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Abstract. Inthis paper, we deal with changes in valency structure etBxerbs
from a lexicographic point of view. We focus only on syntaaonstructions that
are related in principle to the same (generalized) sitnafthanges in valency
structure are understood as different mappings betweérndodl participants of
a generalized situation and valency slots, including thirphemic realization.
We distinguish two types of changes in valency structuresadled grammatical
diatheses and semantic diatheses. We introduce a basiogypof potential
changes in valency structure and we propose a method of phesentation of
these changes in the valency lexicon of Czech verbs VALLEX.

1 Motivation

Syntactic behavior of verbs is determined to a great extgrthéir lexical semantic
properties. Prototypically, a single valency structurereégponds to a single meaning
of verb. However, in many cases semantically related usesrbt can be syntactically
structured in different ways. E.g., the pairs of sentengé$a)-(1b), (1a)-(2a) and (1b)-
(2b) differ in their syntactic structure despite their alwé semantic similarity:

(1) a.Peter loaded the truck with hay- b. Peter loaded hay on the truck.
(2) a.The truck was loaded with hay— b. Hay was loaded on the truck.

Such uses of the vettbad cannot be described by a single valency frame; however,
separating four valency frames appears to be redundantegffect to the regularity in
morphemic realizations of valency slots. Let us focus orpties of sentences (1a)-(2a)
and (1b)-(2b). In these cases, (i) the information on thesipdiy of such change in
valency structure of the vetbad and (ii) the rule describing such change are sufficient
for lexicographic description. Other changes in valennycdtire of verbs can be treated
in a similar way under the condition that these changes aregdar that they can be
captured by means of rules.

In this contribution, we deal with changes in valency stwoetof Czech verbs
from a lexicographic point of view. We introduce and exeifypdi basic typology of
potential changes in valency structure of Czech verbs gshttnee appeared during the
lexicographic processing language data (based on corpler®e). Finally, we propose
a method of representing these changes in a valency lexiddrezh verbs.

* The research is carried under the MSMR project No. MSM0021620838 and partially under
the MSMT grant No. LC536 and GA UK grant No. 7982/2007.
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Basic approaches to changes in valency structureln Czech linguistics, the study
of syntactic constructions characterized by changes ienegl structure of verbs from
the syntactic point of view started in the late sixties, maunder the influence of
Russian linguistics, esp. [1, 3, 6]. The terms hierachoratiiathesis or conversion were
introduced in Czech and Slovak grammars, see esp. [7, 8,112 [11]. Roughly
speaking, such terms refer to change in mutual assignmeeneéntic participants and
(surface) syntactic positions, while the real situatiopressed by sentences remains
the same.

In American linguistics, there are three basic approaclkeshanges in va-
lency structure of verbs, (i) structurally based approactepresented mainly by
transformational-generative grammars, esp. [4, 5], éXidally based approaches fo-
cusing on the relation between lexical semantic propediie®rbs and their syntactic
behavior, esp. [12], and (iii) constructionally based agghes based on the assumption
that difference in syntactic forms marks the difference gaming, esp. [2, 10].

Here we focus on the description of changes in valency straaif verbs in the
theoretical framework of the Functional Generative Dggimn (FGD), see esp. [20].
The valency theory of FGD, esp. [16], was applied to a largaler of data in build-
ing the Prague Dependency Treebank, PDT 20d the valency lexicon of Czech
verbs, VALLEX? [13]. We attempt to propose an adequate framework for detimmiof
changes in valency structure of verbs which can be applitekinographic processing
of language data.

2 Basic typology of changes in valency structure of verbs

In our typology of changes in valency structure of verbs,dhiecept of situation plays

a key role. Th€generalized) situationrepresents a class of abstract situations charac-
terized by a particular set of semantic participahits the present paper, we focus only
on those syntactic constructions that relate to the sanree(ghzed) situation. Such a
situation is expressed by a single verb lexeme and it is cheriaed by an identical
set of semantic participants. Changes in valency struettgainderstood as different
mappings between individual semantic participants of a&gaized situation and their
surface syntactic positions, including their morphemalization. We distinguish two
types of changes in valency structure, so-called gramalatiatheses (g-diatheses) and
semantic diatheses (s-diatheses).

2.1 Grammatical diatheses

G-diatheses represent pairs of related syntactic corigtnsahat prototypically satisfy
the following criteria:

IThttp://ufal.nff.cuni.cz/pdt2. 0/

2http://ufal.nff.cuni.cz/vallex/2. 5/

3 See also type situation [8, 22] or semantic event. Semaatticipants roughly correspond to
semantic roles here.



200 Vaclava Kettnerova and Markéta Lopatkova

I. Verbs in the marked construction are prototypically majogically marked with
respect to the grammatical category of voice. Their fornpécilly either consist
of auxiliaries and non-finite form of lexical verbs or theywbhaeflexive forms.

Il. The mapping between semantic participants of a germ@kituation and valency
slots remains unchanged, their number and type are idemticavell. Changes
in valency frames are typically connected with a choice ofagipular valency
member for the subject syntactic positions; these changdsrdted to morphemic
realizations of individual valency slots.

G-diatheses primarily represent a language means thaesrthb speaker to choose
a particular semantic participant of a generalized sitwafior the syntactically promi-
nent position of (surface) subject. In the marked case,dheney member ACT (Actor,
corresponding to the semantic participants of generaktedtion such as Agent, Ini-
tiator, Causator, Bearer of Action, etc.) is prototypigahifted from the subject syn-
tactic position into a less prominent surface positionnéwally, it cannot be expressed
on the surface syntactic level at all (as in deagentive thdis, see e.g. [9]). Another
semantic participant of a generalized situation (typycatving the form of accusative)
is shifted into the subject syntactic position, as in (129)(repeated belofvUnder
certain conditions, a ‘subject-less’ construction ocgaee example (7b) below).

(1) a.PeterACT loaded the truckPAT with hayEFF
(2) a.The truckPAT was loaded with hajeFF py PeterACT)

G-diatheses can be illustrated by the scheme in Figure asyxametry concerns
the different mappings between a set of valency membershaiidsurface positions.

Agent  Container  Filler generalized situation
(set of semantic participants)

ACT PAT EFF valency frame
g - (set of valency members)

........ set of surface positions
(set of morphemic forms)

Adviinstr Adviprep Sbinom Objfacc  Adviprep

Fig. 1. Mapping between semantic participants of a generalizedtsin and their surface syn-
tactic positions for passive diathesis as a typical g-@sith(for the verlmalozit‘to load’).

We assume that changes in the valency structure of verbaatkaistic of g-diatheses
arise from the special verbal meanings. These verbal mgsamire reflected as values
of relevant verbal grammatemes in FGD (grammatemes ragrésegtogrammatical
correlates of the morphological categories, see [14, 19]).

4 We mark the valency members with labels (so-called funLta@T, PAT, EFF etc. in accor-
dance with FGD (and with VALLEX in particular).
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2.2 Semantic diatheses

S-diatheses are characterized by changes in number andftygiency slots, while the
(generalized) situation still remains unchanged. Funttoee, verbs are not morpholog-
ically marked with regard to voice. Contrary to g-diathestis not apparent which of
the related constructions should be understood as unmanesdand which as marked
ones, see also [8].

Moreover, s-diatheses are typically associated with aftesemantic classes of
verbs, as in sentences (1a)-(1b) (see also, spay/loadverbs in [12]).

(1) a.PetetACT-Agentloaded the truckPAT-Container
with hayEFF-Filler
b. PeterACT-Agentloaded hayPAT-Filler
on the truckDIR-Container

In Czech grammars, s-diatheses are described as hie@iohiz without marked
voice [8], as objective diatheses [11], or some of them aratéd as examples of the
so-called decauzativization [11].

S-diatheses can be illustrated by the scheme in Figure Zsyiametry concerns
the different mappings between a set of semantic partitspafra generalized situation
and a set of valency members.

Agent Filler Container generalized situation
(set of semantic participants)

o

ACT paT|." EFF |DIR valency frame
(set of valency members)

set of surface positions
(set of morphemic forms)

Sh/nom Objfacc  Obj/instr Advfprep

Fig. 2. Mapping between semantic participants of a generalizedtsin and their surface syn-
tactic positions for Container-Filler diathesis (for therlvnaloZit‘to load’).

As to the possibility of combining g- and s-diatheses, dia#s of differenttypes are
mutually combinable;i.e., having a marked constructiotméspect to a g-diathesis, a
particular s-diathesis rule may be subsequently used fiicgble for the given verb),
and conversely, see ex. (1)-(2) in Section 1. However, nliytaambining diatheses of
the same type is very restrictéd.

Distinguishing between g-diatheses and s-diatheses iwvated by the needs of
lexicographic work. We will see later that in casegefliathesesthe changes in valency

5 E.g.,Kdy?Z se dostane piidélena pracovna, to se to pracuj€&ng. If a new study is allocated,
it is easy to work (example from [9]).
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frames are regular enough to be treated within a single Vierkiaal unit— general rules
in the grammar component and information on their appliggtid individual lexical
units in the data component of the lexicon are sufficient. ek, fors-diatheses
we propose to set separate lexical units interlinked withegal rules identifying a
relevant type of s-diathesis. This solution results fromdbrpus evidence that changes
in valency structure of verbs are diverse even within arviddial type of s-diatheses.

3 Representation of G-diatheses

In this section, we introduce a way of capturing g-diathdeethe valency lexicon
VALLEX. In our approach, g-diatheses are described by meégsneral fine-grained
rules in the grammar component of the valency lexicon. Afileable g-diatheses are
listed for each verbal lexical unit separately in a spedialaite in the data component
of the lexicon.

Our method will be demonstrated on the passive diathesis psotatypical
g-diathesis.Deagentive diathesis recipient diathesis resultative diathesis and
mediopassive diathesissee esp. [19], can be described in the same way. In additeon,
consider alsgeciprocity as a phenomenon that can be treated in a similar way (within
FGD, reciprocity and the possibility of its representati@mve been broadly studied by
Panevova, esp. [17f).

3.1 Passive diathesis

Passive diathesis is a relation between two syntactic ngrtiins in which the marked
one contains the auxiliary veiiyt ‘to be’ and the past participle of a lexical verb. We
propose the following representation of passive diattiadise valency lexicon:

(i) In the data component a single lexical unit is represented by an (unmarked)
valency frame. If a given lexical unit can be subject to passiiathesis, then its
applicability is indicated in the special attribute ‘dia#is-pass’.

() Inthegrammar component, a general rule describing regular changes in a valency
frame for this diathesis is stored.

For example, a lexical unit for the transitive verbstavitto build’ has three valency
slots in its valency frame: obligatory ACT (Actor, in nomtiva in the unmarked con-
struction), obligatory PAT (Patient, in accusative) ant@mal ORIG (Origin, expressed
as the prepositional groupfrom/of’ plus genitive). In the marked construction, ACT
is realized either as instrumental or as prepositional gal'by’ plus genitive, and
PAT is expressed as nominative (morphemic realization of@i@mains unchanged):

(3) a.David ACTnompostavil kUINUPAT ¢ ze dfevaORIG,, gen
Eng. David.ACT built a shed.PAT from wood.ORIG
b. Klilna.PAThombyla postavena ze dfeMaRIG;, gen (Davidem / od Da-
vida. ACTinstr od+gen
Eng. A shed.PAT was built from wood.ORIG (by David.ACT)

6 Causative constructionsare another candidates that can be taken into account §oyfie of
representation.
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Passive diathesis for verbs with valency member expresseg hccusative. Passive
diathesis concerns verbs with at least two semantic ppatits of a generalized situa-
tion and thus at least two valency slots, prototypically A@Thominative and PAT in
accusative. Valency frame for the marked member of the égittcan be described by
the following rulePass.r1.PAT, see Table 1.

It should be stressed here that all information capturedalancy frame remains
unchanged, unless a change is explicity mentioned by tleeRass.r1.PAT; i.e., if a
valency frame contains a member or morphemic form that icibed in the rule, then
it is preserved also in a derived valency frame.

Pass.ri.PAT Unmarked Marked Note

verbal grammatemgdiathesis-pass: (@iathesis-pass: passa)

valency frame ACTnom ACTinstr,od+gen 2
PATacc PATnom @
I:)A-l-var.inf.,dcc PATexcluded ()
? EFﬁakwacc ? EFﬁakwnom ®)

Table 1.Pass.rl1.PAT rule for the passive diathesis.

Commentary on the Pass.r1.PAT rule:

(1) The passive diathesis is represented by the verbal gaedenne ‘diathesis-pass’; its value for
the unmarked member of the pair is ‘0’, for the marked memtaisr'pass’.

(2) In the marked construction, ACT is shifted from the proerit subject syntactic position into
the adverbial position. This change is accompanied by thegh of morphemic realization of
ACT from nominative into instrumental or into the prepasital casend ‘by’+genitive.

(3) The valency member PAT (expressed by accusative) isteeldor the prominent surface
syntactic position of subject for the marked member of ttespa diathesis. Its morphemic form
is changed into nominative.

(4) If the PAT valency member may be expressed also by othgstmemic forms such as infinitive
(abbr.inf), dependent content clausgc€) or another preposition or prepositionless casa)(
(mentioned below as ‘unaccusative variants’), all thessitbe morphemic variants are excluded
in the marked frame. PAT expressed by unaccusative formmeased with Pass.r2.PAT rule, see
below.

(5) If there is a slot for EFF in the unmarked frame with tharigako ‘as’+accusative, then its
form is changed intgako ‘as’+nominative.

Note on agreement: Verbal categories of person, numberamdkeg agree with ACT in nomina-
tive in the unmarked construction, whereas a verb in the ethcbnstruction has agreement with
PAT in nominative.

For example, by applying Pass.r1.PAT rule to the unmarkéenes frame for
the verbpostavit'to build’, see ex. (3a)-(3b), we obtain the following vatgnframe
describing the marked syntactic construction:

ACTnom PATacc ORIGzgen

= passsvear ACTinstrod+-gen PAThom ORIG;  gen
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The change in the realization of EFF expressed yeillo ‘as’+accusative may be
exemplified by the verlhodnotit‘to assess’. See the unmarked and marked valency
frames and their realizations in sentences (4a)-(4b) @stethe reduction of possible
morphemic forms for PAT in (4b)):

ACTnom P'A\Taccvar,inf,dcc EFl:Jako+accna+acc
= Pass.r1.PAT ACTinstr,od+gen PATnhom EFﬁakwnomnaJracc

(4) a.Utitele ACThomhodnotili jeho praciPATacc
jako nedostatecnoBFFys; acc
Eng. The teachers.ACT assessed his paper.PAT as poor.EFF
b. Jeho pracePAT,ombyla hodnocena uCite ACTinstr jako nedostatec-
Na.EFFusinom
Eng. His paper.PAT was assessed as poor.EFF by his teabe&rs.

For some verbs with at least three valency members, the aioeiposition may be
labeled with other functors, namely ADDR (for AddresseeE&i (for Effect)! see
(5a)-(5b) and (6a)-(6b). The changes in valency structiiesse verbs are captured by
analogous rules Pass.r1.ADDR and Pass.r1.EFF.

(5) a.SekretarkaACTnomfediteleADDRycc upozornila,(ze ma podepsat
smlouv).PATy¢c
Eng. The secretary.ACT has reminded the director. ADDRIi@n s
the contract).PAT

b. Reditel ADDRom byl upozornén sekretafkodCTinstr, (Z€ ma pode-

psat smlouvuPAT4cc
Eng. The director. ADDR has been reminded by his secret@¥.A
(to sign the contract).PAT

(6) a.ZadrzenyACTnomfekl vySetfovatelADDRyyt leZEFFcc
Eng. The detained man.ACT said to the interrogator. ADDR &KF
b. VySetfovatelADDRyg; byla (zadrzenynACTinstr) FeCena leZEFRom
Eng. A lie.EFF was said to the interrogator.ADDR (by the detd
man.ACT)

Passive diathesis for verbs with valency member expresseg lunaccusative’ forms.
Furthermore, passive diathesis can be applied to verbsvaiémcy members realized
by ‘unaccusative’ forms, see ex. (7a)-(7b):

(7) a.RadniACTpomO té zaleZitostPAT, . joc rozhodli vEera.
Eng. The councilors.ACT decided the matter.PAT yesterday.
b. O té zaleZitostPAT,., |oc bylo (radnimiACTinstr) rozhodnuto veera.
Eng. The matter.PAT was decided (by councilors.ACT) yelstgr

Changes in valency frame are described by the following Rass.r2.PAT, see
Table 2. Again, except for the changes explicitly mentioimetthe rule, all other infor-
mation captured in a valency frame remains unchanged.

7 We leave aside the functors DPHR (for Dependent Part of Bhrasand CPHR (Part of
Compound Predicate) here.
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Pass.r2.PAT Unmarked Marked Note

verbal grammatemidiathesis-pass: 0 diathesis-pass: pass )

valency frame ACTnom ACTinstr,od+gen @
PATvar,inf,dcc PATvar,inf,dcc ®
? PATADDR|EFF;¢c| ? PATADDR|EFFexciuded @

Table 2. Pass.r2.PAT rule for the passive diathesis.

Commentary on the Pass.r2.PAT rule:

(1) and (2) See the Commentary on the Pass.rl rule.

(3) The ‘unaccusative’ morphemic realization of BAEmains unchanged. If PAT is realized by
infinitive or dependent content clause, it is shifted inte slubject syntactic position. Applying
the given rule to PAT expressed by prepositional case orggigpnless case (with the exception
of accusative), ‘subject-less’ sentence is created.

(4) The possible accusative realization of any valency isl@xcluded. If no other morphemic
variant remains, the given valency member cannot be rehilive surface sentenéesee also ex.
(8¢c).

Note on agreement: In the marked construction, verbs haangruent agreement witf%sg.
neutr.

Let us exemplify the application of Pass.r2.PAT rule to thkexcy frame of the verb
rozhodnoutto decide’, see also sentences (7a)-(7b):

ACTnom PAT0+Ioc,dcc = Pass.r2.PAT ACTinstr F)ATojLIoc,dcc

Verbs allowing for two passive constructions. There are verbs allowing for two
passive constructions. First, such verb has a valency methae may be realized
both as accusative and ‘unaccusative’ form (e.g., the hednotit'to asses’, see ex.
(4)) — then both types of rules are applicable to this valemember (Pass.r1.PAT
or Pass.r2.PAT for the verbodnotit‘to asses’). The second case is represented by
verbs with at least three semantic participants of germ@lsituations. Such verbs
have at least three valency members (prototypically redles nominative, accusative
and ‘unaccusative’¥® Again, both types of rules may be used — they are applied to two
different valency members depending on the choice of stubjéeexemplify this by the
verbzadatto ask’, see sentence (8a) for the unmarked case, (8b)édPdss.rl.ADDR
rule and (8c) for the Pass.r2.PAT rule:

ACTnom ADDRgcc PATo+acqinf ,dcc
= Pass.r1.ADDR ACTinstr,odﬂ;en ADDRnom PAT0+accinf,dcc

ACTnom ADDRgcc PATo+accinf ,dcc
= Pass.r2.PAT ACTinstr,odJrgen ADDRgeneral PATo+acqinf,dcc

8 The analogous rules are set for ADDR and EFF.

9 This case results in so called generalized valency membie®D, see [18].

10 The verbutit ‘to teach’ with two valency members expressed in accusagpeesents a rare
exception.
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As the accusative is the only possible realization of ADDRha unmarked valency
slot (and accusative is excluded in the marked valency frargerding to Pass.r2.PAT
rule), the ADDR valency slot cannot be realized in the s@feentence, see ex. (8c).

(8) a.Novinafi.ACTpomVIAduADDRycc Zadali,(aby byly zvefejnény vysled-

ky).PATqcc
Eng. The journalists.ACT asked the government.ADDR (todlishb
the results).PAT

b. VladaADDRpom byla (novinafi.ACTinsy) Zadana(aby byly zverejné-
ny vysledky:PATqcc
Eng. The government. ADDR was asked (by the journalists X@T
publish the results).PAT

c. Novinafi.ACTinstr bylo opakované zadanggby byly zvefejnény
vysledky.PATqcc (general ADDR)
‘(by) journalists - was - repeatedly - asked - to - publishsules’ Eng. The

publication of the results was repeatedly asked (by the jour
nalists).

4 Representation of S-diatheses

In this section, we focus on s-diatheses and their adeqeptesentation in the va-
lency lexicon VALLEX. To recapitulate, s-diathesis is aatégdn between two (or more)
syntactic constructions describing a same generalizedtgin. These constructions
refer to the same (polysemous) verb lexeme, however, thpimgpbetween individual
semantic participants of the generalized situation andngl slots is different. As a
consequence, not only morphemic realization but also namgee and obligatoriness
of valency members may differ. In contrast to g-diathesespimological categories of
the given verb typically remain unchanged.

Let us demonstrate our approach on the Container-Filléhels as a prototypical
s-diathesis. Other s-diatheses can be captured in the sagnéselected examples are
listed below).

4.1 Container-Filler diathesis

Container-Filler diathest$ can be exemplified by sentences (9a)-(9b) (note that ‘nega-
tive’ variant can be also distinguished).

(9) a.Petr.ACThonrAgentnaloZil vizPAT-Container
senentEFFRnsi-Filler
Eng. Petr. ACT-Agent loaded the truck.PAT-Container
with hay.EFF-Filler
b. Petr. ACThonrAgentnaloZil sendPATcFiller

11 This type of diathesis counts among a group of ‘co-occueetiiathesis’ in [8]; see also
‘spray/load alternation’ in [12]. We adopt a labeling basedsemantic participants involved
in the diatheses as we consider it more transparent.
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na vizDIR-Container
Eng. Petr. ACT-Agent loaded hay.PAT-Filler
on the truck.DIR-Container

These two sentences describe in principle the same gerextaituation with three
semantic participants — Agent (who causes the action destihy the given verb),
Filler (substance or entity whose location is changed) aodt&iner (location where
Filler is moved). Despite the single set of semantic pgéiois of the generalized
situation, this situation can be structured in a differeaymWhile Agent is realized
as ACT in both cases, there are two possibilities for Filled £ontainer: (i) either
Container is mapped onto PAT (in accusative) and Filler ippea onto EFF valency
slot (in instrumental), as in (9a); (ii) or Filler occupid®etPAT slot (in accusative) and
Container is structured as Directional modification DIRira@b) (see also Figure 2 in
Section 2.2).

The most studied semantic property of this diathesis dedlfsawpartitive / holis-
tic effect. The semantic participant of the generalizedadion realized as PAT in
accusative typically receives holistic interpretatioe;,iin Container-Filler diathesis
either Container (9a) or Filler (9b) is understood as cotepfeaffected by the action
expressed by the verfaloZit'to load’.

Contrary to g-diatheses, the changes in valency framesvguaaying s-diatheses
are not regular enough: individual verbs exhibit many ialagties in their valency
characteristics even within a single type of s-diathesis {slow for the examples).

For the purpose of the valency lexicon VALLEX, we proposefiiiowing repre-
sentation of s-diatheses:

() Inthe data component we establish a set of two lexical units within one lexeme
— each member of s-diathesis is represented by a separatal lerit with its
own valency frame. These lexical units are interlinked e type of s-diathesis
(captured in a special attribute ‘s-diathesis’).

(ii) Inthe grammar component, a general rule describing possible mappings between
semantic participants of a generalized situation and iddal valency slots is pro-
vided, see Table 3.

Container-Filler | Agent | Filler | Container | examples

Filler ~ PAT ACT |[PAT |[DIR nalozit seno na vliz
doplnit cukr do cukfenky
nasypat mouku do pytle
(na)totit vodu (do kyble)

Container ~ PAT | ACT |EFF |PAT nalozit vliz senem
doplnit cukfenku cukrem/o cukr
ACT |— PAT nasypat pytel *moukou

(na)totit kybl *vodou

Table 3. General rule for the Container-Filler diathesis (see therdiations below).
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The dissimilarities in the Container-Filler diathesis cem number, type, and mor-
phemic realization of complements as well:

— Whereas the set of semantic participants of the generaditeation is the same
(Agent, Filler, Container) and prototypically all of therarcbe realized as valency
members, this does not hold for some verbs (@agsypat mouku do pyttéo put
flour into the sack’ buhasypat pytel *moukottio put the sack *with flour’).

— Whereas directional valency member that realizes Contparticipant is prototyp-
ically obligatory (e.g.doplnit cukr do cukfenkito add sugar to the sugar bow!’),
there are verbs with only typical directional valency mem(eeg.,tocit vodu (do
kyble)‘to draw water (to the bucket)’).

— Morphemic realizations of a particular valency member miffgidwith individual
verbs (e.g.doplnit cukfenku cukrem / o cukio replenish the sugar bowl with
sugar’).

4.2 Examples of other S-diatheses

While g-diatheses are intensively studied in Czech linigssthere is only a limited
number of studies of phenomena referred here to as s-désthese esp. [8]. Let us
exemplify here at least several frequent s-diatheses ictOzbich can be captured in
the valency lexicon in a similar way as the Container-Filliathesis:

Surface-Cover diathesis (positive or negative)

Jana si oCistila blatd®PAT-Coverz botDIR-Surface

Eng. Jane cleaned the mud.PAT-Cover off her shoes.DIRa&airf

— Jana si oCistila botyPAT-Surfacend blataORIG-Cover

Eng. Jane cleaned her shoes.PAT-Surface of the mud.ORI@rCo
Material-Product diathesis (positive or negative)

Kadernik ji ucesal vlasiPAT-Materialdo drdoluEFF-Product

Eng. Hairdresser arranged her hair.PAT-Material into alBER-Product

— Kadefnik ji u€esal z vlas®@RIG-Materialdrdol. PAT-Product

Eng. Hairdresser arranged a bun.PAT-Product from helQRIG-Material
Source-Substance diathesis

SlunceACT-Sourcevyzafuje tepldPAT-Substance

Eng. The sun.ACT-Source radiates heat.PAT-Substance

— TeplaACT-Substanceyzafuje ze sluncBIR-Source

Eng. Heat.ACT-Substance radiates from the sun.DIR-Source
Object-Direction diathesis (‘from where’, ‘through’ or 't o0 where’)

Marta vylezla kope®AT-Object

Eng. Martha climbed the mountain.PAT-Object

— Marta vylezla na kopeBIR-Direction

Eng. Martha climbed up the mountain.DIR-Direction
Direction-Location diathesis

Matka umistila dité do jesDIR-Direction

Eng. Mother put her child into a nursery school.DIR-Direnti

— Matka umistila dité v jeslichOC-Location

Eng. Mother put her child into a nursery school.LOC-Locatio
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Agent-Location diathesis
VCelyACT-Agentse roji na zahrad& OC-Location
Eng. Bees.ACT-Agent are swarming in the garden.LOC-Loacati
— ZahradaACT-Locationse roji véelamMEANS-Agent
Eng. The garden.ACT-Location is swarming with bees. MEAALNt

Conclusion

For lexicographic description of verbal valency, it is nesagy to specify (i) valency
frame of each lexical unit, (ii) information on the applidéip of a particular set of rules
describing the possible diatheses, and (iii) precise féations of rules. Information
(i) and (ii) are stored in the data component whereas (iigteged in the grammar
component of the valency lexicon.

We distinguish two types of changes in valency structureckvire referred to as
g-diatheses and s-diatheses. G-diatheses are protdlypbaracterized by morpho-
logically marked form of verb in the marked construction,i@lthe mapping between
semantic participants of a generalized situation and eglsiots remains unchanged,
their number and type are identical (the changes in valerayds are limited to mor-
phemic realizations of individual valency slots). On théesthand, s-diatheses are
characterized by changes in number and types of valencs. sSlbiey are typically
limited to verbs of certain semantic classes.

Distinguishing between g-diatheses and s-diatheses irathacy lexicon VALLEX
is motivated by the needs of lexicographic work. In case dfagheses, the changes in
valency frames are regular enough to be treated in the forgeoéral rules (in the
grammar component) and as a single verbal lexical unit (fdh Isyntactic construc-
tions) marked with the possibility of a particular type oftfiesis. For s-diatheses,
separate lexical units are established and interlinked ganeral rules identifying a
relevant type of s-diathesis. This solution reflects thgusrevidence that changes in
valency structure of verbs are diverse even within an idial type of s-diathesis.
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