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1. (In)direct Causation Hypothesis & Chinese Analytic Causatives 2. Research Questions
(In)direct Causation Hypothesis . (In)direct causation hypothesis works for Chinese?
- on Dutch causatives doen & laten Do the factors related to the predictions derived from (in)direct causation hypothesis play a role in
- formulated by Suzanne Kemmer & Arie Verhagen (1997) distinguishing Chinese analytic causatives shi and rang?
- analyzed by Ninke Stukker (2005) Il. (In)direct causation hypothesis works WELL ENOUGH for Chinese?
N T/ If (in)direct causation hypothesis does capture some difference between shi and rang, as Ni (2012) put,
_ _ \ how significant is it? Is it an adequate reason for language users to choose either of them?
In the case of direct causation, as expressed by doen, “The causer IIl. Oth ibl ios for the t i 5
produces the effected event directly; there is no intervening energy ) er possi _e_s_cenar'os_‘ or _ € two near Sy_nonyms' o _
source ‘downstream”. In the case of indirect causation, as expressed Is there any possibility that Chinese is another case, which does not settle for the (in)direct causation
by laten, “Besides the causer, the causee is the most immediate distinction but confirms the multivariate conception of the grammar suggested by Speelman & Geeraerts
source of energy in the effected event; the causee has some degree (2009)?
\Of ‘autonomy’ in the causal process.” y IV. Cross-linguistic (dis)similarities?
- . . After scrutinizing, can we still claim shi and rang are the equivalents of doen and laten? How
- falsified by Dirk Speelman & Dirk Geeraerts (2009) (dis)similar are their distributions in the two languages?
~
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Alternative hypothesis: 3. Data & Methods

As a causative verb, doen is an obsolescent form with a tendency
towards semantic and lexical specialization.

o /
- extended by Yueru Ni (2012) to Mandarin Chinese Methods
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