VEEM L o] & TRIFERNL SO

A Trototypical Approach®
R fE =

1

AMOEMmMIERT s T, [fi%EL (categorization)! 1TiEHCEE it &
HERoLCw5, HILVBHELXEM LAY, BEoEES#SE L T5
PEEERE LT, A E~0BlEEL T8, Lo, BEFROS L
e 7o) —wFf A LTS,

RO TF IV _TIL, AEATI —HOERED T I —HoER
25, TRy (discreted | 7eflfRicd D & Eh T &y, HE, oD X3
REHAS 7 0 —H EER RIS B E DS s TE, DD,
ARZPLEFOSTC ST 5 GERETRENREOMEYF IV - Do N
DBHLRELTELL T, ThThor 72 —Hoiisd, #7570
— P G iR Y (non-discreteness) AAFFET S C LAMERH ST E R,

AT, B L LTOBERIURIFCER ST, fEROL 5
R - FIF &\ ORI O 3 O OTRES A TER L, tofEl LT,
BERAR ORI OB Il iy E L, TOHEEA T, [TBEE
[f17: % @ (adjective-likeness) | & [TEIFARc & @ (adverh-likeness) | 23—
DO L LTIFAET D & d iR B IEET5.°

It

FETCeL, BERERIR & ORERN A MEL 0T 2 DO EEE R R
ML, EBbhe—lfEfElrl LCh 5 —HaiRE 3R D8 EAEYRE 52
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HRET 5,
BEE & FA T ERRNEEEST X 5 Lt a—oo (F LTEERID
THEMED, RO L3 hECOWEEEORT AT IRD I 5T,

“This ending [-1y] serves to form adverbs from nearly all ad-
jectives ...."8
“with [-ly] it is possible to form an adverlb ... from any ad-

jective”™t

%

S OIETES Kiellmer (1984) i1, O -ly BoFIEOLMCEL
T, #ERFA - BRI AN A T - T 5.0 27, FolkianBaies s
VRTBER OTERERAN # 1 S0 ly BOBIF R EE T B0 R Wb b,
JEHmeoRE L LT, -able, -al, -an 7 X34 3 DE50E3 S, Lancaster-
Oslo/Bergen Corpus® w3\t & Dl &, Ehic, Wit 5 SHmls
Hic -ly WoRIR oafifieRni, Chicl T, FhFEhOBET
ﬁﬂyﬁ®ﬂﬁ@$&ﬁﬂm%ﬁ%%:k%%ML,%@m%@ﬁ%%m%
o€ cful—-fully 4% C, BLHEGLOT -oid—-oidly @ 0% T, 5
EHiX18% &G LT 5,0

i, BERE» SRR YRR BEL LT, BEH (G2 IBER
EHRET DHFTE) DL oREO—2>THD “dynamic” w%ELY, EkOE
iRt X 3 in—i bR REL TS,

(DoEx, 1, #ERT o028 “dynamic” 7 OThHhE, SIGT
SEIFETAER L, T8, BERSC O “dynamic” 0T T,
TR ESHRT S AFTHD “dynamic” JoRE T LOwRE, ST A
EERTLERSE I EERLTW S,

Ui Lihis, BEATERT LT, Fobs Iy BoglERiRE X
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+LY

[ abusive, brave, adorable,
cala, ambious, awkward .

Co-occuiring noun
or clause
15 dynamic ?

+—{ +Ly

II orzal, manual, mtravenous,
synchromie, verbal, histonical,
diagenal, terlain, possible

-LY

Ila tall, red, small, big, old,
maggoty, hlond{e)

Il British, Magyar, Lutheran,
salivary, hethaceous,
magnolinceous . 0

Baw, [Hdynamic] &5 HEANECBE LTV 2w ZRICILE T
OEEEYEHS L 5 cBih5, FTE—r, Kijellmer (1984) HH D&
FHENEA AW T D L5k, ERRIEEO0% 5 b OIEEFRIN N
Th -y BORFEY b S0 EERL, T(RLALEDT -F -
L h— b Safr s s L inBbhs,

#w, Kiellmer (1984) 2 -ly BoRIFE O  RENcER L L
TEF TS [Ldynamic] &3 FHIEHCHEMN b Th b, [—
dynamic (=[+stative])] & IhToA2EEFOFE LRI “dynamic”
TRELHD 55 aEREYEMR L TELIULR G,

Fleid, “tall” k5 BEez, Kiellmer (1984) ik o tHE S L
[—dynamic] @7 A —7OFRIELEWHERZ LD TH DA, KHODRT
&8,

{2) Bill is being tall to reach the overhead shelf.

(=Bill is now on tiptoe.)
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[ Lo 2R L T2 8B LT3 ] X5 B &wt, [+dyna-
mic] g LT, #ETH BT vbhTwa,

e, tall WRHGT 5 *ally WESICIFA LTV, tall ZRT
[—dynamic] =B+ % & B4 5 tich % buxom ZEDEEIT L 5 ThA 5N,
P, [+dynamic] R4 OOBRBRFELTHGBERS L SR TSm0

(3) *Be rich/buxom.

D& 5, rich % buxom PR D, Srh LirdbiE Linvith L, 5B
AN LT R R B ly FE Ol richly < buzomly 3EFE LTS,
ZoXAfeEENG D, tallotally 1, i B, BN A “accidental
gap” EFEx B 5 MILMTIRIEES 50,

BlERTE AL 5w, BamEffEES s —FE s L0, M
LElFZIRE SR D & A THEIL - TRA b At Kjellmer (1984) o—
Refbdd, MATFRCERMTE S 55 — 2 —(EXNETED A, ki, S0
R L UTEF L [Ldynamic] &5 F2HHWARL0TH Y, BED
ERICHE L TRENTER LR 0B WE W5 ET, T FShs0ThH D,
MEOLLS, [BEATHERC L TEREMREISL | LWiFiRTD
DPRE L T L EREED Y 20,

wiT, &5 — DO & R MR B S B R LT, R
i -ly EHIER LTS ERRE IR B 2 EAE L LR DA, i,
Kjellmer (1984) o5 — x — %R+ X 5%, BaEA LT O HEESER
IR D 5 P 7ot 72, S0 X3 AREO B CE E%h—ie
Sie~t< Hiinly,

RETEZ, BEARCEEORETEL LT, [Fhbh—Fr i L
TR ERESES ] © L CH G BERNCEEST 2RAxME LT
feds, EbLORECL TR ERMBEAYSA TGS Z Lo bR L, Wi
Tk, OWREEVE - THD,
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il

il

zul

AECIE, Sugioka & Lehr (1983 omunyicsizha e, BH
Bl OB R W TH LA B R - TA D,

Sugicka & Lehr (1983) & i, +-0To VP FIFE, FERETL,
Vo VHTE Cly B TETA S, TS EEEL, I -y Bodl
ARFE IR LT,

(4) Insert -ly in [[x] ] : where x is the sister 0f V dominated
by VP or AP

P BAEBATHC LI, VP i AP RSN TS V LA
WIS 5 BB AT Ty BAHIIE RS &5 5, —RT 56 & 2 DR
ERihD, kD, -ly oodinys flat adverb F VB LTI,
8) WRHh4 Lo,

(5) a. Joe did it beawsiful/beauirfully.
b. *Beauriful/Beawzifully Joe did it.
c. Joe *bequtiful/beantifully did it.

Ay offiiceTBERE LB b s S &b, STA & 5 surface
constraint i X o CZORNDEE # R0 S LB LTS,

e, Verbal Compounds (=VC) ©F b#FH L TH, Lok
wEEE LT, Pl AL LHLRRL S,

{6) a quick thinker
=someone who thinks guickly

#a thinker who is guick

“a quick thiker” @ “quick” 1%, WAERMWC LEHRRIMCLERTHD &
AR LTV, EoT VC ko kb BN L - TRESh S,
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(7) Imsert -er in: [[xV] IN, Agent:x=N, Adj, Adv

2E D, BFD quick EBIED think PEAL, er Bk bolifE4E
CE2 BT, quick thinker &R T2 2330 THB, ok 3t
compounds 35Tk, FIFREHCERNTEEXESLTWE & HE
had, e, JiFo a beautiful dancer X 5w, 3 b ORI
BiEATEL-TEh,

(8) a beautiful dancer
=someone who dances beautifully

=a dancer who is beautiful

1% @ someone who dances beautifully #: HiftE SR FE L Hho18E
% VO o BT UL o, #E0 a dancer who is beautiful s 5JE4 X
e EEZ DB &% AdiN phrase D 2R L4 0 & LT, B
D LOE IR R EL T 5,

Sugioka & Lehr (1983} mEBETEL & &L, EEO L+ 2 vm L
NATE, Gy oordenE RETRE, BEFBIEEO L) AEEL,
(VP = AP R Ehd V EIRBFRCH ZHE -y MFASh,
i, ) VO OEET, )-SR oEER st e tow, ly offF
PR WBTERA S Tw 25, BHRMCREIFRORZ LY L T2 2R
TeIREAEA 5, fEY, BERALAIEOCHERESY, Shir, HWRTHEE,
Tk, ly OFRCRE S LTS, BERNES BT hE,
LR DEPE T, TR L EIF 2Bk (neutralization) LTIRZ TWLD &
W R ERWT, Sugiocka & Lehr (1983) @dEwir, M@ L V5 L@
DR EEETD ETEELARBAET hTu 5, T, Sugicka &
Lehr (1983) oA (ii® 2 HATIHT 2308455235, -ly 2EIREE
REGFP RO P RA L A Th D B ardne sl DEEER B 2
T, ORI S &5 ¢, Sugioka & Lehr (1983) 1,

ni
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DRITENFET IO, ly RERERLRT TV, BIAMREN DK
sy, Carstairs (1987) dBBLTV3 X5, P vbd 57 e b &4 7
WS, 0¥ b, BEEEOT TR, BEEVEDIUBETERET
BRETHED L IELRS,

PLEDz b, fEko X5 RBERCEE L D BB IES { kig
ORAER L SRS TR, bo SFERRMAN S, WERREVI D
DR LARWT ¥ v —FRAER - T B,

v

ARG, BEEE U, BERIAFEOTIERREL M X OB
HEE A ds TS O BN 2> DO FEEEAOFICHFETS T LR U S,
WEME L LTSS ENCFET A EENT w2 2 7 ARAR LR
HHB, MEOEBRCH D EBbh sl LB TH s 5
by, AFE, EBRGEYEY, BRITAZTR TSR T VDN, HEw—2
DIHECREEER Y 5 5 A Givon (1979/1984) 2% 4 5, Givin
(1979/1984) WEEATAY R A E R & & LT “time-stability” Ew-537 =Y
—AT, £EFCED (nouniess) LEEEIYE G @ (verbiness) &> DL
SO P TR AL EERE LAY
(9) “Experiences ... which stay relatively over time ... tend to he
lexicalized in language as mouns .... At the other extreme of
the Iexical-phenomenological scale, one finds experiential clusters

denoting rapid changes in the state of the universe ... languages

tend to be lexicalized them as adwverbs, ®

{100 [Y] [T]

non-time-stable time-stable

T X5 ipsdEr Sy, Hopper & Thompson (1983) X, #FCE
HOEEEEFO LT, BENTIE, AEOVRRShD L0 TR,
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Faaf ] = FEFM] w5 b0, BeBilos—Fvriv ., B
MR BT L - CRETHEVCHIEED T LT 5B 108

v, T&FE| B THmEd] 2, Givén @\ 35 “time-stability” &\~
5 scale TH—IWICHEZ BB 2 T5E, ThbrBEHT3E2 285 e
AR L M SO E—O scale EW 59 LT, “time-stability” &\~ 3
scale LEE DS TIREE LTS C EATFHERE, £, HHENHE,
TRV B O ERAE AT A 5, THRRRR & BRI A iR o T L H T L8
WA E AL TAE LY 5,

¥, BEHAECE LG, B2HT RN o, Shhh—FE
MBI R RE SRS L EE LRES R, EREE -y Bdb
TLLEIRRBRE LB VBRI b, REROMER - BlF7k & Ok
wi%-ly offiiofEs s BReES bl ik, BEmLalE
FVEYRETIEINELTHL LS5 LBbhb, 2T TBME »5F
b REEDCEHNTECES “‘modification” L ORFGET S s, EEE,
FofdirEy “modificational” EEESZ Emt B,

Wi, BYREIEE LT, oS T A BARC R Ok
T A B LTS C LR TS D LBk b o T, P E
HE T dh B A ER ROTEDE & o BEE & v 5 B RS o2 RE T
AL, 0% b, BERTEFER, TOoFEMNTTHIAHEUERAZRL
TETE2T 2 — 2T 3 “time-stability” &, LKDT LpAn,
FECEET L Z 23 FH AR5 0, [BEHR 0] BUTalmN: S
D] bF, @ “time-stability” &4 5 scale FwfFEET S LEET R 2

{113 semantic scale

[Aﬁv] [Aﬁi

non-time-stable time-stable

R, BENNECN LT, ETERYRL E LB ORFIEFS
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BEFEOBELCRETS 2 & RO SRVESBIF OB R
BT EP YL, BEOFTLINAOCRLESE [ M~ o i
W, ZOEME~ o T ORBOEECKELTHRD X S &
“direct-referentiality” Ly~3 scale i S43 5 LIEET B B

(123 functional scale
[AldV] [Aldj]

non-direct-referential direct-referential

DE b, THETEERNWR O] & TEFNR b o] it “direct-referentia-
lity” v~ 5 EAERY s scale Rl & LCHEEL, [+direct-referential |
rESEAR < i, BERNRExEETa 0 LTABL, ¥
[ —direct-relerential] /B2 < iy, AIFEMRMELFTro b0
LTCERMETECEEFL LTS, DT6 D LELLRTA LS,
ZoTE S “direct” ZiX, FEERNYREISE: L BEA B S O ERER f
BT TwDEFL LR, BT, EIREF R 2EES LT,
BAEROEE, FEREBOIRE WS 15 CaMiABE LT, HiEimE
Wi & ZACERT D OH L, i oHsail, 8, 0, Rl
B DR, SBHECAT L LE R Th I v v s S ERELL
Ty, Bz,
(13) We lent him a willing ear.

Eoglcrr, HReRer, willing OB “ear” Tinin< “lent” T
BHEZLFELRROT, JEREE LTEBEARC 20 b Lhinni,
WHHERE by 5 S, “non-direct-veferential” OEFEAEE L, #HiES
PR TW A, TERARLD) Ko Twd LRI 5,

o, RO XS REE L LORERTET S o, #iEfiiciy
L H PG “direct-referential” AEEA LT, [BEFN T O] ©
BLTWaAEEEHE
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(14) a down train, an off day

g, BREEYTCBELIE F w5 B, B\l hul, BENRE- o523
TS ERENE I REL LTONT, WEEBREOER LT LE, AR
HEAE LBy 5hdEbh LT,

B2, RoPrEELTRI 5,

{15) a. John wrote a letter badly.
h. John treated his child badly.

FhEHEULAMEERL W22, mEO badly oBERE LI ER
- Twb, TTE—, (16) TFT X 5, (15a) © badly (X EBEEWEET
HE0, (1ab) EHEITERETE L,

{(16) a. John wrote a letter.
b, *John treated his child.

B, (T S LB EARE L 5, (15a) @ badly B ORIE I
BETH A, (15b) RBE)TEim,M

(17) a. John badly wrote a letter.
b. *John badly treated his child.

SR e OIRE R Dk, Ao R R T B AT T A TH
n, W oE EoME, Ticks, (15a) RMEAMALEMEZESL O,
(15b) w3{FFH (=BEARTR) v bos LT, chth, BR
EZhTWas LR ERE LB

Fo, COBMBREARENTA LT, ko (18) DU (19 mRABhD X
5 Bmin s v oEERRARTHEETE S,

{18) a. He looked happv.
b, He locked like a girl.
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c. He looked as if he were a girl.

(19 He treated me badly.
He treated me [like a lady.

c. He treated me as if I were a lady.

TP

(18) mR\ Tk, SEaoifaie, 55 8- fior <47, 27 looked
T D LEAT AT LTV A LR TA D, TOERT
“direct-relerential” V¢ seale B L, THWEFNALO] & Ripd o &N T
&5, i, (19) ©kWidh, TUERGCRERCIE S LTw% 3
DEZTRTHBH, KRROBRVENTS L, Wihd SRR Ry
BaLTWAFELLHOT, ML<, “direci-referential” 7 scale @B 1,
MEfEmfiet ol ERRTERTELY,

ZORSE, {EELRLARLHENES, LTRLLhTWRLOTEL S,
Wi hd, [ +direct-referential] & 3 EEiE R D 4 D & LURTHRICHL b
B EMTEBZORIOT e —FOEAMVRTIOETL LS,

Vv

Afcir, 1, Kjellmer (1984) oapfia Bl bl LT, REED -y
HEFZEERHELS DR—ef: o8 s hEa L, ki, -y &
YT SR RERE & 4T 5 Sugioka & Lehr (1083) oXE4-#H L, BEfAL
ElFE e LR S et mE L, Shie, bilio@Emrils s ¢
Givon (1977/1984) LIRS AR SR TOS A5 EE % [time-stability]
EVHREO scale LI T w b 2 A FHRGCMETLE VI EREP DT,
EhBOBMECHLBERCERY £, By, “modificational”
L adnrlEE LOHEAL, BRI, Ry ERAL TS [+
time-stability] &\ & BM: LB Lic 2 h, S 6, BERYeL, [+
direct-referentiality] *\+5 scale FTFh-Fh [HEHW L O] BUF
[ElFEd o] mRBEEh b 0 &2 RE L,
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ChIZ X T, 230 “discrete” f#E 2 H XA ICEREIEICIE-S AT
5, BEAEREESA “non-discrete” Jod & LTHLZ BAFEODHOIEZ 5 A,
YL %zﬁa’c*dﬁ*‘omﬁﬁﬁkﬁz% &R L,

WAROFEFEDO TR, WHERAL IR LD dh b, “direct-refe-
rentiality” &\ S HEERRE X RET S C L OF LIRS E O = b 2 BRE
it b,

*

* ARSI A RSB m A fle (19904 3 H10E - FiEtkkes) s T,
Do Adverbs Come from Adjeclives or wice versa 2| LY LT OIERES Lizd Okl
& - EER R LL D TH S, HH, HELAFEFWERE - R R0
wFET 5,

1 ANFEoSIHCBT 550005 & LTk, B. Berlin and P. Kay, Basic Color
Terms ! Their Universality and Ewvolution (Berkley : University of California
Press, 1969) 2350, —K, LIEFOSHEIL, M. Posner and S. Keele, "On the
Genesis of Abstract Ideas,” Journal of Experimenral Psypchology, 77 (1968},
353—63 ®= E. Rosch, "Nalural Categories,” Cognifive Fsychology, 4 (1973),
328—80 F * “Universal and Cultural Specifiers in Human Caregorization,” Cross-
Cultural Perspecirves on Learmng, eds. R.'W. Brislin ¢t al. (New York:
John Wiley and Sons, 1975) %= E. Rosch and 3. B. Lloyd (eds.), Cegnition and
Categorization {Hillsdale, New Jersey : Erlbaum, 1978) 7x Fai%d e g,

2 Mg & B lREE L RO L odHT7 e b o FRINCR S 2
GErEI-BE Lok, BURS ML) 12w @ A Cogni-Informarional Approach | [
AR 05 (1990 L ), 10622 £,

3 . Jespersen, Essemtials of English Grammar (London: Allen & Uuwin,
1933}, p.94,

4 V. Adams, An Imtroduction to Adodern English Word-Formation (London :
Longman, 1973), p.27.

5 BEL 413, G. Kiellmer, “Why Great : Greatly but Not Big : *Biglv ? : On the
Formation of English Adverhs in -Iv,” Stadia Linguistica, 38 (1984), 1—19 %
ZE.

6 cf. S. Johansson, Manual of Information to Accompany the Lancaster-Oslof
Bergen Corpus of English, for Use with Digital Computers (Oglo : Department
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of Englizh, University of Oslo, 1978).

7 FEEOBROPr, good ves. well © X5 IFEERAMEE Y L kv o
hard v.s. hard © X 55 & BFEAREC L O SER TV by,

8 [AEoJTET Collins Dictionary of the English Language % JE\H TR ¢,
Ly Bl O 322925 170 o T By

g9 I. Kjellmer, 17,

10 I DREEEE A e s odEnlit, TRER T, T ok
MERARE T &5 Ctself-conirollable} &\~ 5 RPEc3iml+a 54, Lo
Masdh LI,

11 Y. Sugioka and R. Lehr, *Adverbial -ly as Inflectional Affix,” Papers from
Parassesion on the Interplay of Phonology, Morphology and Synfax, eds.
J.P. Richardson, M. Marks and A. Chukerman (Chicago ! Chicage Linguistic
Society, 1983), pp.293-—300.

12 cof. LR. Taylor, Lwnguistic Categorization : Profotypes in Linguastic Theory
(Oxford : Oxford Umversity Press, 1980), p.177.

13 A. Carslairs, Allomophy in Inflection {London : Croom Helm, 19873, pp. 4—G.

14 Flaid, SoX5BEo L -l s Mol fEEE & o & Hik,
B4 ik, Chomsky Q970 imd BReaha, 31 <13, N, Chomsky, “Remarks on
Nominalization,” Readings in Inghsh Transformmational Grammar, eds. R.A.
Jacobs and T.S. Rosenbaum (Walthan, Muassachusetts : Ginn and Company,
19707, p.190,

15 = “time-stability” L4+5 scale biiflEE4Srd, BREOE DA, ventities”
L Cevents” F A REFMARESCEETAC LA nE Liinys, S A Thom-
pson, “Discourse Approach to the Cross-linguistic Calegory ‘Adjective, ™ Linguistic
Categorizaton, eds. R. Corrigan, F. Eckman and M. Noonan (Amslerdam :
John Benjamins, 1988), p. 261 © note 5 & #HE,

16 T. Guivon, Svrtax: A Functional and Twypelogical Imtroduction, Vol I,
(Amsterdam : John Benjamins, 1984}, pp.5l—2.

17 FLw, P.J. Hopper and 5.4, Thompson, "“Iconicity of the Universal
Categaries ‘Noury’ and *Verb,'” Icomcity in Syntax, ed, J, Haiman (Amsterdam :
John BenJamins, 1983), pp.151—83 & &M,

18 ELEHED VLR B ERACHRED P e - x4 PR o AT L T
%, P.J. Hopper and 8. A, Thompson, “The Discourse Basis for Lexical Cate-
gories in Universal Grammar,” Language, 60 (1984), 703—52 EF S. A. Thom-
pson, pp.245—65 i,
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19 %Y, Dixon {1977) I, %,..ﬂ\_;‘ulfﬂ‘%}ﬂﬁﬁ%‘ﬁ&'ﬁ“b “semantic types” (2
ORI Tl “prolotypes” M54 ©) 2 LT, (1} Dimension, (2)
Physical Property, (3} Colour, (4) Human Property, (5) Age, (&) Value, ()
Speed EEEF T B, LinLinsh, ohb© ‘scmantic wypes” i ~UTEIEN
F et S, TR A T LIRS 5. FEL O, ROM.W. Daixon,
Where Have All the Adjectives Gone? And Other Essays in Semantics and
Syrtaxr (Berlin : Moulon, 1932), pp.156—34 %373,

20 Cavon (187971984 1 Liuf, ﬁfﬁlﬁ?ﬁbiC@ “nouniess” » “verliness” Fir5
scale EOFHIIEET S X LTV5HAS, R, R L, BEAEHO scle @
Bl X LT?S,r?;&&bZ;’ =ota, T Cmmn, Ort Understanding Grammar
(New York : Academic Tress, 1979), pp.320—3 KU¥ Syntax : A Functional
and Twypological Imtroduction, Vol, I, p.52 %#&IE,

21 EFL <, Zeh, B A DEESED (GLR : AT9Ed, 197650, pp. 187—
14 156 63E B

22 REL L, BT, fhbarE SIFMER CRBRIEstE Al (I R,
19334F), pp. B80—1 & 2R,

23 RBlROFREZR st DRInl s <, #EEnsD MiHl & R TR
DG LT, ks TA Proposal for Lexical Derivation—RIEA DTS ELY 8 ¢
T—1 =3RS 485 (198722 A), 89—104FTF “Where Do Adverbs Come From?”
Jowrnal of Niijima Gakuen Women's Jumor College, TV (19873, 11—21 %%

24 ceoIRER, TEMRIEESH] © k2 AT~ modificational @S HOEREDE
v (HEIOTE) Lvaillasn Rl ce L)

25 EIRERCLEREL LTlENBETH 5?‘3}& LT
O FRENTINE ) TR rOMREE] IR Rl asi ot in e Ba Ciar : [
JAkE, 1981%), pp. 12738 BiET LIS,
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Synopsis

“Adjective-likeness” and “Adverb-likeness”
A Prototypical Approach

Nobuyuki Yamauchi

Since the ability of categorization is essential in the human cognitive
process, it allows us to recognize new properties or to differentiate
similar ones and afford a better understanding of the universe, This
paper rejects the traditional treatment of adjectives and adverbs in
English as grammatical categories and proposes the application of a new
category approach, that is, Prototype Theory, to adjectives and adverbs,

First, two possible derivations of an -fy sufix in English are critically
investigated, mainly based on Kjellmer's observations (1984), The next
discussion is that the proposal by Sugioka and Lehr (1983) that an -Iyv
suffix should be analyzed as an inflectional suffix leaves open the
possibility that adjectives and adverbs should be uniformly treated as
neutral forms. Furthermore, in connection with the “time-stability”
scale, which Givén (1979/1984) termed to characterize the nouniess
and the verbiness, it is suggested that adjectives and abverbs are
neutralized as “modificationals” to be realized on a certain functional
scale. Given the fact that the categories of adjectives and adverbs are
not universal and primary properties, they are assumed to be endowed
with a secondary property, that is, a referential function to qualify the
nouniess and the verbiness, which ranges from “direct” to “non-direct”

on the same continuum. Corresponding to the referents (the nouniess
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and the verbiness), direct-referential properties tend to be lexicalized as
“adjective-likeness” and non-direct referential ones as “adverb-likeness.”

In conclusion the superiority of the present analysis is confirmed, in
which “modificational” should be established as a {functional category

and “direct-referentiality” as a [unctional scale.



