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Elaborating the thesis Tense and Aspect of Verb in Contemporary Romanian 

Language is necessary and useful because these theoretical aspects can be found (very little) 

in Romanian linguistics works and, in the same time, the verbal aspect involves a diachronic 

approach. 

The grammatical category of aspect is a basic characteristic of Common and Primitive 

Indo-European language. Studying the category of verbal aspect was achieved with great 

delay in terms of historical linguistics. Only the discovery of Sanskrit language and its 

grammar intrigued linguists in this grammatical category. Sanskrit Philology was born in 

1786, when William Jones founded the Asiatic Society in Calcutta. Then, it followed the 

publication of Sanskrit grammar by Johan Philip Wesdin, in 1790. 

We specify from the beginning that the category of aspect is universal and, therefore, 

its area extends to the range of non-Slavic languages, involving other means of expression. 

The thesis has proposed a broad approach to tense-aspect verb relationship due to 

French linguist Gustave Guillaume, who, in his studies, especially Temps et Verbe, 

indicates the close link between tense and aspect. Our research represents a grammatical 

perspective, which we want to operate a differentiation of means expressing aspect in 

Romance and Germanic languages (except English) in relation to those specific to Slavic 

languages. 

The Ph.D thesis presented a comprehensive overview of theories and practical 

approaches regarding the grammatical category of aspect and its relation to tense, to find new 

solutions in line with current trends in General Linguistics. I proposed, in this sense, a journey 

into the history of linguistics and watched how the category of aspect and the category of 

tense were perceived in the works of linguistics (grammars, studies etc.), presentation that 

represents the subject of Chapter I. 

Then, I studied the morphological status of verbal aspect category in common      

Indo-European language, as it was explained in particular in the various works of Antoine 

Meillet, but also in those signed by the late professor and scholar Gh. Ivănescu. 

There followed a detailed description of Gustave Guillaume’s view concerning tense – 

aspect relation, conception that led to a new approach in studying the linguistic complexity of 

this relation and contributed to shaping our view upon tense – aspect relation. 

A separate chapter is devoted to discussions on the category of aspect in Romanian 

language. I presented the old grammars (Ion Heliade Radulescu, Timotei Cipariu) and the 

modern descriptive ones, too. 
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I also realized a critical analysis of analyzed theses, with particular reference to the 

interpretations of GALR and GBLR to which the conclusion reached by our thesis 

approaches. 

Regarding the structure of chapters, each comprising an Introduction and, at the end, 

Conclusions from analysis, not infrequently, critical of scientific works studied. For citations 

we used the so-called Cambridge system, due to its simplicity. The thesis complies with 

academic writing. 

Chapter I is focused on verbal aspect theory in historical perspective. The theory of 

aspect is part of the history of linguistics, so that the research cannot be achieved by ignoring 

this history. 

The verbal aspect problematics was noted by comparatists and neogrammarians of 

nineteenth century and, then, it was taken mostly for Slavic languages and English. 

The thesis refers briefly to the issue of verbal aspect in the following subsections: In 

grammars and works during precomparatist period, but also in comparative historical 

grammars period and in linguistic structuralism period, too. Another subsection of the thesis 

is focused on Romanian Indo-Europeanist work. 

In Romanian linguistics, we illustrated Iuliu Valaori’s contribution as 

indoeuropeanist, who published a very meritorious synthesis, Elemente de lingvistică 

indoeuropeană, which proposes a useful comparative grammar of Indo-European languages. 

The work differs from Indo-Europeanist textbooks circulating in Western Europe and in 

Russian linguistics in that provides comprehensive information on the ethnogenesis of     

Indo-European peoples, explaining the language facts in relation to the history of their people. 

This problematics concerning the Indoeuropeanistic field was researched by Romanian 

linguists as Dumitru Evolceanu (whose activity was limited to Latin), Petru Mihăileanu (the 

first Romanian who published a Latin text), Ovid Densusianu (Romance linguistics) and 

Theodor Capidan (linguistic contact between Albanian and Romanian language). 

The researcher who was particularly concerned about the grammatical category of 

aspect in Romanian language was the great linguist Alexandru Philippide in his work, Istoria 

limbii române: the first volume, Principii de istoria limbii and in Gramatica elementară a 

limbii române. 

Alexandru Philippide brings many examples of verbs at the following tenses: actio 

continua, actio iterativa, actio instans and futur.  

  



 5

The second way to express the action of a verb is achieved by status temporis. Thus, at 

Indicative Mood, in relation with the speaker’s time, taken as absolute, "the Present Tense 

indicates present; the Imperfective, the Past Tense - past; the Future Tense - future. The 

Future Tense just related to the speaker’s time is a potential Past Time; otherwise, as 

Pluperfect, it is always used relatively". This occurs when using tenses with absolute value. 

But the absolute value of tenses is not constant, for “time coordinates “change depending on 

the speaker. 

Regarding status relationis, ie the sequence of tenses, I revealed a few interesting 

aspects. Alexandru Philippide stresses that in Romanian language tenses expresses only 

"duration and time (past, present and future) from the speaker’s moment, but the state of 

coincidence, antecedency and sequence of tenses, considered among them, making abstraction 

of the speaker ". 

G. Ivănescu mentioned, apparently for the first time, Al. Philippide’s contribution in 

defining the category of aspect in the Romanian language, he also made some observations 

about the conception of his former professor. First, he wishes to emphasize that Al. Philippide 

meant by status actionis, the aspect and by status temporis, the tense, stating that he cannot 

identify the source of the Latin terminology. The fact that Al. Philippide makes distinction 

between tense and action can send to Delbrück’s perspective and terminology up in 1885. Al. 

Philippide uses, in Gramatică, the phrase duration in time, which seems to be his creation.  

G. Ivănescu also reveals that Al. Philippide does not make the distinction between 

duration of action and verbal aspect, being on the theoretical position of Curtius, of the 

neogrammarians and French Linguistics School. For this reason, he is wrong stating that the 

Indicative Future expresses action continua, the imperfective action. If by imperfective action 

he had understood an unfinished action and not a durative action he would not have made this 

error. 

Even if Al. Philippide’s mentioned works, but especially Gramatica, did not influence 

the further development of Romanian grammar, it remains an indisputable fact that he was the 

first to draw attention to this feature of Romanian, feature brought into discussion by last 

academic grammars, GALR and GBLR . 

After the First World War, around Antoine Meillet, in Paris, there were formed as 

Indo-Europeanists: Al. Graur (interested in Latin), Vlad Bănăţeanu (specialized in Celtic 

languages and Old Armenian). A remarkable work of Indo-Europeanist had Theofil 

Simenschy, professor at the University of Iași. 



 6

The most important Indo-Europeanist with a complex theoretical and applied activity, 

it seems to be G. Ivănescu. His concept of verbal aspect, which we have embraced, will be 

exposed in Chapter IV. 

 

             II. ASPECT AND TENSE IN DIACHRONIC PERSPECTIVE 

 

Aproaching grammatical categories of tense and aspect in diachronic perspective 

inevitably involves reference to the Indo-European language and, concerning information, to 

A. Meillet. From methodological point of view, A. Meillet based his research on a sum of 

Indo-European languages. The languages taking into account by A. Meillet are, on the one 

hand, Hittite, Sanskrit, Persian, Greek, Latin, Irish, Gothic, Lithuanian, Armenian, Old Slave 

and, on the other hand, Hebrew, Arabic, Ethiopian and the language of the inhabitants of 

Zambian basin and Congo basin, inhabited by Cafri. 

The data presented in this chapter are only a part, but an essential one, concerning the 

complexity of the Indo-European verbal conjugation. The basic problems of our research 

emerge from them, namely the existence of specific suffixes to express the category of aspect 

(or the category of tense, too, as more and more specialists follows), of which lexical or 

grammatical nature remains subject of discussion. 

This chapter can be considered purely ascertaining, for the purposes of identifying the 

basic forms of verbal flexion and of their semantic value in Common Indo-European. At the 

end of this description we see how justified was the advice of French linguist who warned that 

"to understand the Indo-European verbal system, we must forget "conjugation" as it appears 

in Latin, in Germanic, in Baltic, in Old Slave, in Armenian and in Modern Greek." In this 

connection, it is necessary to ignore the meaning of the terms "present", "aorist", "perfect" in 

Indo-European in relation with the languages derived from it. 

What appears currently as present there is not a tense, but a morphological structure, a 

form, specifically a theme. The term present is now used to denote the system of the present, 

which includes various forms: a Past Tense (Imperfect), a Subjunctive, indicating a future 

perspective and the Present itself, which is the only that expresses a present fact and which 

gave the name of the system. 

In terms of semantics, it can be derived from various Indo-European languages. Thus, 

in Greek the opposition Present - Aorist is well defined, the Present theme's indicating an 

ongoing process, while Aorist theme, simply, a process. The first process can be symbolized 

by a line, the other by a point. In Armenian, Present Tense indicates a process which takes 
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place without a defined term, so considered in development, and Aorist indicates a process 

that ended in a specified period, which departs it from Aorist in Greek, but approaches it the 

state of Indo-European. 

Even if the opposition Present – Aorist in Greek was of no importance, the opposition 

still existed. It was agreed, in essence, that aspect is one of the oldest categories of           

Indo-European grammar. The statement is based on the finding that, initial, the aspect was 

simply intrinsically to verbal root. The Common Indo-European was reached three main 

aspect themes: durative, instantaneous or Aorist and one of terminative or "perfective" after 

the Latin name. 

 

 III. MODERN THEORIES ON TENSE  ̶ASPECT RELATION  

 

Neglected in traditional and logiciste grammars, the category of aspect becomes an 

object of research with the emergence in the nineteenth century of comparative grammars as a 

result of the discovery of Sanskrit grammar. Reconstruction of Indo-European language 

brought in the forefront of Indo-Europeanistics studies the tense-aspect relation. For a time, 

this relation was limited to Balto-Slavic language area, considered the only ones that 

preserved, in its authentic form, the aspect of Indo-European. The psycho mechanics theory of 

language developed by Gustave Guillaume has as a result the revival of research on        

tense-aspect relation, with a great impact on how to understand it and on its disputed 

existence on Balto-Slavic area exclusively. 

Bibliography on modern theories on tense-aspect relation is impressive. In our thesis 

we referred extensively to Gustave Guillaume’s contribution, who proposes a distinction that 

is part of tense theory, he introduces in addition to temporal-aspectual opposition the 

immanent - transcendent opposition and the three types of aspect: tensive, extensive and      

bi-extensive. Exemplifying made by Gustave Guillaume is, of course, referring to the French 

language. 

Eugeniu Coşeriu proposes a vision that integrates tense-aspect relation on the 

assumption that aspect is a universal category of the verb, but it was faulty or poorly defined. 

Great linguist emphasizes that a language can or cannot present the category of aspect among 

the categories that constitute its grammatical system. However, Eugeniu Coşeriu states that 

the same category of aspect should be considered as a complex category, multidimensional, 

which cannot be reduced to a single dimension. The ‟reduced” notions of aspect make a 

presentation of the verbal action. 
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Expression of aspect can be <lexical> (<derivative>), flexional or periphrastic. 

Usually, it is <lexical>, if aspect prevails over tense and it is as follows since it appears as 

verbal notion, as in Slavic languages. 

Therefore, there is no reason to restrict aspect at what is specific to Slavic languages. 

It is a widespread error among Slavic linguists. 

Lucien Tesnière, although contemporary to Gustave Guillaume, does not seem to 

know or to adhere to Guillaume’s theory, remaining a follower of the type of aspect of the 

Slavic languages, especially Russian that was very familiar to him. In his classic work of 

syntax, Élements de syntaxe structural, L. Tesnière studies the aspect in the section dedicated 

to adverb. 

The psycho mechanics theory developed by Gustave Guillaume gathered many 

devoted followers, who applied it more or less stricto sensu. 

Thesis from which Marc Wilmet starts is that a verbal form simultaneously denotes a 

mood, a tense and an aspect (possibly person and number), referring to each of them            

in-extenso. 

Chapter III is focused on modern linguistics state in researching the category of aspect 

or, more precisely, of the tense-aspect relation, without, of course, claiming that we have 

covered all the orientations in this direction. 

In this regard, I brought into discussion several studies we found them representing the 

problem in question, since Gustave Guillaume’s theory of psycho mechanics, especially on 

the ground that it generated great interest, boosting research of a linguistic category reached, 

to some extent, in obscurity after the effervescence produced by the comparatists’ studies and 

especially of those of neogrammarians. 

Besides its intrinsic value and even if it was not accepted in its entirety, the theory of 

French linguist induced, among specialists, by demonstrating the mandatory coexistence of 

tense and aspect into modern languages, the belief that the verbal aspect is proper to 

Romance languages, too, restricting, thus, Slavic linguists inclination to limit the category of 

aspect only to Common Slave and to Modern Slavic languages. 

Another view is met in Eugeniu Coșeriu’s theory, somewhat closer to the traditional 

one. In Eugeniu Coșeriu's vision two temporal dimensions are to be taken into account: the 

plan and the perspectives. The plan is the dimension which opposes the actual to inactual and 

the perspective includes all the dimensions serving, directly or indirectly, to place the verbal 

action in relation to a reference point, located either in the actual plan or in the inactual plan. 
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From this perspective, the great linguist considers aspectual dimensions as duration, iteration, 

direction, purpose, the outcome of verbal action etc., a list of these "issues" remaining open. 

In addition, Eugeniu Coşeriu considers the aspect a linguistic universal. 

A completely opposite position, both of Gustave Guillaume’s theory and of Eugeniu 

Coșeriu’s, is that of functionalists. 

On the other hand, there are linguists who consider as genuine only the aspect of 

Slavic area. I met this vision in L. Tesnière’s work, who proposes a systematization of how to 

form the aspect starting from the paradigm of Russian language. 

These data illustrate the complexity reached by the research on the category of aspect, 

involving here an amplification of related terminology. Taking into account all of these, it is 

the reason we decided to restrict our research to grammatical expression of aspect. 

  

 IV. TENSE-ASPECT RELATION IN ROMANIAN GRAMMARS AND STUDIES  

 

Chapter IV is focused on tense-aspect relation in Romanian linguistics, taking into 

consideration: 

1. Old grammars of the Romanian language  

2. Prefunctional modern grammars of the Romanian language 

3. Functional and academic grammars of the Romanian language 

4. Other studies and articles 

 

      Ph. D thesis concerns the relationship between tense and aspect in old grammars, 

namely: Ion Heliade Radulescu, Gramatică românească and Timotei Cipariu, Gramateca 

limbei române, especially in Part I. Analitică, published in 1869. 

Alexandru Philippide was the first Romanian linguist who wrote Istoria limbii române 

and Gramatică elementară a limbii române to which we referred in subsection       

Prefunctional modern grammars of the Romanian language. We mention, however, that the 

opinions expressed by the great linguist Alexandru Philippide, especially in Gramatică 

elementară a limbii române, were left unanswered in Romanian grammar. 

G. Ivănescu has the merit of having brought the category of aspect in Romanian 

language. We studied the relation between tense and aspect in other linguists works, too: 

Iorgu Iordan (Limba română contemporană), Valeria Guţu Romalo (Structura morfologică a 

limbii române), Ion Coteanu (Limba română contemporană) and Corneliu Dimitriu 

(Gramatica limbii române explicată). 
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Based on theoretical and applied analyzed data, we outlined a point of view (in 

Chapter V), which differs to the "classical" one, present especially in the thesis of G. Ivănescu 

in whose opinion aspect includes Imperfective  ̶Perfective relationship and, also, iterative and 

to that of academic Romanian grammars, in which, under the generic name of aspect are 

comprised, besides Imperfective  ̶ Perfective, the oppositions included in Aktionsart. In this 

context, we proposed, to harmonize the terminology, the term aspectiv, respectively 

aspectivity, for oppositions contained in Aktionsart.   

I also maintained the generic term aspectuality that encompasses, in its content, both 

the aspect and the aspectives which operate as a separate linguistic entity of lexical and 

grammatical type. Thus, the phrase verbal aspect appears as restrictive and it cannot be 

considered such as. 

 Aspect is a grammatical entity, characterized by the features [-Time/Temporality], [-

Determination] and it is expressed by temporal-aspectual morphemes. The aspect expresses a 

process in two of its essential forms: Imperfective, perceived ongoing by locutor, without 

taking into account the incipient or the terminative phase, so an ongoing process in objective 

and perfective time and perceived by the locutor as finalized, towards achieving the purpose 

for which it was initiated.  

In the group of aspectives (Aktionsart) are included the following oppositions: 

durative  ̶ momentaneous, semelfactive  ̶ iterative, linear  ̶ progressive and inchoative  ̶

continuative ̶ terminative, all characterized by the features [+ Time / Temporality] and [+-

Delimited]. I argued that the opposition determinated (individual) ̶ generic does not present 

aspectual features, so there is no reason to include it in the aspectives category. Similarly, a 

number of "modes of action" set out in Ivan Evseev’s quoted work. In the case of the series 

inchoative  ̶ continuative  ̶ terminative, the aspectual feature is included in the semantic 

structure of aspectual operator verbs. 

From this perspective, the tense-aspect relationship it is achieved, as verbal form, 

through a complex construction, in which the temporal features are associated with aspectual 

and modal characteristics. Syntactically, the construction with aspectual operators is a 

complex verbal predicate of enunciation. 

Locutor is one who is able to perceive an imperfective action as a continuous action, 

an ongoing processuality that is out of the time markers, and a perfective action as a final 

action, concluded as processuality. Often, however, the locutor was not considered in the 

studies on aspect, its formal expression being brought to the fore. 
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Tenses represent "a complex configuration in which the temporal characteristics are 

associated with aspectual and modal characteristics. In other words, the basic meaning 

(intrinsic) of temporal verbal forms is an aggregate of temporal, aspectual and modal 

prototypical features" (GALR), but, especially, temporal and aspectual. As for content, the 

two entities, aspect and tense, interfere or not with one another, without establishing between 

them a relationship of subordination. 

On the other hand, aspect, although indifferent to fixing process in relation to 

enunciation moment, is expressed by temporal forms which we have named, because of their 

specificity, temporal-aspectual, a phrase taken from Simenschy / Ivănescu. 

In particular and as a general rule, the opposition Perfective ̶ Imperfective is specific 

for Past Tense and Future Tense. It is created a group of temporal forms in conection with 

their own aspectual features: those with aspectual feature [+ Perfective] or [-Imperfective] 

describe, simultaneously, the Compound Perfect as well the Simple Perfect, Past Perfect and 

Future in the Past, and those containing aspectual feature [-Perfective] or [+ Imperfective] 

expressed, simultaneously, the Imperfective or Future Tense. In this way, we can justify the 

phrase temporal-aspectual forms.  

Grouping Past Tenses (Preterite) between Past Continuous, on the one hand, and Past 

Tense Simple and Past Perfect, on the other hand, is an aspectual diferentiation, and not a 

grammatical one, the differentiator parameters being perfectivity  ̶imperfectivity. 

The aspect-aspectivity relationship is of mutual exclusion. Aspect does not tolerate 

aspectives in its structure or association with them. Therefore, an action cannot be described 

as being, at the same time, imperfective and durative or perfective and terminative. 

Also, aspect does not tolerate determination of time (adverbs, adverbial phrases of 

time etc.), because it would become aspectivity. This explains its indifference to the placing 

on the time axis. Aspect is, therefore, a closed, unrelated entity. 

Aspect is the only component of aspectuality which owns a grammatical expression by 

multifunctional temporal  ̶aspectual morphemes. Other components, the aspectives, related to 

Aktionsart, are expressed lexical or lexical  ̶grammatical / syntactical. 

Category of aspectuality is universal, being expressed by grammatical, lexical and 

lexical-grammatical means, depending on the specifics of each language. 

 Undoubtedly, upon a controversial issue as the category of aspect seems difficult and, 

in good measure, unethical, to elaborate definitive conclusions. Therefore, we are aware that, 

in the natural order of things, our contribution represents an episode, but a relevant one, in the 

long history of research devoted to relation between tense and aspect. 
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CONCLUSIONS  

The interest for the problematics of aspect is booming after a fairly long period of 

stagnation. It already has a long tradition which goes up in the first half of the nineteenth 

century and is connected with the prodigious research of comparatists and neogrammarians 

regarding Primitive Indo-European language. 

Basic linguistic information comes from Slavicist linguists, who used for the discussed 

term the word vacuum, translated by Romance linguists and Germanic linguists by aspect 

(Aspekt). The great interest in this linguistic category is in connection with scientists’ wish to 

prove that also non-Slavic languages own the category of aspect which until then was 

considered an exclusive feature of Slavic languages. 

Aspect was understood as a grammatical category indicating a continuous ongoing 

action, undelimited in time, or terminated by producing the desired effects. Especially 

German linguists investigated how such an action could take place as a process, they 

producing at the same time, the related terminology as: inchoative, indicating onset of action, 

continuative, which described the ongoing process, terminative which indicated the end of the 

action, iterative describing an action that is repeated at intervals of time etc. All these terms, 

and others that came later to name the phases of action or other features of its course, were 

gathered under the German name, that is still actual today, Aktionsart, meaning the way of 

carrying out the action. 

 It was generally accepted that the history of category of aspect generated major 

complications for those who followed only a synchronous research, because, after spreading 

Guillaume’s concept of psycho mechanics, in the middle of the twentieth century, the 

descriptive works upon temporality have unexpectedly increased, risking to push the 

aspectuality problematics beyond its primary significance. This situation led to a return to the 

Indo-European research as a prerequisite for more accurate understanding of the functionality 

of the category of aspect. This is a step in our research, too. 

 The Indo-European linguistics works proved that aspect was one of the oldest Indo-

European verb categories, as shown by the expression of the different verbal roots, indicating 

the objective process of action, sometimes factual, without time indicators. 

Since modern perception links any action of time, the question of its status in  Primitive and 

in Common Indo-European was ask. There was a plurality of its achievements in relation to 

the aspect, by radicals and, also, by suffixes and vowel alternation. (In this regard, see 

Simenschy / Ivănescu: 1981, Part IV, chap. IX, Formele gramaticale temporal-aspectuale). 
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Two almost irreducible hypotheses were developed: the category of aspect was 

crucial, because, otherwise, it could not develop under the pressure of temporal forms, and, 

conversely, tense exsisted before aspect which, after a long process, was fully absorbed. 

 A third hypothesis postulated concomitant existence of the two categories, but not in 

all conditions. Thus, G. Ivănescu, summarizing the position of a group of scientists, 

comparatists and neogrammarians: tense and aspect have always been expressed, only some 

languages  have not had from the beginning grammatical forms for tense and they have 

expressed by those of verbal aspect, by adverbs and complements.  

Generally, setting the category of aspect followed two paths: one in               

Romance-Germanic area, other in the Balto-Slavic area (Sanskrit does not have the category 

of verbal aspect; thereafter, the category of aspect was identified in Hittite and Zohar, too). 

It can be said that while in the Romance and the Germanic area a morphematic 

expression of tense-aspect relation developed over time, with clear preponderance of 

temporality, in Northern Europe, Baltic languages have developed the category of aspect at 

the expense of temporality, by prefixes, suffixes and vowel alternations. One could say that if 

in Romance and Germanic area (except English) the category of aspect borrowed temporality 

features, while in Balto-Slavic world the category of tense gained aspectual features. 

Latin was reached the distinction, long considered purely temporal, infectum – 

perfectum, aspect expressing by prefixes, but further research showed, as G. Ivănescu 

mentions, that Latin Present Tense and Indicative Imperfective expresses imperfective action, 

simple or resultative etc., situations inherited by Romance languages, too. These data were 

discussed in Chapter I and Chapter II. 

 The separation between aspect and Aktionsart was not always accepted, their 

constituent elements appearing amalgamated within the general opposition imperfective ~ 

perfective, expressed in the forms of Past Tense, in particular. In G. Ivănescu’s opinion, 

whose contribution to research of the category of aspect in Romanian and Romance languages 

should be honestly emphasized, duration of action (Aktionsart), unlike aspect, which is a 

grammatical category (verbal), is a lexical category, because it is expressed by distinct themes 

showing the durative, momentaneous, semelfactive or iterative feature of verbal action. In 

fact, in Chapter III there were reviewed the most important tense-aspect relationship views of 

Romance linguistics and in Chapter IV the discussion was extended to the views of modern 

grammars of the Romanian language, focusing on GALR and GBLR, but also on Limba 

română contemporană of Iorgu Jordan and Vladimir Robu and on Gramatica limbii române 

of D. Irimia. 
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The chapter concludes with a comprehensive presentation of the most significant 

studies on tense – aspect relationship in Romanian language, including  G. Ivănescu’s study, 

Le temps, l'aspect et la durée de l'action dans les langues indo-européennes, that occupies a 

special place.   

 The category of aspect is universal, being expressed by means of grammar, lexical and 

lexical-grammatical, depending on the characteristics of each language. 

The solution we propose is based on theses and data obtained from Indo-European 

reconstruction by comparatists and neogrammarians, mainly data which represent the 

foundation of linguistic studies on tense-aspect relation.  

The problematics of aspect has been lately included in new lines of research that will 

generate, we are aware, new hypotheses and theories in understanding this relationship. In this 

respect, we draw hope that our view will be a good source of information and suggestions for 

future studies on aspect. 
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