Appendices

1. Summary of aspect terminology

TERMS USED IN THIS BOOK TERMS SOMETIMES USED BY OTHERS

Aspectual types:

Situation state of affairs, eventuality, event
State, stative static, non-dynamic
Point (state)
Transitory temporary, phenomenal
Inherent permanent, structural
Processdynamic occurrence
Activity, unbounded & durative atelic
undirected
directed degree achievement
Event, bounded performance, procesklic
Accomplishment,durative protractedevent
Achievement,punctual instantaneougvent,
punctualoccurrence
Runup achievement gradualachievement
[apply to all event types :]
cyclic
directed
reversible
irreversible
Phases:
Transition
Inception
Termination
Completion culmination
Key:

boldface: terms used in this book
roman: semantic category (noun)
italic: semantic property (adjective)
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Appendices

2. The geometrical representation language

PROFILES:

verbal profile oblique case profile notin p

PHASES OF
ASPECTUAL
CONTOURS:

transitory
state

inherent
state

n/a
point state n/a

transition

undirected
process

process

all
processes

—»
I
directed / /
]

a_II _
situations

FORCE-
DYNAMIC
RELATIONS:

force-dynamic * ?

not force- ‘
dynamic
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