g B A Y EDO A ERHEEE ge- 12DV T

B it

0. EA

T T B RAED O L O BN BB, BT Y
seet - (IFAE L, Jbr v~ VR IIPES < VB D O HER U
BT, CHBIEFA VHFEICT VGBS FE 2 bh b T — FEETIL
P VERIZ X B A — VB TR TCE 50T, by = VERRICE
THECHBELIE L THEETHD,

ALK A vEE NHG ok 5 ERR O D 1 o2& LT, @ESHANE
Al ge-& 5 BHERE RIS & EMET O X 5, 2 O ANIBEE T 2 B
DECEAA T v FEC BRI D, ThUSAOBRME Y v~ v FEE
TULE 9 LIcsERRUI R bz,

BIEERE ge-t3, X D i WERFETH B dE P A v EE MHG ©ix, NHG &£
BE - BLIh T Teh 7o, B P A Vel OHG, 51k = — bk
THIHLIEHRELIRAUAEL RO 20RAETHY, & IIKETRADL
o L0 A B productivity AR el B igus, T ORI
MHG 123\ T % B B EERE I T 5, — 5 MHG (3 HTHER ge- 18
BB ICHE S h 50D b b,

= — FEEIIIREIU L O RRiEERE ga- RO b s, TRV T Streit-
berg (15 T~ — A CTh b &R LIz, Framknido—ilic ga-232 0
oD F S EE O ER N5 T Y perfective TH B B2 E b~ %,

OHG . MIG & 4o ge- B Ecii#E s D Z b H, 7 — bk
b [FARERTE 2 D b L 2 Fuc DT 4 Streitberg 12 F KX L T %% 5H
B9 12 OHG B % Wik MHG 1o BT % ge-+ ANEmld, %< O%E b
PR E OFFEE S LTI RS 2 L% L, L LAIBGEL T
W kL DO ge-ti b B IES BB O B EERE & 3SR e D | FRE DIREE T
CAEFCHIBIND O E WD T &b b, BESHO ge-. NiE:
D ge-, BEFTEH AT ge- 1 PBE D2 Z HIEENTE LW 5 3l 2r
FTOTH D, 1215, ShHD ge-lo DWW THi—IIC Bkt b 2 2 8
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THDRRETH 5D, KiF iz, MHG © B 5 RNEFAFHRE ge- 7 HE,
TOLREBEODWE, TOEBMAYHEAZ L EYHBNET S,

L1 TEFAOCHRRE

MHG 18\ C ge- i o e ANERI (LT INF), BhiaE@H (LT AUX)
EEBIHARCH DR EZBENL VWY, K{Ta -2 & LTHWE
Nibelunge Not (LLF NL) o—Cii3®, BT 2,134 fIBAUX-INF
ANERA L 494 $1(23.156%) & 72, Z A% narrative ‘nonQ’ & conversa-
tion ‘Q" THMTSH L, AIE 226 B, $RE 268 BITH o7t T —-t x4tk
DHHT 2BFEH D 2 1 7, KA JoBHEH I X CAUX-INF & ol
LU TR 11”7 AUX-INF o BRI, ‘Q T33.5%THhHDIR L,
‘nonQ’ TIX16.8% &KL

#1
HE B (a) AUX-INF (b) b/a

nonQ’ 1 EEZEDBIAE,  prind 34 10 29.4%
EfikBANY  proopt 2 1 50.0%

e pr-imp 1 1 100.0%
EEHBET pt-ind 1,192 180 15.1%
EREeEY  ptopt 105 34 32.4%

&5t 1,344 226 16.8%

‘Q H B A pr-ind 507 187 36.9%
B BAY  proopt 51 13 25.5%

np T HE . pr-imp 36 14 41 . 1%
EEkAEEY  ptind 113 20 17.7%
Efik8i  ptopt 93 34 36.6%

&t 800 268 33.5%

1.2. ge-INF ;HIEsE
AUX-INF D 5 L INFIz A EM e ge- B S b h 5 (LT AUX-
geINF) D%, ‘nonQ T 1341, ‘Q T17#l, &5 300IThs, 22— <2
DRREERIHERT T 14,100 FERIETH D, 2D 5B ‘Q o 5EE 1L (7
BHET)I3.5%, 2Fh oo ge- BRI Q TLh IS HBELTW
%o AUX-geINF o HE L 30([1)/14,100(GE)=0.21%TH 5, ‘Q (T4
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B 14,100X34.5% =4,865 BB, ‘Q TH gelNF o iHIX 17 flIT
HELRIT 17/4,865=0.35%. —J7 ‘nonQ’ 1% 14,100X65.5% =9,236 & T,
geINF o B H 313 13/9,236=0.14%, AUX-INF 2 ‘Q ToMBHE» 215
D 54.25%. AUX-geINF o ‘Q ToHEHFIRS h L EER U (56.67%)
=, AUX-INF 2} % geINF o B Izig—E0EE TR 5 L5 2
bib, AUX-geINF 23 'Q ¢tk v %\v-oit, AUX-INF RZDRETX
DL HBLTWA b LHRITE 5,

1.3. gelNF & #iEd % AUX

2 — A RARHE LI AUX & Z0RH, ge-INF & £ofBORTER O
¢ INF oBHEEIIE 2R T LB, RN ge- & EER - FIRMT
ge- (LATF (ge) ¢RI T A X1 o0HBEE T5 & ge-lTHERHEL LTS -
LGB, (ge) DA TY ver- & WA THE M\, AIEHAS
¥ INF 11, g3 0 oA, kunmen I8 Th - & b
B RZY R,

BED 2 KL Eo AUX rh (ge-) oHMBIE I kunnen T 36.7% & b » &
L\, miigen (8.2%), lazzen (7.7%) /&N ki<, AUX &L
COHBE D%\ suln (1.6%), wellen (3.3%) fe& & (ge) XHZE Y
Wh ey, kunnen & flioo AUX & OHBRDOZZ X D TAE <, (ge)
INF i AUX #' kunnen TH 550 MM IBBHEE ch 5, AUX &
LCoHER A1, 2460 kunnen & miigen (&, ZhZ i 30, 49 7 & #&
D135 A% AL, (ge-) 13 kunnen 25 11 it L € miigen 7% 4 il & .
kunnen & (ge-) & DFEEOD Z DHEWO,

F70, (ge) MBI N TV BEHFEY R THRL L, b-Ed % Dhisin
D 4 Fl(wesen Mz IS HFDTH D, KT gan © 3 #l, ligen, sagen,
(an) sigen, stan 7c &N 2 WTH 5, SERMIZ G HP L A8 % < 5 &
T\ 5,
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*2
AUX | BBi% | ge- |be-l|ent-|er- |under-| ver- |wider-| = El;%;ﬁ
beginnen 27 0 0
biten 12 0 0
denken 1 1 1 160.0
durfen 2 2 2 100.0
freischen 1 1 1 0
heizen 27 2 2 7.4
helfen 1 0 0
heeren 14 1 1 7.1
kiesen 1 0 0
kunnen 30 1M (1142 4 20 | 66.7
lazen 26 23) |'5 1 11 | 42.3
loben 1 0 0
miigen 49 43 |1 7 8 23 46.9
miiezzen | 38 03 | 1214 4 14 | 36.8
ruochen 1 0 0
sehen 29 1 1 3.4
suln 124 26) | 6| 3 6 25 | 20.2
trouwen 3 2 1 2 66.7
turren b 1 1 2 40.0
vinden 5 0 0
wanen 5 1 1 20.0
wellen 91 33) | 6 2 5 1 20 22.0
werden 1 1 1 100.0
TOTAL | 494 |30Q19) (24| 6 |17 29 1 128 | 25.9
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2.1. (ge) MHHIRT 2EIDIFH

Kz (ge) BHBETABREDO X h KX LB TH HHD LV~ THRET
%, 30 s 22 Gt A B DEERE Y& ACH (LU NEG) T, £7230
Fie 17 HS ‘Q THhbH, Ibic NEG > ‘Q »11HHsH, AUX »
kunnen ¥ X Of miigen ®#4&, (ge-) INF 28 ‘nonQ’ 7223 NEG (non-
NEG) T B Hlitic\ . NEG O£ 56 FlH, 22 6 (39.3%) & (ge), &
512 19 B (33.9%) WEFOMMoIER - T35 (FEF73.2%). D
12 AUX L #0 INF 0l ThH b, £ I T X5 NEG 1, ‘Q
< 314, ‘non@ 7325 BITH B A, (ge) ks X ORIEEEHAT & INF o HIRXK
T ‘non@Q’ TX Y EV,

%3
‘non)’ ‘Q
TOTAL : 494 226 268
NEG : 56 25 31
NEG + (ge-)INF : 22 11 11/25=40.0% 11 11/31=35.5%
NEG +prefixed INF © 41 21 21/25=84.0% 20 20/31=64.5%

NEG & ‘Q &t WHIEETHBEENI Y EMOBEXEHL TV 5%,
‘onQ’ +NEG 123\ T (ge-) & HICHERNL ) @mWHEE Lok, NEG
MEE IR 8L & o INF oSBT 52845, nonQ &\ 5 ERE
IZBEWT L W BITE DL TLWABTDIEA D,

2.2. NEG & modality

NEG 2338l S h 2 i & LA o B E R o7 AUN o Beli s
BEHME TSV & <12 modal & NEG 23ME 0V < 36, modal 23R 73788
BENTHRIC O BT AN H B0, O X5 IGETH, LHhKER
2 8 ADREE RN L CHERETN & U 5 TE THEREA 2 RIEMICED & &
ENTHE T H B BEIT M, H5EH TR X b SHElCHEFRICE
B 5854171 epistemic modality &, ¥ 7B R AR T 5 EFEIC
NEG %43 534121k deontic modality & A UBSBERIHIN & 5- 2 5 &
ENTE AP,
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2.3. BEEHNMIE

Pig &b T Dz —20 MHG T, NEG & AUX(Z & Tt modal)
LD EW DB » TEHEFHZ AUX CETET 520U d w5
B 7e NS HNCED b5, AUX CHIE I b5, AUX oBERToOME
HEE A CBEFE en-H D\ id-en/-n & niht BE RSN OBEE D4

MrxF41EmRT,

- SCERD

*4
LI v e iz Ut A e B
AEFE(en-, -ne)*
AUX TOTAL |TOTAL |en-AUX|pron-ne| N+niht | niht niht | others
etc TOTAL| o

kunnen 18 12 6 6 8 13 5 1
wellen | 13 3 1 2 1 9 8 2
miigen 9 4 0 4 4 8 4 1
suln 8 6 0 6 3 5 2 2
durfen 2 2 1 1 0 0 0 0
lazzen 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
turren 2 0 0 9 0 0 0 2
heeren 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
trouwen 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1

CrBEC BT 2 WEHO 2 4 7RHAR L - (EARD LI B0 T HELTHS.)

AUX @77 52 BEFLEMTH O LR AHIIAD b Ris AUX i
AIE S h 5 EER A, kunnen & T 5B E % VDRI S A TH 5, Bi
B A EFE (X kunnen, wellen, miigen, suln 7s FSEE OB AUX icEd L
TW 5% (durfen (26I44), AUX & BERE & OBR S 0o X 13k D L 5

B TED .

A BREFE L OFEEH IS @ | kunnen, wellen, miigen, suln, (dur-

fen)

B) EBEFR &L DOEEIFIH D lazzen, turren, heeren, trouwen

CD XS TN NEG L v 5 HER B\ T EIKHEHETH -7 AUX
& HIEERE & OBILR (56 Bl 41 BIMBITETES X)) L D X 5 extiE 270
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Nk, K2R LI AUX EHER L OBRREE T 2 THEREIL TAh b,

B A 20 DL EBH A & o T kunnen 23EIEEEEAT X INF £ 5000 < K p
BRI » T < (66.7%), miigen (46.9%), lazzen (42.3%) 3= ruicfe <,
wellen (22.0%), suln(20.2%) X Fh L v H EHEEN T %, kunnen,
miigen TRAIBEOGEEHOHBEAE (hEh (12/18=66.7%), (4/9=
44.496)) L HiEEREAT & INF O HBER L0 WRF Erd, 2hbo AUX
RGO A5G, NEG EHTERM & INF 0ZR_ & wwko X 5 7Bt
DR TXS L b NEG ik, AUX & & 31T proposition X 9 3 24l
WEIN T\ 5, BEFOBEBHSME AUX OERVISHMOBLEIRT
D3, kunnen, miigen I8 72 NEG & A USisEsm Lo v _~ A TcHEEHE (B
LV BEENRET BHEE) NHEIRT LRSI THA 5,

—Hfho AUX X b ${EVETLLD 5 23, kunnen, miigen & & i niht @
HABACBENEBEL S, T 72T NEG 25 internal 7> external
O R AR BET B Tl i3, BB D external TH 5 7c b 1L,
deontic L {RET 5 Z & HAHED D LT,

2.4, IBEBEHOKEENME

FIEGAER L MU EEN & oFEENRERCETR RIS LEL DB, F
A VEDONEG DA Z — VIR I LU TOL S BB 5,

ne+ VERB>ne+ VERB (specific) >null+ VERB

ne +iht >niht
ne+ VERB niht> (ne+ AUX niht) > VERB nicht

niht 23— b L 7 D B 1E 5 8 1 > 3B ne 2E DB & o Lk
T5HL T 7eDb 12 MHRELAE L S hTuvwb, AKRDBIERE ne 1, 1
o MHG kT i(1) modal verb 23 INF 2438 2 T s \WE& (/2 535
ol EF i, (2) wizzen, ruochen o34 Mo GER & L CHEAG %
CEMBHBHENHIW  Zpa—sixTliine (BHVTen) X INF 24
72 AUX ORI EH AT 5, FER AT ne (XMERTEHIA L E 5702 & X
FHHEZ2ZTIL, T2 TOne ZPPWOFIBFICH > EHEBIZ B O
PP Bl TED LS BRI~ —h & L TBERER 5 25 5D E
SEEINAEL D, TOT 7 2 b DELNICKEICE NEG REOSEE 34k
VBREFHRLB > T tFEZEL2ZbNDLH, COFEOHCEEHFORENLL
DY HSTHETEBHDIEA S Dy,
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AT AL CTlle S WEMICHEIT L 7co £ L T ne EFE OB & O
ATIVEETTHCLRT WA, ne ZEFEAOER T/ L LAHREL
OO T W, L LIBEEERE oW b £ 4 ORELTF 0 B)EE o
BEICH D, ne IO BB ILEREPLELTH > TWAI LDOX
B L TCEoHEHFEILOBEYR-ERVESICIAVLRET, 7T
R X 51 kunnen (XHLTIF)IC ne ZBTEBE T 5285 TH D, neld s < I
modality KBAL To <=4 L LCOBRERZ S > T2 X DR 2 7a\y,
fo & 21X

375-1 do enkunde neiman troesten Sifrides wip.

“Stfrid OFEHEEHD BN LF T e 7
ability, objective
[[Stfrid FE 2D 5 [ [[REINEHICH 5] Isv]]

8-4 st heten manegen recken, der ich genennen niht enkan.
“BEETFORBRCEELELSOBLERHELEIB L2 T
Wi
ability, subjective
[[(#HiEZET 5 [[RBOPREH 5] 0] ]

283-2  jane kan in niht gehelfen diu groze sterke sin.
oI Eb - TLThEErTzbhinnCL 57
root possibility
[[58 X A\ & 2 5 ARt fav] ([R5 D

KIZ ne Nl x2S 5,

343-2  mir ist vil geseit daz niht gevolgen kunde dem Krimehil-
de man, swenner welle gdhen :
EDRLILERBEHED LB Z LN TE RV ERWT
B ET"
ability, objective
[[Fehied (ol 5 I W] GADEGTV 5]

ne (XYM ne LEEGOHCBFEICK VT Y AR BEREY R L 2
720 durfen (X Z LAY L, ne 122 OBNEH & 7] USEERIPMNBIZ D D Z &
T proposition IZ%f+ % modality RRDBERE D —H 2 » 7=, — 7 kun-
nen (3BYEDEE & L C oAb o LBRIEI I 0 Bef iz B b . mental/physical
ability >root possibility’V /s ¥ %R T DI H Vb, ThbD
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modality (X proposition NFSIZALE & (5 % A3, ability /R4 881X
proposition ZD & DAEBRI L b (0F b, propl[BHfTALY R i
51 Tk prop2[(fT 5 & &23) TE 5]), kunnen (X o ability & Huly
MR LT\ Fefzdd, ne % prop 2 OB ficd+ AEER & LCHIET %
BES AR E Do Tc, ZTdine 28X h B % T kunnen & &\ 4H
ETHCOSEHETChH o LRI D,

2.5, &8

kunnen, miigen ® 2 -2 AUX % (ge-) INF & oIt ARy 708585 C
HbH, (ge) FTHEFHFO LML TLORKSHEVETHZ L L, kunnen
& DFEOD EDEFHE N & X FEM L7z, NEG XKLL (ge) VB R
LEBECHEL X S mERAA R bR, F 70 & < I kunnen 122 W TXE EFF
L oM A Mo AUX X 0 B b s & 7R L7z, kunnen
(ability) & NEG & % U2 epistemic modality & NEG (external) & ik
M UHio v S Vic KRB I 288 % L 0% Fo, (ge) 2 o X 5 IeBiln
XD EGCEE CHIBL L miigen & 2 X D EBIERET VD O O [FIER 7 1
R LT\ B,

Tk ~7- X 51, NEGERHEoOEEE S (& < (ge-) ) BiEOBIET
nonQ’ &V ORBICK VT X D EEEBIEE AR L T B, ZORITHliR
fol ERBEMAT BB, ‘Q & monQ EoFEBLE L ToEL, AUX
(& <z modal) DEMRIEMICOVWTCIBILEBETLILERS LIS
9o

3.1. (ge) x#U> < INF o

2T AUX 500K (ge) INF o it E84 45, Yo X 5 eff
Py OAGERN (ge-) BHBLL T b0, oo h ot Lic X 9 7 NEG
L AUX 0oFERD X 512 (ge-) INF #HTT 5 b0 & LDk 5 cmENE
ETHDNE D T BEPHED L,

3.2. INF o argument

% 5% (ge-), NEG, kunnen, miiezzen T® INF OFo#izE FAE &
Zzbhnbd ARGUMENT 458 L7-b D TH 5, NEG & kunnen 112 h
FCRAY S (ge ) DB T ABEE LB 55 3%\ TR L T,
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miiezzen ¥ (ge-) INF &LV L b3 NEG Tt —E L Hbh i
WHoT, HERLAVGCEECHETR e 0 & L THET LI,

% 5 (12)

CASE (ge-) NEG kunnen miiezzen
ACC [+human] | 3} 10.0% | 8 14.3% | 4 14.3% | 7} 18.4%
ACC [—human] | 5. 16.7 |10} 17.9 | 9. 32.1 |15} 39.5
ACC-TOTAL 8. 26.7 |18} 32.1 |13 46.4 |22} 57.9
GEN [+human] | 2 6.7 | 20 3.6 | 1. 3.6 | 0 0.0
GEN [—human] | 2{ 6.7 | 5. 89 |3 107 | 3. 7.9
GEN-TOTAL 4133 | 7 125 | 4 143 |3 7.9
DAT [+human] | 7: 23.3 |100 17.9 | 4| 143 | 3} 7.9
DAT [—human] | 0. 0.0 | 0. 0.0 | 0, 00 | 0 0.0
DAT-TOTAL 70233 |10 17.9 | 4 143 | 31 7.9
INTRANSITIVE |11 36.7 |21| 35.7 | 7. 25.0 |10 26.3

TOTAL 30 1100.0 | 56100.0 |28%:100.0 |38 100.0

% 3020 EESE CThHoT-DTZ Tl LT

k& LT (ge) & NEG X < I MEBENERE ZH> INF L3E L T
WhHEV 2D,

kunnen B3I TV 561 TCT(ge ) RN T2 E L, T oo BIEHFY
TG LR L DR K6 TH S,

BRIV OTEF L L TREMEECD, fiIERN ARVWHE
GEN[+human]. DAT a8t~ &, INTRANSITIVE 73 (ge-) iz
BWTIHbhbZ g M R E LTH TR 5,

Mkkic NEG & (ge) L OBREXRDOE 7T IR T,

kunnen o3BG L EBICHEE bt WAl 8T GEN[+
human]##8ibhicnZ &, DAT DHIBEIME S L L OFSE D8 &
Wz Bh, INTRANSITIVE B L Tix, (ge-) OfFEEI I EE &1L
W27, kunnen B EEFR U X 5 el HRITEED bz,
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* 6
Kunnen

(ge-) NEG kunnen miiezzen

ACC [+human] | 3} 10.0%| 4 14.3% | 1 9.1%| 1! 11.1%
ACC [~human] | 5: 16.7 | 9 32.1 31273 | 4 44.4
ACC-TOTAL 80 267 |13 464 | 4 364 | 5. 55.6
GEN [+human] | 2i 6.7 | 1. 3.6 10 91 |0 0.0
GEN [—human] | 2. 6.7 | 3. 10.7 | 0i 0.0 | 2} 22.2
GEN-TOTAL 4] 133 | 4 143 1191 | 2! 222
DAT [thuman] | 7| 23.3 | 4 143 | 3] 273 | 00 0.0
DAT [~human] | 00 0.0 | 0i 0.0 | 0i 0.0 | 0 0.0
DAT-TOTAL 71233 | 4 143 | 30 273 | 0f 0.0
INTRANSITIVE |11 36.7 | 7 25.0 | 3. 27.3 111
TOTAL 301100.0 |281100.0 |11:100.0 | 9 100.0

#*7
NEG

(ge-) TOTAL + (ge-)INF | no prefix

ACC [+human] | 3| 10.0%| 8 14.3%| 1i 4.5% | 4 26.7%
ACC [—human] | 5 16.7 |10} 17.9 1182 | 0 0.0
ACC-TOTAL §1 267 |18 321 | 5. 227 | 4 26.7
GEN [thuman] | 2| 6.7 | 2. 3.6 | 2. 91 | 0. 0.0
GEN [ —human| 2.0 6.7 5. 8.9 ()z 0.0 3 13.3
GEN-TOTAL 40133 | 70 12.5 21 91 | 21 133
DAT [+human] | 7. 23.3 |10 17.9 | 6: 27.3 | 2} 13.3
DAT [ human] | 0, 0.0 | 0. 0.0 | 0. 0.0 0F 0.0
DAT-TOTAL 70233 |10 179 | 6: 273 | 2: 13.3
INTRANSITIVE | 11, 36.7 |21 35.7 | 9. 40.9 70 46.7
TOTAL 30 1100.0 | 561100.0 |221100.0 |15 1000
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3.3. INTRANSITIVE
Z ZTINTRANSITIVE & LT3 b 0348 argument % 2 >
EFobongths, I LOMELIRT,

% 8
(ge-) NEG kunnen miiezzen
INTRANSITIVE |11} 36.7% |21} 35.7% | 7 12.5% 10| 26.3%
argument 2- 6/ 200 |11} 196 | 0. 00 |7 - 18.4
argument 1 50167 100 179 | 71 125 | 3 7.9
TOTAL 3011000 |56 | 100.0 28*1100.0 | 38 :100.0

ZZTC% (ge-) & NEG (%, kunnen $ %\ miezzen &t LT, X b
B L Ic o ME /R L T\ %, kunnen & & & IcB i T 2 BENILT X CHE
FEEMAYIZ argument & 1 2 L asERf- 7oV, kunnen % BAKME D fo\ B e 5
activity R L€ (&) HUbRh TW B EERT L L LAETH A
503 B EhiH DM EESRAY 7 argument @ status (3 1 FEXE & IR S o,
kunnen i\ CT— & S LIS @ argument % & B EEENAILE LT Fo L As
LW TERIEHFTRHMTE /v, SHS, THDLHEE. = O argu-
ment VZEMRRENCIIBEIER R TH 1Y, oI E L 57r 7 A0
B FF O L » T VAR Eh %, £ TINTRANSITIVE @
S L Hi% Van Valin (1990) @ Logical Structure LS w3\ TRt
LIckiRPEI TH D,

Z Z Tk, ACCOMPLISHMENT % X " ACHIEVEMENT % 7~3 &
DI I IR 2 ER T ¥ B, FA L argument 23 2 DL EH - ThH, ERE
WX ACTIVITY 7 2 2@+ % oA %\, kunnen (% activity & @ &4k
HTH0TIHER, TLAACC, ACHE W57 I 2L Tuvipu &
WOIRELDOTHAH Y,

X D2 10 i kunnen 7>2 INTRANSITIVE o flic v ~T (ge-) OHHE,
THRBAR LD TH D, LRGN CThaJRETH B,
X b NEG S5 e #0° INTRANSITIVE &5 &4kC (ge) oHH &
LS L oBREZ S LIconEK 1l TH 5,
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%9
(ge-) © 30 | NEG :56 |kunnen @ 28| miiezzen : 38
INTRANSITIVE | 11:36.7% |21 i35.7% | 7 i25.0% | 10 | 26.3%
Arg 2 |ACC, ACH| 1. 2 0 1
STATE | 3: 8 : 0 4
ACT 2 1 0 1
Arg1 |ACC, ACH| 0 0! 0 1
STATE | 0 0 0 0
ACT 2 4 2 1
Arg 0 |ACC, ACH| 0! 0 0 : 0 :
STATE | 2 2! 2 1!
ACT 1 4 3 1
TOTAL |ACC, ACH| 1: 3.3 2. 3.6 0: 0.0 2: 5.3
STATE | 5116.7 |10117.9 |2 @ 7.1 5113.2
ACT 5:16.7 9:16.1 |5 {17.9 31 7.9

ACC=ACCOMPLISHMENT,

ACH=ACHIEVEMENT, ACT=ACTIVITY

%10
kunnen : 28
(ge-) 230 | TOTAL + (ge-) no prefix
INTRANSITIVE |11 136.7% | 7 i25.0% | 3 110.7% | 1 | 3.6%
Arg 2 [ACC, ACH| 1 0 0 0
STATE | 3 0 0! 0
ACT 2 0 0 0 !
Arg 1 |ACC, ACH| 0 0 . 0 0
STATE 0 0 0 0
ACT 2! 2 1 1
Arg 0 |ACC, ACH| 0: 0 0 0
STATE | 2 2 2 0!
ACT L 3 | 0 0
TOTAL |ACC, ACH| 1! 3.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
STATE | 5:16.7 |2:{ 7.1 |1 36 |0 0.0
ACT 5:16.7 |5 179 2 7.1 1 3.6
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%11
NEG : 56
(ge-) 130 | TOTAL + (ge-) no prefix
INTRANSITIVE | 11{36.7% | 21:35.7% | 9 (16.1% | 7  12.5%
arg 2- [ACC, ACH| 1 2 . 1
STATE | 3: 8 3 5
ACT 2 1 1 0
Arg 1 |ACC, ACH| 0 0: 0 0
STATE | 0| 0 0 0
ACT 2 4 3 0 |
arg 0 |ACC, ACH| 0| 0 0 | 0
STATE | 2 2 1 1
ACT 1 4 0 | 0
TOTAL [ACC, ACH| 1} 3.3 2: 36 |1 1.8 1: 1.8
STATE | 5:16.7 (10:17.9 |4 7.1 | 6 {10.7
ACT 5116.7 9:16.1 |41 7.1 |0} 0.0

OG- Th ACC, ACH 27 5 2 pHH T 2 FERMNEL-Z & 28
b, TOa—NRACHBETAEEHRICBET SR b, ACC, ACH/
STATE, ACTIVITY &\ 5438813, (ge-), kunnen, NEG &\~ 5 #5881
HLTEREEEZLRD,

3.4, BhE DB E macrorole & HEGEE

ACC, ACH & STATE, ACTIVITY ¢ Hh 5 =29 — & LCoOMESIT
PFok5eiizbhnies 5, ACH it state 05 dURAE, ACC LR
[ACT]CAUSE [ACHIVEMENT] & W\ 5 #2773, LS it 5 argu-
ment DM B TIRAIZ X - T Eé b 31 thematic relation T3 2
EFE2BNRDHDTH, JRA LFEREDK HI LB E LT ACC, ACH D 1
DDA T I ) — & L CDREMNTRE & 7 %09,

ACC, ACH &5 7 5 233t L T BECOME &\ 5 4=V — & %4
5o BECOME ic & - C[+telic] W oM R b D 2 5 R0 2 5 =
EMTE, ChES %\ F 2 Wi —telic] 235 2 b h 597, ACC,
ACH 7 7 23 LS DR, BWRA(T A ~<7 MDD AEBEIC L 5T/ —
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FEREL T\ 5,

[ +human] 2 ACTOR ® macrorole % &l b ff T b 8B4, — I
agency X DERLZ EATFHEh B Z &, X H ACTORNESS 235
¢ . UNDERGOER o macrorole Z &l b f+1J b A5H 1 patient &
LML, 2% » X b5y UNDERGOERNESS 2> I 5,

(ge) & NEGiz2\wT, ACC £k X O TR 4 [+human], [—
human] ® 546 BV 2 & 2 LT, 7o & 2 ¥ milezzen &\ H Bz
BT ACC Lo BEERNE < 2 hicxt LT (ge) & NEG Tl unhs
B2 &, 52 UNDERGOERNESS 23 X b {& [ +human] T H % FKH:
=y, U X 5, DAT (7XC[ +human]) TEHIERD (ge-) *° NEG
R WTHRIEE <, NEG & (ge-) #X Okunnen & (ge-) £\5#
HEDBETREEWHETH S Z £, UNDERGOERNESS DK & &%)
EoT\b, IBIC—HANCHERICHES T % 0T, (ge) &3ET S
[+telic] &\ 5 BRI 7 7 2 DRI o LI AMEL

3.5. Transitivity
Hopper& Thompson (1980) T Transitivity (—polla & 3% %
CHEEY A XFT TR ELUTD X 5 RIEBOEEN S L X5 (p.
2526

HIGH LOW
A. PARTICIPANTS 2 or more participants 1 participants
B. KINESIS action non-action
C. ASPECT telic atelic
D. PUNCTUALITY punctual non-punctual
E. VOLITIONALITY wvolitional non-volitional
F. AFFIRMATION affirmative negative
G. MODE realis irrealis
H. AGENCY A high in potency A low in potency
I. AFFECTEDNESS O totally affected O not affected
J. INDIVIDUATION O highly individuated O not-individuated

high Transitivity D%t & S hTWb b D E 2 Tikam L TV 5
ACC, ACH ¥t & ixEEBE L TV 5 Rk 0 X 5 SRS
& LT Transitivity ® low Oofilic, Zh& THRE L T& X 57 (ge-)
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(B HWERTEFEE L2508 ic) BXONEG O8RS %
T b, LAz 5 e 61, background & foreground k3%
Transitivity DR E O ZE 1209 ‘Q &L ‘nonQ D EIWCH LT B & s 1 520

(ge-) & Transitivity DK WEREETX b %< Blh 5, Transitivity D&
WEREE & U3, negative, irrealis 7¢ & D X b BRI\ LV v, SRR,
BIRRHILBRD U N  REF O BRI e @i i X » TR b,
Transitivity (IEAFHPIBETHD, < DETHFEL Tlow &5 EE %
IRTHE, LD AF A 2ROV ThHFAKClow THBEZ L2 FHTE
5o (ge) KBLTH »EbHERTNE D, low Transitivity 2% non-
action 3 7gd b state &£\ 5 parameter FFZATWAB I ETHAH S, - &
218 (ge) FFEREFE, BIfF LD 0 X ) HREEADRE A 3 5 1H 28
L EW 2B,

L Lghib, TRETTE (ge) OEEFOR D~DT7 7T r—5L L
THAEETH D, (ge XD X 5 KBBEUATLE AT 200, 3t
55 AUX OBEIC DWW TRBE LTI b o,

3.6.1. NEGUESHT (ge) HHETZIHE

optative I ARB i irrealis & WOME L WV BELBERIE D D
mood T, low Transitivity ®— %3 58 & TH %, kunnen OIS
W~ optative (X 30 Fib 12 BB b . T XCEBEFHTH 5, NEG THIL T3
DD 5 b Al Ibic(ge) L{FLITHDILFATH -7z, Fiz(ge-)
& optative MR T DN 3 HD 5,

NEG Tit7e\ (ge) OHBHFNLE 2H - T, D 5B 4 filid optative
THAH(OH 2HEEBA), ZThbitlow Transitivity /R L T 5B &\ %
50T, BH O 4AFINREE 5@,

(ge-) X NEG and/or irrealis & —#4 % 4 D Tit/ <. NEG and/or
irrealis %34 & 5 00, (ge) L LT HMT2O0BARED 5 5,
(1) RFEA NEG and/or irrealis T (ge-) & A\ LHiE 2SI o0

a) NEG o¥&
b) opt DEE
(2) NEG and/or irrealis Tix7s\W 881 (ge) T2

TP DAL, low Transitivity &\~ 5 GBS OB A X b,

(ge-) +INF £ NEG and/or irrealis ®—3#iz 5 i3 % modifier (B&fE%
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DYLDONNEG THB EWH5DTIEL, NEG and/or irrealis B (ge-)
INF & WO SHGBIR) CThH EE 2B Z LN TE S, NEG and/or irrealis
EVCIOIEIBARTL O H00EV Y HLFE I NI b Igw 3, (1),
2)0 X 5 A e ARG o R @ L THEDOEE & low Transitivity
EOBIHABRDL Z LLBEETH D,

3.6.2. BIi2 (NEG and/or irrealis A&l 522 T %) NDEIRET

b 5 —fF (ge-) & ATEERF 4k & DME %Y NEG & X O optative & DBtk
CBEWTE2TLE, FhFRIEEWTNEG & opt &5 &G X
DFE 12 1T,

*12

NEG : 56

opt . 82

NEG+opt - 13

TOTAL - 494

(ge-)INF

22/56=39.3%

10/82=12.2%

6/13=46.2%

30/494—=6.1%

F D fhho

19/56=33.9%

27/82=32.9%

4/13=30.8%

98/494=19.8%

prefixed INF

non prefixed

13=23.19
INF 3/13=23.1%

15/56=26.8% [45/82=54.9% 366/494="74.1%

a) NEG Tix (ge-) ek & g+ 5 & 6 5 EEm R THE T 5, o
BIETEEAT % INF o BBIER 34 Ak X 0 1.7 BFEE SV,
b) opt (irrealis) &\~ 5 H¥ETIL, (ge-) HEeHEE OE TR 2 5, Lo
RiEEREA % INF 28 1.6 f538TH 5,
CONEG+opt &5 flafbeid, 2 —vE L TENEGZIT<, opt
THLIEND) OX oA RT b ZOHELRDD Z LITTE
L,
NEG and/or irralis © (ge-) LIAADRifiFe(; & INF A % 5033k
BLT1.6~1.7EBERG, Zhick LT (ge) TRH LN LENED D
h5, NEG 2328 & LT B AL, AEm DR L R fe 54, 22/
(224 15) =59 5% DFE T (ge) BTSN 5, opt DHHITIL10/(10+
45)=18.2% CEIT KX\,

NEG and/or irralis TEIEFEA & INF 23 B 5 ATEEME 2 BE O
1.7 R -, irrealis Tk (ge-) A S 05 alHEME ol H oo 2 BSREE
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T, BIEREM & INF 03548 & K#ER Vv, NEG Tk (ge-) BHWBR L]
REMDBED 6 5L EE D,

3.7. ¥&®

(ge-) MELKINEG & \WOBE L EERBERY O IR L X
720 FICHIEIREAT & INF 25, Zh 770\ INF B, & S inEE
DAUX E OO E BT VB CHEETH VOIS - & 1L
720

NEG BT H5EEFHOMNE & AUX 0Bfkiz, NEGix2o50 Ny = —
avEbz Tuh, EEFSIIE I RS AUX 12, NEG LR UV RAT
modality (epistemic) 234 12 B4 5T B, TDX 5 Bt (ge)
B DRI & INF B R A AT BE 0 1.7 f5REE % 5,

(ge )N Dr — A THCHLN LA, BEE ORI % INF L [H
LAT—2A%BOINFith 2 5n L HRHTX 5,

—Ji. NEG 23fiv < X h FTTfrbh 586 (2 i, BiBEEERE
TR 3 = < A RBRERER I 72V), 2% b internal negation TH %
B X, deontic modality EE U v =108 gk & 7t b, A X INF
2B B RTEEME S epistemic modal DA & A U & RET Hid, (ge-)
DODHBRIILAEFED 1.7 RBRETH L, EECII6EUEOKFL T
W5, MORTEREA & INF O HE I NEG v <_ric X 5k & L)
IRLRT, (ge) B2 T TEH BT A DX, BE ORTERAT X INF &
FUAT =2 A5 2 50D 0 TR BIREEALEL 155,

opt ZZ ek T2 EE: NEG i X » THE I LTV % 0 id 82 Fild 13 4
THbH, £D 5D 10 FICHIEFFLR O, EHI25 B 6 #iri(ge-)TH 5,
T opt BERD 5 BETEFH LR LN LD 37TH, 2D 5% (ge-) #3510 4
TH b, — . NEGBIXOFIEFEIL T BD LR VDIT 42 4

(561.2%) B 5, mood DFEIR X modal verb D EIR & H 2 {E CH@ M %
b, SCrRbhb X 5 IeniEEsE & oL, modal verb 384 i
L DOREWRT 2HBENOHORY ERLLSKEDTHA S, (ge-)
Ahopt £V IHBRETHIT AR 12 NEG L BI# L -8 o ME NI T
HHH, opt B (ge-) 7o\ LATEERF AT & INF 2 BEHE ST TV 25 RM
BV, NEG &L T opt @ (ge-) INF & o3t 2380 5 i i v o
(1, (ge) DBRED T v + 247 L ORIEMEIME L EE 2 b,
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NEG i (ge-) & B 5 i@l - T b, NEG & (ge-) »3tigl
a0 (ge) OBRE, FRBHKORENECKEETHS H, NEG &
WO BT (ge) Ie bW LTs A B D RTERF b BB e, X 0 (ge)
2 NEG Tl WEBIS CHE T 2E 6 b O bETH 5, K13 29T &
51z, (ge) T 86.7%. fhoOFIEEE: T 46.9% 3 [irrealis] DB THW
ST\ 5. NEG T 72.3% 2 s A L O FTEFF 2 ¥ INF & 00
XHRLT\W5, (ge) TIX13.3% (44D, NEG TiX26.8% (154D ©
B R EBENAEC R TWEWE it b, (NEG o 15 9 3
#1 optative, 1 #»% imperative TH %,)

%13
(ge-) other prefix NEG

(ge-) — - 19

other prefix - — 22

NEG 22 19 -

Opt 4 27 —

SUBTOTAL A 26 46 41
TOTALB:A/B| 30:. 86.7% 98 . 46.9% 56 . 73.2%

pte B LT TSR gE T /e A, Transitivity &V 5 BE& %
AT S LT, (ge)DHBETARED B S 2RERT I L2
TX 7, MHG 283 AAENA < (ge) &, BHMERICSH S X 51
ST R R T BB A RO A L S A Lt by, SR AR efiE
Tlife <, FERPTERLT 5 X 5 e X v HiEMEREAIEL It L7
TE D ENS L, BEEFRRFE YT BT RS M A R ge- ORI
T AR IR EAMNCET L L Y & LTNERE RSO, K
1 VETOD ge- S RDFEFN DFRICHHEMIB S X EAL TH 2 HLEIZ
FIEHD, ge- T X LHALOBEEE TS HIZE > TV 5T,
MHG Okt Ex E SR BET LLERHHIEH D, L D IEHEHL = —
NRABE S TR SEOFEE Licvy,
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E

(1) 7o z X Paul (1989) TREXDBELGFNC ge- Ml BESEHPETF LR, X
LIZH AR EIR TS (p. 188).

... funden, komen, troffen, worden, ferner braht, oft auch lazen, zuweilen gében,
nomen, weil die meisten dieser Verba perfectiveer Art sind.

Streitberg #3 = — I 3% ga-it Aktionsart #3527 ¥ perfective 7eBha] & (13t U 7¢
WEERLTHER, VI YETRIDISEELLEML BB L5 TH 5,

(2)  Streitberg 1920 (1981): 42-3. OE o ge- 12 D\ TDFE L W FHFIIFER 1973 211

(3) BREMTETHI=—ATHD 2L 5 dSEb L\, Szemerényi 1987 2R

(4) ZCTRAUX LS RAFBEEN L L TEEI D AUX Tl BedhErR
B — A LEFEZDEREVCOIBERTHGCTV S, FiZC2WTOERIT
Heine (1993 : 3 D) FF L\, ThLMC b REFABHEETH G Oh B Bbh
BT ERDHHN. TITHAUX EDfALGHEDRER S,

(5) = —RADFEJNCHTc > Tk, RUIERDOEID B\ 12— WaEHT 50, TEXS
1 EZ L OFM BT 20, D200 RED-Tc, SEIHMEXRMLEOTH
L, BHEOT T e —F L OB RIEELHD TN LI, SRIZDa -2 %
EHALIDRZ, DECEHERLT 7 AV DBRAFLED ot b, EeT 7 A 258
SECI o THEBELTCH-TBIBHEN L5122 EICE B3 DT, MBI\,
GFARADRMICE 58 e £ SBRFET HHTTH B, SEIEE 5 Lk Sk Ege
EhE iz,

AMME L7727 2 } Der Nibelunge Not #3EF1i () 8=k 1976 1 Tl
5IH L7 MHG OB S 3UFBIR IR TV HTTESTH S,

(6) TAUTRERE LA NL Rt TH R EEM ATV, — B MHG i 35\~ T i
(ge-) & miigen DD EHNL DIV, #H F % kunnen & miigen (FHEEEN 75 7852
HAE <, NL TRSR 0 LU X 5 e fikitt #75, kunnen & 1 AFRCHEHILS
DIBFED L (T (ge) X)), 3L A LD 3 ABEFEE (2 AFGEEL 1A
DH), ‘Q THHA 5323 12/30=40.0%, miigen (X2 ABEER 10615 D, Fhn
F o7z e\ kunnen EXBHITHS, T ‘Q THIE T HERIL34/48—70.9% &
kunnen X » 272 &\, —7 kunnen T ‘Q D5, BHEEBEOFN 6, Zhic
X L C miigen 1% 8 I C, BCTHE T IEHIE 2 ‘Q Kk CEHEE AL CHVORA
ATREME AR

(7)  Palmer 1986, 220

(8) 7z& zi¥ Van Valin 1993: 8 7z &R

(9)  durfen (ZHAFIC X deontic & FE 2 bh B, NEG THELA 261 L HIBORE
EFERFD, 0 durfen @ 2 fla Ll Ficimd,

32 wan wurden disiu mare ze Rine geseit,
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dun dorftest nimer geriiten in Guntheres lant.
preterite optative
“LLZOFENT A v OEANED 2 e b,
5% 212 Gunther DE~BR L TREXBEAANLDLRE78H 57
ZOPNE ‘Q THH . EEMNEBNILD 2 OOMREHNT, “BELBE~TED”
&\~ 5 proposition it U CHRIEAHIN Lo N F B A 2 T RAETHA” &
EBLTWBbIEERN, FENDHEME T TR “SE 23~ L Tdlbiw” It
BERR L RRTX 5, EERETHL AUX OoFRVFEEOTB LRI oDl
XhTWA I EFHS T, & o durfen 1 permission < obligation Tid7z <
epistemic possibility 7R3l H R T 5, HIEGER X epistemic modal
EEAOKEMMBLY DD L TED=— L LTOEELZRIZL TV 5,
319-4 do endorfte Kriemhilde nimmer leider gesin.
preterite
“Kriemhild 2 & » T Z ARKHERFHRZ L idish o’
=Kriemhild ZIEFEWCERTH - 1o
ZoOFE nonQ TH Y, EEAWCEBHTH S, FHE (=D T) 2 "Kriemhild
i (ZOWB) O ERTRDY b ot EVHFMET S, ThE[[[X b
THD AR ASH S eV ] ([[X v EETHS LSS DTl £
FATE B, & I TEHAEENREShTW5, £ I TREFIC L 285 AMICK
FAHREOME L e HT AL, A7 £ b agent oriented & 3F 2T
b, Eofll EEE. BTESER L epistemic modal IZK T H v — A L LTD
BEELRALLT V2,
(1) Paul 1989 : 398-400
(1) Bybee, Perkins, and Pagliuca 1994 : 194
1) s o TREFNRERTHCTWAD, b 5 LEERE b EN D 512
75, ZOFHi-ou T Thompson and Hopper 2001 @
19 activity 75 & D27 5 ADWNEICDVTHE Van Valin 1990 £
149 S,=the subject of intransitive verb receives the same morphosyntactic treat-
ment as the ohject of a transitive verb
s LT
S, =the subject ... receiving treatment as the subject of a transitive verb
BARA 2 0 7T 0 S oEMN T IEE RIS S 1 - TR LT $. Van
Valin 1990. & & 482 1997 2
(15 Van Valin 1990 : 226 TABLE 3
(1 Van Valin 1990 : 223 Achievement verbs are derived from state verbs by means

of the operator BECOME ; the argument structure of the predicate is unchanged.
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Achievement LSs are a component of accomplishment verb LSs.

(10 Zaenen (1988) iz kBiF 54 J v X ZED5E T BB O FINER O ST 0T & Dk
BRZEFLR T 5D, ShiTA 2V 7REIC T 55 T BB O BIRANE L 128 e 5,
BHE Tl activity 7 7 ADRIMBD 3 oD 2 5 A ERBtr o 1-BIEER A EIRT 5, =2
TOHEEEL, state predicate ¥ E LS TR TH D,

(18 Hopper and Thompson 1980 : 252ff, Van Valin 1990 : footnote 7

(19 7z & zi¥ argument Ok background T1 2D % DH382%., 22D b DAt 18%
TH5HDIX LT, foreground Ti%24% 1 76% & 121358 L T\~ %5, Hopper&
Thompson 1980 : 285 &8

@0 FFEMX Thompson and Hopper 2001 To#H#H B 0R

Q) #YT5 (ge) DAFNILLFDE LD

114-1 ich kan iuch 0f der fluot hinnen wol gefueren :
120-4 da muget ir liute sch? ner frouwen vil gesehen.
194-2 db dahte ir iewedere mit minnen an gesigen den waltlichen vrouwen :

236-2 ich trouwe ez heinliche alsd angetragen, daz ...
@) FHEHR 1973 2R
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