a2 ba—) )b & HEEIC DN T
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ARTIE, aybo—)UEXZREND, RDO25Z2ERTS [()arv
h =) )UK DIRAFBICIEI BRI S LT WA h, ({)EEITIRE & 2RO
EELEHWVTERINSG T ENZYTHDEH,

F—U—R:arro—)l, HEE, F£r, I/E

0. )¢
AFTIE, Y= )VOMZESNREL, RD2 Mxikimd %o

1) ay ba—)uEicld, BEINEEET 20 Eh,
2) HERIXIREICK D ERINSG D, BRICKDERIND D,

A&, UTOXSIC, MRENTWE, £9H 18T, AROERZRT
HIHICB T 2 HANGHRZME T 5, KICH2ETIE, I ha—)lige
RANLZOMERZRS, EHICH3EHTE, EHENREZHNTERS N
ZMNTUTRHZ RS, RARICHE 4B TR, 2AROHEmZz T LD 5,

1. &5t

F 9. Rizzi (2004)IC X %3##H(chain) DFR~EHWIERE H XS,

(1) (A--A)isachainiff, for1 <i<n
i. Ai =Ai+1' (Identit}/)
ii. A; cccommands A,,,. (Prominence)

iii. A,,, is in Minimal Configuration with A;. (Locality)
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COERICKD &, #HEAE, ROFMENHTZENZEEITERENS (i) 2
DD [E—(identical) EZEMNH O, (i) —HHMT KD EHENICEMLTH D
(prominence), (i) 2 DD EENE/NOREEDHIC H % (locality)s T DIGH,
BRADNORHE L IZLL PO LS ICERE S NS,

(2) Y is in a Minimal Configuration with X iff there is no Z such that
i. Z is of the same structural type as X, and

ii. Z intervenes X and Y.

C T, 2D0EEBORNC, 2 D0 —EEORMICFNEFRUCEZA TDH
£ E (intervene) LR WIS, ZN5 2 DOERIIHR/NOFIEICH S T &H
IRENTND, TTTNMEEEFRDOKSICERE NS,

(3) Z intervenes between X and Y iff Z c-command Y and Z does not

c-command X.

TR, 2DO0HEEDS B, —Fh\M 5 2 (c-command) L, %&
DRTEZRERERE LR EDRENT N5,

C DA, ADBERERERET 2D, ADBEGKOBZRICH O, BHCE
% hid (dominate) 325 A TH S, THIC, AL T LXK, UFCERSEKSIC,
{5 & i (specifier) & 3= E S (head) 2 =Bk L, 5 7€ &0 1% TH(argument:A) & JEIH
(non-argument: A" ) Z EHET %,

(4) “Same structural type” = (i) head or Spec, in the latter class, (ii) A or A’.
KO IEMEICIE, FEEEBOBfRIE, LLFD4DD Y7 AITHHENS,

(5) 1i. Argumental: person, number, gender, case
ii. Quantificational: Wh, Neg, measure, focus

iii. Modifier: evaluative. Epistemic, Neg, frequentative, celerative, measure,
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manner, etc.

iv: Topic

I BIC, 2DOBEZEORICNTET 5 HEZELIE, 2 DDOEEDOMICHIDE T 7
FTADEENEL > TWBIGETH S,
RIHEEDIREMN R EFHR L LT, Starke 2001)ZH X9,

(6) a. A chain is legally formed to the extent that a moving element of a
feature type in does not skip another element of the same feature
type.

b. X Z Y
[)+A . +A . <+A> * (identity)
I1) +A+B ---. +A ---. <+A +B> OK (inclusion)
I) +A - -, <+A> OK (disjunction)

COERICKD L, 2DOEEBOMNGHENMER S NS DX, BEIHNHET S
B, RCRA TOBEEERROBMES WA TH S, TTT. BEIDTREL &
500%, BEITEHOEENBIH SN2 BRI D EENEZNZROLETH
2o

CDIREZFHWTZHEADEBENEN TH S EH L LT, BREORG 22T
% T &hHk%, Friedmann, Belletti & Rizzi (2009) i XX, FHtoOSEEY

BFOMIFADERFETIX, FREZREREIOIIHEIE 352 LIdn[geTH S, HIY
m%@-@ﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁ@fgnﬁkﬂ‘% CEINRETH AN D 5, TNiE. HFh]
(NP) &5 Z A TOHMGENBMRET O EEEL L U TR CAma & WD XA 7D
FREZMOBML TREIMNAETC S &, SENGTEEDMERENTND TH %,
(RADETIE, BENT % BRI HGH G & WD RIS A BRI D HEME(R)
FEDID, HEOEHEEE 75 5)
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(7) Headed object relative crossing over a lexically restricted subject:
Show me the elephant that the lion is wetting <the elephant>
+R, +NP  +NP +R, +NP
X Z Y

& 51T, Haegeman (2010) TR W T HEEADIE 2 S2 R8T % FHI %
F5N T35, Haegemanic KNE., SEMFHIICENTE, L—FX A TET S
Al EH L DA - (world operator) )Y, Cinque(1999) DIEBIE D Lv— K D)=
NoRBEIT S, T LT, ZOHA, [FUL— RERZROBT & G755 EEH
MR ENGZNE Lz, DFED. 2OX 5550, FMHEHONEICIZLITICA
% L— R2A TORGEANECENDTH S,

(8) a??*If frankly he's unable to cope, we'll have to replace him.(Speech act)

b* If they luckily /fortunately arrived on time, we will be saved. (Evaluative)

c. *If George probably comes, the party will be a disaster.(Epistemic)

d. *If the students apparently can’ t follow the discussion in the third
chapter, we’ 1l do the second chapter. (Evidential)

e. [Sub Moo, ae>M00AP e uative>MO0APeyigentiar> MOAPepistemie>TP >M0OOdpreaiis
Op

t

2. avra—)UREY

T, FH1IHOERZIBUCHBNT, Y Pa—)UEXEER L LS, av
FE—) USSR L ClE, HIEEOX G DIBEIT 52 LICKDIREET NS &
W9 70 Hr A, Boeckx, Hornstein, and Nunes (2010 X D #ERENT V5, <
>TL K 6N EZ&RIF, BEIROAMEZRL TWa,

(9) John persuaded Mary [<Mary> to leave].
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AFRTIE, TOIREDOZYMEZEIRETOIRE LRI AN 55 L %, Rizzi
and Shlonsky (2006)ic XN, BIREICHE W THINEEZLE LT H LD
EPPOEMIE, WEERICKDi/zd T &MAiEL LT3, IR, 75X
FETCIX, JERERINEPPZEZ LTV 5,

(10) a. L' homme que tu vu
the man that you saw
‘the man that you saw’
b. L' homme qui est venu
the man that has come

‘the man that has come’

AT, a2 b =)W BN, 7 2 AICEE#T St itz i b,
ZTNDEPPZ /29 LIRER T 5, T ORI, i D TFHESA A A SCNEL T
fid AT xR, EXOHWGEDMNEICBEINEEL X%, (7Y AZKiDto
I DWW TCIE Martin (2001) and Stowell (1981) 2SO &, )

(11) John persuaded Mary [Fin to [TP (subject position) [vP <Mary> to leave]
T [+N]--- EPP satisfied---

AFOFRIE, HAGEOIY bo—)UEXIC KD ZFiENb, HAGEOaY
FO—)IUSIC BN TIE, told TS LW EZENNINT S, £LT, 2D
(&9 Vo EENMGANZRDOC X, TIC) WS KBIENEC % HEHE
KX D ZRENS, LW D&, REENZEHI, $A5A0 7R EZR D & P 752 i
IKEC T EN ST 505 TH 5.

(12) Y3 2B A7) —Z[Z» L T 5 * X5 #ifF LTz,

CCT. &9 MEEDICHINT S &E, COMOay sa—)UiEic
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BT, #iXORHRIOBERENEIC IVE) T 2] ZEz&W &V S Fujii
(2006) D—fKILIC K O ZFEE N5, DX D, FEFEOANER & kIS, 7 A
DIFIRNZ LWDTH S,

(13) Fujii (2006) D—f&{k
Tensed subordinate clauses in Japanese are [-finite] if and only if their

predicate does not alternate between the present tense and past tense form.

T, ULDORZSEAT, aY ba—)UiXOBENthzR IS5, AT
BEADF, TY b=V B8 W TREIMiZsRHT % &, #lixXotEhn)
WA Z R DtoZ IRCBL TREIT 2 L WVWH HTH 5, (LLRT, Sl
Tl BRix g %)

(14) John persuaded Mary [Fin to [TP (subject position) [vP <Mary> to leave]
T [+N]--- EPP satisfied---

C T CHAMNERNLENRERZRGET &, (15)ICH 2 K o ICHTEMNFE
DR (representation) VA U7xW,

(15) "'Mar}/"'tO"'<MaI'y>"-
Nl [N][+N]

UL, URICRS XIS, #EBEMREMNICIEREI NS &, tohMRDEXRE Tl
AE N5 (late insertion) & HIEM R EBITIE R E N5,

(16) derivational step 1: ---Mary---<Mary>+--

[+N] [+N]
derivational step 2: ---Mary---to--- <Mary>---
[+NI [N [+N]
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CTh 5, EHOIRENZERDVERNIC S END, 1

3. arybhua—)LeiR"E : BEEk

DURTE, #sHOIRENZERZHGEOBRH S RAN6ERT %, £9., O
Y hO—)U T, et BEid 2MEIRREDL S BMNETH A ZEREL
X9, TONBEIZAgroPDIRTELTH % EBbNS, TOREHAREDOWGE
RENSERLX S, BGEOIV—)IVIZ, EHzHNGEOMRE HGRE & 8hEa o f%5H
T BD—BT 58 TH %5, (BlaRricBFOREER [ &, HEEE
ICDIHA[RETIH %) Boeckx and Niinuma (2004) (FHGEEDIL— L H A R H
FERIC K o CTRHIEE N B T & 2B L T 5,

(17) a. ¥ 3 VFHPEEZ BT Ui,
b. ¥ a VIZHPEAEIC ATV —72 TR Uiz,
c.*Va VAT Y —=ICHPAE RN Lz,
d. 3 YPHPIAEIC AT ) —E TR LT,

COWEED)V—)IViEHIZ Y ba— Ui Z[EETH % HY, ECM #HEizicid
AABETH %,

(18) a. ¥ a3 AW/ S—T + —ICHIEEE 5 K5 THifF LTz,
b. *¥a VAHHEAZTIES LEBRV LT,

C T, ay bua—)UEXOIRENEZRNE (¢ feature) NG ERICED &
FZ X9, Miyagawa (2010)iC KHUL, HAREBICBTWIE, #KEEICEH 2 HE M
IWSOGEZMEICHIS L, BEIOFIZ2E A%, TOEZICEINL, HEEDIL—IV
WIREERMEIC K DR END, DFED, URICHZ XIS, #idXx AT
NIET 2 &, GENTEBENERENE LV, (T T Tid, Jiong (2007)
Pylkédnen 2002: I L7zhW» 11T | I EETNDRATHH D, BHEIOIHIESE
FlECIDFED N wEEZS,)
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(19) ---[AGRoP DP-Acc---[AplicativeP DP-Dat:--<DP-Dat>+--<DP-Acc>-+-
e —— *chain---------- /

Boeckx and Niinuma (2004: FN 4)ic X 4. BEEHWEEDZEEOHAIC X
DELO RO NS &, BGEEDREEE 755, (T D IOV TIE, Okura (2010)
ZBEDOT L)

(20) *AT7 V=0 (Va3 VX >T) <A77V —>HHPeAEZ TN E N,

CNUE, MICRC 2 A T ORIEEEDI O BRDONIAERTH B EEX D LN
k%,

(21) ---AGRoP---ApplicativeP:--10---DO---
[--mmmmee- chain-- /

C T CTHELGODIE, HRZHAVGEHEOERICING, HICHEENEDEREE
FEDWGED IV —)ViEH ZH1IEd 2 & WS i Th %, K75, Rizzi and
ShlosnkyAVRd & 51, HHO—EIRATMEDER 25 [ EH SRV ETH %,

/- -/
(22) [TP IO ---AGRoP---ApplicativeP:--[vP - <IO>---DO- -
[eeeeee chain /

CThb. HOHEHBIERDIREICKDERESND T ENZLTH S T LN
N5,

4. HEah

DLE, AT, HEHOIRE L EREHWZEREZERL, 2V ha—IUiE
XERREND, HEOEEAIREEZH OV TEZRESNA T EPRYTHE L
Rize ZULT, TOZEZZWELOBRSZ R 53F Lz,
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*AFEICH LT, Norbert Hornstein, Jairo Nunesfeh 52875 3 A > bW izi2nWz, BEEHO
HeaEXRULWV, WM. AROMIEE, HARZIRRA SR 2R E D RS G825 (B)
(#21320079) e EHE . EEEHE) [RREEDI-M" 774-%% © TG & BUHROME
HigEL T) Oz ThInTn 2,

VAR TR EHICER U0, JEEETIE, flisziche allowed tonM4E L3 e, ar ho—5—
MWZET %, B2, (1)DOXITBNT, Y ba—F—I X EEDJohnTH B HY, fliXIche
allowed to U % (i) OX TiE, T2 bua—F—FHMWFEDOMary TH %,

(i) John promised Mary to leave.

(i) John promised Mary to be allowed to leave.

HAGET, be allowed tolc X hng 2 EKE X, PIEED X1 EWHERHTHS b, Hi
ZUE, UTFDGi)Tld, > ba—I—@F5EOKRETHBD, 2] ZaiIcEZ L (iv)DOXT
X, arvhra—I—ZHWEOIEFICEILL T3,

(iii) RERIFIEFICH TIT T & 2R LTz,
(iv) REBIMEFICHITITO A T & ZRR LT,
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