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Talmy (1975, 1985, 1991 and 2000) studies Motion event from the perspective of 
lexicalization. Talmy (2000) proposes six basic semantic elements to describe Motion 
event; they are Figure, Motion, Path, Ground, Manner, and Cause. The surface 
elements which conflate the Path information decide the language typology. For 
example, English is identified as the representation of satellite-framed language and 
Spanish verb-framed language. Chinese is included in the first group.  
 
However, Slobin (1996, 1997, 2002, 2003 and 2006) argues that Chinese must be an 
equipollent-framed language, a third language type. The evidence is the serial verb 
constructions (SVC) in Chinese. In Slobin’s analysis, feī chū ‘fly exit’ is a serial verb 
construction and he insists that feī ‘fly’ and chū ‘exit’ share the same grammatical 
status in that neither can be omitted for a complete expression of the action of flying 
out. The first verb encodes the manner information and the latter one expresses the 
path information. Omitting either part, the expression becomes unacceptable and 
cannot exactly describe the action. Therefore, Slobin adds the E-framed language to 
Talmy’s dichotomy model.  
 
Is it necessary to employ a third type of lexicalization pattern to account for Chinese? 
What is SVC? 
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