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+ efficacy of DLM varies across languages

Competing and cooperating motivations
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Testbed: PP order in English and Chinese

+ Dependency length
 Does short PP appear closer?
+ Argument status
* Does more argument-like PP appear closer?

<= Manner Place Time (MPT)

* Vera danced elegantly on the dance floor at night



Data

+ English: Penn Treebank (PTB)

% Chinese: Penn Chinese Treebank (CTB)
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<+ manner (PP-MNR), place (PP-LOC), time (PP-TMP)

% English: MPT; Chinese: TPM

WS]J 89.3%

Brown 100%

Switchboard 100%
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% Logistic regression
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Cooperation and competition between
dependency length and argument status
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Questions revisited

% Does the argument-like PP appear closer?
+ Yes

- stronger in spoken English and Mandarin Chinese



Pondering over

+ Why DLM / Argument closer than adjuncts?
* Minimize domains (Hawkins 2004); processing typology

* Why are preverbal and postverbal DLM preferences different?
* listeners vs. speakers perspective
 predictability-based accounts

+ Variations of grammatical constructions / functions
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