LEXICAL SEMANTICS WITHOUT THEMATIC ROLES pdf
1: Processing correlates of lexical semantic complexity â€” NYU Scholars
This is perhaps not surprising since thematic roles would appear to be dispensable entities in the sense that it is easy to
conceive of how to write a lexicon, a syntax, a morphology, a semantics.

Semantic rolesâ€”also known as thematic relations, theta roles, participant roles, and deep casesâ€”are labels
for certain recurring predicate-argument relations. They have proved attractive because they provide a way of
representing commonalities across different uses of the same predicate or across uses of distinct but
semantically related predicates that may be obscured because arguments with certain semantic roles may have
various syntactic realizations. Thus they provide a level of abstraction for the statement of generalizations
concerning a variety of linguistic phenomena. In particular, argument realization generalizations are often
stated over a thematic hierarchy, a ranking of semantic roles. However, semantic roles have not lived up to
their initial promise. It has proved impossible to find a small set of roles that can be applied across all verbs in
a language, let alone across languages. Yet this desideratum must be met if semantic roles are to figure
effectively in accounts of linguistic phenomena. Further, some generalizations involving semantic roles seem
to require reference to coarse-grained roles, whereas others require reference to fine-grained roles. Moreover,
reliable diagnostics are difficult to identify even for the roles cited most often. Although these difficulties have
led some researchers to reject semantic roles, others have taken alternative approaches, including the use of
generalized semantic roles, which are inspired by the notion of prototype, with no single property being
necessary or sufficient for an argument to bear such a role. Despite these drawbacks, semantic roles continue
to be useful in stating linguistic generalizations, and so descriptive, if not theoretical, uses of semantic role
labels persist across subfields, including language acquisition, psycholinguistics, and neurolinguistics.
Furthermore, semantic roles are useful in natural language processing. Since semantic roles have been
implicated in phenomena involving argument structure, the separate Oxford Bibliographies article Argument
Structure should be consulted for additional relevant resources. For discussion of the material in this article,
the author is grateful to Scott Grimm, Chris Manning, Malka Rappaport Hovav, and two reviewers, as well as
the students in her autumn lexical semantics class. General Works There are a considerable number of
handbook and encyclopedia articles devoted to semantic roles, and they also receive treatments in many
introductory semantics textbooks, especially those aimed at undergraduates. Such textbook treatments
typically present a particular inventory of semantic roles and show their applicability to the semantic
representation of particular sentences; further, they usually include some discussion of the problems that face
semantic roles as a semantic representation. In contrast, the handbook and encyclopedia treatments provide
more sustained discussion of the notion of semantic role. They often trace the development of the notion, as
well as its place within current linguistic theory. In addition, they may introduce several approaches to
semantic role inventories, highlighting the similarities and differences among them, and they may discuss the
limitations both of particular approaches and of semantic role approaches in general. Due to this added depth,
representative handbook chapters and encyclopedia articles are the focus of this section. Bruce and Moser
provides the most basic treatment of semantic roles, while Van Valin provides a more extensive introduction
encompassing both traditional and generalized semantic roles. Wechsler complements these by also providing
an overview of the development of semantic role approaches. Davis is the most extensive of the handbook
chapters, introducing semantic roles from a formal semantic perspective. Butt introduces semantic roles in the
context of a discussion of morphological case, thus drawing attention to the relation between the two notions.
Levin and Rappaport Hovav , a survey of argument realization, provides a detailed introduction to both
traditional and generalized semantic roles, as well as a thorough discussion of thematic hierarchies. In
Encyclopedia of artificial intelligence. Edited by Stuart C. It explains the motivation for semantic roles and
reviews several approaches current in the late s and early s, including case grammar. Reviews the place of
semantic roles in several linguistic theories, especially as they figure in argument realization. Case, semantic
roles, and grammatical relations: An international handbook of natural language meaning. Probably best
appreciated by those with some background in semantics and syntax. Reviews basic issues confronting any
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attempt to define a set of semantic roles that figures in the explanation of linguistic phenomena, particularly
argument realization. Levin, Beth, and Malka Rappaport Hovav. Van Valin, Robert D. In The encyclopedia of
language and linguistics. It motivates and describes both traditional and generalized semantic roles and
reviews the treatment of semantic roles in several linguistic theories. Elsevier, , â€” In Encyclopedia of
language and linguistics. Edited by Keith Brown, â€”
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2: What is Semantics? - Introduction to Linguistics - www.enganchecubano.com
This book argues that thematic roles are not valid semantic entities, and that syntax and semantics are indeed
autonomous and independent of each other.

Teaching through student-led research Words provide self-contained packets of language about which many
types of investigation can be carried out. Teaching lexical semantics is thus particularly exciting for the
opportunities that it allows for student-led, original research. Asking oneself how one uses language is the
classic linguistic method, and it should be used throughout a lexical semantics course. The Oxford English
Dictionary, on the other hand, provides plenty of etymological information and examples of usage. Both types
can be valuable for different kinds of activities. Some activities using dictionaries include: The problem for
any lexical semantics course, however, is whether the facilities and time are available to provide students with
access to a corpus, corpus software and the requisite skills to use them. Once students know a bit about
corpora, they can have a hand in designing the methodology for a particular corpus investigation, with the
tutor or technician still charged with executing it. It is also possible to devise a course in which student-led
research provides the themes to be discussed. The Adopt-a-Word scheme for a year 1 lexicology course is
described in more detail at the LLAS event report, listed in the web links below. That course is also designed
to establish key disciplinary, academic and transferable skills. See Hudson for discussion of skills
development. Murphy, forthcoming, provides a number of ideas, most of which have been tested in a
final-year course in the US. In my courses, students receive at the beginning of the term a document with a
dozen or so possible Adopt-a-Word assignments. After each student is assigned or chooses their own word, it
is up to the student to determine with some guidance which assignments suit the word. For instance, an
assignment on argument structure may not be suitable for many nouns. The student then does a number of
assignments on the same word. The same assignments can be used without adopting a wordâ€”i. Finally,
involving students in original research greatly reduces the potential for intentional or unintentional plagiarism
in essay-writing. Dissertations in lexical semantics: Here, again, it is very doable for students to tackle original
lexical semantic research, preferably using more than one of the methodologies discussed above. To give some
examples, here are short descriptions of some recent final-year dissertations at Sussex: Is David Beckham
black? An investigation of the meaning of the racial term black in the UK, testing hypotheses based on Social
Identity Theory posited in Murphy Data sources included dictionary definitions, questionnaire responses and
examples of usage from the press. Child and adult in Japan and Britain. Closing note This guide has briefly
raised some issues concerning the teaching of lexical semantics, but it has necessarily been based mostly on
my own experience. In order to improve the guide, please contact me m. Words in the mind 3rd edn.
Bierwisch, Manfred and Ewald Lang eds. How children learn the meanings of words. Journal of Semantics In
Chicago Linguistic Society Chicago Linguistic Society, â€” The lexicon in acquisition. Croft, William and D.
Aspects of the micro-structure of word meanings. In Ravin and Leacock Evans, Vyv and Melanie Green. An
Electronic Lexical Database. Gumperz, John Joseph and Stephen C. How can key skills "sell" Linguistics to
students and employers? Words and their meaning. Words, meaning and vocabulary: The structure of a
semantic theory. Women, fire and dangerous things. University of Chicago Press. Semantic fields and lexical
structure. Journal of Linguistics Lehrer, Adrienne and Eva Feder Kittay eds. Frames, fields, and contrasts.
Morphology and lexical semantics. English verb classes and alternations. Irony in the text or insincerity in the
writer? The diagnostic potential of semantic prosodies. In Kira Hall and Anna Livia eds. Semantic relations
and the lexicon. The non-uniqueness of semantic solutions polysemy. Linguistics and Philosophy 3: Ravin,
Yael and Claudia Leacock eds. In Eleanor Rosch and Barbara B. Language and the lexicon: Semantic
structure in lexical forms. In Timothy Shopen ed. Grammatical categories and the lexicon, Toward a cognitive
semantics 2 vols. Linguistic categorization 3rd edn.
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3: CiteSeerX â€” Citation Query Lexical Semantics without Thematic Roles
In lieu of an abstract, here is a brief excerpt of the content. LANGUAGE, VOLUME 68, NUMBER 1 () to see that his
common-sense evaluations of family trees, waves, dialects, and diasystems, still topical in today's continually renewed
examination of historical processes and relationships, lead offthe collection.

Here is a list of the major thematic relations. Susan heard the song. Entity that prompts sensory or emotional
feeling - not deliberately e. David Peterson detests onions! I have two children. I put the book on the table. He
gave the gun to the police officer. Sometimes used interchangeably with patient. Sometimes used
interchangeably with theme. Force or Natural Cause: He walked to school. He gave the book to her. She
walked away from him. I baked Reggie a cake. He built a car for me. I fight for the king. There are not always
clear boundaries between these relations. For example, in "the hammer broke the window", hammer might be
labeled an agent see below , an instrument, a force, or possibly a cause. Nevertheless, some thematic relations
labels are more logically plausible than others. Relationship to case[ edit ] In many languages, such as Finnish
and Hungarian and Turkish , thematic relations may be reflected in the case -marking on the noun. Languages
like English often mark such thematic relations with prepositions. Conflicting terminologies[ edit ] The term
"thematic relation" is frequently confused with theta role. Many linguists particularly generative grammarians
use the terms interchangeably. This is because theta roles are typically named by the most prominent thematic
relation that they are associated with. To make matters more confusing, depending upon which theoretical
approach one assumes, the grammatical relations of subject and object , etc. Here is a way to distinguish these
ideas, when they are used distinctly: Thematic relations are purely semantic descriptions of the way in which
the entities described by the noun phrase are functioning with respect to the meaning of the action described
by the verb. A noun may bear more than one thematic relation. Almost every noun phrase bears at least one
thematic relation the exception are expletives. Thematic relations on a noun are identical in sentences that are
paraphrases of one another. Theta roles are syntactic structures reflecting positions in the argument structure
of the verb they are associated with. A noun may only bear one theta role. Only arguments bear theta roles.
Adjuncts do not bear theta roles. Grammatical relations express the surface position in languages like English
or case in languages like Latin that a noun phrase bears in the sentence. Thematic relations concern the nature
of the relationship between the meaning of the verb and the meaning of the noun. Theta roles are about the
number of arguments that a verb requires which is a purely syntactic notion. Theta roles are a syntactic
relation that refers to the semantic thematic relations. For example, take the sentence "Reggie gave the kibble
to Fergus on Friday. Friday represents the time of the action. The verb "give" requires three arguments see
valency. In generative grammar, this is encoded in terms of the number and type of theta roles the verb takes.
The theta role is named by the most prominent thematic relation associated with it. So the three required
arguments bear the theta roles confusingly! Note that "Reggie" bears two thematic relations Agent and Source
, but only one theta role the argument slot associated with these thematic relations. The subject S of this
sentence is "Reggie", the object O is "the kibble", the indirect object is "to Fergus", and "on Friday" is an
oblique.
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4: Book Excerptise: Lexical Semantics Without Thematic Roles by Yael Ravin
Suggesting a decompositional approach to lexical semantics in the spirit of Katz's semantic theory, the book considers
such theoretical issues as indeterminacy and ambiguity, lexical configuration rules, and lexical projection, and analyzes
the semantic content of event concepts such as causation, action, and change.

The authors have declared that no competing interests exist. Conceived and designed the experiments:
Received Sep 11; Accepted Apr 1. Associated Data Text S1: Parts of the experimental sentences not including
the adverbial word at the beginning of the sentence. Here, we used EEG technique to investigate the potential
differences in thematic role computing and lexical-semantic relatedness processing during on-line sentence
comprehension, and the interaction between these two types of processes. Mandarin Chinese sentences were
used as materials. The verb disambiguates the initial argument as an agent or a patient. Meanwhile, the initial
argument and the verb are highly or lowly semantically related. The ERPs at the verbs revealed that: In
addition, the brain oscillations results showed that, although thematic role variation patient vs. These results
suggested that, in the sentence context, thematic role computing is modulated by the semantic relatedness
between the verb and its argument; semantic relatedness processing, however, is in some degree independent
from the thematic relations. Moreover, our results indicated that, during on-line sentence comprehension,
thematic role computing and semantic relatedness processing are mediated by distinct neural systems.
Introduction Sentence comprehension involves timely computing different types of relations, which include
the morphosyntactic, semantic, and thematic relations between its verbs and arguments. In the past years, lots
of studies have focused on the interaction between semantic processing and syntactic processing [1] â€” [3].
Thematic processing is also an important aspect of sentence comprehension. It involves the assigning thematic
roles to sentence arguments i. This study aimed to examine the interaction between thematic relation
processing and lexical-semantic relatedness processing during on-line sentence comprehension, and the
potential similarity or differences between these two types of processes. Meanwhile, we can also analyze the
thematic relation between the noun and the verb. Thematic relations are not equal to the lexical-semantic
relatedness that is based on mere shared features or co-occurrence. For example, although both arrest and
pilfer are semantically related to thief, thief bears an agent role in the action event defined by pilfer and a
patient role in the action event defined by arrest; fireworks and disturb do not co-occur and do not share
similar features, but fireworks bears an agent role in the context of someone being disturbed by the fireworks.
In comparison to the lexical-semantic relatedness, thematic relations have their own characteristics. Secondly,
thematic relations group objects, concepts, or people together by virtue of their participation in the action
event [4] , [7] , [8]. Although Jackendoff long ago had endorsed the position that thematic roles can be
derivable from semantic representations [8] , the exact relationship between thematic relation processing and
semantic relatedness processing is still not clear. Some neurological studies have examined the difference
between thematic relation and similarity-based semantic relation by using words pairs or pictures as materials.
They found that thematic relation and similarity-based semantic relation are subserved by two functionally
distinct systems [9] â€” [13]. For example, in an EEG experiment, Maguire and colleagues let healthy adults
listen to thematically related e. The results revealed that similarity-based semantic relation and thematic
relation induced different oscillatory patterns. Specifically, the theta power increased over right frontal areas
for thematic versus similarity-based relationships and the alpha power increased over parietal areas for
similarity-based versus thematic relationships [12]. In a large-scale study, Schwartz and colleagues [13]
examined picture naming errors produced by individuals with aphasia. They found that individuals differed in
their tendency to produce similarity-based semantic errors coordinate, superordinate, or subordinate noun
substitutions versus thematic errors an object that co-occurred with the target in the context of an action or
event. Moreover, a higher proportion of similarity-based errors is correlated with lesions affecting the left
anterior temporal lobe ATL that is already well established as a critical hub for feature-based semantic
category relations [14] , [15] ; a higher proportion of thematic errors is correlated with the left temporoparietal
junction TPJ that has been established as a critical region for event-based and action-based relations [10] ,
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[16]. In short, evidences coming from neurological impairments and neuroimaging studies indicate that,
during information processing, thematic relations engage important different neural processes as compared
with the semantic relation based on shared features [12]. Recently, some EEG electrophysiological and fMRI
studies also examined the process of thematic analysis in sentence context and its relationship with other
aspect of meaning, such as world knowledge. For example, the EEG study conducted by Kuperberg and
colleagues found that, in comparison with non-violated verbs e. Distinct from that evoked by world
knowledge violated verbs, animacy thematically violated verbs e. According to the authors, the above results
reflect a distinction between the two types of knowledge: Overall, the previous studies revealed that thematic
relation processing is distinct from other aspects of semantic processing, such as the similarity-based semantic
relation [12] , [13] and world knowledge [17] , [18]. However, the exact relationship between thematic role
computing and other aspects of semantic processing during on-line sentence comprehension is still unclear due
to the following reasons. First, even though some studies directly compared the difference between thematic
relations and similarity-based semantic relations and made important contributions to our understanding of the
semantic system, they focused on the relations between isolated concepts or nouns [9] â€” [13]. The thematic
relationship they examined was mainly the co-occurrence of one noun with another noun in the same action
event. However, during real sentence comprehension, thematic role analysis must involve deciding the agent
or patient role of the verb arguments. Therefore, the thematic analysis revealed by those semantic priming
studies is not exact the same as the thematic role interpretation in the sentence context. Second, although some
studies examined the process of thematic role analysis in the sentence context, they were interested in the
differences between animacy-thematic processing and world knowledge processing. Third, previous studies
mainly focused on the differences between thematic processing and other aspects of semantic processing, it is
still unclear how they interact with each other during on-line sentence comprehension. Therefore, the aim of
the present study was to investigate the potential differences in the neural systems involved in thematic role
computing and lexical-semantic relatedness processing during on-line sentence comprehension, and how these
two types of process interact with each other. Mandarin Chinese sentences were used to investigate these
experimental questions. Therefore, by using Mandarin Chinese sentences as materials, we could investigate
the relationship between thematic role computing and semantic relatedness processing without the
confounding effects coming from the above mentioned phenomena. In the present study, native speakers were
asked to read Mandarin Chinese sentences for comprehension. The Verb disambiguates the Noun as an actor
or undergoer of the event being described agent vs. Meanwhile, the Noun and the Verb were highly
semantically related or lowly semantically related high-relatedness vs. Then, the EEG technique was used to
examine the experiment questions due to its high temporal resolution. Although thematic role conflict or
violation has been found to elicit a P effect [17] , semantic integration and thematic roles disambiguation has
been shown to correlate with the N effect [20] â€” [23]. Therefore, the ERP component of interest in the
present study is the N component. ERPs just reveal the phase-locked neural activities. Besides ERP, the
oscillatory brain activities were also analyzed, which reveal both the phase-locked and non-phase-locked
neural activities. Specific frequency bands presumably important for semantic processing, action processing
and sentence-level syntactic processing were selected. These included theta 4â€”7 Hz , beta 15â€”30 Hz and
low-gamma 35â€”45 Hz frequency bands. The theta power 4â€”7 Hz increases have been found for semantic
violation in language comprehension; and the theta power increases in temporal lobe are considered to be
related to lexical-semantic retrieval operations [24] â€” [26]. The low gamma band power 35â€”45 Hz has
been reported to increase for semantically congruent words as compared with words incongruent with respect
to their sentence context [26] , [27]. It appears that normal sentence-level semantic unifications are
accompanied by increases in the low gamma band synchronization. Moreover, sentence-level syntactic
unification operations are associated with power variation in the beta frequency band 13â€”18 Hz that is
disrupted when the syntactic unification becomes problematic [28]. In addition, the neural synchronization
around the beta band is also found to vary as a result of motor activity and mental motor simulation e. Those
oscillatory brain activities can provide additional evidences for the underlying cognitive processes. In the
present study, if thematic relation processing and semantic relatedness processing were mediated by the same
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neural systems, they would activate the same pattern of ERP results and brain oscillations results. Otherwise,
thematic processing would activate a different pattern of ERP and oscillatory results as compared with
semantic relatedness processing. Meanwhile, by examining the way of interaction between them, we could
know the exact relationship between thematic and lexical-semantic processing during on-line sentence
comprehension. Behavioral Experiment Method Ethics statement All participants provided written informed
consent in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. The ethics committee of the Institute of Psychology,
Chinese Academy of Sciences approved this study, its participant-recruitment procedure and its methodology.
All participants were native speakers of Mandarin Chinese. All of them had normal or normal-to-corrected
vision. Stimuli In the present study, 42 pairs of Mandarin Chinese sentences were constructed. The Nouns and
the Verbs are all double â€”character words. Meanwhile, the verbs are all transitive verbs and the Nouns are
always inanimate. The Noun in the sentences is ambiguous between the actor and undergoer of the action
described by the Verb. On the one hand, we manipulated the semantic-relatedness between the Noun and the
Verb: On the one hand, we manipulated the thematic relationship between the Noun and the Verb. That is,
every pair of sentences had the same Noun, but different Verbs: Table 1 Example stimuli of all the four
conditions used in the current study.
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can start reading Kindle books on your smartphone, tablet, or computer - no Kindle device required.

History of Chomskyan approach Chomsky, Syntactic Structures The notion "grammatical" cannot be
identified with "meaningful" or "significant" in any semantic sense Any search for a semantically based
definition of "grammaticalness" will be futile. Chomsky does not discuss the semantic component in syn
structures, and mentions it only briefly in Aspects of Syntax 65, stating that the sem component specifies rules
for the interpretation of the underlying deep structure, and provides sem representations for sentences. In the
lexicon, each item is provided with a descr of its sem properties. Although there was some corresp between
syn structures and meaning, argues for the syntactic component being autonomous. Autonomous syntax
became an imp underlying assumpn of what came to be known as the Standard Theory. The proponents of gen
semantics advocated deep structures that were both sem and syn in nature. Diff paraphrases were the result of
transformations yielding diff surface forms. Gen Sem eventually receded as it encountered increasing
difficulties in accounting for multiple paraphrases by means of transformations of a single deep structure. It
also came under attack for failing to account for diff syntactic generalizations across diff semantic
representations Chomsky 72 Chomsky challenges autonomy of Syntax [Autonomy of syntax has] now been
challenged again, this time by Chomsky himself. These relations, called thematic roles, are stored in the
lexican entries of the potential heads verbs, adj, and certain nouns. First, the claim that thematic roles
determine syntactic structure violates the previous principle of autonomy of syntax. Second, the claim that
thematic roles are the only valid semantic entities in the meaning of predicates contradicts the previous
assumption that there are semantic phenomena independent of syntax. All semantics information is now found
in the lexicon or incorpated into syntactic structures. Roles were first introduced by Fillmore , then Gruber,
and more recently, Jackendoff. Clause structure is largely predictable from the sem of the predicates. The
surprising thing to linguists has been how little needs to be stipulated beyond lexical meaning. Held by
Fillmore, Chomsky, etc. Ravin shows that this faces problems in handling events. Princ of Syntactic
Relevance: Th Roles are the only part of semantics that needs to be considered in Ling Theory, since they are
the only part that affects syntax. All sem econcepts found in the meaning of ling expressions are to be
accounted for, and syn structure is autonom of sem. Strong Syntactic Relevance view: If a them role is
syntactically relevant, then it must have been present in the semantics of the l. This latter is not so for "All"
sem structures - everyone agrees on the sem of "I went to my office" or that "Tom is a female uncle" is
contradictory. In many intermiediate cases, we shall be prepared to have the grammar itself decide, when the
grammar is set up in the simplest way so that it includes the clear sentences and excludes the clear
non-sentences. If so, why the repugnance of data in later work? Syntactic categs of complements are
predictable based on thematic role. In Chomsky, thematic relns are one among several conditions constraining
surface struct derivation; for Fillmore they are the sole determinant. In MLP, they are derived from semantic
principles. In all, they determine the syntactic configurations in which the pred can grammatically occur. The
structure of grammatical rules. Also seeking simplification in rules. Not happy if rules have a huge set of
parameters, and define the answer in terms of some complex partitioning in this high-D space. On the other
hand, a thematic role may be absent from the meaning of a certain verb and the syn structure of a sentence
may not reflect it, as in "He suffered a fatal injury" where only Patient is present, but the sentence contains
both a subj and an obj. Specifically mentioning arguments focuses on their particular nature: He broke the
window vs The hammer broke the window ; broadens "agent: But verbs like "break" become thematically
ambiguous - J broke the w, vs the hammer b t w. In the absence of a semantic component, the Restrictive
theories are not able to determine what constitutes a genuine semantic concept. His semantics tries to capture
all semantic concepts inherent in the meaning of language expressions, whether expressing relations to other
syn constituents or not. Also, he does not believe in the correlation principle - his sem repr and syn repr are
indep but linked through mapping conventions. However, he takes the them structure of motion verbs as
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protoypical, and adapts this to repr the thematic structure of all other verbs of events or states; but he has
gradually moved away from thematic roles - his most recent model does not include thematic roles. Ravin
argues that thematic roles are not valid semantic entities, and that syntax and semantics are indeed
autonomous and independent of one another.
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Many of the major research efforts in Natural Language Processing (NLP) over the past two decades has focused on
the design of systems for information extraction, question answering, and machine translation.

The semantics related to these categories then relate to each lexical item in the lexicon. Lexical items
participate in regular patterns of association with each other. Some relations between lexical items include
hyponymy, hypernymy , synonymy , and antonymy , as well as homonymy. For example, the colors red,
green, blue and yellow are hyponyms. They fall under the general term of color, which is the hypernym.
Synonymy refers to words that are pronounced and spelled differently but contain the same meaning. Happy,
joyful, glad [4] Antonymy[ edit ] Antonymy refers to words that are related by having the opposite meanings
to each other. There are three types of antonyms: In English, WordNet is an example of a semantic network. It
contains English words that are grouped into synsets. Some semantic relations between these synsets are
meronymy , hyponymy , synonymy , and antonymy. Semantic fields[ edit ] How lexical items map onto
concepts[ edit ] First proposed by Trier in the s, [5] semantic field theory proposes that a group of words with
interrelated meanings can be categorized under a larger conceptual domain. This entire entity is thereby
known as a semantic field. The words boil, bake, fry, and roast, for example, would fall under the larger
semantic category of cooking. Semantic field theory asserts that lexical meaning cannot be fully understood by
looking at a word in isolation, but by looking at a group of semantically related words. Semantic field theory
does not have concrete guidelines that determine the extent of semantic relations between lexemes. The
abstract validity of the theory is a subject of debate. However, it is also possible to understand only one word
of a semantic field without understanding other related words. Take, for example, a taxonomy of plants and
animals: This is applicable to colors as well, such as understanding the word red without knowing the meaning
of scarlet, but understanding scarlet without knowing the meaning of red may be less likely. A semantic field
can thus be very large or very small, depending on the level of contrast being made between lexical items.
While cat and dog both fall under the larger semantic field of animal, including the breed of dog, like German
shepherd, would require contrasts between other breeds of dog e. The door is closed. John closed the door.
Syntactic basis of event structure: Generative linguists of the s, including Noam Chomsky and Ernst von
Glasersfeld , believed semantic relations between transitive verbs and intransitive verbs were tied to their
independent syntactic organization. The distinction between Generative Linguistics and Lexicalist theories can
be illustrated by considering the transformation of the word destroy to destruction: Views this transformation
as independent of the morphology. Argues that each morpheme contributes specific meaning. States that the
formation of the complex word destruction is accounted for by a set of Lexical Rules, which are different and
independent from syntactic rules. The properties of lexical items include their category selection c-selection,
selectional properties s-selection, also known as semantic selection , [10] phonological properties, and
features. The properties of lexical items are idiosyncratic, unpredictable, and contain specific information
about the lexical items that they describe. This allowed syntacticians to hypothesize that lexical items with
complex syntactic features such as ditransitive , inchoative , and causative verbs , could select their own
specifier element within a syntax tree construction. For more on probing techniques, see Suci, G. This brought
the focus back on the syntax-lexical semantics interface; however, syntacticians still sought to understand the
relationship between complex verbs and their related syntactic structure, and to what degree the syntax was
projected from the lexicon, as the Lexicalist theories argued. For example, the predicates went and is here
below affirm the argument of the subject and the state of the subject respectively. The parcel is here. Thus, the
structure of a predicate is strictly a lexical representation, where each phrasal head projects its argument onto a
phrasal level within the syntax tree. In , Hale and Keyser put forward this hypothesis and argued that a lexical
unit must have one or the other, Specifier or Complement, but cannot have both. Essentially, the idea that
under the Extended Projection Principle there is a local boundary under which a special meaning occurs. This
meaning can only occur if a head-projecting morpheme is present within the local domain of the syntactic
structure. Destroy is the root, V-1 represents verbalization, and D represents nominalization. A First-Phase
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Syntax, linguist Gillian Ramchand acknowledges the roles of lexical entries in the selection of complex verbs
and their arguments. Ramchand also introduced the concept of Homomorphic Unity, which refers to the
structural synchronization between the head of a complex verb phrase and its complement. According to
Ramchand, Homomorphic Unity is "when two event descriptors are syntactically Merged, the structure of the
complement must unify with the structure of the head. These are unaccusative verbs and unergative verbs.
They have the following structures underlyingly: In 2a the verb underlyingly takes a direct object, while in 2b
the verb underlyingly takes a subject. Causative alternation The change-of-state property of Verb Phrases VP
is a significant observation for the syntax of lexical semantics because it provides evidence that subunits are
embedded in the VP structure, and that the meaning of the entire VP is influenced by this internal grammatical
structure. For example, the VP the vase broke carries a change-of-state meaning of the vase becoming broken,
and thus has a silent BECOME subunit within its underlying structure. There are two types of change-of-state
predicates: Inchoative verbs are intransitive , meaning that they occur without a direct object, and these verbs
express that their subject has undergone a certain change of state. Inchoative verbs are also known as
anticausative verbs. Underlying tree structure for 3a Underlying tree structure for 3b English tends to favour
labile alternations , [26] meaning that the same verb is used in the inchoative and causative forms. John broke
the vase. We can see this in the following example: The knot is loose. Sandy loosened the knot. In example 4a
we start with a stative intransitive adjective, and derive 4b where we see an intransitive inchoative verb. In 4c
we see a transitive causative verb. Marked inchoatives[ edit ] Some languages e. The causative verbs in these
languages remain unmarked. Haspelmath refers to this as the anticausative alternation. Underlying tree
structure for 4a Underlying tree structure for 4b For example, inchoative verbs in German are classified into
three morphological classes. Class A verbs necessarily form inchoatives with the reflexive pronoun sich, Class
B verbs form inchoatives necessarily without the reflexive pronoun, and Class C verbs form inchoatives
optionally with or without the reflexive pronoun. In example 5 , the verb zerbrach is an unmarked inchoative
verb from Class B, which also remains unmarked in its causative form. Hans zerbrach die Vase. Specifically,
that only unmarked inchoative verbs allow an unintentional causer reading meaning that they can take on an
"x unintentionally caused y" reading. Haspelmath refers to this as the causative alternation. Nagtumba ng bata
si Rosa. The idea of unambiguous paths stated that an antecedent and an anaphor should be connected via an
unambiguous path. This means that the line connecting an antecedent and an anaphor cannot be broken by
another argument. In this tree structure it can be seen that the same path can be traced from either DP to the
verb. Tree diagram 7b illustrates this structure with an example from English. The Double Object
Construction presented in gave clear evidence of a hierarchical structure using asymmetrical binary branching.
John sent Mary a package. John sent a package to Mary. It appears as if the verb send has two objects, or
complements arguments: The argument structure of ditransitive verb phrases is complex and has undergone
different structural hypothesis. Reflexives and reciprocals anaphors show this relationship in which they must
be c-commanded by their antecedents, such that the 10a is grammatical but 10b is not: I showed Mary herself.
A pronoun must have a quantifier as its antecedent: I gave every worker his paycheck. Question words follow
this order: Who did you give which paycheck? The effect of negative polarity means that "any" must have a
negative quantifier as an antecedent: I showed no one anything. These tests with ditransitive verbs that
confirm c-command also confirm the presence of underlying or invisible causative verbs. In ditransitive verbs
such as give someone something, send someone something, show someone something etc. Larson proposed
that both sentences in 9a and 9b share the same underlying structure and the difference on the surface lies in
that the double object construction "John sent Mary a package" is derived by transformation from a NP plus
PP construction "John sent a package to Mary". Satoshi sent Tubingen the Damron Guide. Beck and Johnson
show that the object in 15a has a different relation to the motion verb as it is not able to carry the meaning of
HAVING which the possessor 9a and 15a can. Thilo cooked Satoshi kisimen. Thilo cooked kisimen for
Satoshi. The underlying structures are therefore not the same. The differences lie in the semantics and the
syntax of the sentences, in contrast to the transformational theory of Larson. Further evidence for the structural
existence of VP shells with an invisible verbal unit is given in the application of the adjunct or modifier
"again". Sentence 16 is ambiguous and looking into the two different meanings reveals a difference in
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structure. In 17b , the event is in the door being opened and Sally may or may not have opened it previously.
7: Lexical semantics | LLAS Centre for Languages, Linguistics and Area Studies
Lexical semantics (also known as lexicosemantics), is a subfield of linguistic www.enganchecubano.com units of
analysis in lexical semantics are lexical units which include not only words but also sub-words or sub-units such as
affixes and even compound words and phrases.

8: Lexical semantic structure - Oxford Scholarship
Yael Ravin argues that thematic roles are not valid semantic entities, and that syntax and semantics are indeed
autonomous and independent of one another. She advocates a Decompositional approach to lexical semantics, in the
spirit of Katz's semantic theory.

9: Thematic relation - Wikipedia
Introduction. The meaning of a predicate, especially a verb, may be characterized via the relations that its arguments
bear to it. Semantic rolesâ€”also known as thematic relations, theta roles, participant roles, and deep casesâ€”are labels
for certain recurring predicate-argument relations.
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