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Abstract

I will provide Germandatathat shows that depicitve secondarypredicatesmay refer to
subjects,directobjects,indirectobjects,andeven moreobliquecomplements.Reference
to moreobliqueargumentsis moremarked. Themarkednesscorrespondsto theoblique-
nesshierarchythatwasproposedby KeenanandComrie[13] andothers.Basedon these
observationsI will suggestanalyzingdepictivesecondarypredicatesparallelto controlcon-
structionsratherthanraisingconstructions.Sincedepictivescanreferto argumentsthatdo
not surfacetheanalysismakesreferenceto theunderlyingsyntactic-semanticrepresenta-
tion: theargument-structure.

1 The Phenomenon

Theexamplesin (1) aresentenceswith adjectivesassecondarypredicates.

(1) a. Er
he

ißt
eats

das
the

Fleisch
meat

roh.
raw

b. Er
he

ißt
eats

das
the

Fleisch
meat

nackt.
naked

c. Er
he

schneidet
cuts

das
the

Fleisch
meat

klein.
small

1 Thanksto BertholdCrysmann,ChristianDütschmann,Tibor Kiss, Bob Levine for stimulating
discussionsduringconferences,workshops,summerschools,andvariousotheroccasions.There-
searchcarriedout for thispaperwasin partsupportedby aresearchgrantfrom theGermanBundes-
ministeriumfür Bildung, Wissenschaft,ForschungundTechnologie(BMBF) to the DFKI project\@]_^a`cb�dfefgihcj (“Multile vel Annotationfor DynamicFreeText Processing”),FKZ 01 IW 002.The
paperwascompletedat the Institute for GermanLinguisticsat the Friedrich Schiller University
Jena.
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d. Er

he
ißt
eats

den
the

Teller
plate

leer.
empty

In (1a–b)thesecondarypredicateprovidesinformationaboutthestateof theentity
it refersto. In (1c–d) the resultof an event is specifiedby the adjective. In this
paperI will examinethepropertiesof thepredicatesin (1a–b),so-calleddepictive
predicates.

In German,uninflectedadjectivesandprepositionalphrasesmayappearasde-
pictivesecondarypredicates.

(2) a. Er
he

liest
reads

das
the

Buch
book

nackt.
naked

b. Er
he

ißt
eats

die
the

Äpfel
apples

ungewaschen.
unwashed

(3) Ich
I

traf
met

ihn
him

(gestern)
yesterday

im
in.the

dunklen
dark

Anzug.3

suit

‘I methim in adarksuit yesterday.’

Depictive predicatesmay refer to subjectsandto objects.4 Thereis a strong
preferencefor serializationswherethedepictivepredicatefollowsits antecedent.5

(4) a. weil er dieÄpfel ungewaschenißt.
(He is unwashedor theapplesareunwashed.)

b. weil er ungewaschendieÄpfel ißt.
(He is unwashed.)

c. * weil ungewaschener / derManndieÄpfel ißt.

(4a)hastwo readings,(4b)justone.Sincetheobjectfollowsthedepicitiveit cannot
beanantecedent.

It is alsopossibleto referwith depicitvesto argumentsthatarenotexpressedat
thesurfacealthoughthis is deniedsometimes.6 For example,Zifonun [33] gives
the following exampleandclaimsthat the depictive predicatecannotrefer to the
logical subjectof thepassivizedverb. 7

(5) Die
the

Äpfel
apples

wurden
were

ungewaschen
unwashed

in
in

den
the

Keller
basement

getragen.
carried

‘The appleswerecarriedto thebasementunwashed.’

3 The exampleis taken from [8]. I addedthe adverbgesternto excludethe possibility of the PP
modifying ihn directly.
4 Seealso[22] for examplesof predicatesreferringto nominativeandaccusativeNPs.
5 Lötscher[17] makesthis observationexplicit with regardto objects.Seealso[21] for examples
from Dutch.
6 Seealso[22], [7], and[18] onnon-overtantecedents.
7 Chomsky [2] andJaeggli [9] makeasimilarclaimfor English.As thetranslationsof theexamples
below show this claim is aswrongfor Englishasit is for German.
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That the readingwherethe depictive refersto the agentof the carryingis hardly
availible hassemanticreasons. If the readingwherethe depictive refersto the
logical object of the main verb is semanticallyimplausiblethe referenceto the
logical subjectof themainverbis fine:

(6) a. Das
the

Buch
book

wurde
was

nackt
naked

gelesen.
read

‘The bookwasreadnaked.’

b. Das
the

Buch
book

ist
is

nackt
naked

zu
to

lesen.
read

‘The bookis to bereadnaked.’

In the samevain depictivesmay refer to non-expressedsubjectsin infinitival
constructionswith verbalcomplex (so-calledcoherentconstructions(7a)andsuch
withoutaverbalcomplex (incoherentconstructions(7b).

(7) a. Er
he

hat
has

ihr
her

nackt
naked

zu
to

schlafen
sleep

geraten.
advised

‘Naked,headvisedherto sleep.’
‘He advisedherto sleepnaked.’

b. Er
he

hat
has

ihr
her

geraten,
advised

nackt
naked

zu
to

schlafen.
sleep

‘He advisedherto sleepnaked.’

In coherentconstructionswe have readingswith referenceto the subjectof the
embeddedverb (schlafen) andto the subjectandto the objectof the matrix verb
(raten). In the incoherentconstructiononly thereferenceto elementsthatdepend
on headsin the respective coherencefield is possible.Sincenackt zu schlafen is
a separatecoherencefield in (7b), nackt canrefer to the subjectof schlafenonly.
Sincethe subjectof the controlledverb schlafen is coreferentwith the dative ob-
ject of thecontrollee,theelementthedepictive predicaterefersto is visible at the
surface.But it is alsopossibleto omit thedativeobjectof raten:

(8) Er
he

hat
has

geraten,
suggested

nackt
naked

zu
to

schlafen.
sleep.

‘He suggestedsleepingnaked.’

Haider[6] claimsthatdepictivepredicatescanreferto NPswith structuralcase
only. According to Haider only nominative and accusative are structuralcases
while dative is not.

(9) a. Er
he

sah
saw

sie
heracc

nackt.
naked

b. Er
he

half
helped

ihr
herdat

nackt.
naked

In (9a) both the referenceto the subjectandto the accusative object is possible,
while thereadingwith referenceto theobjectis hardlyavailible in (9b). As Haider
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notes,this is explainedeasilyby the assumptionthat the subjectof the predicate
andtheNP it refersto areidentical. The fact that in German,NP subjectsalways
have structuralcaseexplainswhy a depictive elementcannotrefer to a dative NP,
becausedative is takento bea lexical case.

Wunderlich[32] developsananalysisfor depictivesthatconstitutesof two dif-
ferentsubanalyses:Depictivesthat refer to the subject(VP-adjuncts),anddepic-
tivesthatreferto thedirectobject(V-adjuncts).Thereforehepredictsthatreference
to dativeNPsis notpossible.

Rothenstein[29] givesanEnglishexamplethat is equaivalentto thesentences
in (10).

(10) a. Die
the

Krankenschwester
nurse

gab
gave

John
Johndat

krank
ill

die
the

Medizin.
medicineacc

‘The nursegaveJohnthemedicineill. ’

b. Die
the

Krankenschwester
nurse

gab
gave

John
Johndat

die
the

Medizin
medicineacc

krank.
ill

Rothsteinexplainsthe impossibilityof krank referingto Johnby a restrictionthat
allowsdepictivesto referto agentsandpatiens,but not to goals.

However, thereferenceto dativeNPsis possible:

(11) Nackt
naked

wurde
became

ihm
himdat

klar,
clear

daß
that

sein
his

Anzug
suit

wohl
possibly

für
for

immer
ever

verloren
lost

war.
was

‘Nakedit becameclearto him thathissuit waspossiblygonefor ever.’

Whatwe seehereis probablyanotherinstanceof the accessabilityhierarchythat
was observed in connectionwith a broadvariety of phenomenaas for instance
ellipsis [16], topic drop (Vorfeldellipse) [4], non-matchingfree relative clauses
[1,23,18,19], passive [13], andBinding Theory[5]. This hierarchywasoriginally
proposedby KeenanandComrie[13] andhasthefollowing form:

SUBJECT�.� DIRECT �.� INDIRECT �.� OBLIQUES �.� GENITIVES �.� OBJECTSOF

OBJECT OBJECT COMPARISON

Thisaccessabilityhypothesisis furthersupportedby passiveexamples:

(12) a. Ihr
herdat

wurde
was

nackt
naked

geholfen.
helped

‘Shewashelpednaked.’

b. John
Johndat

wurde
was

die
the

Medizin
medicinenom

nackt
naked

verabreicht.
given

‘Johnwasgiventhemedicinenaked.’

In bothsentencesthereferenceto thedativeNP is considerablybetterthanin (9b)
and(10), whereanothercandidatefor coreferenceappearsat thesurface.Of course
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both sentencesin (12) have a readingwherethe helperor the nurseis naked, re-
spectively. The referenceto thedative NP improvesconsiderablyif the reference
to thenominative is excludedby world knowledge.

(13) Man
one

half
helped

ihm
him

erst
only

halbtot.
half.dead

[24]

‘Onehelpedhim only half dead.’

And finally onecanevenfind examplesthathaveovertaccusativeobjectsanda
depictivepredicatethatrefersto adativeNP:

(14) Mangoswerdenmanchmalals ‘Badewannenfrüchte’bezeichnet,weil das
saftigeFruchtfleischFleckenhinterlassenkann,dieschwerodergarnichtzu
entfernensind. In denTropengibt mansiedenKindernmeistensnacktzu
essen.8

‘Mangos are sometimesdescribedas „bathtub fruits“ becausetheir juicy
fleshcanleavestainsthataredifficult to removeor evenpermanent.In trop-
ical countriesoneusuallygivesthemto thechildrenwhenthey arenaked.’

Theexamplein (14) wasquotedfrom the“Hohlspiegel” which is partof themag-
azinDer Spiegel. The“Hohlspiegel” containsquotesfrom otherpublicationsthat
areeithersemanticnonsenseof thekind a deadmanwaskilled or ambiguouswith
a preferencefor a strangereading.Examplesfor thelatterareambiguitiesthatare
dueto PPattachment.Thesentencein (14) madeit to the“Hohlspiegel” because
the readingwhereman is the subjectof nackt is the morecommononesyntacti-
cally. However from the context of the sentenceit is clear that the children are
naked.

From the datapresentedabove it mustbe concludedthat both the restriction
of the caseof possibleantecedentphrasesandthe restrictionof the grammatical
role of the antacedentphraseare not adequate.In what follows I will therefore
assumethatthesubjectof thedepictivepredicateis coindexed,i.e.,coreferentwith
theantecedentphrase,but not identicalto it, asit wassuggestedby Haider.

The referenceto NPsinsideof PPsthat arecomplementsof a verb is hardly
possible.

(15) daß
that

Jan
Jan

[mit
with

Mariai ]
Maria

nackt� i
naked

sprach.
talked

‘that Jantalkedto Maria naked.’

Kayne[12] givesanexamplefor English,thatis not transferableto Gremanwith a
similardepictiveconstruction.

(16) a. (?)Why, he’s soenamouredof thatchair, he’d evensit in it unpainted.

b. * Er ist ja so verliebt in diesenStuhl, daßer sogarauf ihm / darauf
ungestrichensitzenwürde.

8 Fromthemagazine“Natur undHeilen”, quotedfrom Hohlspiegel,Spiegel,9/2000,p.262
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c. * Er ist ja soverliebtin diesenStuhl,daßersogarungestrichenauf ihm

/ daraufsitzenwürde.

Theonly examplewith referenceto anNP in aPPI couldfind sofar is (17).

(17) BeimBetretendesGehwegsseiermit großerWuchtzuBodengeschleudert
worden,wo er kurzzeitigdasBewußtseinverlor.

Nocham Bodenliegend,seiauf ihn eingetreten worden.9
still on.thefloor lying be on him � g�h�` (in).steppedgot

‘When he steppedonto the pathhe wasviolently thrown to the ground
wherehelostconsciounessfor ashortperiod.While hewasstill on thefloor
hewaskicked.’

Again, we have a passive sentence.Thesubjectof tretenwasa policeofficer and
thereforethe referenceof liegend to the logical subjectof treten is excludedby
world knowledge.Theonly remainingantecedentis theNP in thePP.

NPsin adjunctsareexcludedfrom thelist of possiblereferentsof depictives.

(18) weil
because

Karli
Karl

[neben
near

Mariaj ]
Maria

nackti � � j

naked
schlief.
slept

‘becauseKarl sleptnearto Maria naked.’

I follow Winkler [31] in assumingthatdepictivepredicatesareadjuncts.Appart
from prosodicfactsthat shediscussedthereis evidenceform the linearizationof
depictives and from partial verb phrasefronting that suggestssuchan analysis.
Depictive predicatescanbeserializedindependentlyfrom their antecedent.They
canbeserializedratherfreely in theclauseandthereis norestrictiononthenumber
of depictivepredicatesperclause.See[20] for data.

In order to establishthe proposedcoindexing betweenthe subjectof the de-
pictive predicateand its antecedentelement,the depictive hasto have accessto
the completeunderlyingargumentstructureof the verb, sincethe antecedentnot
necessarilyis realizedat thesurface.

2 The Analysis

Sincethe discussionin the datasectionshowed that the subjectof the depictive
predicatecanbecoreferentwith adativeNP, a raisinganalysiscannotbeadequate
if dative is assumedto bea lexical case.Insteadof assumingananalysiswherethe
entiresubjectof thepredicateis identifiedwith therepresentationof its antecedent,
I assumethatonly thereferentialindecesof thedepictiveandits antecedentelement
areidentified.

The lexical rule in (19) mapsa predicative elementthatcanbeusedin copula
constructionsorsubjectorobjectpredicativesontoadepictivesecondarypredicate.10

I will demonstratehow this rule workswith theexamplesin (9a) and(20).

9 taz,10.06.2000,p.21
10 Thesemanticrepresentationis of coursea simplification. It is a placeholderfor whatever turns
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(19) Lexical Rulethatmapspredicativeelementsontodepictivepredicates:

��������� ���,�z���E�(� ���, 
¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£  
¤�¥�� ¦z��¤z§

¡¢¢¢¢£ �}¨�©�ª�«"¬(­ 1 ®¯E° § +

adj-or-prep

± ²²²²³ ��z��¥
2

± ²²²²²²²²³
´ µµµµµµµ¶�·

�����������������������

�a�,�z���E�(� �¸�, ¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£
 
¤�¥�� ¦���¤,§8� �$�z§

¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£ �¸�, 
¡¢¢¢¢¢£  
¤�¥ ¡¢£ ¦���¤z§8� ¹,� ° ©
¤z� +¤ °�º�» �}¥

3

± ²³ ��z��¥
4

± ²²²²²³�3��¼ +

± ²²²²²²²²²³
 �����¥ ¡¢¢¢¢£ ¤ °�º�½ 2¤ °�º,¾

4

and

± ²²²²³

± ²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²³

´ µµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµ¶
¿

XP 1 = member( 3 )

(20) Er
he

ist
is

nackt.
naked

The �$e�À�gi� valueof the entry for the predicative versionof nackt that is usedin
copulaconstructionslike (20) is shown in (21).

(21) nackt (‘naked’):�������������������

 E¤�¥
¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£ ¦��E¤z§

¡¢¢¢¢£ ��¨�©�ª�«�¬�­YÁ strÂ
1 ®¯
° § +

adj

± ²²²²³��¨�©� E¤E¥ÄÃ�Å
± ²²²²²²²²³

 ��z��¥ ¡¢£ ¥�¦��E�;�
1

naked

± ²³
loc

´ µµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµ¶
Theentry in (21) is theinput for therule (19). Theresultof therule applicationis
shown in (22).

(22)

��������������������������������

���,�z���E�(� ���, ¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£

 
¤�¥�� ¦���¤,§
¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£
�;�z§

¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£ ���z 
¡¢¢¢¢¢¢£  
¤�¥ ¡¢¢£ ¦���¤,§ Æ ¹,� ° ©E¤,� +Ç¤ °�º�» �a¥

1

± ²²³ ��z��¥
2

± ²²²²²²³�¸��¼ +

± ²²²²²²²²²²³��¨�©
ª « ¬�­�Á strÂ
3 ®

± ²²²²²²²²²²²²²²³
 ��z��¥

¡¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢£ ¤ °�º�½
¡¢£ ¥�¦z�E���

3

naked

± ²³¤ °�º,¾
2

and

± ²²²²²²²²³

± ²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²²³

´ µµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµµ¶

¿
XP 3 = member( 1 )

out to bethecorrectsemanticrepresentationfor depictivepredicates.For severaldifferentsemantic
patternsseefor instance[24].
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Sincethe input specificationrequiresa subject,subjectlesspredicateslike for

instancethesubjectlessversionof theadjectivekalt, cannotbeinput to therule.

(23) Ihm
himdat

ist
is

kalt.
cold

‘He is cold.’

Thespecificationof thesubjectasreferentialrulesoutexpletivepredicatesasinput.11

(24) a. Es
itexpl

ist
is

kalt.
cold

b. ?Es
itexpl

regnet
rains

kalt.
cold

(24)meansthattherain is cold,not thatit is cold in general.It maybecold rain in
warmweather. Thepredicatekalt cannotreferto theexpletivenominalcomplement
of regnen. Theconditionon referentialitycannotbeimposedon thesubjectof the
verb that is modified, sinceverbswith expletive subjectsallow for depictives if
thesedo not referto theexpletiveelement:

(25) Es
itexpl

trug
carried

ihn
him

unangeschnallt
not.seat.belt.fastend

aus
out

der
the

Kurve.
curve

‘He wascarriedout of thebendwithouthaving hisseatbelton.’

In (19), theindex of thesubjectof theinput predicate( 1 ) is structure-sharedwith
the index of an elementof the g�hYÈ_É�Ê,` list of the elementthat the depictive predi-
catesover. The gihfÈ_É�Êz` list is a list thatcontainsthecompleteargumentstructureof
a predicate.Both subjectsandotherdependentsof finite andnon-finiteverbsare
membersof this list. Thestructuresharingof theindicesis equivalentto thestruc-
turesharingsof amodifiednounandamodifyingadjectiveor adjectival participle.
Themodificationof theverbalelementcanbeseenasaninstanceof control: The
depictivecontrolsanargumentof theverbalhead.

The item at the left handsideof the member-relationis specifiedasan XP in
(19). Theruleadmitsthepredicationof depictivesoversubjects,directandindirect
objectsandgenitives. It alsoallows complementPPsto occurasantecedentsof
depictives,sincecomplementPPshave a Àfe�Ëc` valueof the type nom-obj. That
examplesof referenceto PPelementsarehardly acceptablecanbe explainedby
their low accessibilityon thescale.

Haider’sapproachis equivalentto identifying thecompleteÊ � dYÌ elementof the
input predicatewith the left-handsideof the member-relation. It is a raisingap-
proach.SincesubjectNPsalwayshavestructuralcase,only referenceto thesubject
andthedirectobjectof themodifedverbalelementis predictedto bepossible.This
is empiricallywrong,asthedatathatwasdiscussedin section1 showed.

The coindexing analysisthat hasbeendevelopedherehasinterestingconse-
quencesfor theoverall architectureof thegrammar. As Kaufmann[11] observed,

11 Notethattheesin (24a)is ambiguousbetweenareferentialandanexpletivees. Only theexpletive
readingmattershere.
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the coindexation approachenforcesthe modificationof lexical predicatesif one
assumesthat the argumentstructureis representedonly at lexical items. This is
unproblematicfor grammarswith flat dominancestructuresfor theGermanclause,
but with binary branchingstructuresit is not trivial to establishthe coindexing.
Figure1 shows the standardanalysisfor (26) with binary branchingdominance
structures.

(26) weil
because

er
he

nackt
naked

der
the

Frau
woman

hilft.
helps

‘becausehehelpsthewomannaked.’

V[fin, SUBCAT Í Î ]

C H

1 NP[nom] V[fin, SUBCAT Ï 1 Ð ]

A H

AP V[fin, SUBCAT Ï 1 Ð ]

C H

2 NP[dat] V[fin,SUBCAT Ï 1 , 2 Ð ,

ARG-ST Ï 1 , 2 Ð ]

er nackt derFrau hilft

Figure1. BinaryBranchingStructuresandDepictive Predicates(Continuous)

nackt modifiestheprojectionderFrauhilft , which is non-lexical anddoesnotcon-
taintheargumentstructure.It is notpossibleto referto thesemanticcontributionof
hilft , whichis,of course,containedin derFrauhilft , sincehelfenmaybeembedded
underamodalor causativeverb:

(27) weil
because

sie
she

ihn
him

nackt
naked

der
the

Frau
woman

helfen
help

sieht.
sees

‘becausesheseeshim helpthewomannaked.’

sie, ihn, andderFrauaredependentsof theverbalcomplex helfensieht[14,10,18].
To solve this problemonecouldprojecttheargumentstructure.Kiss [15], and

otherssuggestmaking gihfÈcÉ�Êz` a headfeature.12 The problemwith theprojection
of theargumentstructureis that it is incompatiblewith thestandardapproachfor
coordinationin HPSG.In thestandardtreatmentof coordinationit is assumedthat
the À�g+` valuesof two coordinatedelementshave to be identical [25]. If we have
coordinationsof sentencesthathave gihfÈcÉ�Êz` lists of differing length,coordination
fails.

(28) a. Thewomansleepsandthemanwashesthedishes.

b. Themanbeatsthedogandthechild kicks thezebra.

12 Seealso[26] for ananalysisweretheargumentstructureof certainwordsgetsprojected.

9
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Sincetheelementsin the gihfÈcÉ�Êz` lists of sleepsandwashesarestill presentin the
maximalprojections,coordinationfails becausetheselists differ in length. The
situationis evenworse:(28b)cannotbeanalyzedeither, sincetheprojectedgihYÈ_É�Ê,`
list alsocontainssemanticinformationandthis informationis incompatible(dogÑÒ zebra). So, if we wantedto project the argumentstructure,this would have
to happenoutsideof À(g+` . Furthermore,this projectionof the completeargument
structureviolateslocality sincetheinternalstructureof amaximalprojectioncould
beselectedby governingheads.

Anotherpossibilityis to treatadjunctsascomplementsandintroducetheminto
thesubcatlist of theheadthey modify [30]. Sincethenmodificationis treatedin
the lexicon, the combinationof depictivesandthe predicatesthey modify canbe
establishedbeforeargumentsaturationtakesplace. See[3] for a discussionand
rejectionof this approach.Somediscussionof exampleswith depictivescanbe
foundin [20].

In [18] I assumedthat adjunctsmodify lexical elementsfor independentrea-
sons. I will adopthis approachto adjunctsin generalandwill handledepictive
secondarypredicatesin a similar way here. The lexical rule in (19) is setup ac-
cordingly. Depictivesmodify lexical elementsor quasi-lexical elements,likeverbal
complexes. Theanalysisof (26) is shown in figure2. j�e�Ó is a list valuedfeature

V[ SUBCAT Ô Õ ,
DOM Ô er, nackt, derFrau,hilft Õ ]

C H

1 NP[nom] V[ SUBCAT Ö 1 × ,

DOM Ô nackt, derFrau,hilft Õ ]

C H

2 NP[dat] V[ SUBCAT Ö 1 , 2 × ,

ARG-ST Ö 1 , 2 ×
DOM Ô nackt, hilft Õ ]

A H

AP V[ SUBCAT Ö 1 , 2 × ,

ARG-ST Ö 1 , 2 × ]

er derFrau nackt hilft

Figure2. BinaryBranchingStructuresandDepictive Predicates(Discontinuous)

that containsa headandits adjunctsandarguments[27,28,20]. The orderof thej"eiÓ elementscorrespondsto their surfaceorder. Elementsthatarecombinedmay
be non-adjacentasnackt andhilft in (26). Sincedepictive predicatesmay be it-
erated,theargumentstructuremustbepresentat themothernodein headadjunct
structures.

Plank’scoordinationexamples[24] in (29)areexplainedby acoordinationthe-
ory thatassumesthat À�g+` valuesof conjunctsareshared.

10
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(29) a. Der

the
Gast
guest

trank
drank

das
the

Bier
beer

stehend
standing

lauwarm.
lukewarm

b. * Der
the

Gast
guest

trank
drank

das
the

Bier
beer

stehend
standing

und
and

lauwarm.
lukewarm

The sharingof À�g+` valuesentailsthat the Ê � d�Ì values,which are locatedunder]_b�gij , aresharedandthereforedepictivepredicatesthatarecoordinatedmusthave
thesameantecedent.
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