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An Optimality-Theoretical Analysis of the Nasalized Di-
minutives in the Yiwu Dialect
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Abstract

The study aims to explore the diminutives in Yiwu in terms of Optimality
Theory (OT). This study starts with an introduction to the formation of the di-
minutives in Yiwu. The nasal suffix [n] is attached to the bases and the vowels in
the bases get lengthened. Certain lengthened vowels undergo a change in quality
which is closely relevant to the values of the [back] and [round] features left by
the omitted codas. Then, this study applies Output-Output Correspondence (OOC)
to the diminutives in Yiwu, and makes a theoretical comparison with Lin (2001).
Results show that OOC can not only analyze the development of the nasalized
diminutives in Wu, but also deal with such theoretical problems as phonological

opacity and serial derivation.

Keywords: diminutive, optimality theory (OT), correspondence, Yiwu, Wu
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fY =" = Jackendoff r;f:*‘%ﬁsffF [FR e R PIEE T R ]Ef ’ Fﬁﬁ:f
— [k ri?éif%éf}ﬂ[’"ﬂ : slept the night away lﬂf@iuﬁh 71/D|H EF*“ ? LA \I;Ew
9 B PR sleep T F—*FIJ#‘?J TR ﬁ%ﬁﬂlﬁ B g # f o the night %~ %l.7] 7|
EJ;‘HFJ “HEf - FFES > Jackendoff (1997 ) MEIFHIREHEM VK = fruiifr > 29
5% A= SELI T o ﬁ'Fjdwu TM 9 SR T A AT

(=) %iz#alf. M5 i FHKELINS slept the night away SEFE THy A
(idiomatic construction) j?ﬁﬁ;{%“[pﬂﬁﬁf@ﬁﬂw%ﬁg (! £, FF'J:EJ
(constant) ) [RE=5 55 RL WIERY CRom) £ TA#CE S (variable) ) e

(2 P SRRy [ o 2353 g1 2

[,}Hﬁﬁwugﬁjﬂ sleep EJI;;]:[}&}:I:I;% 7 ‘time’-away F[J?“ plid & ]EILJ?ﬁ%?K;ﬁE £,
T[ FVETE (lexeme) » — — o BRI FIF[L >y = EdF Hm_ ‘time’-away HJ
A R PghE (U1 dance) “HYIEEAWEY S L= e P ELE ’E”iF;r [ZES]
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IE};]}D—‘—'%L_@%!—H[ TEARRY (perlpheral) "I ) Cirregular) AT RY

¢ ) (idiomatic )[i¥ chunk l #f fﬂiﬁ: Y24 (form ) AT #iz | (meaning )
i~ ufﬂ[F: U { AR t‘fr’?r,?ﬂ'ﬁJ '—?f‘ﬁ 1 (construction) -

(1) The Way-construction: Jane elbowed her way through the crowd.
(2) Unselective Resultatives: Mike drank the pub dry.

(3) Caused-Motion construction: Kevin sneezed the napkin off the table.
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"fluEh  (causative) AT HiEY , (putative ) uj?E J%JJI/,“}EJi‘[ 14 (Lien 2000,

2003a, 2003b, 2003¢) P} A FHEE 0 €)% B F A9 TLAU S fu |
EE ElfJ?ﬁJIZ[“’ (Lai2003) -

27 Goldberg (2006: 5-6) 1 FIF krﬁ% U f' o] =3k (morpheme ) -

it HJ (4)-(5) EIJFJIJ@ over-H! out- *"J r Il Esdy HJ (ditransitive ) F‘/ going

great guns (""HIF|[~ 55 711) ~ send <someone> to the cleaners ({150 * k-~ %)

(4) Over-prefixed verbs
a.Max overate ( *cake) .
b.Tom overdrank ( *beer) .
(5) Out-prefixed verbs
a. Fred outdrank Stan.
b.Mary outate Jane.
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(6) a. The boy broke the window with a ball.
b. The boy hit the window with a ball.
(7) a. The window broke.
b. * The window hit.

H 7% > Rappaport #[! Levin (2002 ) ?’,L['E*F‘] eat I hit — < E fﬁléﬁ@‘ﬁ
(Y[ *The cookie ate) » {FL L& F' I'] # P& #5 i (! The boy ate) -

% > Fillmore (1986) BIEZ[EF see ! eat?ﬂfl s ?F[ ’ Iﬂﬁ'ﬂ;ﬁﬂ
— 78 FF'JL?FH (definite ) M]3k > & HpL- 78 ’—EJ'E;&}‘F[J (indefinite ) F[3 - lF%
B PR R A R (- ) -
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(8) a.  IHRIEE B -
al. PUFEE Y
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b’ R
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(19) Eifh F[J (verb copy )

EaY IFEHFE@ Goldberg (2005:23-24) > I'JZ (= ) J5:3
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AR e
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* () BT AR PORE S - R g e
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SRS

]ﬁlqﬁﬁlJWuF[ e (thematlc role ) 3 3FE *ﬁ g JEI#]—LF FF
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== H e (participant role) o I'JF A FHENF U% = ﬂﬂm. ]
£ “?'%ﬁh P R R
* (=) pysiz m%ﬁ)}ﬁﬁf[r CEIFURTE R A o 2T ?F%?“
’@TW@*J% L R AR Cexperiencer) i 7 r?ﬁ?ﬁ
TR R R TR (SRR K
JFEJ (theme ) °
Goldberg (2005) #2*] Jackendoff (1990: 125-151) " €555 frik |
(two-tier representation » J[]55 1 T = £4 | (action tier ) I r“éﬁ"ﬁ‘%}
"¢t | (thematic tier )) FUf=SFIE 1Y T 55 a (fusion) — & » T@Vrﬁ
PO E AR TR A R E S - e (102) TR
FLEE}"TE?LEﬁJ F[g—r; gﬁ.ﬁ rz\[ﬁﬁ tlri_ r;\:%ﬂj Vf\l_ FLF*[WJ .
al PSR TR TR URL TR e bl PR R - 2
LY DR AR R o A
B (2) U2 A QAR O R ) TR
]’j > El ;\:&A?ﬁlﬁ;,ﬁﬁ uﬁ _-ln" I‘F[ > El éﬁ?ala:_'l‘ ”;b,_-lﬂ‘ I'F[ o 1'41%&[:
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(20) a. (] oplsr ) fERIE ] Pl -
b CTIBELER > ) ol S8 PO -
(21) a. *fli g T2 A0 P dims: v it -
b FI MR T F AL S R
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ZTEpY, ~ TEGE S (volition) #Y T EIE IﬁHEwJ ( voluntary activity ) &~
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4. :J]ETFI]*EJ F,J;?‘: D= ?ﬁ+§w?ﬁj+ CEn, + (?ﬁﬁ?jj?&j) +§bj§ﬁ
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DH
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extension) » FUIG ATl AT L AT EE

PRfRReE [ (22) FTIZEA B R i, 2R JTUE@I“P@J
E'}%]tﬂ F”ﬁﬁjﬁg Tl q”i[rﬁrﬁg @Mﬁﬁqi#ﬁ& EE_BLJEJF?%%W EJF%f,J °
d’l m%ﬁ ’E:-:FIHJ—’ 7 FIDF[ Hj (23) (28) 71’ H:[J

(22) #EG PR R IR (1)) e -
(23) SEBEPR I (1) X g
(24) TWBES ) JRLT (1)) AL -

(25) MY AIR* (111 B~ -

(26) HI'B G5 F > (M) 1@[[@5«%”%[?
(27) g grRpp* (L) s 4 2 -
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R G U (REIED cEE

BF Yzt 2 EEE T - (SR R
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i e i
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The Argument Realization of Resultative Constructions in
Mandarin Chinese: A Preliminary Investigation

Ching-Ya Chao

National Tsing Hua University

Abstract

From a perspective of Construction Grammar (Goldberg, 1995), this paper
discusses three types of Resultative Constructions in Mandarin Chinese by inves-
tigating their argument structure, semantic representation and syntactic mapping.
According to the preliminary study, both objects and subjects of these construc-
tions receive extremely versatile sets of thematic roles, which violate the sub-
categorization of verbs. This helps increase our understanding of the mechanism
of the argument realization in Chinese Resultatives. But the question as to what

determines the meaning of the whole construction still remains open.

Key words: construction grammar, verb-complement construction, argument re-

alization, semantic representation, non-subcategorized objec
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