Aspectual interactions between predicates and their external arguments in French

Numerous works in the area of aspectual composition (Krifka 1989, 1998, Verkuyl 1972,1993, Tenny 1994, etc) have treated at length the interactions between the verbal predicates and their internal arguments. However, as far as external arguments are concerned, their treatment is rather deficient in the current literature on aspect.  There are little studies on the subject, most of them of partial nature (cf. van Voorst 1988, Dowty 1991, Jackendoff 1996, Ramchand 1997, Verkuyl 2000) and it is generally assumed that external arguments as opposed to the internal ones do not interact aspectually with their predicates (The Non-Measuring Constraint on External Arguments by Tenny 1994 :83).

In this paper I will claim that external arguments do interact with their predicates, though in a manner different from that of the internal ones. This might happen, however, only if one important condition is satisfied : the existence of iterative homomorphism between the external argument and the complex predicate (cf. Tonne 1997 for a similar proposal for the norvegian data). Thus, it will be demonstrated that the unique event homomorphism (Krifka 1992) cannot trigger that kind of interactions. Unlike Tonne 1997, however, we state that iterative homomorphism is possible not only with telic predicates but also with atelic ones. Our hypothesis will be corroborated by a corpus of data constructed according to the following feature configurations. 

Intransitive constructions (unergative)

 (1)  I.  DP [-hom] + V[+hom]
             II. DP[+hom] + V[+hom]
Transitive constructions 

(2)     I.       DP[-hom]  + V[+hom]  + DP[-hom]
                II.      DP[-hom]  + V[+hom]  + DP[+hom]
                III.     DP[+hom]  + V[+hom]  + DP[-hom]
                IV.     DP[+hom]  + V[+hom]  + DP[+hom]
                V.      DP[-hom]  + V[-hom]  + DP[-hom]
               VI.      DP[-hom]  + V[-hom]  + DP[+hom]
              VII.     DP[+hom]  + V[-hom]  + DP[-hom]
             VIII.     DP[+hom]  + V[-hom]  + DP[+hom]
Ditransitive constructions (dative and locative)

(3)    I.     DP[-hom]   + V[-hom]   + DP[-hom]  + Prep + DP[-hom]
              II.    DP[-hom]  + V[-hom]   + DP[+hom] + Prep + DP[-hom]
              III.   DP[-hom]   + V[-hom]   + DP[-hom]   + Prep + DP[+hom]
               IV.   DP[-hom]   + V[-hom]   + DP [+hom]+ Prep + DP[+hom]
                V.    DP[+hom] + V[-hom]   + DP[-hom]   + Prep + DP[-hom]
               VI.   DP[+hom] + V[-hom]   + DP[+hom] + Prep + DP[-hom]
              VII.   DP[+hom] + V[-hom]   + DP[-hom]  + Prep + DP[+hom]
             VIII.   DP [+hom]+ V[-hom]   + DP[+hom] + Prep + DP[+hom]
The analysis of the aspectual interactions will be carried out in terms of homogeneous and non-homogeneous reference. The features [+hom] and [-hom] correspond to the notions of homogeneous and heterogeneous reference respectively. We adopt here the assumption according to which both nominal and verbal constituents refer homogeneously or heterogeneously(cf. Mourelatos 1987, Bach 1986, Borillo 1988, Vet 2000) and hence we mark them by the same binary feature. It is this basic property common to nominal and verbal domain that allows for aspectual interactions in the first place.

As it can be seen, we will analyze the entire spectrum of interactions between all the constituents of the VP. An important analogy will be traced between the behaviour of external arguments on the one hand, and indirect internal arguments on the other.

Several important generalizations can be derived from our analysis of the aspectual interactions with the external argument. 

 Heterogeneous external arguments cannot have an aspectual impact on VP.  

 When the verbal predicate is homogeneous and stative, the VP inherits its feature with no possible effect on the part of the arguments.

 If a homogeneous external argument has a distributive intepretation, the entire VP will be homogeneus.

 An external argument interpreted collectively behaves like a heterogeneous one.
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