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Abstract

According to the Unaccusative Hypothesis, intransitive verbs can be further classified into unerga-
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tives and unaccusatives. The classification of unaccusatives and unergatives is a cross-linguistically
universal phenomenon. The syntactic configurations that are sensitive to the distinction of two types
of intransitive verbs in the surface structure are called surface unaccusative diagnostics. The paper
focuses on the diagnostics of surface unaccusativity in English and Chinese, and distinguishes the
narrow and broad sense of the diagnostics from the perspective of interfaces. This paper holds that
the distinction between unaccusative diagnostics in the broad and narrow sense lies in the different
properties constraining the syntax-semantics and syntax-discourse interface. It suggests that only
diagnostics in the narrow sense are valid diagnostics of surface unaccusativity, which is sensitive to
the classification of unergatives and unaccusatives in both English and Chinese.
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1. 5]

ek (Unaccusative Hypothesis) 3k A & 50 il M — 18 JoSE a2 s B AN [E],  BAACE—18 7T
WEMOIIAE, A KEhE 54 AIEERS 535 (unergative verb) F13E 2244 %01 (unaccusative verb)
(Burzio, 1986; Perlmutter, 1978) [1] [2]. Levin & Rapport Hovav (1995) [3]7E il 15 X 2AHE S8 R 3 — 25 [ B¢
T AR AR AL - 1B CFHRHIE, ATV AR TR FISEVEA B8] 1 X 3 BT 3 1] (R V18 SCRFAE
FARIUAERE B RV 45 0 b RRARBIL A R3] [X 43 (1 A v 5 MR v AR FEAE 4544 » Levin & Rapport
Hovav (1995) [3]3\ NFE S &5 M)A & 14 (surface) FFS 14 (deep) i AR B 77 3o DEIEAE =A% S 18] IO ME— 18 T
N T RIS IR JZ G5 I S B B A A7 &8 AL B NS M RR AR IR AR S50, anfil(La), TiE I fh
eI 1A “There” TERGERERATIEAL IS, MM SEIAEAIME, E—10 01 AR B AL E 251 AR
NEEAE MG A, Wnfil(Lb). AEVERS Sl R ME— R oo SRR AR A B R AR B AL B, R AR BT S)1A
Z Hi(1c), ANfeIAESN R 2 J5 (1d) . JEAERS FIAE A% B R R 7 X 73 BAT 598 & 3 3k 1% (Baker, 2018)
[4]. AEERARBETIADGERT TG, 228 R IDOE AR FA% 45 b th 5 AN G R i AR R BL (6 5R , 2016) [5].
POEEA RATEE There XFERE IR, HA] LR AELE M A B 4 E 3hia K AE =g @ik . PUERa T
R T SRR A) R E PE P A 7 I, JERA& S e s HIE R FEALE, Wnifil(2a). X
AR EAR TR A A SA IS O R B TE B AL E,  Wifl(2b).

Tk

(1) a. The train arrived.
b. There arrived a train.
c. The girl laughed.

d. *There laughed a girl.
(2a XEXRT.

b. KT K%.

AR SRS B R LR, BN A2 AT & T RERT I, BUERIE . B AR E AR 4% 30
W RAARFERAREE RS, XA LIAIE 7B . (HEXT R AR R G5 R 152 A U A%
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W M7 1% £ 41 (Levin & Rappaport Hovav 1995; F [E#%, 2015) [3] [6]. JLiiF A AR FERS S5 /A7
— e H VR AR R BT, than B3R sh1E 77 = (manner of action) K IE/ERS B 1R A1 K 81 v] LA &
PEAE R Sib . DR 2 5 T AR AR A S MR A S AR A 12 I UIX — 1R B B T o3 B8 (R B
2009; TR, 2015) [6] [7]. AW FEIN A2 FAE I 58 D I 1 = T2 b 5 A0 PR 25 B 8 2 1 ) U
NMAREAS G IIX 5y, B, ARRF AN E, FEX ) SO AR AR S5 1 Ak b, 43 i A
- AE X A - BRSSP A R AR AR R B [F] AR NS R AR =R A M A ROk

2. BpER

Perlmutter (1978) [1]7E 2% & iFvZ:(Relational Grammar)HEZE 42 H T AE SRR K, 2N B G R X
I B Ehiaie vy DLk — BRI N ARERS AT AR RS SR AN RS . Burzio (1986) [2] AR BT B £ B
1 (Government and Binding) I/ fEFEH, BAREAIH A WA —/MRoo, (HiZRIolEiR 24 r R4
A BRI B AR E . ARERSSNA ST R R, AR T IA MR E B E, &AM
g6, BIREEEM I FiE 2R SRR RS, BAAERAL, WEMERESF. SEEE I 1
—WILTERZ AW R TG, JEAAE BT A R 2 B A B, LT R EhiA =ik, &N,
BEAGEZHEEES, FEARBMEEIEME. WFI@)Fn, JEEHshE work FI4MME JC Harry £
EEERRRZ G PR T, R KRR ARSI die N BTG Harry SR B S5 1 =1k,
WAL, MBER B REE.

(3)a. [ip NP [vp V]I  Harry worked.(3F 15 #3h3)
b. [ip [ve V NP]] Harry died. (k= A&33])

B S PRI AR A 1A JE M R S MR R A AR AR S M EE EAR 2 W . R AR RS A A i T
IFRERIEAE, HAEEREE BN aNES AR, FONBEAEERE AN R T
Wik ol AL A HIER S P I E IR E, ARSI A S, WFCA IR =g 4
Fo B dE A R M A SRR R I AE & FE S R ARAME . | TRER TETEERES
(non-null subject), Ft LLAEFAE SR KN R o B AR R B AR BN E, WU NI 781 There, JEhK There-do
gER . DUE N E 2 EEZRAE F (null subject), = BLERTE 7RISR O AE 5= 4% JE . Levin & Rappaport
Hovav (1995) [3]7E al{1E FHESR N St — BB AR Rk sl ) /2K £7 9L 3hin] (appear), TR
AR I AT 495 (alternating) Al FE 4% 21 1A] (break) LA & P 7E %€ [l 3l 1A (arrive) . EAFE R, A=A IEE
KB ERE T R AR AR 450, AR S v] i 3 A TS Bl A i melt ASBEFH T There-do 45
F, ABPGERE R VPR S IR E B E . Ak, A giE AR ERS ShiAE B AT T 945 There-do
45K, I, Kuno & Kakami (2004) [8]A 4 There-do 4544t shial i A3 @ PEAS — & #B & AE 5 A& 5,
G H AR R B E =2 .

Milsark (1974) [91IAAFEIE & AE 54 There-do S5 LS B SURIT L2 4y 7 X There-do 4544 &
BRI AE A A1, B3 f5 PR E 1745 15 (DP) 47 7E 12 15 24 M. (Definiteness Effect); | X There-do 4514
ARA B AE R M BAEE E T8RN . A SN DOE B AR AR 251, [ 9535 There-do Z5#)—FF,
WAR SN L2 57 B EMTEAL TR A S M A R AR AR 51, — M R suuE IR =& 1A T
FARNLE; | R A BT AR A G50 v K E I A R A AR A SR B G, FEAR R AR
MAE M2 W30, Levin & Rappaport Hovav (1995) [3]45 i There-do £5#43 Je )7k - 18 X - 1B 552 FLm
(OB, DR b B2 7 e DU AR AR AR S MR T A AR =R 12, TR X T ORI AR R 45
F, I FE SR AT A% - 38 LA R RNk - B R R IE A .
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3. NN BEMERBEHN L - BXURE - BRAEFHE

JoE B AR M SRR S)IA 5 DP 7R 1%45 8 A B AT FE4H 53 29 A B B (inside verbals) FI 4 B 7Y
(outside verbals)# Fh45 #4(Milsark 1974) [9]. P E A There-do 45#0iE % L “There + V + DP (245 F£1F) +
(PP)” IXFEMILEI B, Wifl(4a). RHE VP #HEH B (Larson 1990) [10], DP %4F VP, JEfliApkT VP
ZWNISEAE, RIUEHEFRN “inside verbals™ , HUERRAE T VP W IR L. EAER SR — AT
A ILERX PR, By VP BN BE VP MFRRiEALE CA IR RIS e S, ToiddA
there, {511(4b).

(4) a. There arrived a man (in the garden).
b. “There walked a man (in the garden).

MNAYE - 8 SCRHCRE, 5P E A There-do 45 FIUTHEC I AR SEA% 2 il i Y185 SURRIE R B Wi s &
AAERI BRI AR BB, Wl (5a) . FARS BB, EL4E AR T % 201 DL A 98 I 3 in] i
WARRERENZ LK, 4 (5b-d) . Deal (2009: 286) [11]1A vk FE4% 371 £E There-do 4544 F (I [F] 2 B
BT A AR =S SR AE bR s TE AL B 5 A R s BUE (CAUSE) = Ll (head) . 712K VP ik A L2
VP [bRRiBALE A BE O, A MAT UG there. WAL - 1B SHHRE, WERL M)
17 J5 DP B ZANE IR, 16 € 520N (Milsark 1974) [9]. Deal (2009) [11]5 Milsark (1974) [9]HIFE 1 —
WA B R DP TR RIS BB REE S, s DP AR LA A T Heghiy, sl (5e) s -

(5) a. There appeared a new trend in the area.
b."There broke a cup (in the kitchen).

c. "There died some people in the accident.

d. “There vanished a book from this shelf yesterday.
e. "There appeared the trend in the area.

DB SR AR T 45 4018 LLYGH 3l e B B 1 A B, Laws & Yuan (2010) [12]4E X Fili 45
IR T AR FrAE FEAS 2540 . Laws & Yuan (2010) [12]#R4f% Sorace (2000) [13]#&H KT “A KR Aahia |25 55
7 RVAEDOE A=A SR 002 RO E M m R k&, RREBURIAwstT.
KA FOoNRE R IIBNIAMFELE. FHE; RRESAER AL J555. X PYSB iR iR YE 20 i 17
TETE LA (telicity) 3855,  RIUZOML AR AEEME. Laws & Yuan (2010) [12]%%2 1 UG
BEEE WG %O S50 GAE A shid R & I RbRICIE “ 77 5 “F7 M2 EH, HRRIOIEE
Wahia — WS <77, 1BZGAESERS SR K 2B e 1 (agentivity) BE R LAFR & ¢ T AT DAR &
“EF7 o AEERINAJE — B R ERR G BT o A RIBNEE R AR TR it R AR R
BNy N =2 AR ARSI AT AL RS Shial A Al 4 R AR A A il . =K ah A AR
KB PRI A% O AR TR B S 738 nT LU IAE AL AR A S50, fnfgil(6a-b) T, (HiLZ3E
TR BN 5 AR ERE SR A R T A PR = kg 454, Wnfsil(6c-d) s

(6) a. KIFLT—4 N
b. BT —MEAN.
. FrE—Fhiak.
d.ET7—1AN.

HIBERT L, H AR DO SCR AR S G5k (1 3h 1A BT AR SR w1k, AR R 2. (H
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TSP SR NEAR FERE GE AL B 3% — i SRR R E AP AE W R 1 22 5, BIDGE T ERE AT AL T R VAR 5%
P 5 K ) BRIV SCRFAEZE L9515 P B A There-do S5 # MG TR . HLANFRZS A AR T2 4% 2 17 41
LA DUE AR T AR = 454, (P B 951 There-do 4544 W &I A2 X ey i] . JEpUpk LR MR
R SERE R R0 - 1R R 3% DVRFAE U B A AR o 24942 18] H AR DUE T AR P AR AR S5 I, — BB AN g HR N
AR A e AR A, WA AR AL A EIEALE . SEPGESR AR AR G )i 5 DP #RAER A
FESE LR EFR BN . 15 5 8 R RN LI Fe i e F0ik . i CPURABERTZ T, (EAVE A2 T ok
PR RE 5 UL A AR AL, TR SRR T — AR o BIOKHR 23 A1 5 AERIA A5 5 I I e 4ig  1H
R -ERY KRS, ATEE SR e ARERE BB R. BME2Z, SO AR
A% 2 R A A A H 1 RS W X

4. FENT N EMERBEMNAZE - BXURAE - BRFEHE

BT RV AE A S5 FR K 2 4 B Y There-do 2514, 3l J5 DP AL B AL T VP 4k, Sl LL “There
+V + PP+ DP (B FiE)” XMEAEBL. WAk - 8 AR S, SMERSEMARE TN E
Rk, AT AR N IS5 R (1 3l il 8 A B SR =g MR . R ET7 s AR B ia] LA RS 53 K5l in]
IR S AR . WAL - BB AICRE, FON@H FEAE VP JEEIZ 4, ArblzgifH i DP A
M EFRERS, DP BERT DL fe T L@ A EH8 1. DP 75 ERISIE R HT S S (discourse-new) 834 /2
i (Heavy), H#hiA Bir & #1585 /> (informationally light) (Lozano & Mendikoetxea, 2010) [14]. H Zi &
XEEIEAT, R AR i DL S AR s i #n] LS b 454 = BEDURD,  indsil(7a-b) s o 49 (7c)H H 3
T 3E4E DP, HEARIE N8 # 5 B Hix DP fE8YE FoR UL, AHXTLUECE, RIA)Frf DA . XA
4 Quirk et al. (1985)F2 i i “ A A £ AU 7 (the principle of end-focus) Al “ ) 2K 5.0 JE U] 7 (the principle of
end-weight), A TR SCE T AIRAE, I AR A B B4 0] T B B AR M5

(7) a. There walked into the living room a cat.
b. There darted into the garden a little girl.
c. Suddenly there flew through the window that shoe on the table.

There-do &4 /1] 4518 (PP) 147 B tH AE 82— N 3l il GE 75 12E N\ % 25 749 (Kuno & Takami, 2004) [8].
B 7 UL R PP TR RN E, PP AT LU IAEA] . LhAif(8a)5(8b), (Ba) i burn 7EH Tk X
There-do Z5#4IF, A FAF LA, (AR PP &HMAEAEALE, Bb)IIA TR LIERZ T . MRFRATAT LA
INA PP AL TR E AL E R, & — MEBEE I, Z1E RS SR . Lozano & Mendikoetxea (2010) [14]42H,
DP JG B — M k=N FhH: AJik - 8 HtTH, DP A LAJG BRI T shia J@ otk — e R A shid] s A)ik
- BRI, J5E DP RIAMR(E B AL ANE - WA, J5 5 DP LA E .. BT 0k, AT LLKE,
Bl AR TEAK M A2 There-do Z544 1 — AN ESAF, HAR 75 5644

(8) a. "There burned a flag in a corner of the room.
b. Deep within him there burned an underlying passion.

IO R AR AR S R RRAE 7 A B3 ) . AR SCHY A Laws & Yuan (2010) [12]0 FVE, FRZ AN
LVS (locative-verb-subject) £t #4) . 5582 X TGEAL BT 4 T A 45 14 (1) F1)325 - 38 SORIR)YZ: - 18 S AR AEAS[R],
LVS 45 KA1 b M zhinl LA K AEVE M hia) # v B e s, HLzhinl 5 DP WANIEAE 2 48205, il (9a-b)fizr. 1E
TEAL TR RS S5, AR SRS SR BT AT LA Hh SR, JeRTShiE BN DP, f)F R LA (6a). 44K,
U SRAE B A0 b s s RS, SRR LVS 450 B T ARSI S LA, KshiEl L R AEERE B
B ATHEN LVS 254, (BA)E AR NN i, 50 A) AT LA A2 (U 9c-d).  #5 IR (2016) [5]IA4
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EI

DUBRTTERIIE S, A)H DP B TR InE, HEREPIsinIF L BRI R R, AR
LT [t s B A U R S B There-do 4544, DN A EALTIRTE, AIIAZRE 1 — MR RREE ), AT
R UAREAZ o PNRE iR (2012) [1S]VELHIRIE 1 ARIEAK 218 F F iz 2 M (0 A9 2R L], A X ARl
FAF TSN R Feks ai o DILIEATAT LA LVS S5 I A2 s 2 IR R AR AR SRR 2 1 3

9) a. BE EHE—ARBIEAS.

b. 7K B — N RLSZEDU AL

c. E— A,

d. EE AR

g LRTR, SN SR IR AR A P i JE A — 8 A R A, FERE - R A - iR
RS ARAE E#8 S8 SRR S SR 2 25, I RIE A AR =R 12

5. &

ASCN TR A 0 A 7S DR AR AR AR I 57 [F, DO ARERS SR - AR SR ahiE X o B 51
HH T, A RCCR TARRAR B AR SN DGERT A, LT R e A S E IR,
ARSI 3 W R WIS DU A AR SERE G5 AT PR SCRIT 32 7, AP SO B Pk AR SRR A M 2 A R AR Fe A% 12
Wi, zhiASahiE)E DP BAT —ERE SGEFR R, ZWNRTT; | IR MEAR SRR L D oy A0 1 AU
W, SR IE ARG IR R, ARARIARER S B, BRI PUE Bk AR A
SRR T AR AR AR IS W, B IRE X 73 PR SORAE T SCAR SRR £ M, T T A0 A JEL T A [ 5 T
(RIFRHIRFAL, XAEA e A B AR AR AR RS B3] - AR SEAg BhiA X 23 8 18 5 ¥ a1k DL AR AR s a% 2 sl
I 1E 5 257

E&WE

VLI ST FAL R T — MO E o [ 25 20 35 0000 R M AR AR S5 (0 n TALHI B 727 (S H 4
5 2021SIA1782); YHEFHIMVE 2 B B0 SO ST I H < MARBE AR SR AR S S E L CBUR @ik (0
H4i'5: 2020HSIG097).
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