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2. F—YODOME
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(1) John came running into the room.
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FD LItk 4 e TN TE D (e.g., Tomasello
2003; Goldberg 2006), Z 1% T+ 7iimn b
NTETn3 LI IlEbits 3, Goldberg (2006) D
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KEWTZOMmICETEmEHE D IN T
2\, Bl ZAXFE DR (e.g., Way fE0) I2B VT,
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(2) a. He made his way into the room.
b.*He walked his way to the store.
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CAUEER IS TRESCR R offfge & L CIHSR
PoRINTELLDTH S (e.g., Levin 1993) DL
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(3) a. John talked himself hoarse.
b. John talked until he became hoarse.
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