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Cholthicha Sudmuk, Ph.D.
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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.

viil



Table of Contents

List of Abbreviation

........................................................................... xii
List of Tables....ccouiieiieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieiecieenaeeneaen Xiv
CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION.....cittiitiuiiniieitiiiatieceesnrsesseseesnssassssessnns 1

1.1 INtroduction.....cceieeiieiieriiiierineiieeieeieeiieeiarieeciesseccnccscsaccnscnase 1

1.2 Thai Phonemes and Syntax: OVerVIeW.....ccceeeeiiinreinrceacsenrcsnaconnsens 4

1.2.1 Thai Phonemes......cccceiieiiiiiniiieiieiieiieiieeiieciesieececiecincene 4

1.2.1.1 ConSonants......ccceeeeeiieiiniiieiieiinreieciarieciasisccscscnns 4

1.2.1.2 VOWelS..uiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinecieeinecnenen 5

) K I 1) 1 e 6

1.2.2 Thai Syntax: OVervieW....cccoveieirriiieiiinrcsnesoesscsnscossossscnns 7

CHAPTER 2: TYPES OF SERIAL VERB CONSTRUCTIONS IN THAI

ooooooooooo

2.1 INtroduction......coeiieeiieiiniiiiiieiiiiiieiieiineiieiiiiiecietietcieciscenccacennes 9

2.2 Previous Studies of the SVCs in Thai.......ccccocvieiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiannen. 10
2.2.1 Thepkanjana 1986.......cccceeeiiieiiinriiinrcinrcsntccnrcsnsconscnnces 10
2.22 Wilawan 1993......ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieicieeiaeene 22
2.2.3 Muansuwan 2002.........cceeeiieiineiieiierinecieciecinecieciaccnccnanes 27

2.3 Types of the SVCs in Thai......ccccevviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiniane, 42
2.3.1 Motion SVCS..uiiuiieiiiiiiiiiieiieiiiiiiietiecieiieiecieciecnciecsscenn 42
2.3.1.1 Motion deictic SVCS...cuiiiiiiiniiiiiiiniiiiieciiineincennn 42

2.3.1.2 Motion directional SVCs......cccvveiiiiiniiniiieiiniinncnnn. 44

2.3.2 PoStUre SVCS..uuiiuiiiiiiiniiniiiiieiiiieiieiieiieieeiaciecnecacsscscncen 46
2.3.3 TaKe-SVCS..uiiuiiniieiiiiiiiniieiieiiiiiiiaiieiieceiecieciecncenssscesens 47
2.3.4 USE-SV S uuinuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiietieiiieciasenscnssnnes 48
2.3.50pen class SVCS.uuiiiuiiieiiiiaiiiercenecssetcssscssssssscssssosascsnsns 52
2.3.60 GIVE-SV S uuiniiniiniiniiiiiiiiiieiieiiiiiiieiiecieceiacieciecnscscscnns 53
2.3.7 Causative SVCS..ciuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiietieecieciecnnne 64



2.3. 8 ReSUILAtIVE SV S ttuuuuiierereeeneereerereesssessesesessssesssscssssssnnes 65

2 1 1 o) 113 1 ¢

3.1 INtroduction.....cceeeiieeiiieiiiiniiieiiineceeetcenscsssssesscsnscsnsssnsssnssonnse 68
3.2 SVCs contrast with coordinate structures........ccoeeevevieieieinrcinecennes 70
3.2.1 The distribution of the negative morpheme...........c.cccccuveneen. 72
3.2.2 Coordinate Structure Constraint..........cceeeeevreieicenrccnnconne 80
3.3 Explain and illustrate ‘argument sharing’ in Thai SVCs................. 91
3.3.1 Theoretical overview of four mechanisms for argument
] 1 1 1 92
3.3.1.1 Functional control..........cccceviveiiiniiinniiinicinrcennnenns 92
3.3.1.2 Anaphoric control.........ccceeeiiieiiiniiiiaiiieiennecinannns 94
3.3.1.3 Thematic control........cccceeiuiiiriiinrcinricincccnrcenncnns 96
3.3.1.4 Complex predicates......coeeveerriieiecarienarcsnrconsconsens 99
3.3.1.4.1 AlSina 1997....ccviiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiiciacinicnncnnn 99
3.3.1.4.2 Bodomo 1997.....cccuiiuiiieiiniinicincinicnncsnssnsons 108
3.3.2 Thai SVCs involve functional and thematic control............. 113
3.3.2.1 Subject control in Thai SVCs involves functional
L0 110 1 113
3.3.2.2 Object control in Thai SVCs involves thematic
L0 1 10 (1) Rt 117
R0 30717 116 11T 10 1 A 122

CHAPTER 4: THE SEMANTIC STRUCTURE OF THE SVCS IN

0 7. O 123
4.1 INtroduction.....ccieeiierieriieiierieeiierieeieeeieeiaceeesasieccsesssccnscnscnnes 123

4.2 Temporal relations between the events in Thai
VA 124

4.3 Andrews and Manning’s split PRED-attribute
1 T 133



4.4 The semantic structure of Thai SVCS ..uveeeeeeeriiiiieeereeeeeeeeeeeeeescn 140

4.4.1 The cancellation teSt....ceeeeuiiieeeeeeennseeeereeessesecceseesssencns 142
4.4.2 The tiIme MATKer 1St coevveeerriiireeeeeenneeeeereeesseecoccssssssonons 152
4.4.3 Two kinds of the LCS in Thai SVCS..eeveererniiireeeeennennneenn 164
4.4.3.1 Complex LCS...cccuiiiiiiieiiiniiieioiaiciesconacosasconscons 164
4.4.3.2 Simple LCS...ccuiiiiiiiiniiiiiiniiniiieieniinecsscsnssscssssns 169
4.5 CONCIUSION . cetternneireeeeeeseeeseeeessesseessscssssssssssscsssssssssssssnssssnnns 171
CHAPTER 5: THE ANALYSIS OF THE SVCS IN THAL.....cccceiiiiiiininnnnnnnn. 172
S0 10 6115 07 1 Ut (1) 1 D P P PPN 172
5.2 The analysis of Thai SVCs in the LFG framework........................ 172
5.3 CONCIUSION. e eeereeeeeneereeereeseeeeseeessssssessessssssssssssssssssssssssassnssee 202
CHAPTER 6: CONCLUSION AND FURTHER DIRECTIONS....cccvtvvveeeenn. 203
6.1 The findings.....coveiiieiiiniiiiaiiieriinatesarcesecssstcssscsssscssscsssssssscnnes 203
0.2 FUIther DireCtioNS. ... eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeessesesessssesssscssssssssssasnaes 204
REFERENCES . ..cuuiiiiiiiiiiiittteteeeeesesssessssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssssnsee 205
V2 1 N 229

X1



LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

ACT: actor

Ag, agt: agent

AM: aspect marker
ARG-ST: argument structure
AUX: auxiliary

Ben: benefactive

CL: classifier

COMP: complement

DEF: definite article

FUT: future marker

INST, INSTR: instrumental
IMPFV: imperfective

LCS: Lexical Conceptual Structure
LFG: Lexical Functional Grammar
NEG: negative morpheme
NP: noun phrase

OBJ: object

PERF, PFECT: perfect

PETV: perfective

PUR: purpose

Pt: patient

REL: relation

SPFV: semi-perfective

xii



SUBJ: subject

SVCs: Serial Verb Constructions
Th: theme

TM: time marker

TP: time phrase

UND: undergoer

VP: verb phrase

XCOMP: open complement

xiil



LIST OF TABLES

Table 1: Eight types of SVCsin Thai...................ocoiiini.

Table 2: The temporal relation between the events in Thai SVCs

Xiv



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




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.’

170
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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.
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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).
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(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:
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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’
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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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