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Semantic-syntactic Interface of Spatial Boundedness and Unboundedness
— Taking English and Chinese Lexicalization Patterns of Motion Event as an Example
Yang Jingpeng Wu Hong-yun
( Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications Beijing 102209 China/ Renmin University of China
Beijing 100872 China; Renmin University of China Beijing 100872 China)
This paper taking lexicalization patterns of motion event as an example examines empirically the semantic-syntactic inter—
face of spatial boundedness and unboundedness in English and Chinese. The paper has yielded the following three findings: (1)
There is a cross—reference relationship between the lexicalizations of factive and fictive motion events while it is difficult to have
semantic cross-variation between the two languages after translation. (2) Within the framework of factive motion event there is a
general tendency towards boundedness in both English and Chinese while boundedness and unboundedness constitute a conti—
nuum among which there are countless “quasi-hounded ”cognitive entities. The main techniques of boundedness include colloca—
tion and semantics. ( 3) Within the framework of fictive motion event the restriction of path condition and manner condition
should be considered. Nevertheless certain lexicalization patterns in Chinese do not necessarily adhere to this restriction.
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