
Ontology for linguistics 
  terms and categories used for linguistic 

description and analysis 
=> building blocks for linguistic description 

and analysis 
  which concepts are prominent enough in a 

linguistic community to be included? 
  which conceptual distinctions show up in 

the description of linguistic phenomena? 



Aktionsarten: case study questions 
  Which of the example sentences belong to 

the same Aktionsarten-class (if any)? 

  Which criteria did you use for your 
classification?  

  What does your ontology look like? 

  What type of ontology is it?  



State 
«do»

«undergo»
x

Z

«do»

«undergo»
x

Z Activity 

«do»

«undergo»
x

Z Act 



«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Achievement 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Alterative 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Ingressive 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Inchoative 



«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Terminative 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Desitive 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Egressive 

«do»

«undergo»x

Z

Conclusive 



«do»
«undergo»

yx

Z

cause

cause

  

Causative 

«do»
«undergo»

yx

Z

cause

cause

A

Resultative 

«do»
«undergo»

yx

cause

cause

Z

Deducive 

«do»
«undergo»

yx

Z

cause

cause

A

Expulsive 



Aktionsarten ontology (a start at least)  



I swept the floor. 

Factive 

«do»
«undergo»

yx

Z

cause

cause



He lowered the newspaper. 

«do»
«undergo»

yx

Z

cause

cause

  

«c
on
tin
uo
us
»

Continuous causative 



Ontology for linguistics 
  a set of building blocks and rules used to 

describe and analyse language and 
linguistic phenomena 

  ontology for linguistics  
  facilitates the discovery of conflicting terminology 

and development of overarching terminology 
  builds foundation for representation and overview 

of linguistic design resources 

Essay 
topic 



Ontology for linguistics 
  authored by linguists (e.g. GOLD – General 

Ontology for Linguistic Description, cf. Farrar 2007) 
  used by  

  linguists 
  computer scientists 
  language teachers 

  evolves with the progress in linguistic theorising 
  relevant criteria: 

  adequateness 
  usefulness 

Essay 
topic 



LANGUAGE ONTOLOGY – 
ONTOLOGY FOR LINGUISTICS 

Are they related? How are they related?  



Comparison 
Language ontology 
  concepts underlying and 

being coded by linguistic 
signs 

  representation, i.e. 
model, of these concepts 
and their network 

Ontology for linguistics 
  terms and categories 

used for linguistic 
description and analysis 

  building blocks for precise 
linguistic description and 
analysis and their 
network (hierarchy) 

cf. Unified Modeling Language (UML) 
model vs. metamodel 

includes language ontology for 
the language that is used to 
describe linguistic phenomena: 
meta-language ontology 

a meta-model is an explicit model of 
the constructs and rules needed to 
build specific models within a domain 
of interest (www.metamodel.com) 



«use» 

«import» 

«metamodel» 
GERMAN ONTOLOGY 

FOR LINGUISTICS 

GENERAL LANGUAGE 
ONTOLOGY 

«metamodel» 
ENGLISH ONTOLOGY 

FOR LINGUISTICS 

«import» 

ENGLISH LANGUAGE 
ONTOLOGY «import» 

GERMAN LANGUAGE 
ONTOLOGY 

«import» 

GENERAL 
ONTOLOGY FOR 

LINGUISTICS 
«import» 

«metamodel» 
GENERAL 

ONTOLOGY FOR 
LINGUISTICS 

«use» «use» 

Where does the individual come in? 
Where does the lexicon come in? 

«reify» 



OUTLOOK 



Future work 
  systematic, cross-linguistic approach to one 

particular field to see what ontology-driven 
approach can deliver wrt: 
  systematicity and inventory development 
  terminology support  
  knowledge about language ontologies 

Categories of social cognition 
and their grammaticalisation 

Essay 
topic 
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