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ABSTRACT

In this paper we analyze the Bulgarian PPs with the preposition “c” (with) in VP. The main goal is to determine types of predicates which
allow this PP, its position (predicative, argument, argument-adjunct or adjunct), the syntactic representation and the semantic roles (when
the PP is argument or argument-adjunct).

Introduction

The constructions with prepositional phrases in Bulgarian are discussed as a result of the loose of the morphological case
declension. The ideas of E. Demina about the so called “old” and “new” declension and also the discussion in Bulgarian
linguistics are well known. In' Y. Penchev's description of Bulgarian syntax the category PP is presented in the following way:
the PP, apart from being an argument, could be in the syntactic position of adverbial, hence the possible PP-extensions are
result of the same function. R. Nicolova studies the preposition phrases in the semantic structure of the Bulgarian sentence.
She classifies the PPs as arguments, argument-adjuncts and adjuncts. The prepositions are described as predicative and
non-predicative, with respect to the relation between the meaning of the prepositions and the semantic roles of the
arguments of the predicate.

Positions of the prepositional phrase (PP)
The prepositional phrase in Bulgarian could be part of:

e verb phrase (VP) - nee ¢ ydosoncmeue;

¢ noun phrase (NP) - crenacue ¢ ydogoncmeue;

e adjective phrase (AP) — HanpaseHo ¢ ydogoncmesue;
e adverbial phrase (AdvP) — suHaau ¢ ydogoncmsue.

Here we will concentrate only on the first case — when the PP is part of VP. There are four possibilities for the PPs in this
position — it could be a predicative, an argument of the predicate, an argument-adjunct, and an adjunct.

The Bulgarian PPs with the preposition “¢” (with) in VP
When the PP with the preposition “c” is in the predicative position (VP — AUX PP), depending on their semantics, three
predicate types could be distinguished:

o the first one includes existential predicates (bweps mu e ¢ manko deme.);

o the second predicate type expresses qualification (Ombydcmanbm mpsibea da e ¢ sucok mMopar.);

o the third type is for quantification (Ochepmama e ¢ 20 % no-Hucka om oyakeaHusima Ha aHanu3amopume.).
The possible predicate types, which require this PP as an argument, are the following:

e reciprocal, which meaning is “eguH gpyr” — each other (B CudHu ce Hadsieame da ce 3ano3HaeM ¢ nogeye
bnreapu.);



e accepting the adverb “3aegHo” — together (Mmarno cnyyau, 8 koumo u nonuyau delicmeam ¢ mMaghusima, ce Kasea 6
nybnukayusma.);

e competitive (MadoHa we ce cbcme3sasa ¢ KpucmuHa Azunepa 3a 2paMoghoHye. ).

The next step is to find out what semantic roles assign the predicates to their PP arguments. Here, as a theoretical
framework, we accept Van Valin’s approach, stated in the Role and Reference Grammar (Van Valin 1997), where the
relations between the predicates and their arguments are presented with the following scheme:

agent  effector experiencer locative theme  patient
force  instrument source  path goal  recipient

The semantic role of the PPs with the preposition “c” in argument position could be:

e co-agent (Jokamo npesodaykama au Yaka e upraHOckus nbb, me csidam Oa eeyepssm ¢ exkuna Ha Crasu 8
pecmopaHma " AnexcaHObpc llnelic ". Xuees ¢ podumenume cu u me ce 3aHUMasam CbC CMEMKUME.);

e instrument (Aemomobunume Ha Hapywumenume ce edueam ¢ nasyu.);

e theme (Obwecmeomo cbwio 6u mpsabeano Oa ce aHeaxupa € npoueca Ha UHMezpumem Ha Ubpkeama.
Passusatime manaHmume u ce 6opeme ¢ no0o3pumenHocmma my.).

When the PPs with the preposition “c” are in argument position of the predicate they can function only as indirect objects (B
MomeHma moll ce 3aHumasa ¢ bu3Hec ¢ 2opusa Ha mepumopusima Ha cmpaHama. Lljamckama eanyma we ce uspasHu ¢

espomo. Mapuuykog 3a nbpsu Nbm U3NBLAHU € 2pyna xuma om ¢unma " [yHae mocm ". [pedu moea enusame 8
Maxanama ¢ nonuyelicka Kona.).

When the semantic role of the PP is co-agent it is possible to raise its noun element to the subject position. The subject from
the construction before the transformation does not undergo any changes (Jokamo npegodaykama au Yaka 6 upnaHAckus
nwb, me cadam Oa eevepsim ¢ exuna Ha Cnasu e pecmopaHma " AnekcaHdbpc [lnelic ". — [Jokamo npesodaykama au
yaka e upnaHOckus nvb, me u exunbm Ha Cnagu cadam 0a eeyepsam e pecmopaHma " Anekcandbpc [nelic ".; Xuees ¢
podumesnume cu U me ce 3aHUMasam CbC cMemkume. — Podumenume mu u a3 xuseem 3aedHo U me ce 3aHuMasam CbC
cmemkume.).

When the semantic role of the PP is instrument it is also possible to raise its noun element to the subject position, but the
subject from the construction before the transformation occupies the object position (Asmomobunume Ha Hapywumenume
ce edueam c nasyu. — [asyu edueam agmomobunume Ha Hapywumenume.).

When the semantic role of the PP is theme it is not possible to raise its noun element to the subject position (Obwecmgomo
Ccbwo bu mpsbeano 0a ce aHeaxupa ¢ npoueca Ha UHmeapumem Ha Ubpkeama. — *06uiecmsomo u nPoUeCLM Cblyo bu
mpsibgano ce aHeaxupam...; Paseusalime manaHmume u ce 6opeme ¢ nodospumenHocmma my. — *Bue u
nodo3pumenHocmma My passusalime... u ce bopeme...).

The predicate types, which allow PPs with the preposition “c” as an argument-adjunct, are the following:
e competitive ("Cnapmak” 6ue ¢ 11: 1.);
e presenting phase (Bcuyko 3ano4ea ¢ HesuHHa benexyuya u eduH eOUHCMBEH 8bNPOC.);

e presenting “transformation” (3a yemupu OHu 8 Podonume me ce ebpHanu ¢ udes 3a owe edHa fleHma,
noceemeHa Ha monepaHmHocmma.).

The semantic roles, assigned to the PPs in this case are the following:
e theme;

e |ocative.



In the syntactic structure this PPs can function as indirect objects and as adverbials.
When the PP with the preposition “c” is an adjunct, there are no limitations for the predicate type.
Since the predicate assigns semantic roles only to its arguments, here this characteristic is irrelevant.

The adjunct PPs can function as indirect objects (Ako xenaeme, nuweme Mu 0mHO80 3a moyHama QuaezHo3a, 3a Oa eu
HacoYa ¢ ouwje cbeemu.) and as adverbials (CebsaHemo u pasebeaHemo My ce ulebpuwiea ¢ HamuckaHemo Ha e0uH-
eduHcmeeH bymoH.).

Conclusions

The PP with the preposition “c” as a part of VP in Bulgarian could be: predicative, argument, argument-adjunct and adjunct. It
could be in the following syntactic positions: predicative, indirect object (with semantic roles co-agent, instrument, locative or
theme) and adverbial.
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