MAPRMPOBAHHOCTD



YCJIOBHWA

nmapaagurMaTuneCr CBAd3aHHbIC SHA9YCHUA KaTeropumn




4TO TAKOE MAPKMPOBAHHOCTD?

OTHOIIEHUA MEHKIY NBYMsA 3HAUCHUAMU: MAPKAPOBAHHBIM U HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIM

| MOp(i)OJIOI‘I/I‘IeCROe ROAUPOBaHHUE: OCHOBbIBAETCA Ha KOJUYECTBECHHBIX NaHHBIX

A MapKUPOBAHHBIA > HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN




YN CJIO

Overt plural inflection  No plural inflection

No singular inflection V4 : il
Overt singular inflection ./ -

4 If a language uses an overt inflection for the singular, then it also uses an overt
inflection for the plural.




MOPOOJIOTI' A

MapKAPOBAHHOCTh = HAJNYNE MTOKA3ATeNA

HEMAPRUPOBAHHOCTb 75 OTCYTCTBHE IIORa3aTEJIA

eIMHCTBEHHOE YMCJO0 TUIIOJOTUIECKN HEMAPKUPOBAHHO B TOM CMbICJE, YTO OHO
BHIpaskaeTca He OOJIbIIUM KOJUUECTBOM MOP(EeM, YeM MHOKEeCTBEHHOE (B KaKI0M

KOHKPETHOM fI3bIKE)




CJIOAHOCGTU

m UTO OTHOCHUTDH K IIOKa3aTeJaaM?

He is tall. He is taller than me.

0 tébi ju mi
he big exceed me
‘He 1s bigger than me.’




CJIOAHOCGTU

m CKOJBKO ITOKa3aTeJeii?
A RyMYJAIAA

A CYNILJIETUBHOCTH, a0JayT

A penyIJIuRalnsg




4TO TAKOE MAPKMPOBAHHOCTD?

ACUMMETPUYIHBIE OTHOINEHWUA MEKIY ABYMA SHAYECHUAMU

= MOP(OJOTHYECKOe KOJIUPOBAHNUE

A MapPKUPOBAHHBIA > HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
m KOJMYeCTBO 3HaUeHuii, koTopoe kareropud pasamdaet (inflectional potential,

napagurMaTudeckas CJI0HKHOCTD)
A MapKMPOBAHHBIA < HeMapKUPOBAHHBIN




[TAPAJIT'MA
Singular  Plural

Masculine he they
Feminine  she they
Neuter it they




4TO TAKOE MAPKMPOBAHHOCTD?

ACUMMETPUYIHBIE OTHOINEHWUA MEKIY ABYMA SHAYECHUAMU

= MOP(OJOrAYECKOE KOJIUPOBaAHNUE

A MapPKUPOBAHHBIA > HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
m  [1apaJurMaTrudeckasd CA0KHOCTD

A MapKUPOBAHHBIA <X HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
m JIUCTPUOYIINA: KOJUUECTBO KOHTEKCTOB, B KOTOPHIX 2JeMEeHT MOKET OBITh

A HeMapKUPOBAHHBI KAK MUHUMYM B TeX e KOHTEKCTaXxX, YTO U MAPKUPOBAHHBIN
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JINCTPUDBYLH WA

(9a) My brother bought this cabin.
(9b)  This cabin was bought by my brother.

(10a) That cloud resembles a fish.
(10b)  *A fish is resembled by that cloud.

(11a) Fred killed himself.
(11b)  *Himself was killed by Fred.
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4TO TAKOE MAPKMPOBAHHOCTD?

ACUMMETPUYIHBIE OTHOINEHWUA MEKIY ABYMA SHAYECHUAMU

= MOP(OJOrAYECKOE KOJIUPOBaAHNUE

A MapPKUPOBAHHBIA > HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
m  [1apaJurMaTrudeckasd CA0KHOCTD

A MapKUPOBAHHBIA <X HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
m JUCTPUOYIIUA

A MapKMPOBAHHBIA < HeMapKUPOBAHHBIN
® YaCTOTHOCTb

A MapKUPOBAHHBIA < HEMAPKUPOBAHHBIN
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[HOCJIEJOBATEJbHOCTD

KPUTEPUU, TlepeuncJIeHHble Bhillle, He IIPOTUBOPeYaT Ipyr Apyry

13




ENE KPUTEPUU

= language acquisition
= learnability
m iconicity
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SAUEM HAM 9TO?

= TUIOJOTUIECRAs MAPKIPOBAHHOCTh OTHOCUTCA K XapaKTepPUCTUKe KOHIENTa, a He K
naHHbBIM KOHEpeTHOTO fA3bika (Croft 2003) — TeopeTndeckrie BHIBOJIHI
= MapKUPOBAHHOCTHIO MOKHO OOBACHATHL T€ WJIU UHBIE ABJICHUA
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[TPOTHBHHWRK

XacneabMaT BoieuI 12 3HaYeHUl, B KOTOPBIX UCIIOJIb3YeTCA CJI0BO
(MAPRUPOBAHHBIN )

n IIpeaJoKujJgd HUKOT'la €1'0 00JbIIIe He UCII0JL30BaTh
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YACTHU PEYNA



BOIIPOC

4acTh peud — YHUBepCcaJbHOe MMOHATHE UJIU KaTeropu KOHKPETHOTO A3bIKa?
BCe: HET, A
Croft: A, HET
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OIPEJEJIEHNE

qyepe3 CEMaHTURY .

m [JaroJsl 0003HaAYAT NeiicTBUSd
m CYIIecTBUTeJbHBIE 0003HAUAIOT JI0Jeli, BeIlr, MecTa
= TpujarartejbHbie 0003HAYAIOT CBOficTBa/KadecTBa

19




OIPEJEJIEHNE

qepes3 MOP(POJIOTHIO:

m UMeHa UMEeKT KaTeropuio majaexa
m [JAroJbl UMET KaTeropui BpeMeHu
m [pUjaraTejbHble UMEIOT CTEIIeHU CPaBHEHU.
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OIPEJEJIEHNE

qepes3 CUHTaKCHUC:
®m YaCTHu pedn aCCoOuunupyrTCiad C HEROTOPbIMAU CUHTAKRCUYECKUMU KOHTERCTaM I/I/I/IJII/I
CUHTARCHUYCECRUMU (I)YHRL[I/IHMI/I.
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«LUMPING» APPROACH

Verb is a predicate which, without further measures being taken, has a predicative
use only.

Noun is a predicate which, without further measures being taken, can be used as
the head of a term.

Adjective is a predicate which, without further measures being taken, can be used
as a modifier of a nominal head.

Adverbial is a predicate which, without further measures being taken, can be used
as a modifier of a non-nominal head.

Hengeveld 1992
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«LUMPING» APPROACH

If two or more word classes do not behave in a morphosyntactically different way in
a particular language there is no need to distinguish those word classes — they are
just lumped into one word class.
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«LUMPING» APPROACH

Tongan (7) na'e si'i  ae aké
(Austronesian, PAST  small  ABS school:DEF
Polynesian, ‘The school was small.’
Tongic)

(8) ] ene si'l

in 3SG.POSS childhood:DEF
‘in his/her childhood’

€)) na'e  ako ‘ae  tamasi’i si'i  iate au
PAST study ABS child little roc 1sG
‘The little child studied at my house.’
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KSPLITTING» APPROACH

Distributional analysis shows that there can be a large number of covert

orammatical and/or semantic categories.

Table I. Degree in English property words

Class I:  Suppletive degree forms good/better/best, bad/worse/worst
Class II:  Inflectional degree forms tall/taller/tallest, small/smaller/smallest

Class III: Periphrastic degree forms  loquacious/more loquacious/most loquacious
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CONCEPTUAL SPACE MODEL

REF ERENCE MODIF ICATION PREDICATION
OBJECTS unmarked nouns genitive, predicate nominals,
adjectivalisations, copulas
PPs on nouns
PROPERTIES | deadjectival nouns unmarked adjectives predicate adjectives,
copulas
ACTIONS action nominals, participles, unmarked verbs

complements,
infinitives, gerunds

relative clauses
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