causatives and control congtructions. Wilawan
(1993) and Muansuwan (2002) are the others that study them later but they did not study
every type of them. This chapter concerns types of the SVCsin Thai. | propose to divide
the SVCsin Thai into eight types with respect to the restriction of the limited set of verbs
that occur in the series. The organization of this chapter isfollowing:

In section 2, | review three previous literature: Thepkanjana 1986, Wilawan 1993,
and Muansuwan 2002, which study the SVCsin Thai. | show that some constructions that
Thepkanjanatreats as SV C such as passve and complements of modality verbs
condructions arein fact not SV C according to their syntactic structures.

In section 3, | discuss the criteriafor the SYCsin Thai based on the standard
criteriathat determine the SV Cs in the other languages. It is proposed in this section that
there are eight types of the SVCsin Tha with respect to the redtriction of the limited set
of the verbs that occurs in the verb series. They are Motion SV Cs, Posture SV Cs, take-
SVCs, use-SVCs, Open class SVCs, give-SVCs, Causative SVCs, and Resultative SV Cs.

In section 4, | conclude the finding in this chapter.



2.2 Previous studies of the SVCsin Thai
There are three studies about the SV Csin Thai: Thepkanjana (1986), Wilawan

(1993), and Muansuwan (2002), as the followings:

2.2.1 Thepkanjana 1986:

Thepkanjana (1986: 2) broadly defines SV Cs as a surface form in which more
than one verb phraseis strung together. She considers the SVCs as one kind of multi-verb
congruction; the other kinds of multi-verb constructions are compound verbs and
consecutive congtructions. She indicates the functions of seria verbsin Tha asthe
followings

) Complementing the initid verb, which results in the semantic implications

of causative, passive, and resultative.

(i) Indicating direction and aspect.

(i) Acting as grammaticad markers and/or case markers for which she will use

the specidized term ‘coverb'.

(iv)  Indicating purposive and Smultaneous actions.

Thepkanjana classfies serid verbsin Tha into seven types. causdtives,

complements of modality verbs, resultatives, passves, directiond and aspectua serid

verbs, and Smultaneous serid verbs.

10



2.2.1.1 Causatives
Thepkanjana considers t ham ‘make’, hay ‘give and tham hay ‘makegive in
(1) <(3) causative verbs. For her, dl sentences that contain aseriesof VP +hay + (NP) +

VP are consdered as the causative. The examples of the causative arein (1) — (3).

() suri: tham k&:w te:rk
Suri make glass break
‘Suri broke aglass’
(2 suri: hay lG:ksa:w pay du: nan
Suri give daughter go look movie
‘Suri let her daughter go to see the movie!
(3) suri: tham hay chdn mo:ho:
Suri make give I be upset

‘Suri made me upset.’

2.2.1.2 Complements of modality verbs

The examples of the complements of moddity verbs arein (4) and (5).

(4) suri: ya:k 1¥:k tham na:n

Suri want quit do work
‘Suri wanted to quit the job.’

11



(5) suri: phaya:ya:m ti:n cha:w
Suri try get up morning

‘Suri tried to get up early.’

Thepkanjanaindicates that the verbs such asya : k ‘want’, phaya :ya :m ‘try’

are moddity verbs, which reguire a sentential complement whose subject isidentical to
that of the modality verb itsdf. She proposesthat a sentence like (4) has the underlying

gyntactic structure asin (6).

(6) suri: ya:k thi: [PRO ca 1¥:k  tham na:nj

Suri want COMP will quit do work

She proposes two transformationd rules: first, the COMP-Déeetion, which deletes
the complementizer th1i :, and second, the AUX-Ddetion, which deetes the future
marker ca.

Pingkarawat (1989) treats such a construction in (5) and (6) as the control
condruction inwhichtheverbs ya : k ‘want’ and phaya :ya :m ‘try’ are control verbs

that subcategorize for a complement clause and assgn control relation of the embedded

subjectsto their subjects (see the detail in Pingkarawat 1989).

12



2.2.1.3 Resultatives
The sentences (7) and (8) are the examples of two kinds of resultativesin Thal.
Both of them express the results, which follow the prior events. The initid verbin (7) is

intrangtive verb while it istrangtive verb in (8). The examples of the resultatives arein

(7) and (8).
(7)suri: kin ?2im
Suri e full

‘Suri ate and become full.’

7z

(8) suri: yin noék ta:y

Suri shoot bird die
*Suri shot abird dead.’

In addition, the subject of the second verb in (8) is the object of theinitid verb.
Asfor acongruction in (7), both verbs share the same subject. This construction
basicdly conveys the meaning that an event happens to the subject, and that event is
followed by another event also occurring to the same person. The second event isthe
result of the first event. On the other hand, a congtruction in (8) conveys the meaning thet
the subject initiates the action directly onto the direct object and, as a result, something
happens to the direct object.

Thepkanjana (1986: 122) claims that the whole verb phrase string of resultaive

SVCsin Thai is‘complex predicate . The semantic interpretation is not merely the sum

13



of the meanings of dl the parts, but the meaning of the verb phrase as awhole. She then
proposes that the Predication theory postulated by Edwin Williams (1980) is gppropriate
to Thai resultative SV Cs since it dlows the semantic interpretation of verb phrase asa

whole (Thepkanjana 1986: 120-124), asillugtrated in (9).

(9 sturi:; [kin 2imi];
Suri et full

‘Suri ate and become full.’

According to the Predication Theory, Williams postulates aleve of syntactic
representation in which the subject- predicate relation isindicated by indexing. Thisleve
of representation is termed the Predicate Structure (PS). The subject-predicate rlationin
Williams termsis based on the notion of subject as an externd argument. An externd
argument refers to a single argument that is located outside the maxima projection of the
predicate phrase. According to Williams, the subject must ¢-command the predicate. And
there are two kinds of environments for predication: grammaticaly governed and
thematicaly governed.

The syntactic representation in (9) provides information as to which argument is

predicated. This representation indicates that the subject argument is predicated by the

whole verb phrase. And suri : ‘Suri’ in (9) is assigned the externd thematic role of both

verbsin the square bracket. Here Thepkanjana claims that both verbs do not belong to the

14



same argument complexes, so ho theta criterion violation takes place with Williams
formulation of the theta criterion. (p.96). *

This Predication Theory may work with the resultative SV Cs asin (8) where the

subject of the second verb isthe object of the initial verb, soasecond verb ta : y ‘di€
assigns an externd thetarole to the object of theinitid verb 1 ‘shoot’ and the whole
verb phrase yin nok ta:y ‘shoot abird dead’ assigns an externa thetarole to a subject

suri: ‘Sur’ asin (10).

(I0)suri:; [yip nok i [ta:ylil;
Suri shoot bird die
2.2.14 Passive
(11) khaw thu:k ma : kat
He Passive dog bite
‘He was hitten by adog.’

1 Dr. Wechsler presumes that the index in (9) isjust atypo. Theindex on Suri should bej since
Thepkanjana posits complex predicate formation, the[V V] constituent assignsasingle role, not two. |
agree that thisisthe most possible explanation. Following Wechsler’ s presumption, no theta criterion
violation takes place here.

15



Thepkanjana argues that the congtruction in (11) does not transformationaly

derived as a passive congruction but a serid verb congtruction in which a passve
morpheme t hu : k isafull verb expressing the inherent concept of passivity.
Sudmuk (2003) studiesthe t hu : k condruction, which many Thai linguists considered as

passive, and proves that it is not atrue passve since it lacks of the most crucia property

of ‘passve, which isthelexica dternation in grammatica function of the argument

roles. According to the status of the NP after the verb t hu : k asasubject of an
embedded complement and the property of the verb t hu : k as acontrol verb, Sudmuk
proposes that the t hu : k construction such as (11) has astructure like (12), in which

thu: k,asamain verb, requires aclausa complement and the syntactic category of the

gapped object and the matrix subject matched, which is a property of long distance
dependencies. The dependency between the gapped object and the matrix subject
involves functiona control. This congruction issmilar to the ‘Tough” congtruction in

English, which is consdered as aweak unbounded dependency congtruction (Sudmuk

2003).
(12) khaw ; thu:k [ma: kat i ]
He suffer dog bite

‘He suffered (from the experience that) adog bit (him).’
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The condruction in (11) is surely not a serid verb construction since the second

verb kat ‘bite does not share the same subject with the first verb t hu : k. Thisverb has
its own subject, whichisma : ‘dog’. The embedded clausemd : kat ‘dog bit’ isthe

complement of the verb thu : k.

2.2.1.5 Directional and aspect serial verbs
Thepkanjana proposes that Directiond serid verbs asin (13) have aflat recursve

VP gructure of theform VP O VP VP *, and argues that when severd verbs occur in

this congtruction.
(13) suri: d¥n pay (directiond)
Suri walk go

‘Suri walked away (from the speaker’s center of attention).’

She proposes that Directiond serid verbs must conform to a congtraint on linear
order asfollows:

() Theinitid verb: motion verbs

(i)  Thegeometric shape of the path: won ‘circle’, t rop ‘go Sraight’, eic.

(iii)  Thedirection with respect to the previous path: yo:n ‘reverse’, tho:y

‘retreat, back up’, etc.
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(iv)  Thedirection with respect to the outsideworld: 1y :y ‘pass, kha:m
‘Cross .
(v) The direction with respect to speech act participants. pay ‘go’, ma :

‘come.

She cdlams that the maxima number of verbs that can be seridized is six including the

firdt verb of the string asin (14).

(14) khaw wipg trop yo:in klap khaw pay

He run godraght reverse return enter go

‘He ran dong straight back in (away from the speaker’ s center of attention).’

For the aspectud serid verbsin (15), Thepkanjana proposes to andyze strings of
verbs and aspectud verbs as ‘ complex verbs . The aspectud verbs will sgnad meanings
only if they are seridized and occur with certain types of verbs. The main verb in the
gtring can be either trangtive or intrangtive. As for the agpectua verb, it never

subcategorizes for an object Since it loses its syntactic properties when seridized.

(15) suri: kin ?a:ha:n ?u: (aspectud)
Suri edt food be located
‘Suri is'was egting.”
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2.2.1.6 The 2aw ‘tak€ and chay ‘use serial verbs

The examples of the Paw ‘take’ and chay ‘use serid verbsarein (16) and (17).

(16) khaw 2aw mi:t tat so:ip

He take knife cut envelope
‘He took the knife to cut the envelope.’
(17) khaw chay kankray tat ya:
He use SCiSors cut grass

‘He used the scissorsto cut grasses.’

Thepkanjana suggeststhat 2aw ‘take issimilar to chay ‘use intha both

indicate the subject agent’ s intention to choose the instrument or means to accomplish

something. They differ dightly in that the notion of instrument or meansisinherent in the

meaning of theisolated ch4y ‘use’ but not in theisolated Paw ‘take'.

2.2.1.7 Smultaneous serial verbs
Thepkanjana proposes two kinds of smultaneous serid verbs: purposive

smultaneous serid verb in (18), and smultaneous action serid verb in (19).
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(18) suri: ma : khuy kap chan
Suri come  tdk with I
‘Suri cameto talk to me’’

(19)asuri: yi:n rd:pple:n

Suri gand sng
‘Suri stood Snging’
b.suri: dyn ?a:n nansi:
Suri walk read book

‘Suri read abook while walking.’

The sentences in (18) and (19) represents two actions and the second action is subsequent

in time to the other. The action of the nonrinitid verb khuy ‘tak’ in (18) isthe god of

carrying out the firgt action. Since the notion of purpose isinherent in the SVCs, verbsin
the series must be activity verbs and require an agent as their subject. Also, verbsin the
purposive smultaneous SV Cs must assign the same thematic role to their subject, which
they share.

Thepkanjanaindicates thet the initid verb in smultaneous SV Cs must indicate
the posture of the body such as sitting, standing, or walking. Such verbs of body posture
indicate actions, which presumably last for awhile. During the time when the agent’s
body isin aparticular position, the agent carries out an action.

Thepkanjana clams that the smultaneous actions SV Cs have many of the same

properties as the purposive smultaneous SV Cs, for example verbsin the series share the
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same subject bearing the same thematic role. So she proposes that both kinds of
smultaneous SV Cs have the same syntactic representation, that is verbs in the string of
smultaneous SV Cs condtitute the VP node in the underlying structure. The SVCs
congsts of aclugter of verb phrases strung together, which contribute the highest VP
immediately dominated by the S node. The syntactic representation of purposive
smultaneous SV Csis shown in (20) and the syntactic representation of Smultaneous

actions SVCsisshownin (21).

(20) S
/\
NP VP,
/\

VP, VP3

suri: ‘ j

‘uri’
ma: khuy kap chan
‘come ‘tak with me
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(21). S

/\
NP VP,
/\
VP, VP3
suri
‘Suri’ yiin rd:pple:n
‘ga.]d1 ‘s'rg’

2.2.2 Wilawan 1993:

Wilawan (1993) studies SV Cs on four languages in four different language
families Thai, Khmer, Mandarin Chinese, and Y oruba. She proposes dependency
andyds, which isin the Lexicase framework, for reandyss of SVCsin those four
languages, and clams that some of these congtructions can be analyzed as conventiond
infinitival complement structures or as coordination structures. Since this dissertation
focuses egpedidly in Thai, | will discuss only SVCsin Thai.

Wilawan (1993: 69) groups SVCsin Thal into two maor groups according to the
gyntactic properties of the firgt verb in the series, which is caled the ‘regent verb'. The
first group is those with intrangtive regents and the second group is those with trangtive
regents. There are three congtructions in these two groups that are relevant to this

dissartation.
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2.2.2.1 Manner intrangtiveregent and intransitive dependent

This congtruction consgts of two verbs with a shared NP subject. The regent verb
isinterpreted as referring to the manner in which the action of the dependent verb is
performed. Thus, Wilawan clamsthat the first verb can only be a manner intrangtive

verb and the second verb is an intentiond intrangitive verb asin (22) and (23).

(22)ma:1i: dyn rd:nhay
Madli walk cry
‘Mali walked and cried (et the sametime).’
(23)yma:1i: wip klap ba:n
Mdli run return home

‘Mdi returned home by running.’

Wilawan analyzes the second verb, according to a Lexicase Anayss, as a complement of

the first verb because it cannot fredy occur with al types of intrangtive verbs asin (24).

(24 a*ma:li: sa?ik r5:nhdy
Madli hiccup cry
‘Mdi hiccupped and cried (at the same time).’
b*ma:1i: 16m rd5:phay
Mdli fal ay

‘Mdi fdl and cried (at the sametime).’
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And she andlyzes the part of the sentence headed by the second verb as a subordinate

construction since we cannot reverse the order of the verb and its dependent asin (25).

(25)*ma:1i: rd:phay d¥n

Mdi ay wak

‘Mdi cried and walked (at the sametime).’

The interpretation of this construction is processed by a new actor-to-actor complement

control rule. An actor in the higher clause is co-indexed with an actor in the lower clause.

2.2.2.2 Manner intrangtiveregent and transitive dependent
In this congtruction, Wilawan indicates that the first verb must be a manner

intrangtive verb and the second verb mugt be an intentiond trangtive verb asin (26).

(26)ma:1li: nan tham ka:nba:n

Mdi St do homework

‘Mdi sat doing her homework.’

Wilawan andyzes this congtruction in the same way with the first congtruction, that is,

the second verb is a complement of the first verb because the first verb only occurs with

particular verb, and the part of the sentence headed by the second verb isandyzed as a
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subordinate congtruction. So the syntactic structure of a sentence in this congtruction is

the same as the manner intrangitive regent and intrangtive dependent.

2.2.2.3 Trandgitive regent and trandtive dependent with a shared object NP
This condruction conssts of a purpose trangtive regent verb with its trangitive

dependent, so it has only one overt NP object between two verbs asin (27).

(27) nuan phat khéa:w kin

Nuan fry rice edt

‘Nuan fried somericeto eat.’

The presence of an overt NP object of the second verb or the presence of an intrangitive

second verb givesrise to ungrammaticality asin (28) a and b. respectively.

(28) a. * nuan phat  khéa:w kin kha:w/man
Nuan fry rice edt rice /it
‘Nuan fried somericeto et it.’
b.* nuan phat kha:w hduro?
Nuan fry rice laugh

‘Nuan fried some rice and laughed.’
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Wilawan anayzes the second verb in this congtruction as a subordinate dependent of the
first verb because the shared NP object must appear after the first verb. The presence of a
shared NP object after rather before the second verb creates an unacceptable sentence as

in (29).

(29) * nuan ha: kin Lkha:w

Nuan seek eat rice

‘Nuan seeks somerice to eat.’

The syntactic representation of a sentence in this congtruction is aso the same as
the manner intrangitive regent and intrangtive dependent and the manner intrangitive
regent and trangitive dependent. The interpretation of the missing object NP is process by
a Patient-to-Patient contral rule, i.e. apaient of alower trangtive infinitival complement
clause is co-indexed with a patient of the upper clause, and the actor of the nonfinite verb
isinterpreted as the closest available noun dependent of aregent verb to the left of the
embedded verb.

To sum up, Wilawan divides the SVCsin Tha based on the syntactic properties
of the verbsin series as follows:

1. Manner intrangtive verb and intrangtive verb

2. Manner intrandtive verb and trangtive verb

3. Trangtive verb and trangtive verb with a shared object NP
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According to the above three groups of SV Csthat Wilawan have for SVCsin Thal, there
are some SV Csthat are left out, for example the causative seridization in which the firgt
verb isawaysthe verb ‘make’ and the second verb can be ether the unergartive verb as

in (304) or the unaccusative verb asin (30b).

(30) aka:nda: tham dek rd:phé:y

Kanda make child cry

‘Kanda made the child cry.’

b.ka:nda: tham RE:w te:k
Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass broke.’

For the syntactic structure of the SV Cs, Wilawan andyzes the part of the sentence
headed by the second verb of al three SVCsin Tha as nonfinite subordinate
congtruction. However, Muansuwan (2002) shows that some types of SVCsin Thai such
as Directiond SV Cs have an extended complementation structure. | discuss the study of

SVCsin Tha in Muansuwan (2002) next.

2.2.3 Muansuwan 2002:

Muansuwan (2002) studies three SYCsin Thai: directional SV Cs, aspectua

congruction in SVCs, and adjoining congtruction in sequertid SVCs.
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2.2.3.1 Directional SVCs

The directiond SVCsin (31) condsts of sx verbs, which share a common subject

ma:l1i: ‘Mdi'.

(3)ma:1i: winp trop yo:in khd:m sapha:n ?o:k pay

Mdi run godraght reverse cross bridge exit go

‘Mdi ran straight back, crossing the bridge, out away from the speaker.’

Semanticaly, ma : 11 ‘Mali’ isthefigure of the complex motion event encoded by the

sequence of verbsin (31). Thefirst verb in (31) denotes a manner of motion and the nor+
initid verbs encode a directed motion, which includes information about the path,
direction, and/or deictic center of the motion event. Each verb in Directiond SVC
describes the same, single event from different perspective.

Muansuwan argues that Thal Directiond serid verb congtructions include two

kinds of syntactic structures: arecursive co-head structure and a complementation
structure. According to the adverb placement test diday £'1': tha : bau ‘with thelight
footsteps' in (32) and the anagphoric VPtest thamya : ndiawkan ‘do the same’ in (33),

there can be a VP break after any verb in an SV C except before adeictic verb.

(32)ama:li: dyn 201k won klap yo:in pay

Madi walk exit crcle return reverse go

28



diayfi:tha:bau

with light footsteps

‘Mdi waked out, circling, back, away from the speaker, with the light footsteps.’

b.ma:1i: dyn ?o:k won duayfi:tha:bau Kklap yd:in
Mali walk exit crcle withthelight footstep return reverse

pay

go
‘Mdi walked out, circling, with the light footsteps, back away from the speaker.’

c.ma:li: dyn ?20:k diayfi:tha:bau won klap yd:n
Madli walk exit withthelight footsteps  cirdle return - reverse
pay

Qo
‘Madi waked out, with the light footsteps, circling back away from the spesker.’

d*ma:li: d¥n ?o:k won klap yo:in
Mdli walk exit crding  return reverse
duayfi:tha:bau pay

with the light footsteps go
(Intended meaning: Mai walked out circling, back, with the light footsteps, awvay from
the speaker)
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(33)ama:li: wipg yd:n klap 20:k won pay

Mdi run reverse  return exit crcle go
1£°2 piti k5¢? thamya:pdiawkan tron ma:
and it then do the same godraght come

‘Mdi ran back out away, circling, and Piti did the same straight towards the speaker.’

bma:li: win yd5:n klap ?o:k won pay

Mdli run reverse  return exit circle go and
piti k5?9 thamya:pdiawkan lop trop ma:
Aiti then do the same descend godraght come

‘Mdi ran back out away, circling, and Fiti did the same down straight towards the

speaker.’

c.*ma:li: winp yd:n klap ?o:k won pay
Mdli run reverse  return exit crce go

1£¢ piti k5¢? thamya :pdiawkan ma:

and Fiti then do the same come

(Intended meaning: Mdli ran back out away, circling, and Fiti did the same towards the

Speaker)
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Given the adverb placement test in (32) and the anaphoric VP test in (33), Muansuwan
proposes that verbsin Directiond SVC in Tha form arecursve VP-over-VP structure
except when averb in the SVC isfollowed by adeictic verb *.

In addition, verbs that do not encode manner-of-mation in Directiond SVCs

dlow optiond arguments asin (34).

(34) piti dyn khd:m (sapha:n) klap (ca:k tala:d)
At wak Cross (bridge) return  (from market)
pay (ro:prian)

go (school)

‘Piti walked, crossing (the bridge), back (from the market), away (to school).’

In (34), theNPsapha :n ‘bridge, thePPca : k tala:d ‘from the market’, and the NP
ro:prian ‘school’ are optiona complements of the serid verbs kha :m ‘cross, klap
‘return’, and pay ‘go’ repectively. The omisson of the complementsis a properties of

directiona verbs as serid verbs only, that is, directiond verbs cannot leave out their

complements when they function as the only verb in a clause as the ungrammatica

sentencesin (35a), (36a), and (374).

! However, Directional SV C can be combined with the other types of SVC as | show in (135) — (137).
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(35)a*piti  kha:m

Piti Cross

b.piti kh&:m

Piti Ccross
‘Piti crossed the bridge.’
(36)a *piti khaw
Aiti enter
bpiti khaw
Fiti enter
‘Aiti entered the room.’
(37 a*piti pay
Aiti Qo
b.piti pay
Aiti go

‘Piti went to schoal.’

sapha:n

bridge

ro:pria:n

school

Muansuwan concludes from the argument structure or subcategorization

properties of verbs that occur in Thai Directiondl SV Cs showing above that the structure

of Tha Directiond SVCs has aso an extended complementation structure.

Muansuwan proposes the structure of Thai Directional SVCsin (38) asin (39).
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(38ma:1li: win yd:n klap trop khd:m sapha:n pay

Madli run reverse retun  godraight cross bridge go

‘Mdi ran back straight, crossing the bridge, away from the spesker.’

(39) S
VP
ST
VP VP
VP
VP
/N
NP VP VP VP VP Pred NP VP
| o | |
ma:li: win yo:n klap trop khd:m sapha:n pay
Madli run reverse return  go dtraight cross bridge go

Muansuwan proposes that a sequence of Thai Directiond SV C such astheonein
(38) isformed through the use of two phrase structurd schemata: arecursve VP [0 VP

VP rule and a head-complement rule. Thai Directiond SV Cs thus involve two kinds of
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seridizations symmetric and asymmetric seridization, in the sense of Andrews and
Manning (1999). All verbsin symmetric seridization structure have equa status,

meaning that the occurrence of one verb is not determined by another. Symmetric
seridization is exemplified in Tha by the sequence of non-deictic verbsin Directiond
SVCs. Verbsin asymmetric SV Cs do not have equal status (one verb is the complement
of the other); the VP containing adeictic verb in Thai SVCsis an ingtance of asymmetric

seidizetion.

2.2.3.2 Aspectual congtruction in SVCs
Muansuwan (2002) considers al verbs that appear at the end of the sentences

such asin (40) — (49) as aspect markers.

(40)ma:li: kin kha:w sed
Mdli edt rice finish

‘Mdi finished edting rice.’

(4l)ma:li: ?a:n nansi: cop
Mali read book end

‘Mali ended/finished reading a book.’

(42) a wanna dyn khin (directiond meaning)
Wanna walk ascend
‘Wannawalked up.’



b.wira te:p klo:n khin (aspectud meaning)
Wira compose  poem SPFV (ascend)
‘Wira composed althe poem.’
43)apiti d¥n lop (directiond meaning)
Piti walk descend
‘Piti walked down.’
b.thaha:n ta:y lon (aspectud meaning)
soldier die SPFV (descend)
‘A/The soldier died.’
(44 awira d¥n ?0:k (directiond meaning)
Wira walk exit
‘Wirawalked out.’

b.wira te:p klo:n 20:k (aspectud meaning)

Wira compose poem SPFV (exit)

‘Wira composed althe poem.’

(45)awira wip pay pen we:la: sa:m chlGamo:q
Wira run IMPFV (go) be time three  hour

‘“Wiraran for three hours.’
b. khaw ta:y pay

He die PFTV (go)

‘Hedied’
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(46) khonpa:n thup tik nan sia
worker destroy  building that PFTV (lose)
‘The workers destroyed that building.’
(47) piti, tham ka:nba:n kKhaw
Piti, do homework IMPFV (enter)
‘Aiti, do homework more and more.’
(48) wana: kin kha:w yu:
Wanna eat rice IMPFV (be located)
‘Wannawas/is egting rice”
(49 ma:li: kin khéa:w to:
Mdi edt rice continue

‘Mali continued egting rice’

Muansuwan (2002: 102) proposes the position of aspect morphemesin Thai
according to their postionsin the dlause, whichisAM; BaseV' AM; AMs. The
aspect morphemesin (40) — (49) arein the postion of AM,. The aspect morphemes that

areinthe podtion of AM1 , AM3, and AM; arefollows:

AM;:kamlan (Progressive) ‘PROG’, ca? ‘beabout to’, ph¥y ‘just start’
(Post-inchoative), r¥ :m ‘sart’ (Inchoative), khy 1y ‘experience, tdn ‘must’.
AM,:d4ay ‘get (pamissive, ability)’, khin Semi-pefective-SPFV (lit. ascend),

lon SPFV (lit. descend), khaw Imperfective-IMPFV (lit. enter), 25:k SPRV (lit. exit),
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yu: IMPFV (lit. belocated), t5: ‘continug, sed ‘finidV, cop ‘end’, pay IMPFV
(lit. go), pay Perfective-PFTV (lit. go), sia PFTV (lit. lose, waste).

AM3:ma: Perfect-PFCT (lit. come).

The aspect morphemema : ‘come in the position of AM3 encodes perfect aspect

asthe examplein (50).

(50) piti tham khwa:m-sa®?a:d ba:n ma:

Piti do ceanliness house come

‘Piti has cleaned the house'’

2.2.3.2 Adjoining congtruction in sequential SVCs

Muansuwan defines the sequential SV Cs as a congtruction that conssts of a
sequence of verbs, which share a least one argument and encode eventudities that occur
in sequence. And adjoining constructions (AJCs) are a subset of the sequentid SVCs.

The examples of AJCs are shown in (51) and (52).

(51) nikorn kin kha:w ?im

Nikorn eat rice full

‘Nikorn aerice (until he was) full.’
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(52) nikorn kin kha:w mod

Nikorn edt rice be gone

‘Nikorn ate rice (until it was) gone’

Muansuwan argues that Thai AJCs and English resultative condructions differ in the
resulting verbs and control relations the two congtructions dlow. Firg, the resulting verbs
in Thai AJCs merdly encode ‘expected’ results. Muansuwan shows that so-called

resulting verb in Thai AJCs can be negated asin (53) and can complement the modal

marker t5:p ‘mud’ asin (54).

(53) a nikorn kin khd:w midy 2im
Nikorn edt rice NEG full
‘Nikorn aterice, but hewasn't full.’
b.nikorn kin khéa:w may  mod
Nikorn eat rice NEG begone
‘Nikorn aterice, but it wasn't gone.’
(54) anikorn kin khéa:w td:p ?im
Nikorn ed rice must full

‘Nikorn ate rice and he must have been full.’
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b.nikorn kin kKha:w td:p mod

Nikorn edt rice must be gone

‘Nikorn ate rice but the rice must have been gone.’

From this evidence, she claims that the second verb cannot be said to result from or be

caused by the first verb since the second verb can be negated or combineswith t5: p

‘must’. So, the relation between the matrix and resulting verb is not gtrictly causa
because the resulting verb can encode an event, which does not actualy occur. The
resulting verbsin Thai AJCs describe the expected or possible result typically associated
with the event conveyed by the matrix verb.

Second, the phrase-structura configuration of AJCs does not determine the
contral relations they alow. Maunsuwan shows that both ‘ subject sharing’ and ‘ object
shaing’ exig in Thai AJCs asin (55) and (56) respectively.

(55) m& : pd:n kha:w 1G:k mi:ay
mother  feed rice child betired
‘“The mother fed the child with the rice until the mother was tired.’

(56) nikorn ha: khd:p-khwan phép

Nikorn Seek present find

‘Nikorn sought the present (and) found (it).

Besides, she clamsthat there is a sentence as in (57) that the controller is ambiguous.
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(57) wua khwid khwa:y ta:y

(04 butt buffdo die
(i) ‘ The ox butted the buffdo (until the buffalo) died.’
(ii) “The ox butted the buffalo (until the ox) died.’

This sentence has two possible interpretations. So, Muansuwan clamsthat That AJCs

dlows the subject of the resulting verb ta : y ‘di€’ to be controlled by either the subject

or the object of the matrix verb.

Muansuwan argues further that the resulting verb in an Adjoining Congtruction
behaves the same way as the complement(s) or inherent argument(s) of the matrix verb in
that the resulting verb cannot be separated from the matrix verb and its argument(s) by an
adverb. Besides, the resulting verbs must denote results typically associated with the
events encoded by the matrix verbs. Muansuwan uses Head- Driven Phrase Structure
Grammar (HPSG) asthe theoretica basis for this andlysis. She proposes to add an
extended argument to the ARG- ST ligt, which is the non-semantic argument that behaves
like complements, since she concludes that the resulting verb phrasesin Thal AJCs are
not semantic arguments of the matrix verbs. And she posits the hierarchy of the class of
adjoining verbs, which are verbs that can occur as the matrix verb in AJCs, to have two
subtypes: ordinary adjoining-verbs and object-sharing adjoining-verbs. Every adjoining
verb shares a subject with resultative, which is a property inherited by both of its

subtypes. So ordinary adjoining- verbs work just as adjoining verbs, while object-sharing
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adjoining-verbs are adjoining verbs that additionaly share their object with the resulting

verb.

In sum, Thepkanjana (1986), Wilawan (1993), and Muansuwan (2002) have a
different way of dividing types of SVCsin Tha. Thepkanjana has a very broad definition
of SVCsin Thal, so her datainclude awide range of congtructions. Some of them such as
passives and complements of modality verbs are not SVCsas | have discussed above. For
Wilawan, she dividesthe SVCsin Thai based on the syntactic properties of the verbsin
series, whether they are intrangtive or trangtive verbs. These kinds of criteria do not
cover dl SVCsin Tha such as causative seridization in which the second verb can be
dther intrangtive or unaccusative. She dso clams that some of the congtructions that
people consder as SV Cs can be analyzed as conventiond infinitival complement
sructures. For Muansuwan, only two types of SVCs, Directiona SVCsand Adjoining
congtruction in sequentid SVCs, are studiesin her dissertation. Unlike Thepkanjana,
Muansuwan does not treat Aspectud congtruction in SV Cs as a seria verb congtruction.
She congders dl verbs that appear after VP as post-V P aspect morphemes, which mark
aspect in Thai.

In the next section, | propose to divide the SVCsin Tha into eight types with

respect to the redtriction of the limited set of verbs that occur in the series.
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2.3 Typesof SVCsin Thai
According to the redtriction of the limited set of verbs that occur in the series, |

propose to divide the SVCsin Thai into eight types, asfollows:

231 Motion SVCs
There are two types of the motion SV Cs regarding to the set of verbs that occur in

the sequence: motion — deictic SVCs and motion — directional SVCs.

2.3.1.1 Motion — deictic SVCs

The set of thefirgt verb in the motion- deictic SVCsislimited to the manner-of-
motion verbs such asdyn ‘wak’, wip ‘run’, khaprod ‘drive, and the set of its second
verbislimited to the dectic verbs ma ; ‘come and pay ‘go’, asillugtrated in (58) —

(59). Thedeictic verb ma : ‘come shows the direction towards the speaker’ s viewpoint,

and pay ‘go’ shows the direction away from the spesker’ s viewpoint.

(58) ka:nda: wip ma:
Kanda run come

‘Kandaruns/ ran towards the speaker.’

(59) ka:nda: d¥n pay
Kanda walk go

‘Kandawalks / walked away from the speaker.’
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The motion-deictic SV Cs can be added more verb in the series. When the find

verb denotes an intentiond action suchaskho : 2 ‘knock’ in(60) and rd:pple:p

‘ang’ in (61), the sentences have the semantic ambiguity. They can be interpreted either

as the overlapping tempord interpretation (meaning (i)) or as the purposive interpretetion

(meaning (ii)).
(60) ka:nda: win ma: khd:? pratu:
Kanda run come knock door

(1) “While Kanda was running towards the speaker, she knocked on the door.’
(overlapping)
(i1) ‘Kandaruns/ ran towards the speaker to knock the door.” (purposive)
(61) ka:nda: d¥n pay rd:gple:q

Kanda walk Qo sng
(1) “While Kanda was waking away from the speaker, she sang.” (overlapping)

(i) ‘Kandawaks / waked away from the spesker to sing (purposive).’

On the other hand, when the find verb does not denote the intentiond action such

ascy: ‘find in(62), the sentence has only one semantic interpretation, which isthe

overlapping tempord interpretation. | will discuss the semantic interpretation of Thal

SVCsin detail in chapter 4.
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(62) ka:nda: dy¥n ma: cY: chan

Kanda wak come find I

‘While Kanda was walking towards the spegker, she found me.’ (overlapping)

2.3.1.2 Motion —directional SVCs

The st of the first verb in the motion — directiond serialization islimited to the
manner-of-motion verb; but the set of the second verb in sequence belongsto the
directiond verb asin (63). Thiskind of seridization is the same as Thepkanjana (1986)
and Muansuwan (2002)'s Directional serid verb congruction. According to Muansuwan,

there can be five directiona verbs follow the motion verb asin (64).

(63) ka:nda: d¥n khaw ro:prian pay

Kanda walk enter school Qo

‘Kanda entered the school, walking away from the spesker.’
(64) ka:nda: win trop yoin khd:m sapha:n ?o:k pay

Kanda run godraight reverse cross bridge exit go

‘Kandaran straight back, crossing the bridge, out away from the speaker.’

Like the motion-deictic SVCs, when thefind verb that denotes the intentiond
actionsuchaskhd : 2 ‘knock’ in (65) and rs:pple:p ‘sng in(66) occursinthe

motion- deictic SV Cs, the sentences have the semantic ambiguity. They can be
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interpreted ether as the overlgpping tempord interpretation (meaning (i)) or asthe

purposive interpretation (meaning (ii)).

(65)ka:nda: dyn ?2o0:k pay khd: ¢ pratu:

Kanda wak  exit go knock door

() *While Kanda was waking out away from the speaker, she knocked on the door.’

(overlapping)
(i) ‘Kandawaks/ waked out away from the speaker to knock the door.” (purposive)

(66) ka:nda: dyn <?o:k pay rd:pgple:n

Kanda wak  exit go sing
(1) “While Kanda was waking out away from the speaker, she sang.” (overlapping)

(i) ‘Kandawaks/ waked out away from the speaker to Sing.” (purposive)

On the other hand, when the find verb does not denote the intentiona action such

ascy: ‘find in(67), the sentence has only one semantic interpretation, which isthe

overlapping tempord interpretation.

(67)ka:nda: dyn 2o0:k pay cY: chan

Kanda wak  exit go find I

‘While Kanda was walking out away from the speaker, she found me.” (overlapping)
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2.3.2 PostureSVCs
The st of firg verb in the posture SV Csis the postura verb, and the second verb

in the series can be any verb, which | would like to cal them as the verbsin the open

class, asin (68) and (69).

(68) ka:nda: yi:in khd: ¢ pratu:

Kanda stand knock door

‘Kanda knocked the door while standing.’
(69) ka:nda: nan rd:gple:n

Kanda St sng

‘Kanda sang while gtting.’

Even though the find verb denotes the intentiona action such askhs : 2 ‘knock’
in(68) andrd:pple:p ‘sng in(69), it doesnot have the purposive interpretation. It

has only one semantic interpretation, which is the smultaneous interpretation. The
postura verb indicates the action of the body in a particular position while the agent
carries out an action. The ungrammatical sentence in (70) shows that the posture SVCs

cannot have the purposive verb phrase.
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(70) * ka:nda: yi:in thip chanwa:pkhd:q bonsud

Kanda stand reach shelf top

(Intended meaning: Kanda stood in order to reach the top shelf.’)

2.3.3 Take-SVCs

Thefirg verb in the series of the Take-SVCsistheverb 2aw ‘take and the

second verb belongs to the open class verb, which is usudly an activity verb. It has two
semantic interpretations, elther the sequentid interpretation, which isthe interpretation
that al eventsin the sentence happened in sequences, the first event is terminated before
the second verb happened, or the purposive interpretation, which the second event isthe
purpose of the first event. The examples of the Take- SVCs areillustrated in (71) and

(72).

(7)) ka:nda: 2aw mi:t han kay
Kanda take knife cut chicken

(i) ‘Kandatook the knife (and) cut the chicken.” (sequentid)

(i) ‘Kandatakes/ took the knife to cut the chicken.” (purposive)

(72) ka:nda: 2aw phéa: say takra:
Kanda take cloth put basket

(i) ‘Kandatook the cloth (and) put (it) into the basket.” (sequentia)

(i) ‘Kandatakes/ took the cloth to put (it) into the basket.” (purposive)

a7



A verb Paw ‘take’ cannot occur without the second verb asin (73).

(73)a* ka:nda: 2aw mi:t
Kanda take knife
‘Kandatook aknife’
b.* ka:nda: aw phé:
Kanda take cloth

‘Kandatook acloth.’

It can be amain verb only when it has a specific meaning asin (74).

(74 ka:nda: ca ?aw napsi: l[ém ni: phripgni:

Kanda will  take book CL this tomorrow

‘Kandawill need this book tomorrow.’

2.34 Use-SVCs

Thefirst verb in series of the Use-SVCsistheverb chay ‘use and the second

verb belongs to the open class verb, which is usudly an activity verb. It has only one
semantic interpretation, which is the sequentiad interpretation. The example of the Use-

SVCsisillugrated in (75).
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(75) ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay

Kanda use knife cut chicken

‘Kanda cut the chicken with the knife’

When the Use- SV Cs is added more verb phrase, which isthe verb that denotes the

intentional action asin (76), it has ether the sequentia or purposve interpretation.

(76) ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay hdy nd:p

Kanda use knife cut chicken give gder
(i) ‘Kanda cut the chicken with the knife (and) gave (it) to her sgter.” (sequentid)

(i) *Kanda cuts/ cut the chicken with the knife to give (it) to her sgter.” (purposive)

Likeaverb Paw ‘take’, averb chay ‘use’ cannot occur without the second verb

asin (77), except when it has the specific meaning of ‘carry’, asin (78).

(77) * ka:nda: chay mi:t
Kanda use knife
‘Kanda used a knife’
(78) ka:nda: chay krapaw bay may
Kanda use bag CL new

‘Kanda carried anew bag.’
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The differences between the Take-SV Cs and the Use-SVCs

At thefirgt glance, it seemsthat the verb 2aw ‘take’ and the verb chay ‘use can

occur interchangegbly, asin (79).

(79) a ka:nda: 2aw mi:t han kay

Kanda take knife cut chicken

‘Kandatook the knife to cut the chicken.’

b.ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay
Kanda use knife cut chicken
‘Kanda cut the chicken with aknife.’

However, there are some contexts that the verb 2aw ‘take can occur, but the verb

chay ‘use cannot asin (80).

(80) a ka:nda: 2aw phéa: say takra:

Kanda take cloth put basket

‘Kanda put the cloth into the basket.’
b.* ka:nda: chay phé: say takra:

Kanda use cloth put basket
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If we want to usethe verb chdy ‘use instead of the verb 2aw ‘take inthe

context of (80), we need to reverse the order of the arguments asin (81).

(81) ka:nda: chay takra: say phé:

Kanda use basket put cloth

‘Kanda used a basket for containing cloth.’

The NP object of theverb chay ‘use’ must function as an ingrument in the event
denoted by the second verb, herethe verb say ‘put’.
Onemight arguethat takra : say pha: ‘abasket contaning coth’ in (81) isan

NP snce it can occur in the subject position asin (82).

(82) takra: say phéa: 2U: bon t6¢
basket put cloth is on table

‘A basket containing cloth ison the table.’

If takra: say pha: ‘abasket containing cloth’ in (81) is considered as an NP, this

sentence will be ungrammatica since it lacks a meaning of the purpose of using a basket.

This sentence will be grammaticd if wefill in another predicate asin (83).
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(83)ka:nda: chdy takrd: say phd: say phonlamay

Kanda use basket put  cloth put  fruit

‘Kanda used a basket for containing cloth for putting fruitsin.’

Given the above examples, averb Paw ‘take’ selects elther an instrument object

(794) or atheme object (80a) whileaverb chay ‘use drictly sdects only an instrument

object (79b and 81). The Use-SV Cs then have more pure property of instrumental

sidization than the Take-SVCs.

235 OpenclassSVCs
There are two verbs in series in the Open class SV Cs. Both of them can be any
verb in the open class, asin (84). They have two semantic interpretations, which are the

sequentia and purposive interpretations.

(84) ka:nda: hup kha:w kin

Kanda cook rice eat
(i) *Kanda cooked rice (and) ate (it).” (sequentia)

(i) *Kanda cooks/ cooked rice to eat.” (purposive)

Thereis one restriction for these two verbs, which is nether of them can bea

detive verb as the ungrammatical sentencesin (85) — (87).
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(85) * ka:nda: khit ri:y rian klimcay
Kanda think issue study be upset
(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda thought about her study and she was upset about it.’)
(86) * ka:nda: chi: ri:y phi: bo:k nd:n
Kanda believe issue ghogt tell Sder
(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda believed in ghost and she told her sster about her belief.”)
(87)* ka:nda: chand? ka:nkhe:pkhdn dicay
Kanda win race be glad

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda won the race and she was glad about it.")

2.3.6 Give-SVCs

There aretwo verbs in seriesin the Give-SVCs. The firg verb is limited to averb

hay ‘give, and the second verb belongs to the open class verb, as the second part of the

Open classSVCin (88), which is‘give siter read’.

(88) ka:nda: SE nansi: hdy nd:qp ?a:n

Kanda buy book give  Sder read

‘Kanda bought a book (and) gave (it) to her Sster to read.’

The Give-SV C has only the purposive interpretation. The second verb 24 : n ‘read’

denotes the purpose of the first verb hay ‘give.
53



hay ‘give hastwo occurrencesin Thai sentences. Firgt, it occursinasmple

sentence asin (89).

(89) ka:nda: hday kha?nom jum
Kanda give sweet Jum
‘Kanda gave Jum the swesets.’

Second, it occurs in acomplex sentence asin (90).

(90) a. ka:nda: hdy jum ?a:n nansi:

Kanda give Jum read book

‘Kandalet Jum read a book.’

b.ka:nda: bo:k hay jum ?a:n nansi:
Kanda tell give Jum read book
‘Kandatold Jum to read a book.’
c.ka:nda: si: nansi: hdy  jum
Kanda buy book give Jum

‘Kanda bought a book and gave it to Jum.’

Pingkarawat (1989) proposesthat hay ‘give in (90) a and b. isacontrol verb,

which assigns control of the embedded subject to itsindirect object. For hay ‘give in
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(89), Rungkupan (1997) proposes that it is averb of possession transfer. She dso
proposesthat hay ‘give in (90c) isabendficiary marker. | will discussonly hay ‘give
in (89) and (90c), which relate to the SVCsin Thal.

Rungkupan shows that hay in (89) is an achievement verb, which hasthe

semantic representation of the verb of possession transfer while hay in (90c) hasthe

semantic representation of beneficiary marker. And both of them co-occur with animate

subject only.

1) h&y asaverb of possession transfer.

Asaverb of possession transfer, hay isfollowed by two arguments, atheme

followed by arecipient, asin (91a). This order is fixed, and the other way around is

ungrammaticd, asin (91b).

(9) anuan hay kha?ndm jum
Nuan  give Sweet Jum
‘Nuan gave Jum the sweets.’

b.*nuan hdy jum kha®?ndm

Nuan  give Jum Sweet
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Asfor the subject, hay requires an animate subject. A sentence with an inanimate

subject is not acceptable, asin (92).

,

(92)* fon  hay na:m raw

ran  give water us

(Intended meaning: Rain gives us water.)

We cannot use sentence (92) to express fon ‘rain’ as having a semantic role of possessor

who has intent to transfer the possession of na : m ‘water’ to the receiver raw ‘us.

Base on the framework of Role and Reference Grammar (Van Vain 1993; Van

Vdin and LaPolla 1997), Rungkupan gives the semantic representation of hay in (93) as

follows

(93) [do’ (X, @) CAUSE INGR have (y,2)]

Thelogica gtructurein (93) isthe semantic representation of the verb of the possession

transfer hay ‘give, which is an achievement verb, represented by the modifier INGR.

The x argument is a participant who transfers the possession to the other participarnt,

represented by the y argument, and the z argument is an object of transfer. As a causative
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achievement verb, hay involves an unspecified action causing another state of affairs,

namely, an achievement.

2) hay asabendficiary marker

As abendficiary marker, hay expresses two kinds of beneficiaries, namely,

deputative beneficiaries and recipient. According to Van Vdin and LaPolla (1997), a
deputative beneficiary is the participant who receives benefit from the action without
doing action. The example of the deputative beneficiary isin (94). The recipient that is
marked by hay can be divided into two kinds: intermediate recipient, which refersto a
participant that has a semantic role, asagod asin (95) and ultimate recipient, which

refers to arecipient to whom the possession is transferred, asin (96).

(949 nuan sdk pha hay 14:k  sa?my: 1la:k  1v:y
Nuan wash coth give kid dways kid thus
sak ?ep may pen

wash  odf NEG able
‘Nuan aways washes clothes for her kids, thus her kid does not know how to wash

clothes her/himsdlf.’
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(95)nuan yip napsi: Kkhd:p 15:n hdy jum phrd:
Nuan  grab book POSS 3rdF give Jum  because

jum Kkho: du:

Jum &K look

‘Nuan grabbed her book and gave it to Jum because Jum asked to seeit.’

,

(96) nuan si: khé:k chin néan hay 1G:k  phrd:

Nuan  buy cake CL that give kid because

kid want edt

‘Nuan bought that cake for her kid because her kid wanted to est it.’

Like the verb of the possession transfer hay in (89), hay, asabeneficiary, occurs

only in a clause with the animate subject. The sentence that has hay occursin aclause

with the inanimate subject is unacceptable asin (97).

(97)* de:d SToRgY hdy raw

sunlight shine gve us

(Intended meaning: the sunlight shinesfor us)
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Note also that h4y, as abeneficiary marker, cannot be followed by an inanimate

argument, as shown in (98).

(98)a.* nuan tha:si: hay ba:n

Nuan paint give house
(Intended meaning: Nuan painted for her house.)
b.*nuan rd:pple:n hay kha:msanuksana:n

Nuan sngasong give fun

(Intended meaning: Nuan sang a song for fun.)

Moreover, the beneficiary marker hay does not occur with state verbs or

achievement verbs asin (99) and (100) respectively.

v

(99) * nuan di:cay hay jum
Nuan  beglad give Jum
(Intended meaning: Nuan was glad for Jum.)
(100) * nuan  c¥: krapaw thi ha:y pay hay jum
Nuan find purse that belot go give Jum

(Intended meaning: Nuan found the logt purse for Jum.)
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Given the unacceptable sentencesin (99) and (100), abeneficiary marked by ha : y may
co-occur only with an activity or accomplishment verb.

To sum up, Rungupan showsthat h& : y in (89) isaverb of possession transfer
and hd :y in (90c) is abeneficiary maker. Even though Rungkupan cdls h& : y in (90c)
as amarker, she shows that it has the same propertiesasaverb ha : y in (89), whichiis,
ha 1y in(90c) only occurs with animate subjects. So, ha : y in (90c) isaso averb.

Another piece of evidence showing that ha& : y in (90c) isaverb rather than a

preposition is that it does not have a property of preposition, but does have a property of
verb. The do so test istraditionaly considered a VP congtituent test. The anaphoric VP

do so replaces al of the congtituents of a verb phrase and only those, as shown in (101).

(101) a Mary ate pizzayesterday and I'll do so today.

b.* Mary ae pizzayesterday and I'll do so hamburger today.

A sentence (101b) is ungrammatical because do so does not include al congtituents of its
antecedent VP, but leaves out the object NP pizza in the antecedent and replacesit with

hamburger.

Muansuwan (2002) aso use the anaphoric VP tham ?a :p diawkan ‘do the

same' to test the condtituent structures of some of the Thal verb complexes. The

anaphoric VP tham ?a :p diawkan ‘do the same issimilar to the English anaphoric
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VP do so, and it can replace dl of the condtituents of averb phrasein Tha as shownin

(102).

(102) a. ka:nda: si: nansi: mi:wa:nni: 1£°2 suri:
Kanda buy book yesterday and Suri

ca? tham ?a:pdiawkan wanni :

FUT do the same today

‘Kanda bought a book yesterday and Suri will do so today.’

b.* ka:nda: SES nansi: mi:wa:nni: 1€2 suri:
Kanda buy book yesterday and Suri
ca? tham ?a:p diawkan pa:kka: wanni :
FUT do the same pen today

A sentence (102b) is ungrammatica because the anaphoric VP tham ?a :p diawkan

‘do the same' does not include al condtituents of its antecedent VP, but leaves out the

object NPnaps# : ‘book’ in the antecedent and replacesit with pa : kka : ‘pen’.
Asindicated, the angphoric VP t ham ?a :p diawkan ‘dothe same replacesal

of the congtituents of a verb phrase, when there is a prepositiond phrase in the sentence,

the prepositiona phrase can be left out, asin (103). In contrast, the anaphoric VP t ham
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?a:p diawkan ‘dothesame cannot replace the prepositiona phrase, asthe

ungrammeatical sentencein (104).

(103) ka:nda: SE nansi: thi: roo:grian 1£¢
Kanda buy book at school and

suri: tham ?a:pdiawkan thi: roo:prian

Suri do the same a school

‘Kanda bought abook at school and Suri did so at school .’

(104) * ka:nda: Si: nansi: thi: roo:grian 1£2
Kanda buy book a school and

suri: SES nansi: tham ?a:y diawkan

Suri buy book do the same

(Intended meaning: Kanda bought a book at school and Suri bought a book at the same

place’)

In (103) the anaphoric VP tham ?a :n diawkan ‘dothe same’ replaces adl verb phrase
si: ndps#: ‘buy book’ and leavesout the prepositiond phrase thi: roo:prian‘a
school’. This sentenceis perfectly fing, showing that s : ndps# : ‘buy book’ isthe

verb phrase. In contrast, the prepositional phrasein (104) cannot be replaced by the

anaphoric VP tham ?a:p diawkan ‘do the same . So, only the verb phrase, not the
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prepositiona phrase, can be replaced by the angphoric VP tham ?a :p diawkan ‘do

the same'.

For the Give-SV Cs, the anaphoric VP t ham ?a :p diawkan ‘dothesame can
replaces the phrase hay jum ‘give Jun', asin (105), and the sentence is good showing

that the phrase hay jum ‘give Jum' isthe verb phrase, not the prepositiona phrase.

(105). ka:nda: SE nansi: hay  jum 1é?2 suri:
Kanda buy book give Jum and Suri

SE pa:kka: tham ?a:ndiawkan

buy pen do the same

‘Kanda bought a book and gave it to Jum and Suri bought a pen and did the same.’

Giventhedo so test, hay in (90c) isaverb, not a preposition.

The examples of the hay ‘give seridization areillustrated in (106) and (107).

(106) ka:nda: SE nansi: hay nd:y ?a:n

Kanda buy book give Sser read

‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to her sster to read (it).’
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(107) ka:nda: keép ?a:ha:n hay chan

Kanda keep food give I

‘Kanda kept food for me.’

2.3.7 CausativeSVCs

There are two verbsin sriesin the Causative SVCs. Thefirst verb isrestricted to

theverb t ham ‘make . For the second verb, it belongs to the intrangtive verb in the open

class, asin (108), not the trangitive verb, as the ungrammatica sentence in (109).

(108) a. ka:nda: tham dek rd:pha:y

Kanda make child cry

‘Kanda made the child cry.’

b.ka:nda: tham KE:w te:k
Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass break.’
(109) * ka:nda: tham dek ?a:n nansi:
Kanda make child read book

(Intended meaning: Kanda made the child read abook.)



The Causative SV C has only one semantic interpretation, which isthe causative

interpretation. The verb t ham ‘make has the causative meaning, making the agent to be

a causer that made the theme changes date.

2.3.8 Resultative SVCs

The Resultative SV Cs are composed of two verbsin series. Both verbs belong to
the open class verbsin which the second verb is aso the result verb, asin (110) — (112).
The object of thefirst verb can be the subject of the result verb asin (110) and the subject
of the first verb can be the subject of the result verb asin (111). Furthermore, in (112),

either the subject or the object of the first verb can be the subject of the result verb.

(110) ka:nda: pluk wi:ra 16m
Kanda push Vira fdl

‘Kanda pushed Vira (so) Virafel down.

(111) ka:nda: kin kKha:w ?21im
Kanda est rice be full

“Kanda aerice until she wasfull’

(112) ka:nda: khi: ma : ni:y
Kanda ride horse betired

() *Kandarode the horse (as the result) she got tired.

(i) *Kandarode the horse (as the result) the horse got tired.’
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The Reaultative SV Cs have only one semantic interpretation, which is the result
interpretation. The second verb shows the result state of the agents or themes after the
action of thefirst verb.

In sum, there are eight types of the SV Csin Tha with respect to the restriction of
the verb groups that occur in the series. One of the verbsin the seriesin each type of Thai
SV Cs except the Open class SV Cs and the Resultative SV Cs appear to be restricted to a
limited set of verbs, while the other is more open. For example, the first verb of the
motion SVCsisredtricted to the set of the manner-of-motion verb while the second verb
can be the other verb. So, the open class verb here means the verb in generd. 1t is not

limited to the specific verb. All eight types of the SVCsin Tha isshown in table 1.

Table 1.: Eight types of SVCsin Thai

Typesof serialization Classof verb

1. Motion SVCs Manner-of-motion verb + deictic/directiona
verb

2. Posture SVCs Postural verb + open classverb

3. Take-SVCs Take + open class verb

4.Use-SVCs Use + open class verb

5. Open class SVCs Open class verb + open class verb

6. Give-SVCs Give + open class verb

7. Causative SVCs Make + open class verb

8. Reaultative SVCs Open class verb + open class verb (result)
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2.4.Conclusion

This chapter reviews the previous literature that sudiesthe SVCsin Thai. |
propose to divide the type of Thai SV Cs with respect to the restriction of the class of verb
that can occur in the SVC. According to the restriction on the class of the two verbs (or
VPs) in the series, there are eight types of the SVCsin Thai, which are Motion SVCs,
Posture SV Cs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, Open class SVCs, Give-SVCs, Causative SVCs,

and Reaultative SV Cs.
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CHAPTER 3
The Syntactic Structure of the SVCsin Thai

3.1 Introduction

It is proposed in the last chapter that there are eight types of the SVCs in Tha with
respect to the limited set of verbs that occurs in the verb series, which are Motion SVCs,
Posture SVCs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, Open class SVCs, Give-SVCs, Causative SVCs,
and Reaultative SVCs. In the previous literature, Tha Linguigts andyze the SVCs in Tha
in different ways.

Thepkanjana (1986) sudies five types of Tha SVCs, which are Motion-Directiond
SVCs, Posture SVCs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, and Reaultative SVCs. She claims that the
whole verb phrase gring of the SVCs in Tha is ‘complex predicat€. The semantic
interpretation is not merely the sum of the meanings of dl the parts, but the meaning of
the verb phrase asawhole.

Wilawan (1993) proposes that the SVCsin Thai can be analyzed as a complement
sructure. She analyzes the part of the sentence headed by the second verb asa
subordinate congtruction. She shows that the first verb in the series occurs with the
specific verb and the order of the verbs in the series cannot be reversed, showing that the
first verb specificaly selects the second verb as its complement.

Muansuwan (2002) studies two types of the SVCsin Thai, which are motion
directionad SVCs (Muansuwan cdlsit as Directional SVCs) and Resultative SVCs
(Muansuwan cdlsit as Adjoining construction in sequentid SV Cs). She proposes that

verbsin motion-directional SV Csform arecursve VP-over-V P sructure with an
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extended complement Structure. For Resultative SV Cs, Muansuwan proposes that the
resulting verb phrases behave like a syntactic complement even though it is not an
inherent argument of the matrix verb since it cannot be separated from the matrix verbs
by an adverb. Besides, the resulting verb phrases are not semantic arguments of the
matrix verbs, which she cals the adjoining verb. She damsthat Resultative SVCsin
Thai dlows the subject of the resulting verb to be controlled by either the subject or the
object of the adjoining verb. Also, the adjoining verb shares a subject with its resulting

VP.

In this chapter, | sudy the syntactic structure of al eight types of the SVCs in Tha. It
addresses two key syntectic questions:
() What is the mode of combination of the verbs of VPs in Tha SVCs
coordination or subordination?
(i)  What are the mechanisms of argument sharing in Thal SVC?
This chapter is organized asfollows:

In section 2, | contrast the SVCs structures with the coordinate structures. | show
that they are different with respect to the negation and coordinate dructure congraint
agued in Ross (1976). All eght types of the SVCs in Tha have the subordination
structure.

In section 3, | discuss the argument sharing between verbs in the series. Firg, |
review the four mechaniams for argument shaing in the literature. They are functiond
control, anaphoric control, thematic control, and predicate compostion or one

grammatical function domain dructure. | show findly that dl the SVCs in Tha have two
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kinds of agument sharing mechanisms which ae functiond control and themdtic
control.

In section 4, | conclude the finding in this chapter.

3.2 SVCscontrast with coordinate structures
The coordinate Structure is composed of two VPs conjoining with the conjunction.

The example of the coordinate sentence in Thai isin (1), and its Structure is shown in (2).

(1).ka:nda: pay ro:pgrian 1é° SEN nansi:

Kanda go school and buy book

‘Kanda went to school and bought a book.’

2 S
NP VP
ka:nda: VP Conj VP
‘Kanda /\
\Y NP \Y NP
pay ro:prian 1é? si: nansi:
‘go’ ‘school’ ‘and ‘buy’ ‘book’

70



In the coordinate sentence (1), the VPs pay ro:prian ‘go school’ and s%:

nans#: ‘buy book’ are conjoined with the conjunction 12 ‘and’. On the other hand,

the subordinate dructure is composed of the matrix verb as a head and a VP as its

complement. The example of the subordinate sentence is in (3) and its Sructure is shown

in (4).

(3 ka:nda: Kkhit wa: ca? pay ro:grian

Kanda think that FUT go school

‘Kandathinks that she will go to schooal.’

NP VP
ka:nda: \ VP
‘Kanda /l\
khit wa: ™™ Vv NP
‘think that’
ca? pay ro:grian
‘will ‘go’ ‘school
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In the subordinate sentence (3), the second VP ca? pay ro:prian ‘will go

school’ isthe complement of the matrix verb khit wa : ‘think that'.

The SVCsin Tha have the different structures from the coordinated structures.
Their sructures are rather smilar to the subordinate structure. The evidence comes from

the digtribution of the negative morpheme in the SV Cs sentences.

3.2.1 Thedigribution of the negative morpheme

In the coordinated sentence, the negative item may occursin front of either verb,

asin (5) and (6).

(5)ka:nda: may pay ro:grian 16?2 may si: nansi:
Kanda NEG go school and NEG  buy book
‘Kandadid not go to school and did not buy a book.’
(6)aka:nda: may pay ro:grian 1é?2 si: nansi:
Kanda NEG go school and  buy book
‘Kandadid not go to school and bought a book.’
b.ka:nda: pay ro:prian 1é?2 miy si: nansi:
Kanda go school and NEG buy book

‘Kanda went to school and did not buy a book.’
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In contrast, in SVCs, the negativeitem may occurs only in front of the first verb,

asin (7).
(7)aka:nda: may dy¥n pay si: nansi:
Kanda NEG  wak go buy book

(1) ‘It is not the case that while Kanda was walking away from the spesker, she bought a
book.” (overlapping)

(i) ‘It is not the case that Kanda walked away from the speaker to buy a book.’

(purposive)
b.*ka:nda: dyn may pay si: nansi:
Kanda walk NEG go buy book
c.*ka:nda: dyn pay may si: nansi:

Kanda wak  go NEG buy book

In (7a), the negetive item may occursin front of the first verb and takes a wide scope
the whole sentence, both in the overlapping tempord interpretation in (a) and the
purposive interpretation in (b). The negative item may cannot occur in front of the other

verbs as the ungrammatica sentences (7b) and (7¢). All eight types of Thai SV Cs, except
Resultative SV Cs, share this property. The contrast examples between each type of SVCs

(8 and the coordinate congtruction (b) are illustrated below:
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(8) a. Motion - deictic SVCs

ka:nda: méay dy¥n pay rd:gple:q
Kanda NEG  wak go sng
(i) ‘It is not the case that while Kanda was walking away from the speaker, she sang.’

(overlapping)
(i) ‘1t is not the case that Kanda walked away from the spesker to Sing.” (purposive)

*ka:nda: dyn may pay rd:pple:q
Kanda walk NEG go sng
(8) b._coordination:
ka:nda: (mdy) d¥n 1é° (may) pay rd:gple:q
Kanda (NEG) wak and (NEG) go sng

‘Kandadid (not) walk and did (not) go away from the spesker to sing.’

(9) a.Moation —directiond SVCs

ka:nda: mdy dyn khaw ro:grian pay

Kanda NEG wak enter school go
(1) ‘It is not the case that while Kanda was walking away from the spesaker, she enter the
school.” (overlgpping)

(i) ‘1t is not the case that Kanda walked away from the speaker to enter the schoal.’

(purposive)
*ka:nda: dyn mdy khaw ro:grian pay
Kanda walk NEG enter school Qo
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(9) b. coordination:
ka:nda: (mdy) dyn 1é? (mdy) Kkhadw ro:grian pay

Kanda (NEG) wadk and (NEG) enter  school go

‘Kandadid (not) walk and did (not) enter the school, away from the speaker.’

(10) a Posture SVCs
ka:nda: may yiin rd:gple:n
Kanda NEG  dsand sng
‘Kanda did not stand while singing.’
*ka:nda: yi:n may rd:gple:n
Kanda sand NEG sng
(20) b. coordination:
ka:nda: (may) yi:n 1é2 (mly) rd:gple:n
Kanda (NEG) gdgand and (NEG) sng

‘Kandadid (not) stand and did (not) sing.’

(11) a Take-SVCs
ka:nda: mdy 2aw mi:t han kay
Kanda NEG take knife cut chicken

(i) ‘It isnot the case that Kanda took the knife (and) cut the chicken.” (sequentid)

(i) ‘It is not the case that Kanda took the knife to cut the chicken.” (purposive)

75



*ka:nda: 2aw mi:t mdy han kay
Kanda take knife NEG cut chicken
(11) b. coordination:
ka:nda: (mdy) Q2aw mi:t 162 (mdy) han kay
Kanda (NEG) take knife and (NEG) cut chicken

‘Kandadid (not) take the knife and did (not) cut the chicken.’

(12) a Use-SVCs

ka:nda: mady chay mi:t han kay

Kanda NEG use knife cut chicken

‘Kandadid not cut the chicken.” (sequentiad)

*ka:nda: chay mi:t midy han kay
Kanda use knife NEG cut chicken

(12) b. coordination:

ka:nda: (mdy) <chdy mi:t han kay 162 (may)

Kanda (NEG) use knife cut chicken and (NEG)
chéy kankray tat krada:d
use SCiSOrs cut paper

‘Kandadid (not) cut the chicken with the knife and did (not) cut a paper with scissors!’
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(13) a. Open class SVCs

ka:nda: mdy  hup kha:w kin
Kanda NEG  cook rice edt
(i) ‘Kandadid not cook rice (and did not) et (it).” (sequential)
(il) ‘“Kanda does/ did not cook rice to et (it).” (purposive)
*ka:nda: hup kha:w midy Kkin
Kanda cook rice NEG et
(13) b. coordination:
ka:nda: (mdy) hup khd:w 1é? (mdy) kin (man)
Kanda (NEG)  cook rice and (NEG) ea it

‘Kandadid (not) cook rice and did (not) ezt (it).’

(14) a. Give-SVCs

ka:nda: mAy si: ndpsi: hidy nd:p

Kanda NEG buy book give Sder

() *Kandadid not buy abook (and did not) give (it) to her sister.” (sequentia)
(i) ‘Kanda does/ did not buy abook to give (it) to her Sster.” (purposive)

*ka:nda: si: ndpsi: mdy hdy nd:p

Kanda buy  book NEG give Sster
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(14) b. coordination:

ka:nda: (mdy) si: ndpsi: 1é? (mady) hdy (man ke:) nd:p

Kanda (NEG) buy  book and (NEG) give (itto) Sder

‘Kandadid (not) buy abook and did (not) give (it to her) sster.’

All sentencesin (8) are SVCs. The negative item may occurs only before the first

verb and take scope over the whole sentence. In contrast, the negative item can occur
before each verb in the coordinate sentencesin (b).

For the Causative SVCs, there is no coordinated structure pardlé to the SVC

structure. However, the negative item may just occurs before the first verb and it takes

scope over both verbsin series asin (154). The negative item may cannot occur before

both verbs in series as an ungrammetical sentence in (15b).

Causative SVCs

(15)a ka:nda: mdy tham Kké:w te:k
Kanda NEG make  glass break

‘Kanda did not make the glass break.’

b.*ka:nda: mdy tham k&é:w miy te:k

Kanda NEG make glass NEG  bresk
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The Reaultative SV C is only the one thet the negative item can appear in front of

ether thefirgt or the second verb, as Muansuwan (2001) gives the following examples.

(16) anikorn may kin khd:w 2im
Nikorn NEG edt rice be full
‘Nikorn did not et rice (and) was not full.’

b.nikorn kin khé:w midy ?im

Nikorn edt rice NEG befull

‘Nikorn ate rice but he was not full.’

However, the negative item cannot appear in front of both verbsin the Resultative

SVC a the sametime, asin (17d), which contrasts with the coordinate congruction, asin

(17D).

(17Ya*ka:nda: méy kin kha:w mdy 2im
Kanda NEG edt rice NEG  befull
(Intended meaning: ‘Kanda did not et rice (and) was not full.”)

b.ka:nda: may kin khé:w 1é°¢ thy: may

?1im

Kanda NEG et rice and she NEG befull

‘Kanda did not eat rice and she was not full .’
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The Reaultative SV C therefore does not have the same construction with the coordinate

construction.

In sum, the SVCs are different from the coordinated structures in that the negative
item may can appear in front of each verb or ether on the first or second verbs in the
coordinated structure, and it takes the narrow scope over only the verb that immediady

precedes it. In SVCs, it appears only in front of the firs verb (except the Resultative

SVCs).

3.2.2 Coordinate Structure Constraint

Another syntactic dructure showing that the SVCs have the different Structures
from the coordinate Sructures is the extraction. According to the Coordinate Structure
Congraint argued in Ross (1967), extraction is not possble out of the coordinate

dructures. Thisisillustrated for Tha sentencesin (18).

Coordination:
(18)aka:nda: dyn 1é2? pay si: nansi:
Kanda wadk and go buy book

‘Kanda walked and went to buy abook.’
b.*nansi:i,ka:nda: dyn 1é? ©pay si: i

book Kanda wak and go buy



c.*1é2 pay si: nansi:,ka:nda: dyn i

and go buy book Kanda walk

In contrast, the SVCs dlow extraction. Either the object in each verb phrase or
even the whole verb phrase in Thai SVCs, except the Posture SVCs, the Use-SVCs, and
the Causative SCVs, can have topicdization. Here are the examples of the topicdization

infivetypesof Tha SVCs.

Motion-deictic SVCs
(199aka:nda: dyn pay sSi: nansi:
Kanda wak go buy book

(i) “While Kanda was waking away from the speaker, she bought abook.” (overlapping)
(i) ‘Kandawaks/ waked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

’

b.nansi:;, ka:nda: dyn pay SEN i

book Kanda walk  go buy
(i) *As for the book, while Kanda was walking away from the speaker, she bought (it).’
(overlapping)
(i) ‘As for the book, Kanda waks / waked away from the spesker to buy (it).
(purposive)

d. pay si: nansi:i,ka:nda: dyn i

go buy book Kanda walk
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(i) ‘Going away from the spesker, (and) buying a book, Kanda did while she was
waking.” (overlgpping)
(i) ‘To go away from the speaker to buy a book, Kanda intends to do while she waks /

waked.” (purposive)

Motion-directional SVCs:

(200a ka:nda: winp trop ?o0:k pay S nansi:

Kanda run godraght exit go buy book
(1) “While Kandawas running straight out, away from the speaker, she bought a book.’

(overlapping)
(i) ‘Kandaruns/ ran straight out, away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

b.nansi:;, ka:nda: winp trop ?0:k pay si: i

book Kanda run  godraght out go buy
(i) ‘Asfor the book, while Kanda was running straight out, away from the spesker, she

bought (it).” (overlapping)
(ii) *Asfor the book, Kandaruns/ ran straight out, away from the speaker to buy (it).’

(purposive)
c.?20:k pay si: nansi:i,ka:nda: winp trop i
out go buy book Kanda run go straight

(i) *Out, away from the speaker, Kanda bought a book while she was running straight.’
(overlapping)

(i) *Out, away from the speaker to buy abook, Kandaruns/ ran straight.” (purposive)
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d.trop ?o0:k pay si: nansi:i,ka:nda: wip i
go straight out go buy book Kanda run
(i) “Went gtraight out, away from the speaker, Kanda bought a book while she was

running.” (overlapping)
(i) ‘To go straight out, away from the speaker to buy abook, Kandaruns/ ran.

(purposive)

Take-SVCs

(2)aka:nda: 2aw mi:t han Kkay say ca:in
Kanda take  knife cut chicken put plate

(i) ‘Kandatook the knife (and) cut the chicken (and) put (it) on the plate” (sequentia)

(i) ‘Kandatakes/ took the knife to cut the chicken to put (it) on the plate.” (purposive)

b.mi:t;, ka:nda: °2aw i han kay say ca:n

knife Kanda take cut chicken put plae
(i) *As for the knife, Kanda took (it) (and) cut the chicken (and) put (it) on the plate’
(sequentid)

(i) “‘As for the knife, Kanda takes / took to cut the chicken to put (it) on the plate’

(purposive)
b.kayi, ka:nda: ®2aw mi:t han i say ca:n
chicken  Kanda teake  knife  cut put plate

(i) “‘As for the chicken, Kanda took the knife (and) cut (it) (and) put (it) on the plate’

(sequentid)
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(i) ‘As for the chicken, Kanda takes / took the knife to cut (it) to put on the plate’

(purposive)
d.ca:nij, ka:nda: ?2aw mi:t han Kkay say i
plate Kanda teke  knife cut chicken put

(i) ‘As for the plate, Kanda took the knife (and) cut the chicken (and) put (it) on.’
(sequentid)

(i) ‘As for the plate, Kanda takes / took the knife to cut the chicken to put on’

(purposive)

Open class SVCs:

(22)aka:nda: hupg kha:w kin

Kanda cook  rice eat
(i) *Kanda cooked rice (and) ate (it).” (sequentia)
(i) *Kanda cooks / cooked rice to et (it).” (purposive)
b.kinj, ka:nda: huy kha:w
eat Kanda cook rice
(i) ‘Ate(it), Kanda cooked rice.” (sequentia)
(i) ‘To eat (it), Kanda cooks/ cooked rice.” (purposive)
c.khd:wi,ka:rnda: hupg_ __ ; kin
rice Kanda cook eat
(i) *Rice, Kanda cooked (and) ate.” (sequentia)

(i) ‘Rice, Kanda cooked to eat.” (purposive)
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Give-SVCs:
(23)a ka:nda: si: nansi: hdy nd:p
Kanda buy book give sgter
(i) ‘Kanda bought a book (and) gave (it) to her sister.” (sequentia)
(i) ‘Kanda buys/ bought a book to give (it) to her sister.” (purposive)
b.napsi: i, ka:nda: si: i hay nd:n
book Kanda buy give  Sder
(i) ‘Asfor the book, Kanda bought (it) (and) gave (it) to her sigter.” (sequentia)
(ii) *Asfor the book, Kanda bought (it) to give (it) to her Sster.” (purposive)
c.nd:ni, ka:nda: si: nansi: hay |
sster Kanda buy book give
(i) ‘Her sigter, Kanda bought a book (and) gave (it) to.” (sequentid)
(i) ‘Her sgter, Kanda buys/ bought a book to give (it) to.” (purposive)
dhidy nd:pi,ka:nda: si: nansi:

give sser Kanda buy book
(i) ‘Gave (it) to her aster, Kanda bought a book.” (sequential)

(i) ‘To give (it) to her sgter, Kanda bought a book.” (purposive)

Reaultative SVCs,
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(24) a ka:nda: kin khéa:w ?2im
Kanda eat rice be full
‘Kanda ae rice (until she was) full.’
b.khd:w;,ka:nda: kin i 21im
rice Kanda et be full

‘Rice, Kanda ate (until she was) full.

To sum up, the object of either the first verb or the second verb in five types of
Tha SVCs , which are Motion SVCs, take-SVCs, give-SVCs, and Resultative SVCs, can
undergo topicdization, while it is not possble to have the topicdization in the coordinate
dructures. Hence, the SVCs are different from the coordinate structures. For the other
three types of Thai SVCs, which are Posture SVCs, use-SVCs, and Causative SVCs, they
cannot undergo the topicdization. However, the negation test in 2.2.1 showed that their
gructures are different from the coordinate structures. Below are the examples of Posture

SVCs, Causative SV Cs, and use-SV Csthat cannot undergo topicalization.

Posture SVCs:
(25)aka:nda: yi:n ?a:n nansi:
Kanda stand read book

‘Kandaread a book, while standing.’

b.* ?2a:n nansi:i,ka:nda: yi:n i

read book Kanda gand
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Causative SVCs:

(26) a ka:nda: tham RE:w te:k

Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass break.’
b.*ké&:wi,ka:nda: tham i te:k
glass  Kanda make break
Use-SVCs:

(27)aka:nda: chay mi:t han Kkay sdy ca:n

Kanda use knife  cut chicken put plae
(i) *Kanda cut the chicken with aknife (and) put (it) in the plate.” (sequentid)
(i) “Kanda cut the chicken with aknife to put (it) in the plate.’” (purposive)
b.*mi:t;,ka:nda: chay_ ;i han kay say ca:n
knfe  Kanda use cut chicken put plae
(Intended meaning: ‘Knife, Kanda cut the chicken with (and) put (the chicken) on the
plate.’)

\

c.*kayi, ka:nda: chay mi:t han i say ca:n

chicken Kanda use knife  cut put plate
(Intended meaning: ‘ Chicken, Kanda cut with the knife (and) put (it) on.”)

N

d.ca:inj, ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay say i

plate Kanda use knife  cut chicken put
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(i) ‘The plate, Kanda cut the chicken with the knife (and) put (it) on.” (sequentia)

(i) ‘The plate, Kanda cut the chicken with the knife to put on.” (purposive)

It should note here that it is not possble to topicaize the object of ether the first or the

second verb phrase of the Use-SVCs as shown in (27b and ¢) since the meaning of the

verb chay ‘use includes the insrumental meaning of the verb han ‘cut'.

To sum up, the object of ether the first verb or the second verb in Tha SVCs
except the Posture SVCs, Causative SVCs, and the Use-SVCs can undergo topicalization,
suggesting that the SVCs are different from the coordinate structures. For the other three
types, which are the Posture SVCs, Causdative SVCs, and Use-SVCs, the negation test

showed that they have the different structures from the coordinate structures.

3.2.3 Subordination in Thai SVCs

There are two questions to address about the subordination structure of Tha SVCs,
which are:

1: which isthe head? And which is the dependent?

2: Isthe dependent a complement or an adjunct?
Asfor thefirgt question, the firgt verb in V1 — V2 sequence is the head while the second
verb is dependent. Thisis because the first verb isthe close classitem, for example take,
use, give, posture verb, manner of motion verb, except for the Open class SVCs. The firgt

verb, as the head, selects the second verb phrase asits dependent.
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For the second question, the second verb of the take-SVCs and use-SVCs are
complement since both verbs ‘take’ and ‘use’ cannot occur without the second VP as |
dready showed in chapter 2. The sentence without the second VP is ungrammatica as

shown in (28) and (29.

(28) * ka:nda: ?2aw mi:t
Kanda take knife

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kandatook a knife.)

(29) * ka:nda: chay mi:t
Kanda use knife

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda used a knife.)

Since the second VP is obligatory in the Take-SVCs and Use-SVCs, it isindeed the
complement of the verb ‘take’ and ‘use'.

The second verb in the Causative SV Csis aso obligatory, asin (30a). The first

verb tham ‘make’ cannot occur separately as the ungrammatical sentence (30b).

(30)a ka:nda: tham ké:w te:k

Kanda make glass break

‘Kanda made the glass break.’
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b.* ka:nda: tham kE:w

Kanda make glass

Theverb t ham ‘make hasto sdect the second VP as shown in (30a), showing

that the second VP is actudly its complement.
For the other SV Cs, it seems that the second VP is optiond, for example the
manner of the mation verb in the Motion-deictic SV Cs can occur separately in the

sentence asin (31). It can aso occur with the deictic verb as the second verb asin (32).

(3) ka:nda: dyn

Kanda walk
‘Kandawalked.’
(32)ka:nda: dyn pay
Kanda walk go
‘Kandawalked away.’

When the manner of the motion verb occurs separately asin (31), itisasmple
sentence. When it sdlects the deictic verb as the second verb to occur with asin (32), this
sentence is called serid verb congtruction. So, in the SV C sentence (32), the second verb
isobligatorily sdlected by the first verb in order to express the distinction of reference

with respect to location.
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However, there can be more than one verb that occursin the motion-deictic SVC

asin (33).
(33)ka:nda: dyn pay SES nansi:
Kanda walk go buy book

(1) “While Kanda was waking away, she bought abook.” (overlapping)
(i) ‘Kandawalked away to buy abook.” (purposive)

ThethirdVPsi: ndapsi: ‘buy book' isoptiond. The sentence without this VP, asin

(32), isperfectly fine. In this case, it ssemsthat the third VP is an adjunct.

To sum up, dl eight types of Thai SV Cs have different structure from the
coordinate structure. They are rather subordinate structures Since it is possible to extract
out of them. Besides, the first verb in the subordinate structure is a head and the second
verb isits dependent. And the dependent is the complement of the first verb in Thai

SV Cs, except the dependent that is the purposive clause, which seems to be an adjunct.

3.3 Explain and illugtrate ‘argument sharing' in Thai SVCs

In this section, | firdtly introduce the theoretical overview of four mechanisms for
argument sharing, which are functiona control, angphoric control, thematic control, and
complex predicates or one grammaticad function domain. Then | show that Tha SVCs

have two kinds of argument sharing, which are functiona control and thematic control.
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3.3.1 Theoretical overview of four mechanismsfor argument sharing

In order to ded with the argument sharing in the SVCs across languages, there are
four possble ways of andyzes, which are functiond control (anaogous to big PRO),
angphoric control (anadlogous to null pronoun or smal ‘pro’), thematic control (as in

Williams 1985), and complex predicate formation (Alsna 1997 and Bodomo 1997).

3.3.1.1 Functional control

In the Lexicd functiond Grammar (LFG), the functiond control is the control
relation that defines on the grammatica functions. Bresnan (2001 298) indicates that
functiond control identifies the f(unctiond)-Structures of the controller and the
controlled. So, f-dructure aitributes for grammatica functions like CASE are expected to
be shared between the controller and the controlled. The example of functiona control is

in (34a), its c-gructure isin (34b) and its f-gructureisin (34c).
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(34) a. Susan kept vigiting Fred.

b. 1P
NP VP
ASUB) = ¥ A-v
Susan Vv VP
A-v (AXCOMP) = 4,
kept v NP
v A (40BJ) =y
vis'tiL Fred

c. | PRED ‘keep<SUBJ XCOMP>
TENSE  PAST

SUBJ ['Susn] <«

XCOMP | PRED ‘vist<SUBJOBJ>

SUBJ

OBJ [‘Fred]
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In (34), the VP ‘visting Fred’ isaparticipia VP, which is seected by the matrix verb
‘keep’. Thiskind of VP in the LFG notation is XCOMP, which can be any lexicd
category type X (X =V, N, A, or P). The XCOMP isincomplete, lacking an f-gtructure
subject. It congtitutes a second nucleus of predication withinits clause. Its subject is
identified by the subject of the matrix verb, hereis*Susan’. The relation between this
implicit subject and the matrix argument is called functiond control. So, functiona
control shows argument - sharing mechanism in which the shared arguments are
syntacticdly identical.

This control rdation isandogousto big ‘PRO’ in Government and Binding
Theory in that the embedded clause in (34) must have a subject, according to Extended
Projection Principle (EPP). This subject is presumably anull category, which is PRO (big
PRO), alabd reflected the fact thet it has certain propertiesin common with (overt)
pronoun. (35) is the structura representation with PRO in the subject postion of the

embedded clause:

(35) Susan ; tried [IP PRO ; to yawn].

3.3.1.2 Anaphoric control

Anaphoric control contrasts with functiona control in severa interlinked ways.
The subordinate complement in an anaphoric control congruction is the closed function
COMP, not the open function XCOMP. The rlation in angphoric control is semanticaly

much closer to pronomind binding: only the referentia index of the controller and
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controlled are identified (Bresnan 2001:298). The example of anaphoric control isin

(36a), its c-dructureisin (36b) and its f-structure isin (36¢).

(36) a. Susan discussed visiting Fred.
b. IP
NP VP
(AsUB) = ¥ A=v
Susan \Y VP
Ay (4COMP) =
discussed \Y NP
=y (A0BY) =
vis'ti‘ng Fred

PRED ‘discuss <SUBJ COMP>’

SUBJ ['Susan;’]

COMP POSS

PRED ‘vist<SUBJOBJX

SUBJ [PRED ‘pro;’] <«

|OBJ  ['Fred]
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In (36), the SUBJ of the verb discussed angphoricaly controls the SUBJ of the COMP.
Collins (1997) andyzes the Ewe SV Cswith asmal pro. He shows that internd argument

sharing in Ewe SVCsis mediated by empty categories. The example of Ewe SVCisin

(37).

(37) Wo-a da fufu; du i

they-FUT cook  fufu edt

‘They will cook fufu and egt it.’ (Callins 1997)

The empty category in the sentence (37) is the direct object of du ‘eat’. Under any
definition of government, the direct object of averb is governed by the verb. Collins
concludes that the empty category in the SVCsis governed and therefore cannot be PRO.
The only remaining possibility is pro. So, he assumes that the empty category in SVCsis

pro. And the identification requirement on pro in SVCsis stisfied by contral.

3.3.1.3 Thematic control

Williams (1985) notes that different verbs sdect different thematic arguments. He
shows that the noun operation has two semantic arguments, ACTOR (who operates) and
PATIENT (who is operated on). Asin (38), the main verb perform targets the ACTOR as
its controllee, while in (39), the main verb undergo targetsthe PATIENT asits

controllee.
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(38) John ; performed [an operation]

(Actor i , Patient)
(39) John ; underwent [an operation]

(Actor, Patient ;) (Williams 1985)

Choi and Wechder (2002) show that there is the subject thematic contral in
Korean Light Verb Congruction. The light verb ha-ta has the strict semantic selection in
gyntax, the ha-ta itsdf has semantic content and this content is rlevant to thisverb's
selection of dependents. Choi and Wechder assume that the light verb ha-ta assgnsa
generalized Actor proto-role to the subject because this light verb dways targets the
Actor proto-role of the main predicate for control while another light verb toy-ta targets

the Patient proto-role asin (40) and (41).

(40) a *kicha-uy tochak-i cyen(ul) ha-yessta
tran-Gen Arriva-Nom delay-Acc do-Pst-Dc
‘Arriva of the train was ddayed.’
b. kicha-uy tochak-i cdyen(i) toy-essta
tran-Gen Arriva-Nom dday-Acc toy-Pst-Dc
(41) a * Hwanglyongsa-nun cencayng-ttay sosl-(ul) ha-yess-ta
Hwanglyong.temple-Top war-during  burning.down-Acc do-Pst-Dc

‘Hwanglyong temple was burnt down during awar.’
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b. Hwanglyongsa-nun cencayng-ttay  sosil-(i) toy-ess-ta
Hwanglyong.temple-Top war-during  burning.down toy-Pat-Dc

(Choi and Wechder 2002: 109)

The main predicatesin (40) and (41) have subjects with the UNDERGOER role. Asa
result, those main predicates combine with toy-ta, which targets the UNDERGOER role.
Choi and Wechder assume thet the CONTENT vaue of the light verb unifies with that of

its main predicate complement. Thisisshown in (42).

(42) Thefirg draft of lexica sgn of light verbs

a. ha-ta

SUBJ<NP; >

SUBJ<NP; >

COMP[a] + (NP

CONTENT  [1]

CONTENT [1] [ACT ;]
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b. toy-ta
SUBJ<NP; >

SUBJ<NP; >

COMP[a + (NP

CONTENT  [1]

CONTENT [1] [UND ]

Due to the thematic redtriction between the light verb ha-ta and its subject, the
control relation between the light verb ha-ta and its subject is athematic control. The
thematic redtriction is aso occurred with the object sharing in the Take-SVCs, Use-

SV Cs, Open class SV Cs, and Give-SVCs. The control relation between the preceded verb

and its argument in those congtructions is a thematic control.

3.3.1.4 Complex predicates (one grammatical function domain)

3.3.1.4.1 Alsina (1997)

Alsna (1997) examines the syntax of causative congructionsin ChichelJa, a
Bantu language, and in Catalan, a Romance language. Alsina shows that the causative
congructions in these two languages are smilar a the level of argument structure, but
they differ at the level of phrase structure. That is, in Chichelda, the complex predicate of

these congtructionsis represented by asingle verb. But it is represented by two verb
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formsin Catadan. And Alsina proposes that this difference can be explained by assuming
that in Chichelda, the complex argument Structure of causativesis formed in the lexicon,
but in Catdan, it isformed in the syntax. | discuss only the causativesin Catdan snceiit
isgmilar to the causative SVCsin Thai.

Alsina proposesthat in Catalan, the causative verb fer ‘“make’ isidentical to the
ChichelJa causative morpheme —its-a. The logica subject of the predicate ‘laugh’ and
‘write in Catdan is expressed as a subject in the underived Structure asin (43a) and

(4449), but is expressed as an object in the causatives structure in (43b) and (44b).

(43) a Les hienes riuen
‘The hyenas are laughing.’
b. L’ eefant fa riure les hienes.
Thedephant make laugh  the hyenas
‘The eephant makes the hyenas laugh.’
(44 aEl follet  escriu un  poema
‘The df iswriting a poem.’
b.Els pagesos fan esriure un poema d @ folle
The fames  make write a poem to thedf

‘The farmers are making the elf write a poem.’

However, when the causee of the causative congtruction in (43b) and (44b) are
expressed by means of a pronominad object dlitic, as shown in (45) and (46), the case of

the causee of an intrangitive base verb in (45) is different from the case of the causee of a
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trangtive base verb in (46). That is, the former is expressed as an accusative object (or
direct object) by using the accusative object clitic les while the latter is expressed as a

dative object (or indirect object) by using the dative object clitic |i.

(45) L'defantles fa  riure
‘The dephant is making them laugh.’
(46) Els pagesosli  fan  esrire un poema

‘The farmers are making him write a poem.’

So, thisis the difference between ChicheJaand Catalan, there is no distinctions base on
morphologicd case in Chichella, so al direct functions are morphologicaly unmarked
for case. While in Catalan, subjects are not distinguished by means of case, but objects
are. Some are datives and some are accusatives. Accusdtive is considered to be the
unmarked case specification in contrast to dative, which is the marked vaue. So, Alsna
considers the case system in Catdan to consst of abinary valued fegture. A dative object
isan object with the [DAT +] feature value and an accusative object is an object with the
[DAT -] feature vaue.

Dative objects are usudly found with three predicates asin (47a) and with two
predicates asin (47b). The syntactic function that is marked with detive caseis the one

that maps onto the more prominent of the two internd arguments.
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(47) aLi han donat la vesé  officd
him (dat.) have given the verson officid
‘They gave him the officid verson.’

b. Li agrada la plua
Him (dat.) likes  theran

‘Helikestheran.

Aswe can see in the a-Structure of averb ‘give’ in (4838) and of averb ‘like in (48b), the
dative object corresponds to the goal argument in (48a) and corresponds to the

experiencer argument in (48b), which are more prominent direct function excluding the

externd argument.

(48) ag Qo th

a donar: ‘give<[P-A] [P-P] [P-P] >

b. agradar: ‘like<[P-P]  [P-P] >

So, Alsnadamsthat the assgnment of case feature vaue in Romance determined on

the basis of the astructure. The Dative Case Assgnment Principle is shown in (49).
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(49) The Dative Case Assgnment Principle:

<o L1 oo 1] >

[obl -]1  [obl -]2
[DAT +

where GF; does not map onto an external argument.

Thefeature value [DAT +] isassigned to the thematicaly more prominent of two direct
functions that does not map onto the external argument. The unmarked feature vaue
[DAT-] isassigned as adefault to dl those direct functions that are not assigned dative by
principle (49). The case pattern in causative congtruction follows from this principleisin

(50) a. and b., which is the a-structure of causative examples (43b) and (44b).

(50) a fer riuere ‘CAUSE < [P-A] [P-PF laugh<[P-A] > >

SUBJ OBJ

[DAT-] [DAT -]
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b. fer escriure  ‘CAUSE <[P-A] [P-P| write<[P-A] [P-P] >>’
SUBJ OBJ OBJ

[DAT -] [DAT +] [DAT-]

These adructures are identica with those a structures of the causative predicate in
Chichella, except for the case features. In (50a), dative case cannot be assigned according
to the Dative Case Assgnment Principle because, athough there are two direct functions,
the thematicaly more prominent of the two direct functions already maps onto the
externa argument, which cannot be assgned dative case. Then they are assigned the
default non-dative case. In (50b), dative case cannot be assigned to the function that maps
onto the externa argument, but it is assgned to the direct function that maps onto the
causee because there is another direct function that maps onto an argument thet isless
prominent than the causee. The two direct functions that are assgned dative case are
assigned the default non-dative case.

Since the causative complex predicate in Romance is made up of different verbs,
the c-structure will contain two or more PRED va ues, one for each of the verbs that
make up the complex predicate. However, a drict interpretation of the principles of LFG
disdlows anything like the formation of complex predicatesin the syntax: That is, PRED
vaues are assumed not to adlow unification. Alsina proposes that it is possible to handle
multiple PRED vaues through ‘ compaosition’, not ‘unification’. So, he proposes
‘Predicate Composdtion’. Predicate composition is the operation by which a-structures are

composed to yield complex a-structures. It operatesin the sameway in thelexicon and in
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the syntax. In the lexicon, it operates by joining morphologica condituentsinto larger
ones, and in the syntax, it operates by joining syntactic condtituents into larger ones. And
to ded with the multiple PRED vauesin the syntax, Alsnarenterprets the status of the
head of a phrase and posits the Incomplete Predicate Parameter.

In causative congtructions in Romance, both the causative verb and the embedded
verb contribute f-gtructure information to their mother node, that is, they contribute their
PRED vaues, and compose them together to be the PRED value of their mother. So, the
PRED vaue of their mother nodeis not identicd to the PRED vaue of its daughters,
even though they are both heads. So Alsina proposes the new head equation instead of
only up equa down to sgnify the unifiable f- structure va ues such as the value of SUBJ
or the value of agreement features of the mother. These features are identicd to the
features of its mother node, except for PRED. The PRED value of the mother isthe
function of the compasition of the PRED vaue of that node with the PRED vaue of its
head sister condtituents. That is, the PRED vaue of the head composes with the PRED
vaue of its head sster node, giving the PRED vaue of their mother node. The meaning

of thisannotation is defined asin (51).

504 =y def (MPRED) = ( WPRED)

(fPRED) =F ((¥ PRED), ( ¥ PRED))

The regtriction operator \ excludes the features following this symbol from the f-

structure correspondence. So the ( #PRED) refers to the f-structure of the mother node
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excluding the PRED feature. Thesymbol . refersto asister node with the head

equation. And the composition operation F is defined in (52).

(52) a. F (x, Q) =x
b.F(P'<a>,‘...P*<b>.")="...P <c>..
where“P*” is an unspecified predicator and “c” is the unification of “a’ and “b”

c. dsawhere, the result is vacuous.

In the Smple case in which a c-structure node has one single head, the PRED festure of
the mother node will be identica to that of its head because it composes with nothing, as
indicated in (52a). When the ¢-structure has two heads, the PRED values of the heads
compose to yield the derived PRED vaue of their mother node. And the composition is
possible only when one of the two PREDs must be an incomplete predicate, as indicated
in (52b). Otherwise, compostion fails and an inconsstency arises, asin (52¢).

Incomplete predicates are defective verb because they do not have a complete a
dructure. So, they must combine in the ¢-structure with a condtituent with which it
undergoes a structure compostion. The causative verb ‘make’ in Catdan is an example
of incomplete predicate. (53) shows the way in which Predicate Compostion in the

Syntax works for the verb fer llegir ‘makeread’ in Catalan.
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(53) fer llegir ‘make read’

VP —» CAUSK[P-A] [P-P] read <[P-A] [P-P|>>"

Vv —— ‘read<[P-A] [P-P]>’

llegir
v
‘CAUS<[P-A] [P-P] P* <...[..]...>>

I

The arrows in (53) indicate the PRED va ues associated with each node in the c-structure.
The embedded VP has asngle head, so, it inherits the PRED vaue of its head

unchanged. This VP, in turn, isthe head of another VP, which aso has the causative verb
asitshead. The PRED vaue of the highest VP is the results of composing the PRED
vaue of its heads. This composition is possble because one of the PRED vaues, the

causative verb, is an incomplete predicate.
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3.3.1.4.2 Bodomo (1997)

Bodomo (1997) studies SVCsin Dagaare, a Gur language of West Africa, and
other languages such as the Kwa language, Akan, the Romance language, French and the
Germanic language, Norwegian. He proposes that SV Csin Dagaare such asin (54) are
the type of complex predicate constructions in which they contain more than two verba

predicates.

(54) a Bayuo da  ngmE-O la a gan 100-0

Bayuo PAST beat-PERF FACT. DEF. book caustdl-perf

‘Bayuo knocked the book down’ (Bayuo knocks the book, he makesiit falls)

b. o da de la a bie zegle bare

3s PAST take FACT. DEF. Child Seat leave

‘She seated away the child.’

One test that Bodomo uses to determine the complex predicates is the negation
test. He showsthat it is not possible to negate one verb and not the other(s) in the
Dagaare action-causation seridization. None of the verbs can be negated on its own

without the other participating as in (55b).

(55) a bayou da ba ngmE-o Ia Ayuo LOO-o
Bayuo PAST NEG beat-PERF FACT  Ayuo caustal-PERF

‘Bayuo did not knocked Ayuo down’
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b* bayou da ngme-o la Ayuo ba LOO-o
Bayuo PAST beat-PERF FACT Ayuo NEG caustfdl-PERF

(Bodomo 1997)

Bodomo (1997) proposes that the SVCs in Dagaare such as in (54) have two or
more verbs, each of which are semanticdly predicative of each othe—none is
subordinate to the other semanticaly; they are both in the same clause and function
together, like one word, to express one event or, a least, a st of tightly-related event. He
cdled this structure as a complex predicate in which Butt (1995) explain its Structure as
follows

a The agument dructure is complex (two or more semantic heads contribute
arguments).

b. The grammdticd functiona dructure is tha of a smple predicate It is flat: there
isonly one single predicate (a nuclear PRED) and a Single subject.

c. The phrase dructure may be either smple or complex. It does not necessarily

determine the status of the complex predicate.

Adopting Alsnas (1992) idea of causative complex predicates, Bodomo proposes

that a complex predicate ngmE-100 ‘knock-fdl’ in (548 has the alrgument) —structure

asin (56).
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(56) adructure; ngmE-100 <Ag Pt>

Following the functiond annotations found within the LFG formdism (Kaplan
and Bresnan 1982), Bodomo proposes the ¢ sructure of the SVC in (544) as in (578) and

the f-gtructure asin (57b).
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(57) a

NP I’
/\
N I VP
/ /\
Tense VP VP
T~
Past \Y, NP \Y
\Y, fact def N \Y,
| |
Bayuo da ngmE-O 1la a gan 100-0
Bayuo PAST beat-PERF FACT DEF book  caustfal-perf

‘Bayuo knocked the book down (Bayuo knocks the book, he makesit fals).’
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PREDCHAIN ‘besat-fdl <f1 2>
TENSE PAST

ASPECT PERF

SUBJ f1 [‘Bayuo']

OBJ f2 [*book’]

The very important problem in this andysis is that here are the two discontinuous
head at c-structure, which correspond to one-f-structure head, PREDCHAIN. According
to Aldgna (1992), the PRED vadues combine, not by unification, but by predicae
composition. He proposes that two predicates compose when they are in a dructure

gserhood reation and one of them is incomplete predicate. However, the verbs in

Dagaare, unlike those in Chicheva, are full lexicad verbs. None of the PREDs in the

SVCs in Dagaare can be said to be incomplete in Alsnas sense. Bodomo (1997) then
implements the representation SVCs based on the lexicad semantic theory of complex
predicates, which is predicate integration. The idea is that two or more verba predicates
forming a grammaticd unit contribute and modify their individuad semantics in such a
way as to determine a unique defining semantic and morphosyntactic identity of the

whole condruction. That is the predicaies integrate into one whole. In this theoretica
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andyss, there are three interfaced grammatica levels, which are the prosodic level, the
conceptud semantic level, and the morphosyntactic level.

To sum up, | provide the four mechanisms for argument sharing between verbsin
the SV Cs across languages, which are functiona control, angphoric control, thematic
control, and complex predicates. In the next section, | show that dl eight types of Thai
SVCsinvalve two kinds of argument sharing mechanisms, namdly, functiond control

and thematic control.

3.3.2 Thai SVCsinvolvefunctional and thematic control

3.3.2.1 Subject control in Thai SVCsinvolvesfunctional control

As | discuss above, Tha SVCs have VP-complement dructures. The Lexicd
Functiond Grammar (LFG) notaion of the grammaticd functions of this complement
type is XCOMP or ‘open complement’ (Bresnan 1982, 2001). The predicate complement
of the XCOMP can be of any lexica category type X (X = Verb, Noun, Adjective, or
Prepogtion). In Tha SVCs in Group 1 case, the predicate complement is the lexicd
category type of verb. The XCOMP is incomplete, lacking a ¢structure subject. It shares
the subject with the matrix verb of the sentence. | propose that the relation between the
subject of the matrix verb and the subject of the complement in Tha SVCs is the
functiona control.

The evidence showing that the subject control in Thai SVCs is functiond, not
anaphoric control comes from the E-type pronoun test. Baker and Stewart (2002) give

evidence for the empty category that follows the second verb in the consequentid SVC in
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Edo’by showing that the E-type pronoun after the second verb refers to the quantified

noun phrase, which is the indirect object of the first verb, but it is not bound by that noun

phrase, as shown in (58).

Hr
[ON

(58) 0z6 dé ebé khéhré t
Ozo buy book little read

‘Ozo bought (&) few books and read them.’

(Baker and Stewart 2002: 23)

The consequentid SVC in (58) implies that Ozo bought only a few books in total, and
that he read dl of the books that he bought. Baker and Stewart indicate that the pattern of
inferences found in the consequentid SVC such as in (58) is familiar from the literature
on E-type pronouns. The Etype pronouns have quantifier expressions as antecedents, but
they are not bound by those quantifiers (Evans 1980: 338). With the E-type pronoun
interpretation, Baker and Stewart clam that there is a null pronomina associated with the
second verb in (58).

In contrast, there is no E-type pronoun interpretation in the Resultative SVCs in

Edé asshown in (59).
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(59) 6z6 sua erhan  khérhé de-1¢é
Ozo push tree few fal-PL

‘Ozo0 push (a) few trees down.’

(Baker and Stewart 2002: 23)

The Reaultative SVC in (59) has a conjunctive reading: it means tha there are few trees
such that Ozo push them and they fel. So, there is no E-type pronoun reading for the
Reaultative SVC. Baker and Stewart conclude that there is no comparable empty category

in the Resultative SVC such asin (59).
Like the Resultative SVCs in Ed6, there is no E-type pronoun reading in Tha
SVCs. If we put the quantifier noun phrase as the subject of the Motion-deictic SVC asin

(60a), it will have the bound varidble reading, not the E-type pronoun reading, as in
(90b).

(60)a. ka:nda: dyn pay Si: nansi:

Kanda wak  go buy book
(i) “While Kanda was walking away from the speaker, she bought abook.” (overlapping)
(i1). ‘Kandawaks / walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

115



’

b.mi:phiag sd:y khon dyn ©pay si: nansi:
only two CL wak go buy book
(i) “While only two people was waking away from the speaker, (only two people) bought
abook.” (overlapping)
(i) “Only two people walks / waked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)
c.mi:phian sd:nyp khon dyn pay
only two CL wak go

‘Only two people walks / walked away from the spesker.’

phiak khaw si: nansi:
They buy book
‘They bought abook.’

As Evans (1980: 339) suggedts, there is the difference between the bound pronoun

asin (61a) and the E-type pronoun in (61b).

(61) a. Few congressmen admire only the people they know.

b. Few congressmen admire Kennedy, and they are very junior.

In (61a), the pronoun is bound by the quantifier phrase, while in (61b), it cannot be. The
pronoun in (61b) refers to the congressmen that admire Kennedy. The sentence (61b)

entals that few congressmen admire Kennedy, period. And dl the congressmen who
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admire Kennedy are very junior. In contragt, the reference of the pronoun in (61a) cannot
be fixed because it varies with the interpretation of the quantifier.

The interpretation of the SVC in (60b) is that there are only two people who
walked away to buy a book. The interpretation of the subject noun phrase varies with the
interpretation of the quantifier. In contrast, there are two sentences in (960c). The

guantified noun phrase ‘only two people just takes scope over only the firg sentence.

The pronoun phiiak khaw ‘they’ in the second sentence is not bound with it, but rather

refers to it. The interpretation of the second sentence is that it is possible that dl people
who walked away bought a book.

The SVC in (60b) does not have the E-type pronoun reading while those two
ample sentences in (60c) do have it. This evidence confirms that there is no null pronoun
(pro) in Tha SVCs. So, the control relation between the subjects of each verb in seriesiis
not an anaphoric control. The interpretation of the subject varies with the interpretation of
the quantifier of the subject of the SVC in (60b) shows the property of a functiond
control in the sense of Lexicd Functiond Grammar (LFG) in tha the subject of each

verb in siesis syntacticaly identicdl.

3.3.2.2 Object control in Thai SVCsinvolves thematic control
One characterigtic of Thai SVCs is that more verb phrases can be added in the

sentences. For example, the motion-deictic SVC in (62a) can be added another verb
phrase s#: ndaps#: ‘buy book’ asin (62b). And it is possble to add the give-SVC to a
sentence (62b), asin (62c).
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(62) a. ka:nda: dyn pay

Kanda wak go
‘Kandawaked away from the speaker.’
b.ka:nda: dyn pay si: nansi:
Kanda wak  go buy book

(i) “When Kanda was waking away from the speaker, she bought abook.” (overlapping)
(i) ‘Kandawalks / walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

c.ka:nda: dyn pay @ si: nansi: hay wi:ra
Kanda wak go buy book give Vira
(i) ‘While Kanda was waking away from the spesker, she bought a book, she gave (it) to
Vira’ (overlgpping)
(i) ‘Kanda waks / walked away from the spesker to buy a book to give (it) to Vira’

(purposive)

One of the key characteristics of SV Csthat Durie (1997:291) indicates is thet the
serid verb complex takes only one subject, that is, al the verbsin series shares the same

externd argument. The SV C sentencesin (62aand b) aso have this characteridtic, that is,
thesubject ka r nda : ‘Kanda is shared by every verb in series. However, the subject in
the SV C sentences will be switched to the indirect object of the verb hay ‘give

whenever the Give-SV Csis added to that construction, asin (62c). The indirect object of

theverb hay ‘give becomes the subject of the verbs after the verb hay ‘give . The
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evidence showing that the indirect object of theverb hay ‘give’ becomes the subject of

the verbs after it comes from the binding properties of the bare reflexive tau e r p ‘sdf’.

Sudmuk (2002) studies the binding phenomena of the reflexive angphorsin Tha and

found thet the bare reflexive t au 2e » p ‘sdf’ isadways bound by the grammatica subject

asin (63) and (64).

(63) ka:nda: chd:p tau?e:n;
Kanda like df

‘Kandaliked hersdlf.’

(64 ka:nda:; cu:p wiira; [thi: Dba:n khd:p tau?e:pip]
Kanda kiss Vira a house  of sdf

‘Kandakissed Vira at her house!’

The bare reflexive tau?fe:p ‘sAf’ is bound only by the subject ka :nda: ‘Kanda both
in (63) and (64). It cannot be bound by the object wi:ra 'Vira asin (64). Besdes, in
the bi-clausd sentence, the bare reflexive taufe:n ‘sdf’ can be bound by ether the
subject of the matrix clause ka:nda: ‘Kanda, which is along binding, or the subject of

the embedded clause wi : ra *Vird, which isashort binding, asin (65).
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(65)ka:nda:; khit w&: [wi:ra; chd:p tau?e:gij]

K anda think tha Vira like «df

‘Kanda thought that Viraliked hersdf / himsdlf.

The bare reflexive taufe:p ‘sf’ exhibits both short and long binding in Tha

SVCs. It is bound by the grammatical subject of the firsg verb as a long binding, and

bound by the indirect object of the verb hay ‘giveé as a short binding, showing that the

indirect object of the verb hay ‘give is the subject of the embedded clause within those

SVCs condruction. The examples areillustrated below:

(66) ka:nda:; si: napgsi: hdy wi:ira; sop hay
Kanda buy book give Vira send  give

tau?e:n jj

of

(i) ‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to Virato send (it) to Kanda’

(i) *Kanda bought abook to give (it) to Virato send (it) to Vira’

In (66), the bare reflexive taufe:p ‘sf’ can be bound by the grammatica

subject of the matrix clause ka:nda: ‘Kanda as a long binding, and aso be bound by
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the indirect object of the verb hay ‘give, wi:ra ‘Vird, as a short binding. Thus Virais
the subject, presumably the subject of the verb son hay ‘send-give.
Given the bare reflexive t au 2e : p *sdf’ isbound by the indirect object of the
verb hay ‘give asashort binding in Thai SVCs, it confirms that the indirect object of
theverb hay ‘give isthe subject of the verb after that give-SVC.

As| aready discussed in chapter 2 that the verb hay ‘give, asaverb of

possession trangfer, requires an animate subject. It targets the benefactive argument

wi:ra ‘Vird, not thetheme argument naps# : ‘book’, asits object sinceits object is
aso functioned as the subject of the verb sop hay ‘send-give , whichisaverb of
possession transfer too. The verb before the verb hay ‘give, heretheverb s : ‘buy’,
then targets the theme argument of theverb hay ‘give, whichisnaps£ : ‘book’. In

other words, both the verb s£ ; ‘buy’ and theverb hdy ‘give have the thematic

resiriction on sdecting its argument, which is the property of thematic control.

In sum, | propose that Thai SV Csinvolve two kinds of argument sharing
mechanisms, which are functional control and thematic control. The evidence showing
that the relation between the subject of the matrix verb and that of the second verb is
functiona control comes from the e-type pronoun test. Thai SV Cs do not have the E-type
pronoun reading showing that they do not have the null category (pro) as the subject of its
embedded clause. The shared arguments are syntacticaly identical, namely subjects,

which is the property of functional control. The relation between the object of the verb
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si: ‘buy’ andtheverb hday ‘give involvesthematic control since both verbs target the

gpecific thematic argument.

3.4 Conclusion

| show in this chepter tha Tha SVCs have the different dructures from the
coordinate sStructures. Evidence comes from the negation test and the topicalization test.
Further |1 discuss four mechanisms for argument sharing between verbs in the series in the
SVCs across languages. They are functionad control, angphoric control, thematic contral,
and complex predicates. | show that Tha SVCs involve two kinds of argument sharing
mechanisms. That is the reation between the subject of the matrix verb and that of the

verbs in series is functiona control since the share arguments are syntectically identical.

The reaion between the object of the verb before the verb hay ‘give and the hay

‘give’ involves thematic control due to the thematic redtriction of these two verbs.
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CHAPTER 4
The Semantic Structure of the SVCsin Thai

4.1 Introduction

This chapter dedls with the semantic structure of the SVCs in Thai. As mentioned
ealier in chepter 2, some types of Tha SVCs can have more than one semantic
interpretation. | then discuss the semantic interpretation of al eight types of Tha SVCs
By applying the cancdlation test, the time marker test, and the aspect marker test, |1 show
that Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, have a least more
than one event in the sentence while the Posture SVCs , Causative SVCs, Use-SVCs and
Resultative SV Cs have only one event in the sentence.

The organization of this chapter isfollows

In section 2, | discuss the semantic interpretation of al eight types of the SVCs in
Thai.

In section 3, | show Andrews and Manning's split PRED-attribute idea, which |
adopt for the andlyss of the SVCsin Tha

In section 4, by using the cancdlation test and the time marker test, | show that
the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, have a least more
than one event in the sentence while the Posture SVCs , Causative SVCs, Use-SVCs and
Resultative SV Cs have only one event in the sentence.

In section 5, | conclude the findings
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4.2 Temporal relations between the eventsin Thai SVCs

Motion SVCs

The motion SVC has two semantic interpretations, which are the tempord
overlapping and the purposive interpretation. The tempord overlgpping interpretation is
the interpretation that the motion verb encodes the ongoing event that overlaps in time
with the second event. If it is tempordly interpreted as in the past time, then both events
happened before the speech time. The purposive interpretation is the interpretation that
the second event is the purpose of the first event. Both interpretations are illustrated in (1)

and (2).

Motion-deictic SVC:

’ v w

(1) ka:nda: dyn pay si: nagnsi:

Kanda wak go buy book
(i) “While Kanda was waking away from the speaker, she bought abook.” (overlapping)

(i) ‘Kandawaks / walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

Motion-directional SVC:
(22ka:nda: dyn trop ?0:k pay si: nansi:
Kanda wak godraght exit go buy book
(i) ‘While Kanda was waking dtraight out, away from the spesker, she bought a book.’
(overlapping)
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(i) ‘Kanda waks / waked draight out, away from the spesker to buy a book.’
(purposive)

The motion-deictic SVC in (1) and the motion-directional SVC in (2) have two
semantic interpretations. The meaning in (i) is the tempora overlgpping interpretation in
which the fird event happened dong with the second event. The fird event is not

terminated before the second event happened. The scenario of the tempora overlapping

interpretation is shown in thefigurein (3a).

(3a) the temporal overlapping interpretation

buying event

<« Wwakingevet ____ gspeechtime

The meaning in (ii) is the purposve interpretetion in which the second event might not
happen. The meaning in (ii) is tha Kanda waks / waked with the intention to buy a
book, but she might not buy a book. The second event is just the purpose. The scenario of

the purposive interpretation is shown in (3b).
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(3b) the purposive interpretation

<« wakingevent _____ 3 Speechtime

(with intention to buy)

It is remarkable that whenever the last verb in the series is the verb with intention,
it dlows the purposve meaning. If the last verb is not the verb with intention, it won't

give usthe purposive interpretation as shown in (4).

(4aka:nda: dyn pay cy: na:lika:

Kanda wak go find watch
‘“While Kanda was waking away from the spesker, she found the watch.” (overlapping)
b.ka:nda: dyn pay thip cha:yde:n
Kanda wak go reach border
‘While Kanda was waking away from the spesker, she reached the border.

(overlapping).

The verb cy: ‘find' in (49) is not the intentiond verb and the verb thip ‘reach’ in (4b)

is inherently conpletive. So, there is no purposive interpretation, only the overlapping

interpretation arisesin both (4a) and (4b).
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Teke-SVCs:

The Take-SVCs have two semantic interpretations, which ae the sequentid
interpretation and the purposive interpretation. The sequentid interpretation is the
interpretation that dl verbs in series encode eventudities that occur in sequence. The first
event is terminaied before the second event happened. The meening in (i) is the

seguentia meaning while the meaning in (i) is the purposive interpretation.

(5) ka:nda: 2aw mi:t han kay

Kanda take knife cut chicken
(i) ‘Kandatook the knife (and) cut the chicken.” (sequentid)

(i) ‘Kanda takes / took the knife to cut the chicken.” (purposive)

The Take-SVC in (5) has two semantic interpretations, First, the sequentia
interpretation in meaning (i): ‘ Kandatook knife and cut the chicken’, asthe scenarioin
(6a@); Second, the purposive interpretation in meaning (ii): ‘ Kanda takes or took the knife

to cut the chicken’, asthe scenario in (6b). In this interpretation, the second event might

not happen.

(6a) the sequential interpretation

<« tkingevet —p 4 cuttingevent —p  Speechtime
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(6b) the purposive interpretation

<« tKkingevent g Speechtime

(with intention to cut)

Use-SVCs:

The Use- SV Cs have only one semantic interpretation, which is the smultaneous

interpretation: ‘ Kanda cut the chicken with the knife', asin (7).

(7)ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay

Kanda use knife cut chicken

‘Kanda cut the chicken with the knife” (Smultaneous)

Thisis becausethe verb chay ‘use in Tha means ‘using an instrument to do

something'. In this case, both the using event and the cutting event happened at the same
time, but again, before the speech time. The scenario of the Smultaneous interpretation of

the Use-SVCsisshownin (8).
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(8) simultaneous interpretation

usng event gpeech time

cutting evert

Open class SVCs:

Like the Take-SVCs, the Open class SVC, as in (9), dlows ether the sequentid

interpretation, asin meaning (i), or purposive interpretation, asin meaning (ii).

(9) ka:nda: hunp kha:w kin
Kanda cook rice eat
(i) *Kanda cooked rice (and) ate (it)."” (sequentia)

(i) *Kanda cooks/ cooked rice to edt (it).” (purposive)

Give-SVCs:
The Give-SVC such as in (10) dso dlows for either sequentia interpretation, as

in meaning (i), or purposive interpretetion, asin meaning (ii).

(10) ka:nda: SES nansi: hay nd:q ?a:n
Kanda buy book give Sster read
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(i) ‘Kanda bought a book (and) gave (it) to her sister to read (it).” (sequentia)

(i) ‘Kanda buys / bought a book to give (it) to her sster to read (it).” (purposive)

Posture SVCs:

The Posture SV C congists of a posture verb, followed by aVP asin (11) and (12).

(11) ka:nda: yi:in khd:? pratu:

Kanda stand knock door

‘Kanda knocked on the door while standing.’
(12) ka:nda: nan rd:gple:n

Kanda gt sng

‘Kanda sang while sitting.’

Even though the class of verb that has the intentiond meening such askhs : 2
‘knock’ in(11) and r5:pple:p ‘sing in (12) occurs with the posture seridization, it

does not have the purposve interpretation. It has only smultaneous interpretation. The
posture verb indicates the position of the body while the agent carries out the action,
denoted by the following VP. Thepkanjana (1986: 239) cdls this SV C a smultaneous

SVC.

Causative SVCs:
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There are two verbsin series in the Causative SVCs. The first verb is restricted to

averb t ham ‘make . The second verb must be intrangtive, asin (13).

(13) aka:nda: tham dek rd:pha:y

Kanda make child cry

‘Kanda made the child cry.’

b.ka:nda: tham kE:w te:rk

Kanda make glass break

‘Kanda made the glass broke.’

c.* ka:nda: tham dek kin kay

Kanda make child eat chicken

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda made the child eat a chicken,’)

Theverb t ham ‘make has the causative meaning, making the agent to be a
causer of the event denoted by the following VP. For example, theverb t € : k ‘break’ in

(13b) shows the change of state of thetheme k& : w ‘glass’ from the state of unbroken

glass to the state of broken glass.

Reaultative SVCs:
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The Reaultative SV Cs consst of two verbsin series, the firgt verb can be any verb

in the open class, and the second verb isthe result verb, asin (14) and (15).

(14) ka:nda: pluk wiira 16m
Kanda push Vira fdl

‘Kanda pushed Vira (o) Virafdl down.

(15) ka:nda: kin Kha:w ?21im
Kanda eat rice be full

“Kanda ate rice until shewasfull.’

The second verb in the Resultative SV Cs denotes the result state of the agent after

she did the action of the first verb.

The tempord relations between the eventsin Thal SVCs are shown in table 2.

Table 2: The tempora relations between the eventsin Thal SVCs

Thai SVCs | Overlapping | Sequentia | Purposve | Smultaneous | Causdative | Result
Mation Yes No Yes No No No
SVCs

Take No Yes Yes No No No
SVCs
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Thai SVCs | Overlapping | Sequential | Purposve | Smultaneous | Causative | Result
Use-SVCs | No No No Yes No No
Open class| No Yes Yes No No No
SVCs
Give- No Yes Yes No No No
SVCs
Posture No No No Yes No No
SVCs
Causttive | No No No No Yes No
SVCs
Resultative | No No No No No Yes
SVCs

4.3 Andrews and Manning's split PRED-attribute idea

Andrews and Manning (1999) believe that the basc concept of Predicate
Compogtion (Alsna 1997, Butt 1997) is correct. They propose the dternative andyss
for complex predicates and serid verbs in LFG framework on the bass of Predicate
Compodtion idea. They present the reformulation of LFG that better supports a grammar,
in which headship, underdood in tems of informaion sharing, is inherently
multidimensond rather than unitary. Andrews and Manning do not agree with the
attempts to digtinguish the SVCs from complex predicates since they can show tha at
leest both Tariana and Miskitu SVCs having the same functions as Romance and Urdu

complex predicates. So, their analyses cover both SV Cs and complex predicates.
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The andyss of sentences in the LFG framework consists of two components. ¢
gructure, which is phrase gsructure categories that belong to the overt structure of forms
of expresson, and f-dructure, which is syntectic functions that belong to the absract
system of relators of roles to expressons. The structures are associated by principles of
functiond correspondence, which is cdled ‘linking’ or ‘mapping principles. The key
dements in f-dructure are the PRED-attribute, and its associated grammatica function
attributes.

In classic LFG, the content of the Fstructures and the correspondence connecting
its parts to the c-gtructure nodes are specified by loca principles that are formulated as
annotations to phrase-structure rules. These annotations date properties and relaions
between the correspondents of a node and its mother in terms of the arrow symbols f
referring to the f<tructure correspondent of the mother, and f referring to the fstructure
correspondent of the node the annotation appears on. Hence the rule such in (16) says that
the f-structure correspondent of the daughter NP should be the SUBJvdue of the f-
sructure correspondent of the S, and the f-structure correspondent of the daughter VP

should be the same as that of the S (rendering VP the head of S, in terms of fstructurd

properties).

(16)S —p NP Vv

(PsuBr=y =4

Annotations are required to satify certain principles, such as Functiond Locdity, which
are part of the subgantive linguigic theory of LFG, and f-structures are required to
satisfy certain conditions, such as Completeness and Coherence, for the sentence to be

well formed. Andrews and Manning (1999) found that the complex expressons with
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multiple predicates, and sometimes recursively nested phrase dructures in the SVCs
share a sngle aray of grammaticd rdations, and in many case they share some certain
grammaticd relaions. They then proposes to share a certain subset of the information in
two structures, that is to say that ‘fy = @', which means that the feature structure
correspondents of two nodes share the same array of grammaticd relations. They post a
gpecid notation for just this operation, wherein ‘= is followed by a set whose union is
used as aredtriction on both sides of the equality:

(17) Redtricted Equality:
Where are sets of attributes (restricted projections),
f={4é..}g Odef f(a & ..)=g@ é ..)

This is read as ‘f and g share (the same vaues for) their § € (and...) projections. In
addition, they use the shorthand = { 4 € ...} tomeanthat 0 ={ 4 &, ...} 0. And they
indicate the classes of the set of the grammaticd relations that they find to be motivated
by their andysesin (18).

(18) a. & X-bar categorieslikeN, V, etc.
b. & for the BAR dtributes or equivaent in X-bar theory.
c. p: Grammatica Relations (SUBJ, OBJ, ADJUNCT,...)

d. & Argument-structure related attributes such as PRED.
e. 1: Morphosyntactic features (GEND, NUM, TENSE, €tc).

Another essentid proposal of Andrews and Manning (1999) for deding with the
SVCs and Complex Predicates is that they propose to replace the PRED-attribute with
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two features. one is the Lexicd Conceptua Structure (LCS), a representation of the
meaning (which comes from Jackendoff’s idea in (1990)); the other is a ligt of TERMS,
an argument gructure that encoded information about how the lexicd item expresses the
granmaticad rdadions of its aguments. The example of plit PRED-attribute of a verb
‘kill" in Englishis shown in (19).

(19) the meaning of kill
The PRED of this verb would be replaced by:

LCS [Cause(X,Y,Become (Not (Alive (Y))))]
TERMS <X,Y>

The LCS of ‘kill’ is X causes Y to become not dive. And the arguments in the TERMS
ligs are X and Y. Thee arguments will map to the grammaticd functions via the linking
rule. In this case, X mapsto asubject and Y maps to an object.

For the VP-seridization like in the Haitian Creole take-saridization in (20), it is
the case being ‘take-seridization’ used to express the theme transfer verb such as ‘give.
The semantic analysis of this kinds of congruction has tended to assume some kind of

merger of semantic structure whereby one verb expresses the theme ad the other a

recipient / god.
(20) Emil pran liv la bay Mari

Emil  take book DET give Mary
‘Emil gave the book to Mary.’ (Déchaine 1988)
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Andrews and Manning propose two kinds of andyss for this condruction. The firg
andyss is in tems of grammaticd redions and c-dructurd configuration. This take
seridization has the VP-complement structure with an anaphoric control of the subject,

and each verb having its own object. The c-gtructure of (20) isshown in (21).

(21) S

/\
tsusy =y t=v

‘ f:I’///a;;ft\aﬁme:¢

Emil \Y NP VP
| /N 4T dom
pran livla V NP

bay Mari
Essentidly, they propose that the LCS vaues of the matrix verb pran ‘take€’ and the verb
in its XCOMP bay ‘give could be combined quite tightly. The LCS of the verbs pran

‘take’ and bay ‘give’ are shown in (22).

(22) pran: LCS Cause(X,Y,GO(Y,___ )
‘take’ TERMS <X,Y>
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bay: LCS Cause(X,__,GO(__,TO(2))
‘give TERMS <X,Z>

Andrews and Manning propose that each verb in this congruction makes the
overlapping clam about what the arguments ae doing. The take-verb says that its subject
causes the theme to go somewhere while the give-verb says that its subject causes
something to go to its object without saying what. The linking theory will associate first
and second pogtions on the TERMS lig with SUBJ and OBJ grammaticd functions,
respectively. The two LCS - vdues can be combined by having an equation such as ¢
LCS) = (¢ XCOMP LCY9) in the lexicd entry of the take-verb, so that the & projection
forthetop S, VP and V of (20) would wind up likein (23).

23) |LCS Cause (X,Y,GO (Y,TO (2)))
| |
TERMS <X,Y> /
LCS

XCOMP TERMS <X,Y>

The dternaive andyds is that the VP-sidizaion is only one dause. The
evidence for this is that (i) the whole SVC describes a dngle event, (ii) verbs dfter the
firg do not have an overt subject of their own, (iii) there is shared tense, aspect, and
mood marking throughout the SVC, (iv) later verbs share objects as wdl as subject with
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ealier verbs, and (v) over dl aray of arguments in an SVC resembles tha of a single
cdause in other languages. Andrews and Manning suggest that while (i) and (i) can be
adequatdly explained under the firg andyds (the XCOMP andyss), (i — v) are more
uggedtive of there being sharing of grammatical relations via = { }. Under this anayss,

the c-structure and & projection would be roughly asin (24).

(24) a S

/\
(dsuBy=y t=v

P
%}

4. il ®oBy=y @*xcomp) :l

Emil \Y NP VP
| ANEE Er . S
pran livla V NP

bay Mari
b. LCS Cause(X,Y,GO (Y, TO(2)

TERMS <X,Y,Z>

The verb bay ‘giveé here is andyzed as taking three arguments. Three of these arguments

would be shared with arguments of the fird verb, and so the complete merger of the
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TERMS ligts of the two verbs would yield a TERMS ligt of the dause, which dso has
three members.

The split PRED-attribute idea of Andrews and Manning can be efficiently applied
to dl eght types of Tha SVCs Specificdly, the VP-sidization andyds suits Tha
SVCs dructures. They have the same properties as the teke-saidization in Haitian
Creole in (i) and (ii). That is, the whole SVC describes a single event, and verbs after the
firgd do not have an overt subject of their own. By these two properties, the first analyss
(the XCOMP andlysis) is more appropriate for the analysis of Tha SVCs than the second
andyds, which shows the grammatica reations sharing. Thus | adopt the XCOMP
andyss for dl eight types of Tha SVCs Since the equations, which represent lexica
properties, will indicate the mapping between the argument dructure roles and the
grammdicad functions in the f-dructure, the TERM-lig is not needed in the andyss of
Tha SVCs

4.4 The semantic structure of Thai SVCs

In order to ded with the semantic interpretation of dl eght types of Tha SVCs, |
would like to posgit two kinds of LCS, which are complex LCS and smple LCS.

1. Complex LCS

The complex LCS has an embedded LCS indde the firg verb’'s LCS. This kind of
LCS dlows the events that happen in the different time. The example of the complex
LCS is the Take-SVCs. The Take-SVC has two verbs in the series, the first verb is the

verb Paw ‘take’ and the second verb isatrangtive verb, asin (25).
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(25) ka:nda: aw mi:t han kay
Kanda take  knife cut chicken
(i) ‘Kandatook the knife and cut the chicken.” (sequentia)

(i) *Kandatook a knife to cut a chicken.” (purposive)

The LCS of the vatb han ‘cut’ is embedded ingde of the LCS of the firg verb, 2aw

‘take’, as shown in (26).

(26) 2aw - han ‘take - cut’
REL ‘take
Agt X
Ing/Th y
REL ‘cut’

PUR | Agt X
Ins/Th'y

2. SmpleLCS
The smple LCS has only one LCS in the sentence. This kind of LCS does not

dlow the events in the sentence to have the different time. Both events have to happen
amultaneoudy. The example of the smple LCS is the Use-SVC. The Use-SVC has two

verbs in the series, the first verb is the verb chay ‘use and the second verb is a trandtive

verb, asin (27).
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(27) ka:nda: chdy mi:t han kay
Kanda use knife cut chicken

‘Kanda cut a chicken with the knife.” (smultaneous)

There is only one LCS in (27). The verb chay ‘use means ‘use with an instrument’, and
the verb han ‘cut’ means ‘cut something with a tool’. So, the meaning of the verb chay
‘usg’ is dready incduded in the meaning of the verb han ‘cut’, as shown in (28).

(28) han ‘cut

REL ‘cut’
Agt X

For Tha SVCs, the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-
SVCs, have the complex LCS while the Posture SVCs, Use-SVCs, Causative SVCs, and
Reaultative SVCs have the smple LCS. The evidence comes from the cancdlation test

and the time marker test.

4.4.1 The cancellation test

In the theory of meaning, entailment is the relation between two sentences under
which one follows necessaily from the other by virtue of a certain semantic rdation
between them (Kaiz 1972: 6), for example the fact that the sentence ‘I am a tal woman’

entails ‘I an a woman'. We can test the property of entailment by usng the cancdlation
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test. If a sentence (29) entails a sentence (30), then the sentence ‘(29) but not (30)" will be

contradiction. For example:

(29). | am atal woman.
(30) I am awoman.

(32). #1 am atal woman, but | am not awoman.

The sentence (31) shows the contradiction, that is, there is no dtuaion in which it could
be true. We can apply these two tests to Thai SVCs in order to find out how many events
are there in the SVCs that is, if the cancelation test works with the second or third verb
in the series it means that there is more than one event encoded in that SVC. For
exanple, in English, the mono-clausal sentence encodes one event, if we agpply the
cancdllation test to it, it will be contradiction asin (32).

(32). I bought abook, but | did not buy a book.

In contrast, the sentence with a purposive clause encodes two events, so the cancellation

test works asin (33).

(33). I went to the shopping mall in order to buy adress, but | did not buy a dress.

For Tha SVCs, the cancelation test shows that the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs,
Open dass SVCs, and Give SVCs, which | would like to cal the first group, have at least
two events since the purposive event(s) can be cancdled. The example in (33) is the

Take-SVC.
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(33)ka:nda: aw mi:t han kay te: may

Kanda take knife cut chicken but NEG
han kay
cut chicken

‘Kandatook aknifeto cut a chicken but (she) did not cut the chicken.’

The ‘cutting’ event can be cancdled, showing tha there are two events in the
sentence, which are the ‘teking’ event and the “cutting’ event.

On the other hand, the Posture SVCs, Use-SVCs, Causdtive SVCs, and
Reaultative SVCs, which | would like to @l the second group, have only one event snce

the second event cannot be cancelled out. The examplein (34) isthe Use-SVC.

(34)* ka:nda: chdy mi:t han kay te: may
Kanda use knife cut chicken but  NEG

han kay

cut chicken

This is because the verb chay ‘usg in Tha indudes the meaning of indrument, it means
‘use with an ingrument. And the verb han ‘ctt dso involves the meaning of
indrument, which is ‘cut something with a toadl’, as in the example when this verb is a

main verb in asmple sentence (35).

(35) ka:nda: han kay
Kanda cut chicken

‘Kanda cut the chicken’
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In (35), even thought there is no instrumenta argument gppeared in the sentence, it il
means ‘Kanda cut the chicken with a tool’. The verb han ‘cut’ in Tha usudly

subcategories for three arguments: agent, theme, and instrumenta, asin (36).

(36) ka:nda: han kay dday mi:t
Kanda cut chicken with knife
‘Kanda cut a chicken with aknife’

The ingrumentd argument can be omitted as in (35) but the meaning of the instrument

gill remains. So we cannot separate the ‘cutting’ event from the ‘using’ event.

Next | will apply the cancdlation test to the purposive interpretetion of the other

SVCsin thefirg group to show that they have at least two events in the sentence.

Motion SVCs:
Motion-deictic SVCs:

The motion-deictic SVC has three verbs in saries, the motion verb, the deictic

verb, and another VP, asin (37).
(37)ka:nda: dyn pay S nansi:

Kanda walk go buy book
‘Kanda walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)
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When we apply the cancdlation test, it works with both the second verb as in (383 and
the third verb asin (38b).

(38)aka:nda: dyn pay si: napsi: te: may pay
Kanda wak go buy  book but NEG go

si: napsi:
buy  book

‘Kanda walked away from the speaker to buy a book, but (she) did not go away from the

speaker to buy abook.’
b.ka:nda: dyn pay si: napsi: te: mdy si: napsi:
Kanda wak go buy  book but NEG buy book

‘Kanda walked away from the speaker to buy a book, but (she) did not buy a book.’

Both the ‘going’ event and the ‘buying’ event can be cancelled showing that there

are three events encoded in the sentences in (38), which are the ‘waking event, the

‘going’ event, and the ‘buying’ event.

Motion-directional SVCs:

The motiontdirectiond SVC composes of a least one and a most six directiona

verbs before a deictic verb followed by the other VP. The example in (39) shows two

directiond verbs before adeictic verb.
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(39 ka:nda: wip 25:k pay si: ndpsi:
Kanda run exit go buy  book
‘Kanda ran out, away from the speaker, to buy abook.” (purposive)

When we gpply the cancdlation test, it works with the directiond verb as in (408), with

the deictic verb ether asin (40b), and with the verb after the deictic verb asin (40c).

(40)a ka:nda: wip 25:k pay si: ndpsi: t&: may
Kanda run exit go buy  book but  NEG

25:k pay si: napsi:

exit go buy  book

‘Kanda ran out to buy a book (away from the spesker’s viewpoint), but (she) did not go

out to buy abook.’
b.ka:nda: wip ?25:k pay si: ndpsi: t&: may
Kanda run exit Qo buy  book but NEG
pay si: ndpsi:
go buy  book

‘Kandaran out to buy abook (away from the speaker’ s viewpoint), but (she) did not go
away from the spesker’ s point of view to buy abook.’
c.ka:nda: wip ?25:k pay si: ndpsi: t&: may
Kanda run exit go buy  book but  NEG
si: ndpsi:
buy  book
‘Kanda ran out to buy a book (away from the speaker’s viewpoint) but (she) did not buy a
book.’
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The ‘exiting event, the ‘going’ event, and the ‘buying’ event can be cancelled

showing that there are three eventsin the sentencesin (39).

Open class SVCs:

The Open class SVC hastwo trangtive verbsin the series as in (40).

(40) ka:nda: hunp kha:w kin
Kanda cook rice eat

‘Kanda cooked rice to eat.’

When we gpply the cancdllation test, it works with the second verb asin (41).

(41) ka:nda: hun khéa:w kin te: mayday kin
Kanda cook rice eat but NEG eat
‘Kanda cooked rice to eat but (she) did not et (it).’

The ‘edting event can be cancdled showing that there are two events in the

sentence (41), which are the ‘cooking’ event and the *eeting’ event.

Give-SVCs:

The Give-SVCs have two verbs in series the irst verb is the verb hay ‘give and

the second verb is any verb in the open class, such as the verb 2a:n ‘read’ in (42).
Usudly, the Give- SV C occurs with the open class SVC asin (42).
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(42) ka:nda: SES nansi: hay nd:q ?a:n
Kanda buy book give Sster read
‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to her sster to read (it).’

When we gpply the cancdllation test, it works with the second verb asin (43).

(43)ka:nda: si: napsi: hay nd:np ?2a:n te: miyday

Kanda buy  book give Sster read but NEG
hay nd:n ?a:n
give gder read

‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to her sister to read (it) but (she) did not give it to her
sster to read (it).

The ‘giving event can be cancdled showing that there are a least two events in

the sentence (43), which are the ‘buying’ event and the ‘giving’ event.

Next | will apply the cancellation test to the purposive interpretetion of the other

SVCs in the second group, which are Posture SVCs, Causative SVCs, and Resultative

SVCs, to show that they have only one event in the sentence.

Posture SVCs:

The posture SV C has two intrangitive verbs in the series asin (44).
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(44) ka:nda: yi:in ro:pple:q
Kanda stand sng

‘Kanda sang, while standing.’

The sentence (44) entails that Kanda sang while danding. When we gpply the
cancellation test to this sentence, it does not work with second verb as in (45) showing

that there is only one event in this sentence, that is, Kanda sang while she was standing.
(45)*ka:nda: yi:n Tfo:igple:qp te: mayday Tro:pple:q
Kanda gand  sSng but NEG sng

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda sang, while standing, but she did not Sng.’)

Causative SVCs:

The Causative SVC has two vebs in saies, the firs verb is the verb tham

‘make’, and the second verb has to be the change-of-tate verb asin (46).

(46) ka:nda: tham ké:w te:k
Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass break.’

The sentence (46) entails that Kanda broke the glass and the glass broke. When we apply
the cancellation test to this sentence, it does not work with the second verb as in (47)
showing that there is only one event in this sentence, that is, Kanda causes the glass

break.
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(47)*ka:nda: tham KE:w te:k té: ké:w miy te:k
Kanda make glass break but glass NEG break
(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda made the glass break but the glass doe not break.”)

Reaultative SVCs,

The Reaultative SVC has two verbs in the series they can be ether trangtive or

intrangtive verb asin (48).

(48) ka:nda: kin kha:w 2im
Kanda et rice full

‘Kanda ate rice until (she was) full.’

The sentence (48) entalls that Kanda ate rice until (she was) full. When we apply the
cancdlation test to this sentence, it does not work with the second verb as in (49),
showing that there is only one event in this sentence that is, Kanda ate rice until she was

full.

(49) * ka:nda: kin kha:w ?2im te: midy  2im
Kanda eat rice full but NEG full

(Intended meaning: ‘ Kanda ate rice until (she was) full but she was not full.’)

Given the cancdlation test, the purposve verb phrase in four types of SVCs
which are the Motion SVCs Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, can be

cancdled, showing that there are more than one event in these sentences while the second
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verb phrase of the other four types of Thai SVCs, which are the Posture SVCs, Use
SVCs, Causative SVCs, and Resultative SVCs cannot be cancelled, showing that there is
only one event in these sentences.

Another piece of evidence showing the different event structures between the
SVCs in the first and second groups is the time marker test. The events in the SVCs in the
fird group can occur in the different time while the events in the SVCs in the second

group occur in onetime only.

4.4.2 Thetime marker test

Sudmuk (2003) studies the tempora information in Tha and proposes that there

are three linguigtic forms that express the tempora information in Thai, which are
1) Time Phrasss (TP): adverb of time (eg. mi:wa:nni: ‘yesterday’
indicates past time, phripgni: ‘tomorrow’ indicates future time,
wanni: ‘today’ indicates present time).
2) Time Markers (TM): there are five times markers:

2.1da:y ‘able, get, receive, have an opportunity’ indicates past time.
2.2 khy:y ‘experience, be accustomed to’ indicates past time.

2.3 way ‘keep (for acertain purpose) indicates past time.

2.4 ph¥p ‘jus’ indicates recent past time.

25 ca? ‘presnts potentidity, assartion, volition, or determination’ indicates

futuretime
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3) Aspect Markers (AM): there are five aspect marker types:

3.1 Imperfectives: indicates present time:
- kamlap ‘isdoing” indicates present progressve
-yu: ‘belocaed’ indicates present progressive
- to: ‘continue indicates present time
-khaw ‘enter’ indicates present time
3.2 Perfectives indicates past time
-ma: ‘come
-pay ‘g0
- sia ‘lose, wast€
3.3 Semi-Perfectives: indicates past time
- khin ‘ascend
- Iop ‘descend’
- P20k ‘exit
-1€ :w ‘dready’
3.4 Completives: indicates past time
- cop ‘end
-set ‘finish
- sdmret ‘accomplisy
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3.5 Generic: indicates present time or timeless

- y5 :m ‘naurdly

The time marker usudly occurs before the verb in he smple sentence as in (50b).

It indicates the time when the event in that sentence occurs.

(50) a. ka:nda: SES nansi:

Kanda buy book

‘Kandabuys/ is buying a book.’

b.ka:nda: d&y Si: nansi:
Kanda PAST buy book
‘Kanda bought a book.’

The time marker day in (50b) indicates that the ‘buying’ event occurs in the past time.
When we put the time marker day in front of the first verb in the SVCs, the events in the

SVCs such as the Take-SVCs, which is in the first group, can occur in the different time,
that is, the first event occurs in the past time, but the second event can occur ether in the
past time or in the future time. In contrast, when we put the time marker in front of the
firs verb of the SVCs such as the Use-SVCs, which is in the second group, both events

occur in one time only. This finding corresponds to the finding of the cancdlation test in
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4.1.1 in tha it shows that there are more than one event in the SVCs of Group 1 and there

isonly one event in the SVCsin Group 2. The examples are illustrated below:

Take-SVC:
(51) ka:nda: dAay ?aw mi:t han kay
Kanda PAST take  knife cut chicken

‘Kandatook the knife to cut the chicken.” (purposive)

A sentence (51) means that Kanda took a knife to cut a chicken. The time marker
day isinfront of thefirst verb, 2aw ‘take. It indicates only the time of the verb 2aw
‘take’, not the time of the verb han ‘cut’. This sentence means that only the ‘taking’

event happened in the past time. But for the ‘cutting’ event, it can occur ether in the past

time or in the future time. So, these two events happened separatdly.

Use-SVC:
(52) ka:nda: day chdy mi:t han kay
Kanda PAST use knife  cut chicken

‘Kanda cut the chicken with the knife!

The difference between the Take and Use-SVCs is that the second verb phrase,

the ‘cutting’ event in the Use-SVCs, occurred in the past time while that in the Teke-SVC
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might occur in the pagt time or in the future time. When we put the time marker day in
front of the first verb in the Use-SVC as in (52), it indicates the time for both verbs chay

‘usg and han ‘ocut’. It means that both the ‘using’ event and the ‘cutting’ event happened

a the sametime in the past. So, thereis only one event in this sentence.

Here are the examples of the other types of Tha SVCsin Group 1 and 2.

Group 1. The events in the other types of Tha SVCs in the firg group, which are the
Motion SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, can occur in the different time,
showing that the SVCs in this group have more than one event. They are illustrated

below:

Motion SVCs:
Motion-deictic SVCs:

The motion-deictic seridization has the motion vertb dyn ‘wak’ as the firs verb

followed by the deictic verb pay ‘go’ and the purposive phrase si : ndps#: ‘buy book’

asin (53a).
(53)aka:nda: dyn pay si: nansi:
Kanda wak go buy book

‘Kandawalks / walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)
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bka:nda: day dyn pay si: nansi:

Kanda PAST wak go buy book

‘Kanda walked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)

A sentence (538) means that Kanda walked away to buy a book. When we put the
time marker day isin front of thefirst verb, dyn ‘wadk’, asin (53b), it indicates only the
time of the verb, dyn ‘wak’, but not thetime of theverb s£ ; ‘buy’. This sentence

means that only the ‘waking’ event happened in the past time. But for the * buying’

event, it can occur ether in the past time or in the future time. So, these two events

happened separately.

Motion-directional SVCs:

The motion-directiond SVC usudly has the motion verb as the firg verb and
followed by the sequence of the directiona verbs and the last verb in the series has to be
a deictic verb. The directiona verb that follows the motion verb can be at least one verb

asin (54a) and at mogt five verbs asin (54b).

(54) a ka:nda: dyn khaw ro:grian pay

Kanda walk enter school go

‘Kanda enters/ entered the school, walking away from the speaker.” (overlapping)
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b.ka:nda: wip trop yo:in khd:m sapha:n ?o0:k pay

Kanda run godraght reverse cross bridge exit go
‘Kandaruns/ ran straight back, crossing the bridge, out, away from the speaker.’

(overlapping)

It is possible to add the purposive clause such as si: ndpsz: ‘buy book' &fter the

deictic verb asin (55).

(55) ka:nda: dyn khaw ro:grian pay si: napsi:

Kanda walk enter school go buy book
(1) “While Kanda was waking away from the speaker into the school, she bought a book.’
(overlapping)

(i) ‘ Kandawaked away from the speaker into the school to buy abook.” (purposive)

The time marker test in (56) aso supports that the verb phrase si: ndpsi: ‘buy

book’ is the separae event because the ‘buying’ event occurs in the different time from

the ‘walking event, the ‘entering’ event, and the ‘going’ event.

(56) ka:nda: day dyn khadw ro:prian pay si: nansi:

Kanda PAST wak enter  school go buy book

‘Kandawaked away from the speaker into the school to buy abook.” (purposive)
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A sentence (56) means that Kanda walked into the school to buy a book. When
we put the time marker day in front of the first verb, dyn ‘wak’, it indicates the time of
the first three verbs, which are the verb dyn ‘wak’, khaw ‘enter’, and pay ‘go’. The

‘waking event, the ‘entering’ event, and the ‘going’ event occurred in the pagt time. But
for the ‘buying’ event, it can occur either in the past time or in the future time. So, there

are a least two eventsin this sentence.

Open class SVCs:

The Open class SVCs have two verbs in series, both of them are trandtive verb

phrases asin (57).

(57) ka:nda: hup kha:w kin

Kanda cook rice eat
(i) *Kanda cooked rice (and) aterice” (sequentia)

(i) *“Kanda cooked rice to eat.” (purposive)

The time marker test in (58) shows that the ‘eting’ event is the separate event. It

occurs in the different time from the *cooking’ event.
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(58) ka:nda: day hun kha:w kin

Kanda PAST cook rice eat

‘Kanda cooked rice to eat.” (purposive)

A sentence (58) means that Kanda cooked rice to est. When we put the time
marker day in front of the fird verb, hup ‘cook’, it indicates only the time of the firgt
verb, hip ‘cook’, but not the time of the second verb, kin ‘eat’. This sentence means

that only the ‘cooking’ event occurred in the past time. But for the ‘eating’ event, it can

occur either in the past time or in the future time. So, these two events occur separately.

Give-SVCs:

The Give-SVC has the verb hay ‘give as the firgt verb and the verb in the open

class as the second verb. It usualy occurs with the Open class SVC asin (59).

(59) ka:nda: si: nansi: hay wi:ra ?2a:n
Kanda buy book give Vira read
(1) *Kanda bought a book (and) gave (it) to Virato read (it).” (sequential)

(i) *Kanda buys/ bought a book to giveit to Virato read (it).” (purposive)
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The time marker test in (60) shows that the verb phrase hay wi : ra ‘give Vird is

the separate verb phrase because the ‘giving’ event occurs in the different time from the

‘buying’ event.
(60) ka:nda: day si: nansi: hay wi:ira 2a:n
Kanda PAST buy book give Vira read

‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to Virato read (it).” (purposive)

A sentence (60) means that Kanda bought a book to give (it) to Virato read (it).
When we put the time marker day in front of the firg verb, s#: ‘buy’, it indicates only
the time of the firs verb, s#: ‘buy’, but not the time of the seoond verb, hay ‘give.

This sentence means that only the ‘buying’ event occurred in the past time. But for the
‘giving event, it can occur ether in the past time or in the future time. So, these two

events occur separately.

Group 2. The events in the other types of Tha SVCs in the second group, which are the
Posture SVCs, Causdative SVCs, and Resultative SVCs, occur a the same time, showing

that the SV Csin this group have only one event. They areillustrated below:

Posture SVCs:
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The posture SVC has two intrangtive verbs in the series as in (61). When we
aoply the time marker tedt, as in (62), it indicates the time of both two verbs yi:n

‘dand’ and Fo:rpple:p ‘sng. It shows that both the ‘standing’ event and the ‘singing’

event occur in the past, showing that there is only one single event in the sentence.

(61) ka:nda: yi:n ro:pgple:n
Kanda sand sng

‘Kanda sings, while standing.’

(62) ka:nda: day yi:n rfo:pgple:n
Kanda PAST stand sng

‘Kanda sang, while standing.’

Causative SVCs:

The Causgtive SVC has two verbs in szies, the fire verb is the verb tham

‘make’, and the second verb has to be the intrangitive verb as in (63). When we apply the

time marker test, as in (64), it indicates the time of both two verbs tham ‘make and

terk ‘break’. It shows that both the ‘making event and the ‘bresking’ event occur in the

past, showing that there is only one single event in the sentence.

(63) ka:nda: tham kE:w te:k
Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda makes the glass break.’
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(64) ka:nda: ddy tham kE:w te:k

Kanda ™ make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass break.’
Reaultative SVCs.

The Reaultative SVC has two verbs in series: they can be ether trangtive or
intrangtive verb as in (65). When we gpply the time marker test, as in (66), it indicates
the time of both two verbs kin ‘eat’ and 21m ‘be full’. It shows that both the ‘edting’
event and the ‘being full’ event occur in the padt, showing tha there is only one single

event in the sentence.

(65) ka:nda: kin kha:w ?21im
Kanda est rice full

‘Kanda eats rice until (sheis) full.

(66) ka:nda: day kin khéa:w 2im
Kanda PAST edt rice full

‘Kanda ae rice until (she was) full.’

Given the cancdlaion test and the time marker test, the SVCs in Group 1, which
are the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, have at least two
separate events in the sentence while the SVCs in Group 2, which are the Posture SVCs,
Causative SV Cs, Use-SVCs, and Reaultative SV Cs, have only one event in the sentence.
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4.4.3 Two kinds of the LCSin Thai SVCs
Asmentioned earlier, | pogit two kinds of LCSfor Tha SVCs, which are:

() Complex LCS: the LCS that has an embedded LCS insde the first
verb’'sLCS. Thiskind of LCS dlows the events occur in the
different time.

(i) Simple LCS: the LCSthat has only one LCS in the sentence. This
kind of LCS does not alow the eventsin the sentence occur in the

different time. They have to occur Smultaneoudy.

According to the findings of the cancellation test and the time marker test in 4.4.1
and 4.4.2 respectively, That SVCsin Group 1, which are the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs,
Open class SV Cs, and Give-SV Cs, have the Complex LCSwhile Thai SVCsin Group 2,
which are the Posture SV Cs, Causative SV Cs, Use-SVCs, and Resultative SV Cs, have

the Smple LCS. The example of those SYCs LCS areillugtrated below:

4.4.3.1 Complex LCS:
Motion SVCs.

Motion-deictic SVCs.

(67)ka:nda: dyn pay si: nansi:

Kanda wak go buy book

‘Kandawaks/ waked away from the speaker to buy abook.” (purposive)
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dyn ‘wdk - pay ‘go’ - si: ‘buy’

REL ‘wdk’
Agt [‘Kandd]
REL ‘g0

DEl |Ag [‘Kanda]
REL  “buy’
PUR | Ag  [‘Kanda]

Th [*book’]

Motion-directional SVCs:

s

(68) ka:nda: wip ?5:k pay si: napsi:
Kanda run exit go buy  book
‘Kandaruns/ ran out, away from the speaker, to buy abook.” (purposive)
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wip ‘run' - 251k ‘exit - pay ‘go’ - si: ‘buy’

_REL ‘run’
Agt [‘_Kanda’] _
REL ‘exit

DIR |Agt [‘Kanda]

REL ‘go

DIR |Agt [‘Kanda]
'REL ‘buy
PUR Agt [‘Kanda]
Th  ['book’]

Take-SVCs:

(69) ka:nda: aw mi:t han kay
Kanda take  knife cut chicken

‘Kandatakes/ took a knifeto cut a chicken.” (purposive)

Paw ‘take - han ‘cut’
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| REL Ctoke ]
Agt ['Kanda]
Th  [‘knife]
_REL ‘cut’ N
PUR Agt [‘Kanda]
Inst [‘knife’]
Th [ chicken']
Open class SVCs:

(70) ka:nda: hun kha:w kin
Kanda cook rice eat

‘Kanda cooks/ cooked rice to eat.” (purposive)

hup ‘cook’ - kin ‘eat’

_REL ‘cook’
Agt ['Kanda]
Th [‘rice’] o
_REL ‘eat’
PUR  |Agt [‘Kanda]
Th [‘rice’]
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Give-SVCs:

(7)) ka:nda: si: nansi: hay nd:y ?a:n
Kanda buy book give sster read
‘Kanda buys/ bought a book to give (it) to her sister to read (it).” (purposive)

si:‘buy’ - hay ‘give - 2a:n ‘read

REL ‘buy
Agt ['Kanda]
Th [ book’]

[ REL ‘give ]
PURL | Agt [‘Kanda]

Th [ book’]

Ben [‘sister’]

REL ‘read

PUR2 Ag  [‘Sdgte’]
Th [ book’]
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4.4.3.2SimpleLCS:

Posture SVCs.
(72) ka:nda: yi:n ro:pgple:n
Kanda sand sng

‘Kanda sang, while standing.’

yi:n'sand - Forpple:p ‘sng

REL ‘sng
POSTURE [ stand']

Ag  [‘Kandd]
Causdtive SVCs.
(73) ka:nda: tham ké:w te:
Kanda make glass break
‘Kanda made the glass break.’

tham ‘make - te:k ‘break’
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REL ‘break’
CAUSER [‘Kanda']
Th [‘glass]
Use-SVCs:
(74) ka:nda: chdy mi:t han
Kanda use knife cut
‘Kanda cut a chicken with aknife’
chdy ‘us€ - han ‘cut
REL ‘cut’
Ag [‘Kanda]
Ing  [‘knife]
Th [‘ chicken']
Reaultative SVCs;
(75) ka:nda: kin kKha:w ?im
Kanda eat rice be full

‘Kanda ae rice until (she was) full.’
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kin ‘eat’ - 2im ‘ful

REL ‘eat’
Agt ['Kandd]
Th [‘rice]

RESULT [‘befull’]

The full andyss in LFG framework of dl eght types of Tha SVCs will be shown in
chapter 5.

4.5 Conclusion

| discuss the semantic interpretation of al eight types of the SVCs in Tha. It turns
out that when the second verb in the SVCs is the verb that has intentional meaning, it
gives the purposve interpretation. By teding with two semantic tests, which ae the
cancdlation test and the time marker test, it shows that the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs,
Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, have a least more than one event in the sentence
while the Posture SVCs, Causative SVCs, Use-SVCs, and Reaultative SVCs, have only
one event in the sentence.

In order to ded with the semantic interpretations of al eight types of Tha SVCs, |
posit two kinds of LCS, which are Complex LCS (the LCS that has an embedded LCS
ingde the fird verb’'s LCS) and Simple LCS (the LCS that has only one LCS in the
sentence). Given the cancdlation test and the time marker test, the Motion SVCs, Take-
SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, have the Complex LCS while the Posture

SVCs, Causative SV Cs, Use-SVCs, and Reaultative SV Cs, have the Smple LCS.
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CHAPTERS
The Analysis of the SVCsin Thai

5.1 Introduction

As | dready showed in the last two chepters, dl eght types of the SVCs in Tha
have the subordinate sructures. The verbs in series of four types of them, which are the
Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, express a least more than
one separate event while the verbs in series of the other four types, which are the Posture
SVCs, Causative SVCs, Use-SVCs, and Resultative SVCs, express one event in the
sentence. In this chapter, | propose the andyss of dl eight types of Tha SVCs in the
LFG framework.

This chapter is organized asfollows:

In section 2, | propose the analyss of dl eight types of Tha SVCs in the LFG
framework.

In section 3, | conclude the findings.

5.2 Theanalyssof Thai SVCsin the LFG framework

As Andrews and Manning (1999) point out, the LFG framework conssts of two
components. c-structure and f-structure. They present another approach to the analysis of
complex predicate and serid verbs. Their approach is LFG- based but also is based on
some ideas borrowed from Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar (HPSG). The
proposad is to plit the PRED atribute into two diginct components the Lexica
Conceptual  Structure (LCS) and the argument-lis (TERMS). For the andyss of Tha
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SVCs, it is not necessary to have the argument-list since the equations, which represent
lexicd propertied, can map between the c-dructures and the f-tructures. There are two
important well-formedness conditions on f-structures. These conditions are applied after
the minimd f-dructure has been condructed from the defining eguetions and any
condraining equations have been sdisfied. Conpleteness and coherence enforce an
appropriate  match-up, or linking, between the PRED feature and the surrounding
gyntectic  functions of the f-gructure. Completeness requires that every function
designated by a PRED be present in the fstructure of that FRED. Coherence requires that
every argument function in an f-structure be designated by a PRED (Bresnan 2001: 63).

In order for dl argument functions specified in the vadue of the PRED feature to
be presented in the fdructure in the anadyss of Tha SVCs that | adopted from Andrews

and Manning (1997), | propose the Principle of LCS Completeness asin (1).

(2) Principle of LCS Completeness:
Every LCS vaue must contain a REL feature.

The principle in (1) says that every LCS vdue in the f-dructure has to have the
RELATION feature, for example the verb dyn ‘wak’ has to have the feature “ (fLCS
REL) ='wadk’” inthef-sructure.

The equations in the lexicon of each veab in the sentence are the defining
equation. They are the eguations of the functional description define the modd. Whatever
f-dructure dements are identified by an equation are made to exig in the f-gructure
mode, for example, the defining equations that represent the properties of the verb s#:
‘buy’, thenoun ka : nda : ‘Kanda, and thenoun naps# : ‘book’ are shownin (2).
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(Qasi: by

(chs REL) = ‘buy’

(fLCS AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS)

(?LCS THEME) = (fOBJ LCS)
b. ka:nda: ‘Kanda

(fLCS REL) = ‘Kanda
c.nansi: ‘book’

(fLCS REL) = ‘book’

For the sentence in (3), which has the estructure as in (4), would have the f<tructure as

in (5).

(3 ka:nda: si: nansi:
Kanda buy book

‘Kanda buys a book.’
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(4) c-ructure
S

<@B»ﬂ¢

NP VP

| ST
ka:nda: T=¢ (fom):‘

‘Kanda \ NP
St nansi
Itljy’ lbook’

(5) f-structure
| REL ‘buy’

LCS | AGENT i
THEME

SUBJ [LCS [REL ['Kandd]i]
OBJ [LCS [REL [‘'book’];]

The defining equations ( UCSAGENT) = (#SUBJLCS) and (4L.CS THEME)
= (f OBJ LCY) in the lexicd properties of the verb s#: ‘buy’ map the agent with the
subject ka rnda: ‘Kandd and the theme with the object naps#: ‘book’. This is shown

by the indexation.

175



For the analysis of Thai SVCs, | propose the basic phrase structure rules for their

subordinate structure asin (6).

(6) Phrase Structure Rules:

aS_p NP VP
dsuey= = v - _
b.VP O V ( NP ) ( VP )

doB) = § (TXCOMP):¢

The phrase dructure rule in (8) generates Tha Smple sentences that have only one verb
while the phrase gructure rule in (b) further generates the verb phrase of Thai SVCs that
have an embedded VP complement or XCOMP. The examples of the andyss of dl eight
types of Thai SVCsare below:

Motion SVCs:

The motion-deictic SVC has two verbs in the series, the firs verb is a manner of

motion verb, and the second verb isadeictic verb, asin (7).
(7Y ka:nda: dyn pay
Kanda wak go

‘Kanda walked away from the speaker.’

Its c-gtructure looks likein (8).
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©® S

dsusy = | f-y

NP VP
ka:nda: = v (fxcomp) =y
‘Kandal Vv VP
Vv
d¥n T= l
‘wak’ ‘
pay
g0

Due to the subordinate structure, the Motion-deictic SCVs involve control reation, which
is the functionad control between the subject of the matrix verb and the subjects of its

XCOMP complements. The lexica entry of each verb in the seriesis shown in (9).

(9) a dyn ‘wak’

@dLcs REL)
#LCS  AGENT)

‘walk’

#suBJ LCy)

#xcomP  Lc9)
#xcomP  suBy

@#Lcs DEICTIC)

(fsuy
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b. pay ‘go
(TLCS REL)
(#L.CS  THEME)

qo-anay’
(fsu BJ LCS

Its f-structure would bein (10).

(10)

REL ‘wdk’
LCS | AGENT i

DEICTIC ,-

SUBJ [LCS[REL ‘Kanda]i]

REL ‘go-away’ |
LCS | THEME |

SUBJ [LCS[___ 1]

XCOMP

In the lexica properties of the verb dyn ‘wak’, the defining equation (fLCS AGENT) =
(fSUBJ LCS) maps the agent with the subject ka :nda: ‘Kanda. The eguation ¢LCS
DEICTIC) = (fXCOMP LCS) indicates that the LCS of the deictic is the same as the
LCS of the XCOMP, which is ‘go away’. The equation (fSUBJ) = (TXCOMP SUBJ)
identifies the subject of the verb dyn ‘wak’ with the subject of its XCOMP, which is
ka:nda: ‘Kandd. The equation (TLCS THEME) = ¢ SUBJ LCS) in the lexicd
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properties of the verb pay ‘go indicates that the theme's LCS is the same as the
subject’'sLCS, whichiska :nda: ‘Kanda.

Take-SVCs:

The Take-SVC has two verbs in series, te firs verb is the verb 2aw ‘take and

the second verb isatrangtive verb, asin (11).
(11) ka:nda: 2aw mi:t han kay
Kanda take knife cut chicken

‘Kandatook a knife to cut the chicken.’

The c-gructure of this sentence looks like that in (12).
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(12) S

/\
tsuea =y t=

NP VP

ka:nda: T:¢ ¢OBJ):D (fXCOMP):l

‘Kanda Vv NP VP

PN

2aw mi:t fz ¢ ﬁOBJ)=¢

‘take ‘knife V NP
han kay
‘cut’ ‘chicken’

Due to the subordinate structure, the Take-SVCs involve control relation, which is the
functional control between the subject of the matrix verb and the subject of its XCOMP
complement. The control reation between the theme argument of the matrix verb and the
ingrumenta argument of its XCOMP predicate is a thematic control with respect to the
thematic redriction of the matrix and embedded verbs. The lexicd entry of each verb in

the seriesis shown in (13).
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(13) a 2aw ‘take

(chs REL) = ‘take’

(ALCS AGENT) = (ASUBJ LCS)

(ALCS INSTR) = (4OBJ LCS)

(ALCS PURPOSE) = (AXCOMP LCS)

(ASUB)) = (AXCOMP SUBJ)

(chs INSTR) = (fxcowlp LCS INSTR)
b. han ‘cut’

(chs REL) = ‘cut’

ALCS AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS)

#LCS THEME) = (fOBJ LCS)

Its f-dructure is shown in (14).

181



(14)

LCS

XCOMP

In the lexical properties of the verb 2aw ‘take, the defining equation ( qcs AGENT) = (f
SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb 2aw ‘take to the LCS of the subject, which is
ka:nda: ‘Kanda . The equation (ALCSINSTR) =
insgrumental argument to the LCS of the object, which is m1:t ‘knifeé. The equation (f
LCS PURPOSE) = (f XCOMP LCYS) indicates that the LCS of the purpose clause is the
same as the LCS of its XCOMP. The eguation (4 SUBJ) = (h XCOMP SUBY) identifies
the subject with the XCOMP's subject, which is ka:nda: ‘Kanda. The equation (f

LCS INSTR) = f XCOMP LCS INSTR) indicates that the LCS of the ingtrumenta

REL

LCS

AGENT L
THEME L
PURPOSE

‘take’

SUBJ [LCS [REL ‘Kanda]];
OBJ [LCS [REL ‘knife]];

REL ‘ot
THEME [ REL
AGENT

| INSTR

SUBJ [ _ i

“chicken |

S
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argument is the same as the LCS of the ingrumenta argument of its XCOMP. And the
equation (f LCS AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS) in the lexicd properties of the verb han ‘cut’
maps the LCS of the agent of the verb han ‘cut’ to the LCS of its subject, which is
ka:nda: ‘Kanda while the equation (fLCS THEME) = (fOBJ LCS) maps the LCS of
the theme to the LCS of its object, whichiskay ‘ chicken'.

Use-SVCs:

The Use-SVC has two verbs in series, the first verb is the verb chay ‘use and

the second verb isatrangitive verb asin (15).

(15) ka:nda: chay mi:t han kay
Kanda use knife cut chicken
‘Kanda cut a chicken with aknife’

The c-gructure of this sentence looks like that in (16).
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(16) S

/\
dsusy =y t=v

NP VP

karnda: #$=4¢ (fOBJ):l (4 xcomP) = §

‘Kanda \% NP VP

N

chéy mi:t T=¢ (f OBJ) = ¢

‘use ‘knife VvV NP
han kay
‘cut’ ‘chicken’

Due to the subordinate structure, the Use-SVCs involve control relaion, which is the
functional control between the subject of the matrix verb and the subject of its XCOMP
complement. The control relaion between the theme argument of the matrix verb and the
ingrumental argument of its XCOMP predicate is a thematic control due to the thematic
redriction of the matrix and embedded verbs. The lexicd entry of each verb in the series
isshown in (17).
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(17) a chay ‘use

@LCs)

(f XCOMP LCS)

(chs AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS)

(ALCS INSTR) = (fOBJ LCS)
b. han ‘cut’

(chs REL) = ‘cut’

ALCS AGENT) = (ASUBJ LCS)

(chs THEME) = (fOBJ LCS)

Its f-structure is shown in (18).

w8 — .

REL ‘cut’ k
LCS | AGENT i

INSTR

SUBJ [LCS[REL ‘Kanda]];
OBJ [LCS[REL ‘knife]];

LCS [ __ ]l«

SUBJ [LCS[__ 11
XCOMP | OBJ [LCS[REL ‘chicken]]
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In the lexical properties of the verb chay ‘use’, the equation (A LCS) = h XCOMP LCS)

indicates that its LCS is the same as the LCS of its XCOMP. The defining eguation ¢

LCS AGENT) = (f SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb chay ‘use to the LCS of the
subject, which is ka :nda : ‘Kanda . The equation (4L.CS INSTR) = (40BJ LCS) maps
the LCS of the instrumenta argument to the LCS of the object, which is mi:t ‘knif€.

And the equation (fLCS AGENT) = ¢ SUBJ LCYS) in the lexica properties d the verb

han ‘cut’ maps the LCS of the agent of the verb han ‘cut’ to the LCS of its subject,
whichis ka :nda: ‘Kanda while the equation ¢LCS THEME) = (fOBJ LCS) maps the

LCS of the themeto the LCS of its object, whichiskay ‘ chicken'.

Open dass SVCs:

The Open class SVC has two verbs in series; both of them are trangtive verbs, as

shownin (19).

(19) ka:nda: hun kha:w kin
Kanda cook rice eat

‘Kanda cooked rice to eat.’

The c-gructure of this sentence looks like that in (20).
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(20) S

/\
dsuey= ¥ t=v

NP VP

karnda: #=¢ (#0B)=y (AxcomP =y

‘Kanda \%4 NP VP

Due to the subordinate Structure, the Open class SVCs involve control relation,
which is the functionad control between the subject of the matrix verb and the subject of
its XCOMP complement. The control relation between the theme argument of the matrix
verb and the theme argument of its XCOMP predicate is a thematic control due to the
thematic redriction of the matrix and embedded verbs. The lexicd entry of each verb in

the seriesis shown in (21).
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(21) a. hup ‘cook’

(f‘-CS REL) = ‘cook’
dLcs AGENT) = dsuBJ LCY)
dcs THEME) = (foBJ LCY)

(#LCS PURPOSE)

(suBy

(#xcomp Lcs)

(#xcomP suB))

#Lcs THEME) = (#XCOMP LCS THEME)
b.kin ‘ed’

dLcs REL) = et

dLcs AGENT) = dsuBJ LCY)

dcs THEME) = (foBJ LCY)

Its f-gtructure is shown in (22).
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(22)

REL ‘cook’
AGENT i
LCS | THEME i
PURPOSE

SUBJ [LCS [REL ‘Kanda]]

OBJ [LCS [REL ‘rice]];

(REL ‘et
XCOMP  |LCS | THEME |
AGENT |

SUBJ [ _ i

In the lexicd properties of the verb hiip ‘cook’, the defining equation (fLCS AGENT) =

(fSUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb hiip ‘cook’ to the LCS of the subject, which is

ka:nda: ‘Kandd. The equation (fLCS THEME) = (?OBJ LCS) maps the LCS of the

theme argument to the LCS of the object, which is kha:w ‘rice. The equation (fLCS

PURPOSE) = (fXCOMP LCS) indicates that the LCS of the purpose clause is the same

as the LCS of its XCOMP. The equation ($ SUBJ) = * XCOMP SUBY) identifies the
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subject with the XCOMP's subject, which is ka:nda: ‘Kanda. The equation (fLCS
THEME) = ¢ XCOMP LCS THEME) indicates that the LCS of the theme argument is

the same as the LCS of the theme argument of its XCOMP. And the equation ( fLCS
AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS) in the lexica properties of the verb kin ‘eat’ mapsthe LCS of
the agent of the verb kin ‘eat’ © the LCS of its subject, which is ka:nda: ‘Kanda

while the equation (chs THEME) = ( fOBJ LCS) maps the LCS of the theme to the
LCS of its object, whichiskhd : w ‘rice.

Give-SVCs:

The Give-SVC has two verbs in saries, the firs verb is a trangtive verb and the

second verbistheverb hay ‘give, asin (23).
(23) ka:nda: SE nansi: hdy nd:p
Kanda buy book give  Sder

‘Kanda bought a book to give (it) to her sgter.’

The c-gructure of this sentence looks like that in (24).
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(24) S

/\
dsusy= v t=v

NP VP

ka:nda: f: l (ﬁDBJ) :¢ (fXCOMP) = ¢

‘Kanda \% NP VP

I N

si: ndnsi: f :¢ (f OBJ) :¢

‘buy’ ‘book’ \% NP
hay nd:y
‘give ‘Sger’

Due to the subordinate dructure, the Give-SVCs involve control relation, which is the
functional control between the subject of the matrix verb and the subject of its XCOMP
complement. The control relaion between the theme argument of the matrix verb and the
theme argument of its XCOMP predicate is a thematic control due to the thematic
redriction of the matrix and embedded verbs. The lexicd entry of each verb in the series

isshown in (25).
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(25)a. s£: ‘buy
(chs REL)

= ‘buy’
(chs AGENT) = (fSUBJ LCS
(chs GOAL) = (fOBJ LCS)
b. hdy ‘give
(fLCS REL) = ‘give
(chs AGENT) = (ASUBJ LCS
#LCS THEME) = (4OBJ LCS)

(fxcowlp LCS)
(fxcowlp SUBJ)

(ALCS PURPOSE)
dory

Its f-Structure is shown in (26).
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(26)

REL ‘buy’

AGENT o
LCS | THEME L
PURPOSE

SUBJ [LCS [REL ‘Kanda]]
OBJ [LCS [REL 'book]],

REL ‘give
XCOMP | LCS | THEME [REL ‘sgter | ’
AGENT |

| INSTR j
SUBJ [ i

In the lexica properties of the verb s#: ‘buy’, the defining equation ( fCS AGENT) = (f
SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb si: ‘buy’ to the LCS of the subject, which is
ka:nda: ‘Kanda. The equation (TLCS GOAL) = (f OBJ LCS) maps the LCS of the
god argument to the LCS of the object, whichisnaps# : ‘book’.

In the lexicd propeties of the verb hay ‘give, the defining equation ( fLCS
AGENT) = ( f SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb hay ‘give to the LCS of the
subject, which is ka:nda: ‘Kanda. The equation ( fLCS THEME) = (f OBJLCYS)
maps the LCS of the theme argument to the LCS of the object, which is napsi: ‘book’.
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The equation (4 LCS PURPOSE) = (4 XCOMP LCS) indicates that the LCS of the

purpose clause is the same as the LCS of its XCOMP. The equation (f SUBJ) = (f
XCOMP SUBJ) identifies the subject with the XCOMP's subject, which is ka:nda:

‘Kandal. The equation (4 OBJ )= ($ XCOMP  SUBY) identifies the object of the verb
s ‘buy’ isthe same asthe subject of its XCOMP, whichiska :nda: ‘Kanda'.

Posture SVCs:

The Posture SVC has two verbs in series; the first verb is a posture verb and the
second verb can be dther intrangtive or trangtive verb. The second verb in the example

(27) isintrangtive verb.
(27) ka:nda: yi:n rd:gple:n
Kanda sand sing

‘Kanda sang, while standing.’

The c-gructure of this sentence looks like that in (28).
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(28) S

(fSUBJ)=¢ 4. l

NP VP

ka:nda: Vv \Y

‘Kandal
yiin rd:pple:q
‘stand’ ‘ang

Thelexicd entry of two verbsin the seriesis shown in (29).

(29) yi:n-rd:gple:n ‘sng, sand

(fres

(ALCS AGENT)

#xcomP Lcs)

*suBJ Lcy
(#LCS POSTURE)

(ASUBY)

‘danding

(AXCOMP SUBJ)

Its f-structure is shown in (30).
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(30) _
'REL  ‘sng

AGENT :
LCS | POSTURE ‘standing

XCOMP | SUBJ |

Inthelexicd propertiesof theverb yi :n - ro:pple:p ‘sing, sand’, the equation ( f

LCS) =( fXCOM PLCY) indicatesthat its LCS is the same as the LCS of its XCOMP.

The defining equation ( ﬁcs AGENT) = ( $JBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb

yi:n-rd:pple:p ‘sing, sand tothe LCSof the subject, whichiska :nda:

‘Kanda . The egquation ( ICS POSTURE) = ‘standing’ indicates that the LCS of the

posture has the standing relation. The equation ( StJAJBJ )=( X@OM P SUBJ) identifies

the subject of thevertb yi :n - rs:pple:p ‘sing, sand isthe same asthe subject of its

XCOMP, whichiska rnda: ‘Kanda.

Causative SVCs:

196



The Causgtive SVC has two vebs in series, the firs verb is the verb tham

‘make’, and the second verb is a change-of-state verb, asin (31)

(31) ka:nda: tham kE:w  te:k

Kanda make glass break

‘Kanda made the glass break.’
The c-dructure of this sentence looks like that in (32).

(32 S

dsuBy=v t-v

NP VP

AN N

f:¢ (fOBJ)=¢ ov

ka:nda: \% NP Vv
‘kandal A
tham kE:w te:k
‘make ‘glass ‘break’

197



Thelexica entry of the two verbsin seriesis shown in (33).

(33) a tham ‘make

#LCs AGENT)

(fres
(fosy

#suBJ LCY)

(#xcomp Lcs)

(#xcomP suB))

b. te:k ‘bresk’
(chs REL) = ‘bresk’
dcs THEME) = (foBJ LCY)
Its f-structure is shown in (34).
4
REL ‘make ’
LCS | AGENT [ REL ‘Kandd | ;
SUBJ LCS [ 1
OBJ LCS [ 1
 [REL cbreak ]
XCOMP | LCS
THEME [ REL ‘glass] |
suB) | a
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In the lexical properties of the verb tham ‘make, the defining equation (ﬁ_CS AGENT)
= (f SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb tham ‘make to the LCS of the subject,
whichis ka :nda: ‘Kanda. The equation (AL.cs) = f xcomMP  LCS) indicates that its
LCS is the same as the LCS of its XCOMP. The equation (fOBJ) = (fXCOMP SUBJ)
indicates that its object isthe same asits XCOMP' s subject.

In the lexicd properties of the verb te:k ‘break’, the defining equation dLCS
THEME) = (! OBJ LCS) maps the theme of the verb ¢ 1k ‘breek’ to the LCS of the
object, whichiské :w ‘glass .

Reaultative SVCs,

The Reaultative SVC has two verbs in series, the first verb comes from the open

class verb, and the second verb is the resulting verb, asin (35).

(35) ka:nda: kin kha:w 2im

Kanda eat rice be full

‘Kanda ate rice (until she wes) full.’

It c-structure is shown in (36).
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ka:nda: VP \Y
‘Kandal /\
O=0 (oBY) =00 ?2im
\Y NP ‘befull
A
kin kha:w
‘eat’ ‘rice

Thelexicd entry of each verb in the seriesis shown in (37).

(37)a kin ‘eat

dLcs REL) = et

fcs acenty = dsuss Loy
@#L.cs THEME) = oBJ LCY
dcs resumy) = (Xxcomp suBy
(AGF) = (AXCOMP SUB))
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where GF = SUBJ or OBJ. f

Its f-gructure is shown in (38).

(38)

REL ‘ea’
AGENT L
LCS | THEME L

RESULT

SUBJ [LCS [REL ‘Kanda]]i
OBJ [LCS [REL ‘rice]];

REL  ‘befull’
XCOMP LCS | AGENT i K
SUBJ [ _ i

In the lexica properties of the verb kin ‘eat, the defining equation (f LCS AGENT) = (A
SUBJ LCS) maps the agent of the verb kin ‘eat to the LCS of the subject, which is
ka:nda: ‘Kanda. The equation ($LCS THEME) = (#OBJ LCS) maps the LCS of the

theme argument to the LCS of the object, which is khd:w ‘rice’. The equation (ALCS
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RESULT) = (4XCOMP LCS) indicates that the LCS of the result clause is the same as
the LCS of its XCOMP. The equation ( $5F) = * XCOMP SUBY) identifies the subject or

the object with the XCOMP's subject. In this sentence, it identifies its subject with its

XCOMP ssubject, whichiska :nda : ‘Kanda'.

5.3 Conclusion

In this chepter, | present the andyss of dl eght types of Tha SVCs in the LFG
framework. | propose the principle of LCS completeness to satisfy the well-formedness
of Tha SVCs on the f-dructures. The LCS andlyss of Andrews and Manning (1997) is
adopted. The defining equations in the lexicd entry of each verb in the series map

between the argument structure roles and the grammatica functions.
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CHAPTER 6
Conclusion

6.1 Thefindings

This dissartation study both syntax and semantics of the SVCs in Tha. It is
proposed in chapter 2 that there are eight types of the SVCs in Thai with respect to the
redriction of the limited set of verbs that occurs in the verb sequence, which are the
Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs, Use-SVCs, Open class SVCs, Give-SVCs, Posture SVCs,
Causttive SVCs, and Reaultative SVCs. All eght types of the SVCs have the different
gyntactic dructure from that of the coordinate Structures in that the negative morpheme
only occur before the first verb in the SVCs while it can occur in font of each verb in the
coordinate structures. Besides, the SVCs dlows for the extraction, which is not possible
in the coordinate structures. So the SVCs have the subordinate structure, which is the
XCOMP in the LFG sense. This congtruction involves two kinds of control relation. First,
the control relation between the subject of the mairix verb and the subject of its VP
complement is a function control. Second, the control relation between the object of the
matrix verb and the object of its embedded VF's object involves a thematic control due to
the thematic restriction between the verbs and their arguments.

The semantic interpretation of the SVCs in Tha is discussed in chapter 4. Given
the cancdlation test and the time marker tedt, the verbs in the Motion SVCs, Take-SVCs,
Open class SVCs, and Give-SVCs, which | called Group 1, express at least two separate
events in the sentence. In contrast, the verbs in the Posture SVCs, Use-SVCs, Causative

SVCs, and Resultative SV Cs express only one event in the sentence.
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In order to show the andyss of dl eght types of Tha SVCs, | adopt Andrews
and Manning's split PRED attribute vaue in 1997. However, only the LCS is needed for
the analyss since the defining equations, which represent the lexica properties, indicae

the mapping between the argument structure roles and the grammatica functions.

6.2 Further Direction

The SVCs ae widdy found in languages of West Africa, Southeast Aga
including Chinese, New Guinea, Oceania, and some Centrd American languages as well
as in many Ridgins and Creoles Many of them are dudied separatdy or as a language
groups for example Thepkanjana 1981 for Tha, Jayasedan 1996 for Maayaam, Schiller
1991 for Khmer, Li and Thomson 1981 for Mandarin, Bodomo et d. 2001 for Cantonese,
Kari 2003 for Degema, Nigeria, and Bodomo 1997, 1998 for Dagaare and Akan. There is
only one comparative sudy of the semantics of the SVCs in Dagaare and Cantonese by
Luke and Bodomo in 2001, which tries to s&t a first step towards the universal typology
of the SVCs crosslinguidicdly. It would be very intereting if there are more
comparative dudies of both syntax and semantics of the SVCs in many languages to
show both ther amilaities and differences. It will lead us to the universa typology of

the SV Cs across languages around the world.
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