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Abstracts of Articles

LIU Danqing Linguistic inventory typology: A proposal for a new approach of linguistic
typology

This paper proposes linguistic inventory typology as an approach to linguistic typology. The
proposed approach attempts to show how linguistic inventory shapes typological features of
languages. It is argued that inventory diversities among languages such as what kinds of
means a language possesses which semantic and pragmatic categories are prominent and
powerful so that their formal means can expand to the denotation of other categories and
which categories are lacking special means and have to appeal to means for other categories to
express make the crossdinguistic form-meaning correspondence more complicated than it
appears. Such differences among languages are important factors underlying language types.
The current approaches in typology mainly begin with semantic and pragmatic categories and
focus on the examination of how these categories are denoted with formal means. Linguistic
inventory typology will pay more attention to the bidirectional interaction between semantic/
pragmatic categories and formal means. The impact on denotation of categories imposed by the
differences in inventory and category prominence among languages will be examined. In the
meantime  attention also will be paid to universals behind the inventory diversity and the
relationships between category expansion and the semantic map approach.

Key words: linguistic inventory typology prominence typology mightiness form-meaning
mapping

HUANG Zanhui and SHI Dingxu On the wide-scope interpretation of the head NP in
dou relativized constructions and some related issues

This paper offers an alternative explanation for the fact that the head NP in dou ( )
relativized constructions like Mei ge xuesheng dou xuanzhong de wenzhang (

) obligatorily takes a wide scope over other Q-NPs in the relative clause. Based on the
derivation relation between topicalization and relativization the paper argues that the obligatory
widescope reading of the head NP in dou relativized constructions comes from the wide-scope
reading of the topic in corresponding topicalized constructions. The wide-scope reading of the
head NP of dou relativized constructions is a preservation of the wide-scope reading of the
topic of the corresponding topicalized construction since the head NP is the result of
relativizing the topic. For mei () —constructions without dou like Mei ge xuesheng xuanzhong
de wenzhang ( ) which seemingly constitutes an exception for our claim
the paper argues that they can be viewed as possessive constructions rather than relativized ones.

Key words: dou ( ) relativized constructions head NP scope met ()
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