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1. Introduction

1.1. Topic and aims of the talk

—the main topic of the paper is the investigatibRlongarian deverbal nouns
—research question: Do derived nouns have verbahamunal properties too?

— aim: Our talk provides an answer to the researobstipn examining four
productive suffixes in Hungarian.

1.2. Theoretical background
—Grimshaw:

» complex event nominals event-reading means “existence of an internal
semantic analysis of the event provided by the esteactures” (Grimshaw
1990: 59)-> correlates with the presence of argument structure

« simple event nominalsevent-reading without an internal semantic analysis
- lack of argument structure

* result nominals result-reading, lack of argument structure “tesu
nominals name the output of a process or an eleamsuciated with the
process” (Grimshaw 1990:49)

TYPES OF DEVERBAL NOUN EVENT ARGU-
R. MENT STR

o %

Complex e. | (4a) The examination (*of the patient)
ten minutes was successful.

Simple e. (4b) The examination took a long time. | v/ -

Result (4c) The examination was on the table. | - -

Table 1: Types of deverbal nouns in Grimshaw 1990

—Our extension based on Laczkd’s system (2000), twiscan adaptation of
Grimshaw'’s theory:
— complex-event-based deverbal nouns:
o0 denote particulars events/ participants of pardicalents
o inherit the argument structure of the input verb
— event-type-based:
o denote typical and/or institutionalized kinds ofsts/participants of
such events
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— irregular:

o are derived by conversion from complex event degotleverbal
nouns

o denotes results, style, place, instrument, or Agent
0 are transparent, but the derivation is not progecti

TYPE | SUFFIX | EXAMPLE
ComP | -As (5a)A levél elnbk altal vald ala-ir-as-a meglepett.
EV. the letterpresident by be.Part under-wfigd20ss.3Sg surprise.Past.3Sg
‘The signing of the letter by the presidsatprised me’
-Oy° | (5b) Péter lesz az otodik fejezemeg-ir-6-ja?
Péter will_be.3Sghe fifth  chapter perf-write-O-Poss.3Sg
‘Will Peter behe writer of the fifth chaptet?
-Tey® | (5¢) PAmerika felfedez-t-é-vel  Gj korszak keZdibtt.
America discover7-Poss.3Sg-Inaew age begin.Past.3Sg
With America having been discoveradiew age has begun.’
Tty | (5d) Dori volt Péterfelfedez-ett-je
Déri  be.Past.3Sg Pétdiscoveri-P0ss.3Sg
‘Dori wasthe one discovered by Péter
-Hat- | (5€)Sir-hatnék-om van.
NEK CryHATNEK-P0ss.1Sgbe.3Sg
I am havinghe urge to cry
Ev. |-As |(6a) Az elnbk ezt a tollakla-ir-as-ra hasznalja.
TYPE the president this.Accthe pen.Acunder-writeAsSub use.DefObj.3Sg
‘The president uses this pen dialysigning’
-0, (6b) Pétera megyébea legjobb ir-6 .
Péter the county.lne the best write-O
‘Péter ighe best writer in the country.
Tty | (6C) izlett neki Ili féz-t-je.
like.Past.3Sg Dat.1S¢§ cookT-P0ss.3Sg
‘He likedlli’'s cooking
-Hat- | (6d)Péter allandé kocsmaz-hatnék-ja kiborit.
NEK Péter constant go_out_to_pubsxTNEk-Poss.3Sgnake_angry.3Sg
‘Péter’s constant urge to go out to pubakes me angry.’
IRREG | -As (7a) Megvagyunk elégedvaz U] lak-as-sal
perf be.lPl  satisfiedthe newliveasIns
‘We are satisfiedith the new flat
-0 (7b) Kuldtek nekunlegy kiskostol-6-t a leveshl.

send.Past.3P| we.Dat little taste-O-Acc the soup.Del
‘They sent ua taste of the soup

Table 2. Types of Hungarian deverbal nouns
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Explanations

1. Val6-test: Beside a complex-event denoting deverbal noun pegipns can be
attributivized by means of the separate weal, one of the present participial
counterparts of the copwan ‘be’.

2. (81)e The subtypes ofdy-nouns

a. O lesz az otodik fejezet meg-ir-6-ja? Onc
(s)hewill_be.3Sgthe fifth  chapter perf-write-O-Poss.3Sg
‘Will he bethe writer of the fifth chaptet?

b. Ez a ferfiMari lelkes imad-6-ja Oexp
this the man Mari enthusiastic admire-O-Poss.3Sg
‘This man isMari’s enthusiastic admirer

c. Ez a szerkezet lesz ma kész termeékek szamlal-0-ja®ys
this the device will_be.3Sg todape ready product.Plcount-O-Poss.3Sg
‘Will this device bethe counter of the prepared produtisiay?’

d. “Ez a szoba volt Ili tegnapi  meggy-ki-magoz-6:ja  Oroc
this the room be.Past.38g yesterday.Adj sour_cherry-out-seed-O-P0ss.3Sg
‘This room waghe place where lli performed the destoning of sour
cherries yesterday

3. Thetwo potential kinds of T-nominalization:
* Tg-NOminalization producesTg,-nouns denoting events essentially in the
same way ass-nominalization
* Tr-nounsdenote the participant of the input complex ewghich can be
taken to have the Theme thematic role.

2. Nominal and verbal properties of Hungarian devebal nouns
2.1. Nominal properties

The relevant nominal properties are the followisgg Broekhuis —Keizer 2012):
» pluralization—> plural suffixes in Hungariank/-i (Kiefer 1998)
» possibility to take a possessive argumentwo possessors: unmarked and
—Nak (E. Kiss 2002)
» case marking> 18 case suffixes (Kiefer 1998)
» adjectival modification
» definiteness and other degrees of referentiahitgrticles
» guantification (and determinatiory numerals, demonstratives

Possessivi Demon- | Definite | Adjective | Noun | Poss. | Plural | Case
argument | strative | Article stem | Suffix | Suffix | Suffix
Péternek | ezeket az ] haz | -a- -i- t
Péter.Dat | this.Pl.Acc | the new house | Poss.3Sg PI. Acc

Table 3. An example for realizing nominal propestie
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2.1.1. Nominal properties of irregular derived noan
Irregular nouns behave like regular non-derivednsoand take part in every
process listed above they possess the most nominal features

(9) « Nominal properties of irregular derived nouns

a. SzeretjukPéternek ezeket az U] lakasait  vetélkedit.
love.1Pl Péter.Dat this.Pl.Acc the new live.As.Pl.Acc petitO.Pl.Acc

‘We love Peters new flats/ quiz shows.’
b. (Egy/Harom) Gjak-astvetélkedt lattunk.
new live.As.Pl.Acc competitO.Pl.Acc
‘We love Peters new houses/flats/ quiz shows.’

2.1.2. Nominal properties of event-type-based degimouns
Event-type-based nouns behave almost similarlyrégular derived nouns.

(10) « Nominal properties of event-type based derived naisi
a. Péternek ezeket a(z egyeztetés nélkiajogat-as-a-i-t
Péter.Dat this.Pl.Acc theagreement without.Attr visitsPoss.3Sg-PIl.Acc

nem szeretem.
no love.Def.Obj.1Sg.

‘I don't like Péter’s visits (without any agreement)

b. Diihés vagyollinek erre a tegnapi meg-massziroa-éaj
angry be.1Sglli.Dat this.Sub the yesterday.Adj perfassages-Poss.3Sg-Sub
‘I am angry withthat / this person who massaged lli yesterday

c. Mérges vagyola bironak ezekre a kedvenc vadl-ott-ai-ra
Angry  be.1Sgthe judge.Dat this.Pl.Sub the favorite accuge:Sub
‘I'm angry with thethe favorite accused persoatthe judge’

2.1.3. Nominal properties of complex-event-basedrde nouns
While irregular and event-type-based nominalizatiorm nouns with the classic
nominal properties, complex-event-based derivatiesults nouns with less

nominal features.

All of them can have a possessphowever, only F;-nouns and —O nouns can be
pluralized.

(11)e Complex-event denotings-nouns, Ey.nouns and —-HATNEK nouns cannot

be pluralized

a. 'Péterneka(z étretesegyeztetés nélkiil valé) meg-latogat-as-a-i
Péter.Dat theprevious agreement without be.Paperf-visitAsPoss.3Sg-Pl
Intended meaningThe occasions on which Péter was visited (withoyt a
previous agreemerit)

b. a film *meg-néz-t-e-i-vel
thefilm perf-disturbPoss.3Sg-Ins / perf-distunbPoss-PI-Ins
‘ After watching the film (/several times)

4
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c.* a lefekvés éit valo sir-hatnék-ok /nyafog-hatnék-ok.
the go_to_beds before be.Part crgATNEK-Pl /whineHATNEK-PI

Intended meaningThe urgedo whine before going to bed

Case marking: almost all the groups of derived nouns can occtin amy kind of
case marking, and with any kind of postpositionswever,Tg,-nouns can appear
only as certain oblique case-marked noun phras@sd(&), while they are
unacceptable with other oblique case markings (ARa,

(12)e The (very low level of) noun-like external disuiion of Tg,-nouns

a.*Az izlandiak atja miért nem méstl Amerika fel-fedez-t-é-nek?
the Icelander.Pl trip.Poss.3Sg not qualify.38merica up-covemr-Poss.3Sg-Dat
‘Why the Icelander’s trip does not qualdg the discovery of America?

b. “Megiinnepelték  Amerika fel-fedez-t-é-t
celebrate.Past.DefObj.3FAmerica  up-cover-Poss.3Sg-Acc
‘They celebratedhe discovery of America

d. “Amerika fel-fedez-t-é-vel (j korszak kezilott.
America  up-cover-Poss.3Sg-Insnew age begin.Past.3Sg
‘When America was discoverednew age has begun.’

e. ’Amerika fel-fedez-t-e-kor j korszak keZitlott.
America  up-cover-Poss.3Sg-Tmmew age begin.Past.3Sg
‘When America was discoverednew age has begun.’

Adjectival modification: Beside As-nouns, 6-nouns, Tr;-nouns adjectival
expressions take the place of the input adverbsdwnerbial-like expressions:
« with an adjectival derivational suffix or -s is added to an adverb or a
postposition or the stem of an originally case-radrkoun; OR
e the input adverb has been derived from an adjectis adjective is
restored through depriving the input adverb frosnatlverbial derivational
suffix.

Tey-NOUN constructions cannot readily host adjecti¢jasd other attributive
constructions), only in quite a “selective” wayraspect of their subtypes.

(13)e Adjectival modification ofrg,-nouns
a. Amerika’492-es7varatlan fel-fedez-t-é-vel (j korszak kezédott.
America 1492-Ad] /unexpectaolcoveri-Poss.3Sg-Insew age  begin.Past.3Sg
‘With America’s unexpected discovery in 1492ew age began.’

b. Amerika’TKolumbusz altal-i] /’[Kolumbusz &ltal vald] fel-
fedez-t-e-vel
America  Columbus by-Attr / Columbus  bybe.Parup-coverf-Poss.3Sg-Ins
‘With America’s discovery by Columbus
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A HATNEK-noun construction cannot be modified by an adjectr attributive
expression that serves as a counterpart of an ladgera converbin the
corresponding input verbal construction.

(14)e Adjectival modification 0HATNEK-nouns
a ["néman Tszunyokalva Pfaalatt] vald] ticsérog-hetnék

thespeechless.Adv /nap.Conv [ treeundber.Part sit_arouncHATNEK
‘The desirdo sit around speechlessly / nappihginder the tree] after
lunch’

Degree of referentiality: While -O and —F,.nouns can occur in an indefinite
(non-specific) construction, HATNEK, As-nouns, and d,-nouns can be
characterized by a strict distributional restrintidheir phrases are capable of “at
least partially” definite (that is, specific) reéerce.

(15) e —HATNEK, As, and &, and nouns in indefinit phrases

a. A feleségemegy *(*%jfél utan vald) meg-latogat-as-od miatt
thewife.Poss.1Sca midnight after be.Part perf-vigisPoss.2Sdpecause_of
hagyott el.

leave.Past.3Sgaway
Intended meaning: ‘My wife left migecause | paid a visit to you (after
midnight)’
b. “1li egy meg-vendégel-t-e-kaglromlott a stit
lli a perf-hostf-Poss.3Sg-Tmget_wrong.Past.3Sg the oven
‘On an occasion when lli was regaleéte oven got wrong.’
c. “Hat példaul mindenkit kiboritott
well for_instance everyone.Acc make_angry.BSsf.
egy majusi ebéd utan valé beszélget-hetnék-ed
a May.Ad] lunch after be.Part chakTNEK-P0sS.2Sg
‘(Why do people avoid me?) Well for instance, anasion made everyone
angry, wherthedesire came over you to chat after lunch in May

Quantification and determination: we can observe the definite failure of
modifying As-nouns, and d,-nouns by demonstrative pronounsaTNEK-noun
constructions essentially pattern witB-noun andrg,-noun constructions in not
readily hosting “regular” quantifiers, especiallymspecific ones.

(16)e Quantification and determination ¢fATNEK, As-nouns, and d,-nouns

a. ’Anejem kiborult e miatt a meg-latogat-as-od miatt.
the wife.Poss.1Sdreak out.Past.3Sdhis because of the perf-visgPoss.2Sbecause of

Intended meaning: ‘My wife freaked calbout that / this case whéipaid
a visit to you
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a’. A nejem kiborult  a(z)’két Fiiz/ “utolsé meg-latogat-as-od
miatt.
the wife.Poss.1Sdreak out.Past.3Sthe two /ten /last perf-visiisP0ss.2Sg
because_of

‘My wife freaked outabout the two / ten / first / second / tenth / last
case(s) when | paid a visit to ybu

b. a cikknek a(zyharom/® utols6 f’haromszori &t-olvas-t-a-val
thepaper.Dat the three / last [/ thremes.Adjacross-readrPo0ss.3Sg-Ins
‘When the paper had been read through [three tithfs} the last time] /
[three times]

c. a(z) ’harom/”utols6gyakori, ebéd utanvalé beszélget-hetnék-etek
the three [/ last /often.Adj lunch after be.Part chatATNEkP0ss.2PI
Intended meaningthe [three occasions] / [last occasion] / [often
occasions] when the desire came over you to chet afnch

2.2. Verbal properties

2.2.1. Verbal properties of irregular derived nouns
Irregular nouns behave like regular non-derivednsot they do not have any
verbal properties

2.2.2. Verbal properties of eventive derived nouns

Tense and mood:Tense and mood morphemes are inflectiobathere is no
morphological way of attaching the productive derivational suffixes the
inflected verb forms. The intended tense can ordyelpressed by temporal
adjectives.

Person and number:In Hungarian, both verbs and nouns can be prowdéu
suffixes referring to person and numbzr
Verbs: “more than two” paradigms:

» the verb agrees with the subject in number andbpers

» the verb also encodes such features of the obgdtsadefiniteness and

person.

In the case of derived nouns, ther@my one paradigm the noun head, that is,
the possessee, agrees only with the possessarr(ibar and person).

Verbal modifiers: in certain verbal constructions the verbal modifian occupy
other positions than its usual immediate left-agipgosition to the stem of the
verb, for example in negation. This separatibily characteristic of complex
event denotings-nouns, but only to a low degree.
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(17)e Separatibility of verbal modifier (example: As-ms)

a. A szerddésnek *[nem ir-as-a ala)/ *[nem alads-a]
thecontract.Dat  not writésP0ss.3Sg under/ not under-wiigPoss.3Sg /
* Y[ala nem ir-as-ajmindenkit felhaboritott.

under not  writeAsPoss.3Sgeveryone.Accmake_angry.Past.3Sg
‘It made everyone angtyat the contract has not been signed after the
lengthy negotiation

b. az évtized legmegléipb *[(szerzdés)-nem-ir-as-a-ala]
the decade most_surprising (contract)-not-e#is-Poss.3Sg-under/
[?(’szerddés-)ala-nem-ir-as-a] ~[(szerzsdés)-nem-ala-ir-as-a]

(contract-)under-not-writéds-P0ss.3Sg /  (contract)-not-under-wrikeP0ss.3Sg

‘the decade’s most surprising case when a contrastiot been signed

Accusative case-marked argumentstn contrast to verbs derived nouns can be
characterized by the prohibition against Accusatosgse marking on their
immediate dependenthAtnéknouns are significantly more verbal than all other
types of deverbal nominab the retainment of accusative case marking depends
also on phonological properties: one-syllable roate more likely to show the
property in question than longer roots.

(18)e Accusative case-marking in the casel®fNEK-nouns antHATNEK sgp-
nouns:
a. llire rajott a vilag*(‘?-ot) lat-hatnék.
lli.Sub come_over.Past.3Sthe world(-Acc) SeBATNEK
‘The desirecame over llto see the world

b. Ez volt az évtized leglegyhetetlenebb vilag*ot) lat-hatnék-ja.
this be.Past.3Sthedecade most_invincible world(-Acc) sRaNEK-P0ss.3Sg

‘This wasthe decade’s most invincible desire to see thedworl

Adverbial modification: derived nouns can be characterized by the probibiti
against adverbial modification belonging immediatel the noun head. The input
adverbs appear as adjectives in these construct&i® The appearance of
adverbial and converbial modification is not blodke theHATNEK-nouns type.

(19)e Potential adverbial and converbial modificatiorHafNEK-nouns and
HATNEK sgp-nouns
a. “A gyerekekre rajott az éjfél utan valé ébren marad-hatnék.
thechild.Pl.Sub come_over.Past.88g midnight after be.Pasivake staytATNEK
‘The desirecame over the childrao stay awake after midnight

b.’az évtized leglegghetetlenebbéjfél utani ébren marad-hatnék-ja.
thedecade  most_invincible midnight after.Adj awake staytATNEP0sS.3Sg

‘the decade’s most invincible desire to stay awdter anidnight’
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Argument inheritance:

-complex event denotingAs-nouns can essentially be characterized by the “as
complete as possible” retainment of the argumenicttre of the input verb
(Laczko 2000).

» oblique arguments retain their syntactic functiand obligatory or optional
status.

* non-oblique arguments must undergo some changfethe input argument
structure contains an object, it will occupy thepol possessor position;
otherwise, the possessor will correspond to theutingubject, which
remains obligatory (or reconstructable)

-SED-nouns only partially inherit the argument structuretiog input verb. They
basically inherit the oblique arguments, but with dacreasing degree of
obligatoriness=> [--HUMAN] Themes must appear in the output SED-imou
construction.

» they can appear in the possessor position, OR

* in the prenominal zone before the N head

(20) e Argument inheritance in complex event denoting adans
a. Péternek a (vasarnapi ebéd utan valigszeélget-eés-e lli-vel a politika-rol
Péter.Dat the Sunday.Adj lunch after be.Paik-A5P0ss.3Sg lli-Ins the politics-Del
‘Péter’s talking with lli about politics after thauSday lunch
b. Marinak a (] Péter alta] /”[tanéra alat} valo)
Mari.Dat the Péter by / lesson under be.Part

zaklat-as-a a hazassag-gaindenkit meglepett.
harassAsPo0ss.3Sg the marriage-Ingveryone.Acc surprise.Past.3Sg

‘“Harassing Mari (by Péter) / (during the lessavgs a surprise to
everyone.’

The output results ofdo-nominalization can be evaluated as highly verbal
construction, BUT less verbal than thoségiominalization
 inherit the argument structure of the input vedgether with the obligatory
or optional status of arguments
» practically “select” their ideal input argumenttgtture types:
* in the case of themati@-nominalization, the output possessor
has to correspond to the input object
» in the case of adjunctiv@nominalization, the output possessor
has to correspond to the input subject
» the prenominal modifier zone does not readily hmgiut
arguments
-TPD O- nouns are poorly verbal since they do not inherit théyfidledged
arguments of the input verb (Laczké 2000: 374-3307,399), but only the
“innermost” core of the input argument structurenasmbers of its prenominal
complement zone
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(21) e The inheritance of argument structure in the cds®R-nouns
Jankd, a kiralylany énfelaldoz6 meg-mére (“a sarkanytol)
Janké theprincess  self-sacrificing perf-savePoss.3Sghe dragon.Abl
‘Jankd, the self-sacrificing man who saved the gssqfrom the dragoh)

Tey-NOUNS and Tr,-nouns pattern withAs-nouns andod-nouns, respectively, in
inheriting the argument structure of the input véi the maximum possible
extent” -- they provideb ovoless acceptable potential constructions, they much
less accept thealo-construction.

(22)e The inheritance of argument structure in the cdigg,-nouns
A zgiri tavalyi ki-zar-t-ja a vemsy-bl
the jury last year.Adj out-closePoss.3Sg the competition-Ela
‘Who was disqualified by the jury from the compmtitast year’

Both types of -hAtnék-nouns essentially pattern withs-nouns in almost
completely inheriting the argument structure of ithy@ut verb, in connection with
their “on-line created” character (Oszoli 2014).
= the counterpart of the Agent(-like) input subjectalways expressed since it
obligatorily corresponds to the (output) possessor
» the possessor can also be a temporal expression;
" HATNEKsgp-houns: the input subject cannot be expresseceiottput in any
way
= fully fledged input objects cannot appear witHiAtnéknoun constructions
in any way
= oblique case-marked arguments: both typesAtnéknouns readily inherit
them, with their obligatoriness somewhat weakening.

(23)e The inheritance of oblique argument in the caseaoNEK-nouns
a. Péterre rajott a (Pmedvére valé) rés-hetnék
Péter.Sub come_over.Past.38te bear.Sub be.Part onto-sheairNEK
‘The desirecame over Péteo shoot (at the bear)
b. a Marival politikarélvald beszélget-hetnék.
the Mari.lns /politics.Del be.Part talkaTNEK
‘The desirdo talk [with Mari] / [about politics}]’

Information structure

-complex event denotinghs-nouns (a’): have an internal information structute
narrow scope reading: ‘both girl’ /wide-scope reade—> simple event
denoting: the narrow scope reading is not available (Wly the distributive
reading (wide scope) is possible

10
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(24)e The inheritance of information structure in theeafAs-nouns, SED-

a.

nouns and non-eventives-nouns: |. Quantifiemind ‘every’

Mindkét lanyt meghivtak a koncert
both girl.Acc invite.Past.DefODbj.3PI thencert.Sub

[BOTH_GIRLS> INVITE]
‘They invited both girls to the concert.’

. Imit varatlanul érte

Imi.Acc unexpectedly catch.Past.DefObj.3Sg

[mindkét lanynakjeme @ meghiv-as-a a koncertre
both girl.Dat the invitdsPoss.3Sg the concert.Sub

narrow-scope readingcATCH_UNAWARES > BOTH_GIRLS> INVITE]

‘It caught Imi unawares that both girls had beesit@u to the concert.’
wide-scope readingBpTH_GIRLS> CATCH_UNAWARES > INVITE]

‘In the case of both girls, it caught Imi unawattest they had been invited
to the concert.’

. Mindkét lany meghivta Imit a kaemtre.

both girl invite.Past.DefObj.3Sg Imi.Adbe concert.Sub
[BOTH_GIRLS> INVITE]
‘Both girls invited Imi to the concert.’

Imit varatlanul érte
Imi.Acc unexpectedly catch.Past.DefObj.3Sg
[mindkét lanynakl,en@ meghiv-4s-a  a koncertre
both girl.Dat the invitdsPoss.3Sg the concert.Sub
narrowscopereadiig[ CATCH_UNAWARES> BOTH_GIRLS> INVITE]
Intended meaning: ‘It caught Imi unawares that lgotls had invited him to
the concert.’
wide-scope readingBpTH_GIRLS > CATCH_UNAWARES> INVITE]
‘In the case of both girls, it caught Imi unawattest they had invited him to
the concert.’

O-noun: internal information structure: narrow scope regd wide-scope
reading&—> TPDags-noun: only wide-scope reading

(25)e The inheritance of information structure in theeafo-nouns and TPD-

nouns:

|. Quantified possessor

Letartdztattak fhindkét hif bemond-0-i-t]
arrest.Past.DefObj.3PIboth newsannounces-Poss.PI-Acc

narrow-scope readingARRESTL] [BOTH_PIECES OF NEWS> ANNOUNCE]]
‘Those who announcdabth pieces of newsere arrested.’

wide-scope readingepTH_PIECES OF NEWS> [ARREST[] ANNOUNCH]]

‘In the case oboth pieces of newthose who announced either of them
were arrested.’

11
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a'.’Csak [mindkét hif bemond-6-i-] tartoztattak le
only both newannounces-Poss.Pl-Acc arrest.Past.DefObj.3PI down
narrow-scope readingARREST= [BOTH_PIECES OF NEWS> ANNOUNCE]]
‘Only those who announcdxbth pieces of newsere arrested.’
wide-scope reading: —

b. Letartoztattdk fhindkét csatornabemond-6-i-i]
arrest.Past.DefObj.3Pboth channel announce3-Poss.PI-Acc

narrowscopereadiig [ ARRESTL] [BOTH_CHANNELS> ANNOUNCEH]]
Intended meaning: ‘Those who work tooth channelgat the same time)
as announcers were arrested.’

wide-scope readingspTH_CHANNELS > ARREST> ANNOUNCE]

‘In the case oboth channelsthose who work for either of them were

arrested.’
b’. *Csak[[mindkét csatornabemond-6-i-t] tartoztattak le
only both channel announce3-Poss.PIl-Acc arrest.Past.DefObj.3PI down

narrowscopereading [ ARREST= [BOTH_CHANNELS > ANNOUNCE]]

Intended meaning: ‘Only those who work fmth channelgat the same
time) were arrested.’
wide-scope reading: —

Tey-NOUN: narrow + wide scope reading
Try-noun: narrow +wide scope reading-> TPDr,-noun: only wide scope
reading

(26)e The inheritance of information structure in theeafTs,-nouns and,-
nouns:
Quantified possessor
a. j korszak kezédott [[mindkét sziggfelfedez-t-é-vel]
new age begin.Past.3Sigoth island discover1-Poss.PI-Ins
narrow-scope readindNEW_AGE_BEGAN > BOTH_ISLANDS > DISCOVER
‘With both islandshaving been discovered, a new age began
wide-scope reading”[BOTH_ISLANDS > NEW_AGE_BEGAN > DISCOVER
‘In the case oboth islandsa new age began when either of them had been

discovered.’
a’.'Csak [indkét szigétfelfedez-t-é-vel]
only both island discoverT-Poss.PI-Ins

kezdbdott igazan Uj korszaka telepesek életében
begin.Past.3Sg really new age the sdttler life.P0ss.3Sg.Ine

narrow-scope reading:

?JONLY_[BOTH_ISLANDS > DISCOVER > NEW_AGE_BEGAN >]

‘A really new age began in the settlers’ lives onlyenboth islandshad
been discovered

wide-scope reading: —
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b.

Megnyerheti a versenyt mindkétmentdrprotezsal-t-ja]
win.Mod.DefObj.3Sgthe competition.Acboth mentor favor-T-P0ss.3Sg
narrow-scope reading{MAY wiN O [BOTH_MENTORS> FAVOR]]

‘One who is favored bloth mentorat the same time has a chance to win
the competition.’

wide-scope readingepTH_MENTORS>[MAY _WIN [] FAVOR]]

‘In the case oboth mentorsthe person who has been favored by either of
them has a chance to win the competition.’

. OIcsak [mindkét mentdiprotezsal-t-ja] nyerheti meg a

versenyt
only  both mentor favor-T-P0ss.3Sg win.Mod.DefObj.3Sg perf  the
competition.Acc

narrow-scope readin§MAY WIN =[BOTH_MENTORS> FAVOR]]
Intended meaning: ‘Only (the) one who is favoredbih mentorsat the
same time has a chance to win the competition.’

wide-scope reading: —

Elitelték fihindkét gy vadl-ott-ja-t]
convict.Past.DefObj.3PIboth case accuser-Poss.3Sg-Acc
narrowscopereadiidg|[ CONVICT [J [BOTH_CASES> ACCUSH]

Intended meaning: ‘The person who was an accusedth casest the
same time was convicted.’

wide-scope readingspTH_CASES> [CONVICT [J ACCUSH]

‘In the case oboth casesthe person who was an accused in either of them
was convicted.’

c’.*Csak [[mindkét ugy vadl-ott-ja-t] itélték

el.
only  both case accuser-Poss.3Sg-Acc convict.Past.DefObj.3PI
away

narrowscopereadinig[ CONVICT =[BOTH_CASES> ACCUSH]

Intended meaning: ‘Only the person who was an atbadoth casesit
the same time was convicted.’

wide-scope reading: —

HATNEK -noun/HATNEK sgp-noun: wide and narrow-scope reading

(27)e The inheritance of information structure in theeafHATNEK-nouns and

a.

HATNEK sgp-hOUNS

A miniszterelnokot ijedséggel toltotte el

theprime_minister.Acc fright.Ins  fil. PasefiDbj.3Sg away

[[mindkét koalicidés partngalkotmany-maodosit-hatnék-jal.

both coalition partner constitution-modifyHATNEK-P0sS.3Sg
narrow-scope readiné{:FRleHTEN> BOTH_PARTNERS> MODIFY_CONST,]

‘It frightened the prime minister thabth coalition partnersiad the desire

to modify the constitutioh

13
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wide-scope reading{ BOTH_PARTNERS> FRIGHTEN> MODIFY_CONST,]
‘In the case oboth coalition partnersit frightened the prime minister that
they had the desire to modify the constitution

1 ?

a’.’Csak [mindkét koaliciés partngalkotmany-mdédosit-hatnék-ja]
only both coalition  partner constitution-modifyHATNEK-P0ss.3Sg

tbltené el ijedséggela minisztedkbt.
fill.Cond.DefObj.3Sg away fright.Ins the pemminister.Acc

narrow-scope reading:
?[ONLY_[ BOTH_PARTNERS> MODIFY_CONST.] > FRIGHTEN
‘Only the possibility thaboth coalition partnerdiave the desire to modify
the constitution would frighten the prime minister
wide-scope reading: —

b. A miniszterelntkot ijedséggel tolti el
theprime_minister.Acc fright.Ins fil. DefQBSg away
[[mindkét koalicios partngdrokos alkotmany-modosit-hatnék-jal.
both coalition partner eternal constitution-modifyATNEK-P0sS.3Sg
narrow-scope readindFRIGHTEN> BOTH_PARTNERS> MODIFY_CONST]]
‘It frightens the prime minister thébth coalition partneralways have a
desire to modify the constitution
wide-scope reading] BOTH_PARTNERS> FRIGHTEN> MODIFY_CONST,]
‘In the case oboth coalition partnersit frightens the prime minister that
they always have a desire to modify the constikuitio

b’. *Csak [mindkét koaliciés partnkdrokds alkotmany-mdédosit-hatnék-
ja

only both coalition  partner etenal  constitution-modifyATNEK-
Poss.3Sg
toltené el ijedséggela miniszted&bt.

fill.Cond.DefObj.3Sg away fright.Ins the pemminister.Acc

narrow-scope reading:

TONLY_[ BOTH_PARTNERS> MODIFY_CONST.] > FRIGHTEN

‘Only the possibility thaboth coalition partnersalways have a desire to
modify the constitution would frighten the primemsiter’

wide-scope reading: —

3. Conclusion
All types of deverbal nouns are decisively not akrbut nominal, however, there
are some differences in the nouns examined here.
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nominal properties

verbal properties

irregular As, and O-

completely nominal

fully non-verbal

nouns
event- -AS almost completely pattern withretain verbal properties to a certain
type- irregularAs-nouns extent, but to a significantly lesser
based extent than complex evefs-nouns
-0 essentially pattern with-inherit the “core” of the argument
irregularO-nouns structure of their verbal inputs
Ty completely nominal -inherit certain verbal modifiem
the “core” of input argument
structures.
-HATNEK | -cannot be pluralized -obligatorily retain the accusatiye
-are not compatible with (thecase marking of certain arguments
regular way of) quantification| even if they are not idiom parts.
-do not readily form non--inherit the input argument and
specific and predicativeinformation structure
phrases. -the  inheritance of complex
argument and/or information
structures can rather be regarded as a
“theoretical possibility” than an
actual practice
complex- | -As -no pluralization -practically inherit the argument and
event- -no quantification information structure of their verbal
based -cannot  form  non-specificinputs
noun phrases
-Tey -cannot be pluralized -show more verbal and less nominal
-are more compatible withproperties tham,-nouns.
adjectival quantification thap-inherit the argument structure pf
with the “regular” way off their verbal inputs to a somewhat
quantification. greater extent-®hosting of oblique
case-marked arguments)
-less verbal thams-nouns, >weak
capability of hosting “inherited{
complex information structures and
attributivized adverbial modifiers.
-O: -can be pluralized -practically inherit the argument and
-can form non-specific nouninformation structure of their verbal
phrases inputs
-compatible with most forms-less verbal thaas-nouns
of quantification
-cannot host and
adjective/adverb
T essentially pattern withOae-nouns, Try-nominalization typically

provides quite marked potent

ial forms

Table 4 Nominal and verbal properties of deverbalims
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PROPERTIES

HN

HNgep

As

Tev

Og

Tt

SED

TPDy

TPDr4

irreg.

tense and mood

two person/number paradigms

Alberti — Farkas — Szabé Té6th

separability of verbal modifier

VERBAL

presence / obligatoriness of ar

accusative case-marked arg.

adverbial modification

information structure

pluralization

possessive argument

*9

*2

*2

*2

*9

case marking

NOMINAL

adjectival modification

definiteness / referentiality

quantification / determination

nominal—and simultaneously the less verbal—the ntype is in the given

Our observations are summarized in Table 5. Thietdiga cell is, the more
respect.

Table 5: The degree of verbalness/nominalnesdfeireint nominalizations

*9

*9

*9

*9

*9

?)

?)

?)

?)

?)

?)
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