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Abstracts of Major Papers in This Issue

LIN Jowang, The temporal meaning of the verbal e ( ) revisited

This article further illustrates the analysis of the verbal Je as a dual function marker of
tense and aspect. The author argues that the temporal meaning of the verbal e consists of
three components. One component expresses the perfective aspect of the process. Another
component indicates the imperfective aspect of the resultant state. The third component states
that He has a meaning of relative past. In addition, the paper emphasizes the role that the
resultant state plays in the meaning of -e. It shows that the proposed analysis can not only
account for the temporal meanings of sentences with e very well but also explain some special
constructions with e that has been difficult to explain. Finally, this article replies to the
criticism that He is a dual function marker of tense and aspect rather than a pure aspectual
marker.

Key Words: e (), perfective aspect, imperfective aspect, resultant state

SUI Na, HU Jianhua, The syntax of classifier reduplication

This paper investigates the syntax of classifier reduplication in Mandarin Chinese. Under
Zhang’ s (2013) analysis, reduplicated classifiers in Chinese are treated as plural markers
denoting abundant plurality, which, being defective in nature, need to be licensed by either
the universal quantifier DOU or the existential quantifier YI. However, the authors argue that
Zhang’ s licensing condition might be neither necessary nor sufficient, as there are examples
where the reduplicated classifiers might not be licensed by the occurrence of YI and DOU. For
instance, the following two examples * yi gege xuesheng you ziji de wangye ° All of the
students have their webpages’ and gugu zhengqi (* dou) cong jiqi pen-e chulai ° Puffs of
steam came out of the machine” are still ungrammatical though YI and DOU occur in them.
The paper indicates that reduplicated classifiers are not plural markers and that AA
reduplication, as a quantificational device, can apply at different levels of grammar. When the
AA reduplicated complex is derived at syntax, it cannot occur in the object position as it has
a [TOP ] feature that must be checked by the placement of the DP containing it in the [Spec,
Topic ] position. When AA reduplication applies at the lexicon, the derived complex does not
bear a [TOP] feature and can thus occur in the object position. The AA reduplicated form
derived at the lexicon, a PredP under this analysis, is adjoined to NP and would produce a

structure like [ wp[ pogp duo.duo] [ p lianhua]].
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