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An Event Semantic Analysis of Inverted Resultative Construction

Peng Fang Qin Hong-wu
( Qufu Normal University Qufu 273165 China)

This paper discusses the syntactic property and the interpretative mechanism peculiar to IRC ( Inverted Resultative Construc—
tion) from an event semantic perspective. It is found that IRC has its prototypical structure NP1 + V1 — V2 + NP2 and seman—
tic structure CE-RE. In its semantic structure NP1 is a participant in CE  while NP2 usually participates both in CE and in RE.
It is also found that IRC is wellformed only when the non-event thematic NP1 is semantically associated with an event type
which might be found in the agentive or telic roles in NP1%s qualia structure. The study concludes that different encoding of CE
results in different surface structure: CE can either be underspecifiedly realized as NP or full{ledgedly realized as VP or S.
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