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Abstract

This study, on the basis of Accessibility Thoery, explores how implicit
consequtiality verbs and syntactic structures influce the inter-clausal anaphora between
a surbordinate clause and its main clause.

Both syntactic structures as well as implicit consequtiality verbs affect the the
inter-clausal anaphora by increasing or decreasing the salience of potential antecedents.
In previous researches on anaphora, implicit consequtiality verb is a somewhat
neglected factor. Scholars focus more on implicit causality verbs and prefer
psychological experiments on inter-clausal anaphora studies.

Through analysis of texts from corpra and statictical tests, we try to find the
general influence of verb semantics and syntactic structures on inter-clausal anaphora
resolution. The main findings of this study can be concluded as follows: (1). In practical
use of language, people prefer using the non-topic structure; compared with syntactic
structures, verb semantics influence the inter-clausal anaphora more. (2). When NP1-
bias verbs act as predicates in causal surbordinate clauses, the subjects of surbordinate
clause will tend to be the antecedents; with the increase of the verb semantic bias, the
potentiality of the subjects in causal clause acting as antecedents increases while the
syntactic structure’s influences on anphora decreases. When NP2-bias verbs act as
predicates in causal surbordinate clauses, verb semantics only affect inter-clausal
anaphora more in non-topic structures; the potentiality of the objects in causal clause
acting as antecedents increases with the increase of the verb semantic bias. (3). The
model verbs have some effect on implicit consequentiality verbs as well as anaphora
resolusion in a limited scope. (4). When explicit causality changes, people may use
topic structures more often and syntactic structures may have greater influence on
anaphora resolution than verb semantics.
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