TP & ‘argument structure’

—BRER OIS b R T L
BoEN OB —*

BB R

AT, HERICHIT 5 THEELY o LTalE g2 vl ok
) LERMREEREFEXBPTRL, MOTEHBICRLAAERS L OF
Ll - BB >WTHRL, BEREFONEEER T ERE LToNE

*19894E 12 A 27 HHH 29 HZHH T, LEEKZFRPNTE 6 HRRSESS
SHAHMR S L, XEER, BREER, HESERRYOME,» D, AAFLE
EFcit@+ sMER EEAZCPERSh. E51212 4 29 HOFRIITD
nie TAAZ L&EZEO argument structure [CDWTy LN H L LRI Y AT
FNTFA4RATyvarO—il LT OEECEOMNE» b ZOERE DX ) Kk
bh3Z itk HHEEENL, SHKIBARFIZBITS complementation &
adjunction OXFJICEE T+ BB EIERT 2RKR & o7, T 0 ) LABEEICHED
BALLTONHE V- ZHEOHOEARETELHEL, BEHRBOMIEWIC
T ARERAORNENML ORERTHS. HBREBELLBOFHEBIRAZH
AR, NEVTF4RA Y a VEELTERER Y P EEWE Lee Ik-
Hwan {1, Choe Jae-Woong 181, JUFEECRICEFH Lizv. %k, SEEE2Z
RECHBT5Cdlc->TlR, T=F—0F4»bREOEBORTFERL L
LB RV Wiz, DhETRERE LW

B, ZETEMNT DL ED B Ich o> TS BREXESERENE (89-
A96) Iz Xk BBIRR #FIT TN B, :

1) subcategorization [ZXf LT TFHIEELy &\ 5 REBXEREEXEOS
BTESLTLESHEBETHIN, ATOEIL TIX subcategorization b\ HHa
HE*ZOXEES T LT 5.

2) ZZTWH TapfdEscEk) kv oik GPSG, HPSG, JPSG XD X 5ic
BT B W RN T 3 ESW THREFOMFER ROV ENR LR
BFI3RLZELTNS. He OXEEROFMIZE L TiX, GPSG izonTit
Gazdar and Pullum (1982) 7z HNIC Gazdar et al. (1986), HPSG iz>WTit
Pollard (1984) % &{riz Pollard and Sag (1988), JPSG -2\ Tt Gunji (1987),
Harada et al. (1989), ZFE (1990) 2 L #BE S hizw.
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B OEBHERORNERAL S, RICT@EL I+ % 2 0ERE
iz T (BIREEFE> OBEHZRVEVERL,Y ZOMERL
B3+ 3.

1. TEIXEIZHI1+3 subcategorization & argument structure
BARLERLE0XOR THE LLbcBHAEY, LOXIRRER
HhEs»kd~<5 07 subcategorization (THrfim(k) OMETH 5.
HRAERETRER, hixEERMHOIBERRLFEERMcB T2
subcategorization feature DIFEEH L LTER&h 5.Y
EEDHOMBERA L LT, AXEROXIZLOPBEShSC
L. (ZzTHITH8EIE, FHBIOD, WL 2HhORTHERL:
LTwn3)
(1) HHBERICEIBT 2 0EEHA o
a. S — NP AUX VP
b. VPV (NP) (NP) (PP)

ZOMBERAIZE Y, BRGL L TRk Y REBEEN S DB L
5.9

3) YOX5kRLT "HE 0 TEE, BRT THE, R TEE, XN TEHHA, 0
TER, 28T "RE, © T5l&%, LLTEABhBZLich B WS AHicH
LTk, OREXHETIED THEAEREZ VA2 TR DRV EW ) A%
REZAAEED B ZOROEEO—BEEBY5ic APPENDIX kW TH
AREFAIREDL S ILBDIBINEE LTS B.

4) #LLiX, MXxif Akmajian and Heny (1975: pp. 56-61) & ¥ D AFE, »
3\t Chomsky (1965: pp.90-106) % ¥ DX B hiz .

5) optional ZBENRIOALATVWBDIL, ZHEBELEL X OEEEHEN 8
BYCEARL OV CHZZ LRI REETHBR LW IHREELS. b )
%A, optional BEFEDSI LD 25 NP Th30b, ZOERIZTURTH DM,
optional 2ERORHEEZ Z DX 5 I iFRT 3 BRAWLRER LT L B cidn
W ¥, B0 NP LT (ERERNE) LHEROIRECIEEL T index
¥ % diacritic & LTHETRBRERH BN, =5 LR TOBRSIc LitoAn
subcategorization feature {233} 5 optional complement DFEEL ¥ & DB G L
DISRMRENZONLEELTOW. Ebi, ZOMBERRN QR ) nkd
2, iR O minimal 2 BEE L LTERELAVWLDETCELZ TWSALREETH 5.
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(2) a. VP

\'%
b. VP
A% NP
c. VP
\'% PP
d. VP
A% NP NP
A% NP PP
f VP

V NP NP PP
e OEENE DX 5% THE, 24> THENI 5 58 subcategorization
OREETH . flz1E THEFEL LT run i3 (2. a) OBETCOLRN
Bs, b THEFLELTO lve i3 2. b) 0BETOLEIRES,
Sk ) REERFFERHTEAOh S Lities.9

6) ZITHRENEZEMLAVEIFNOME LT un &, BMNEE—RBEFD
BlL LT love , —EBREIRAIBHADOHFE LT give #EZBZ22T3. b
HLBHA, ThbDBFEL, 2hEh B8, W8F, —EAMNELRIMEFOR
BIRBOIBEDITTRAEVWS, ZIZTRERFAOILEEROYHAA T subcatego-
rization NRE DL 5 RERMNERES A O30 BT Lo L LTHIFT
& 5. optional complement % ¥ DX 5 2k H i, ERERDOE»H LEELHB
ETd5. run X 5iC, BEFHL LTOMKLBERAL LTORETEKIZAS
BENPHSHEICE, EROBREAGEET S LREAREVE Bbh3
A, %9 L7z lexical ambiguity L% T, HLx OEFFIEE D subcategoriaztion
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FeEmP o lexical entry (BEIEH) 1355 X 5 idiosyncrasy % Fiik
F55DTHBN, =07 subcategorization oW TiL, HHEME
BT, Hc0BFEcELT, ERFAVFINIREL HEREL
FHTHREOWVTRIKRD X 5/ feature 2EZ 5 Z L L.

(3) HHMERICEICRIT S subcategorization feature o7
run: [_]
love: [__NP]
give: [__NP NP]

d. give: [_ NP PP]

HHRHEBXECTRERM2BEL, $BERBEAPEETITDhS L
Llcistgicit, BHMAREMBESPC I TRESAZ EVWIHB S
LoLEbLRE. Zhiaflzid, love DEBRNETH LA (OENRT S
1, D) 23 love 1zxtiiT % predicate > theme / patient T»H Y, FFETH
B A& (DE®RT B L D)2 agent [ actor TH D, LI L H7R THEHE
o NERBAOBETRESNSLWIEXLSF TS BREOCERIE

6o g o»

LEETIBESOTR LOREABE LTI, RO TRMNTILERD S, argu-
ment structure 7z 5 TFIC subcategorization & DREJEIZ>WTix Williams (1981:
pp. 104-110) %, lexical detransitivization & optional subcategorization & L C#g
CTwW3.

argument REFFERFL LTEALAEVEE 0TI WIZE, (CRHERFIGSE> LoE
HTWL o»ORERD 5. FliiT, BBRIC T4H) © argument REFHICE
BLTWAEWES, FOk>LBAEIC existential RERNEL 53D, uni-
versal ZBIRMEL Sh3 D, specific ZBRMBEL DIZ0, W5 L%
B LERT 54 MRH 5. 29 Lk optional complement 0 (EIRERIFE iT
B 3ERICOWTHE, Pollard & Sag (1987: pp.132-134) 2 ¥4 B hiz
v ¥z, —RICEEMNICER I TRV argument {25 Tt control DREAE D
&%, Williams (1987) 7z ¥iZ X % implicit argument DOFEINDH 5.

7 ML LTO runizon TR G.b) Itk b - T (i) D X 5 & scubcategori-
zation feature 5.2 5h2Z Lichs 5. MEHFAMLLTO run LEBFELLTO
run OFFEERBIC (i) 0 X 5 ABE T disjunctive iTBRL LS5 L+3L, TRE
ROBRICBEL TEX I EOEMMALET B/RIENRD B, 7L, lexical ambigu-
ity OFNMZOWTIRLBZ LBEROEETRAEWDT, PUTOBBRTIZZSL
ERE2VW TR ThiwnwzZ L LT 3.

(i) run:[_NP]
(i) run: [__(NP)]



Tk, TRTORROUVRVERWT BRGZEROBH B BRSNS,
LENZOT, EOTERET) LI RRIBEYTRVL L Bhv,
THBIMR PERMICRES LV I EBLXFOERRIEDL>TVWRVES T
3. ThrHKBET 50N argument structure THh 3.

argument structure I L T3, HIFEF R L-TF+FOERLERY, &
7o, ZOXRBEABXLRL P, 2 Williams (1981) &zicko X 5
BRERFEEZTHE Y. 2L, Williams (1981) LREbEe 6-
role DAHBBETFRER LRV DS, FlxiF, Williams ¢ix external argu-
ment I LT THEBICELTWSS p.83), 22Tl Iany ()
Officd 5EH % external argument L4 3.9

8) BRDOEEXETRZEFNEFROEFICE LT argument structure 5% 5
H, Zhd O-role ofFEIZEET S L Sh 3. argument structure BEEFIZ E D
L5 RLDTHBOPCONT, FIREENBRROLANLEDOTHEON,
EHHO—lod, BFREOII R LDTHBDN, i, argument structure
O-grid BREDL 5 REMRICH B0, GBEHBHOFTLIEIERZIRNSPNS
X5Ths.

Fl % 1 ¥ Williams (1981 : p.81) X “ By argument structure of a lexical item I
mean simply a labelled listing of the arguments that a lexical item can have.”
LEHL, BEREEO—WLLTRITVWEIH>TH B, L 5R Willams
(1987: p. 154) i “ The parenthesized lists are the argument structures of the
predicates to which they are attached, each consisiting of an unordered list of
the theta roles that each predicate has to assign: A(gent), th(eme), etc.” & LT
3. ZOFLTIE, theta role assignment % --D¢ theta role [§j¢> coindexing
LLTESRALZET theta criterion #BRREFH L LTWSBDT, argument
structure (IFFRUE BRO—ERL LTERELERATWE X5 THS. —4,
Stowell (1981: p.34) itk 5 &, “Suppose that every lexical entry for a verb
contains an explicit representation of all of the theta-roles that it assigns to its
complements. . . Let us call this internal representation of the verb’s argument
structure its thematic grid, or theta-grid. Each position in the thematic grid of
a verb will correspond, at the level of Logical Form, to an argument position in
any phrase structure configuration where it appears.. .. Since each theta-role
must be assigned to a corresponding argument, the theta grid of a given verb can
be thought of as a code for the set of argument positions which may appear as
its complements.” %755 T 5.

ARIIAEESCHRICIS 1T B subcategorization & (EBRREIMN L OBY E %,
OMHEDL LB L AR ORREZ EVEERDOT, 05 BERLELBITS
argument structure DEAALDHEBRHFZIHOBEITES = L & Lizv.
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(4) argument structure O]
a. run: (Agent;)
love : (Agent; Theme)
give : (Agent; Theme, Goal)

Tz CEELRER, MEYEHR], subcategorization feature, argument
structure D=F ORI RRRERRON B2 LT3, FlXF (1)
DAREERRIME 28 (IKxhiiT 2 HaERm L R T iEs 05 DSt b o
ix (3) @ subcategorization feature OFRICIFFE LRV THB L, B
i 3) Dk REEMEYRTEEOFRNE, ThicESw T
¥1ES X9 AP HNE, (1) OHEERRIGRKEFRRECL22DTT
H5. ¥z, D o argument structure ¥ RhiE, FRFhOEFS N
7207 o ‘argument’ FERT 3552, (75 external argument
ThH5 Agent 2R Z LIiCXoT) FRZIFD complement #RbHTW
B8 TPRIREE, 255 #-T, ZOED T (3) » subcategorization
feature OFTRS, VT (1) CAEEHRLAHICRS v ) #HRd
AR 5.9

bbsh, THER) & TEKR) OBMREILETTRBRLL S ICHMT
<, BHEIERHCRYTHS Y2, BRTachd 3@
EREVWTHOLIMEL SN EH.19 Ly, GB #HizicREsh3

9 %3l Stowell bZDXSBVMFEM->THEL5ILBbNS. &
B, TEBRVTETHS, ZLi, O TERPEYTHL D, ZLiRETKEREL
YRHBZLIHEDTEIECLAN. 212D f-role EEERICHEDLIALZ L
CEDXS RFHER BB ONVTiE, BFEINS)REENT AEERLTY
. 2B, ARTHY (BHRBEUTE 2B 5 CEERRED IhxTh dia-
critic use Td 5.

10) Williams (1981 : p. 90) i *This predicts, for example, that if there are
two ways to realize a certain argument type, then a verb that has an argument
of that type will be able to use both realizations.. . . But what about the verbs
for which only one of these is possible (‘ donate’, for example)? For these we
can use the machanism of subcategorization ; ‘ donate’ is __NP PP, while ¢ give’

__NP PP.” LBRRTWBZ b b5 X HIC argument structure & sub-
categonzatxon feature [ JHHE ICEFET 5 LD, %n%’m&%u*a&tmb HLEL
TW5L5Tdh3.
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Bl » B LFG, GPSG, HPSG # Yo JEEEX#icE - T,
1980 XD B O—o 23 = ORFWER XE ORI b BETI Iz Licd
SR EVHIZEEEMRALRThERLRVWES Y. UTTRETFZNLH
BB S GPSG | HPSG / JPSG i3 3 Fhrimb ok & fiil i
B L Tcth, MBESCRCR T 5 KEREEHE BEDX I EEbR B
PHEHL, TORERICOWTREEML 3.

2, aNEEXRITH1+ 5 subcategorization DEY i

MEEICER, FELS BARIC Roh 5 HEN LW L BIRAY 2 BRI
%, RPH2AEE L ehicBET 3 RESES oREEE I E T 5 HiMi
ESWCTERLE Y LT 3L0Th 5.

EELEIZBW TR, EFEHIVELREL V- EHSTET, #E
HELLTEDXIRMBRERD B2EED, HERBCER L TS
BAZ 52, SETRICI>TEDOL I REENLED L ) LEEGECE
THEPEDDIZ EIZE->THLBRS.

FEEERIESIY, oS OIHEHER LR HESRMEREORE LTERE
ENh3, ETORBIZOVWTHEEZIEELELOET TR, MO ARRE
HIEEZ AL L O L EROKFERE L L THRbh .

EERNG R RAEEX B b0 THBY, chicfBELTE
O RF R ARG I BT R TR & HERERER O KB R~oh
5.

TP EOBRIZESNT, ZOEETE O X D REERERE 2L
(B UL O ERE) 28R T3 22 REL, b, HEx bhicHEFHES
B E OEFE TEERI (W LI oRtERE) 2 BT 5, dBviEED
BEFICEDX 5% THIUK 2EIVSTHEREPEEDDZ LITRS.

DTOB®RT, wEasl. . JofiesRitles «,” CRE-T
WRBz ik -oTRT. FEBEAFEES FHECETEL. FiER
EDMEC AR R BRI R
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R AR L LTI, (2 nil £/ < > ORMIEERER L, FiEHE
»o—BNICEE D RELIEBET 5. £, [pos P, ..., sem 5] &
L¥cEaEr Pl...1S rET5. W0

(5) io, MBEEEO WL S22 HRET 2. = 2T, FL, z0F
BOEBHRER, TOREOR) BIECEHEOECE TS bbb
BhZhiE, SBAOKD O subset TH 5.

(5)
ps e n, v, p, a, det
pn AFr &% 1s, 2s, 3s, 1p, 2p, Ip
case % nom, poss, acc
form BIFOER inf, pres, past, presp, pastp
spec  IEEM MEEDY X b
subcat F{rfEEE{L EERA OBIT | HEREEOY 2 b
sem  FBRFKH 75 oFRIcES  BHRER

2.1. GPSG iz¥iF % subcategorization DFg v #H\»

GPSG i3, Hifiog#g T aE1HEAl L subcategorization fea-
ture DB OAFIEICER LT, M4 OBF (2 LT h DS OFEEHHE)
@ subcategorization ¥, MEEHN(OBELWLEIFIKERTSZ
LIk oTRESHS. 1P

11) =2L, fhoTdhReoBEEER T 5cd, ZORBHER»ET
BHLTWAE2b5H 5. 28, I TRATIHEERELHFEREORTFikC
BIL Tk, JEH (1988) 74 & (fiz Harada et al. (1989) 2 L &BBEhivn. Eiz,
subcat &\ 5 FEHEOHE X GPSG/HPSG/JPSG TEhEhTR_RTERABACE
BLTHEN.

12) Z Z X Gazdar and Pullum (1982) R Gazdar et al. (1985) %3giz
LT3R, ERCECBT3ER L B0 b IHEERTICLTHS. i
GPSG 2BV Tid, HEHEAE—DRE TR HEREREOKLLTEL
BRTWAEANEETH S, 2Tk VP, NP ZroRZzkALTwS. &
B, ABEHRAR BREF/ICR L h 3BRRER BERM 0 — KT IEFERK
FSHE O XERR EXMOBEBR AL~ RBALLLOTH B,
GPSG ZBWTRIALD) L, HWEREAMRLXEREKREE~5 ID (immediate
dominance) $H] & B3R 0 —kTHINERBLR & BEEE{R 258 7= LP (linear prec-
edence) AL EHHEL, HRAEFJRALhAHAHEEZ XV BREOEH VKT TR
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5, AMEEHAINE S B IR T 2 TGS oW O LISk subcat-
egorization OB ITIFFENERY, WHERKEEL, HEEHAI0x
hELIH LTHEERE» L0 ERPHEL 22 L5 EFBIITFI 25
Z 5.

(6) GPSG om#EE&#HAl oY
pstl: S — NP AUX VP
pst2: VP>V
pst3: VPV NP
psr4: VP -V NP NP
pst5: VP -V NP PP

o o 6 o o®

GPSG iRV TRKFERBMIREOLE Y LEhal, FEo—oL
LT subcat LWHAHIO GO EBET 5. subcat FHHERAOES
[BAITFI220EL LTHY, Ex0BREERED LS RRETVABET
L LTEAEPETT. FEL L i: Gazdar et al. (1985: pp. 110-122)
rBRsh )W

ki BRI TIcLY, GPSG tkirsEEIIRIMLERD X
SRBITRB.

(7) GPSG oEfHEHE Ofl
run: [+v, —n, subcat psr2]
love: [+Vv, —n, subcat psr 3]
give: [+v, —n, subcat psr 4]
give: [+v, —n, subcat psr5]

a0 o o®

ZE5ELTWS. #-T, ZhEULE iz Lz MOBEEH: AV b
WOTHBA, TITIRIEREHEICT A TEERRL ko THATSZ
7%

13) GPSG o TfEHAL PERBRIZCTCEALODOLERDD, HH
BB OMEERDPTLT52D, 2wk (1) oEEHEllicTE 550
HETHETRLTNS.

14) FohFEEM{TE1 Montague CHRICE S TRIEE IR B IR I & 3 Bokitd
PHMBAICITO>OT, ZZCHAEAMTS. %L <% Gazdar et al. (1985: pp. 182-ff.)
2R
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Thizkp, THEFEE LTo run i3 (2. 2) 0BBETOLBNES &
P TihEhd e Lo love i3 (2. b) oBECOLBENES, L TZHB
MEERABIFAL LT give it (2.d) 2721k (2. ¢) OBFTORTIE
31 tvokkihEdBELXbRD T LTS,

bbsh, Q) oL (7) oRER, ZhPERT 2 EFHFERVF
UThdLn) ETEMETHY, 7OEBITHT ‘notational variant’ T
HB. L LeEb, ROXdRReBwWT (7) oERER2n 3) oLk
R vELTWS.

%+, subcategorization L W5 FIEN L L4215 Y, flzEFFHECL
KEEZIEL, FABENX 5% complement #E3 2 &E 5 AlfEtE
i, giEoKicETHEEIISVWLORRIRES. Zhix, F—D sub-
categorization feature 3% < OEIFOTRICHEh 2z L2 BT 3. &
=A%, ) oRTiIML OEFIC LT E TN 5B L RO
FlL LTRBRT50THS b, BFXEORBRLELT, 052D
BLMMEDTHROENLDLRZZLEALILTHS Y. RIZB) DX
S RERERBMBOBHIZLI>THELWLOTH8AKD, RAbd
OMERTLZEBALTZOL S REROITEE LRI 5 LEILEL 25
5%, THRFEMNCE D) 0k RREEERAT 2 LicgL .

LHL, T0XIREROHRLE - TAFENLRERII LS » LXK
BRIED ) tids. —oizix () ok 5 2mlEERE C.0D ok
5 72BhFA O minimal 2B L LTER LAY, T42bLEFO subcat-
egorization CEBEMICEHE LRWHEEEZTERBLTVB L) BRI
HiszLncxs.

72, ) 0XdATEREROBEATE, kO @) TR+ IH AR
absurdverb 1, absurdverb 2, absurdverb3 ® X 5 7 subcategorization
feature % SBHFN 22 LT BLC contingent ZEEL LTH BT T
HoT, EBOBMEAS L LTHBREIhTWB DT Tidiav.

(8) FEMHBREh B EHEREEE OF
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a, absurdverbl: [+v, —n, [_AUX S]]
b. absurdverbl: [+v, —n, [__ PP NPJ]
c. absurdverb2: [+v, —n, [Det_ 1]

Q) prorkEpsRicdvTiz, [_AUX S] ¢4 [_PP NP] %
EDX D% RETAEE & LT RATRERES O Bk Wi 3 FEREE O
subcategorization feature * LT 4 HhBARV, & [Det_] 0k ok
AT DI DERIEIXSIF D subcategorization feature L LT Eh i,
L) ZLHREBREROE 2 SRIEESH T, BIEEIFERLLTRIL
TWAREFTHB LI Licksn, GPSG ofEsRTE, oL
ez L REROMMAPHEWICRIETE50TH S,

GPSG nigfizit, subcategorization i35 x b -EEIEE N EHEL
LTHAAEECER L THEShB 0T, B) 0k ) RiEdE KEN
CEFshRY. FEHCEYBRCLORERTERVWX ) REELON
ML Y restrictive THoTHELWY, WS HRRLELTO IR, &
BT D subcategorization feature X v, GPSG o oF 1ME
TV EREDIBE/RNTHSH. 19

2.2, HPSG iz 5 subcategorization .

HPSG iz b S o fExrv L Lt&bh, 2o
subcat LW ) AR L DEMET 5, FOMEBURERR (0EF RV
L#AIF) Tid <, ZoH#s complement & L THS ~ & HEaEHiME O
Y2 b (EROEC - B E0EEY)TH 5.1 GPSG izkiF 5 sub-
categorization DI/ WA TEFR L, D ‘notational variant’® TH o 72D
et L, HPSG o #i33te L 5 categorial grammar OIAHERORE
HERLTVWASORERTREKTD 5.

categorial grammar IZEWTIZ, HBETBIPWVT a b § BRESF

15) Gazdar et al. (1985: pp.32-33) iZb =5 LIz AR LOhTWS.
16) HPSG izisWT LbABIEHRAICIR A2 < ID #HAE LP HABHWHRSB
2, T Tk TOEERAL O TR EED 3.
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TEBTHHLE, a/ LERBMBERTERTHY, /B & f O con-
catenation itk -»T a RNBLhBZZLiZRS. “hiflEL L THE
3, koXokkhksrH.1?

(9) ;

N

alB B8

a/BLBhb a2BB L% cancellation LIERZ L 335572, Zh
CEUHMAE D ELHAT 2212k ->T, Q) IRLEX D 2#E
% % $4 B 0F L L ® subcategorization feature iz 35T AR
BES L BFRRERY, (1) 252l k) 2AEERAEENN - BR
MicEx 3 LR {BRERRT 22 L B TE 2.

HPSG iz 2 Aidns A R4 L il /e b & ORICRRL T %
HeEREECET s M LTERBShS. L CHEEEIBLTE,
FEETH B IO subcat @ top PEFEH complement T b 2 i fiwd -
v, 4o subcat 3% head » subcat %% complement %
VBRVwbotLTExbh3, L IERILICR B2, Thid categor-
ial grammar ¢ cancellation OE x FicHEKEZN L FEREELLbDD
LEXBZLNRTES.

(10) HPSG ohiEd&RAlof)

Mr - Hd Ct
where
ps(Hd)=ps(Mr)
subcat (Hd)=<¢Ct|subcat (Mr))

17) a/f LWHEROEEEFAERTILIRXY, 9 RTHEE(CHETS
LO)RHWRIKEENS, LW EThoT, “ama/f 7 O HROAHE
EHAETRTD a BALWIT § ODEARREHLTHBIZE X 2biFTidk . cate-
gorial grammar ZEREL T ™EE ) WO RBEEZHVWSDE, HLETLER
EWIXEEDHBEEZERCT I 0—ED <R Th-T, BEICEEY TR
wht Lk,



(10) nAj#EEHRZ Pollard & Sag (1988) & ¥ itk b BETRE Y,
T, BOFH L OBEETHMARTIZLTHS. Pollard & Sag (1988)
TREROFHELE— O RFTAUBE TS Z L DFLTWS DT, binary
branching ® L% # -T2 (7) oFANIE HPSG oEsRic4T LY
BETREVERDS. WFhict X, BEE-FHHEL T ps (part of
speech) &\ 5 B L CER—BT 5 L) Dt by 5 Head Fea-
ture Convention (Gazdar et al. 1985 : pp. 94-105) 72\~ L Head Feature
Principle (Pollard & Sag 1988 : p.58) ic4H¥43 5. subcat 2B L TiZ,
BHEHOMIERFO subcat OFEI» HLMBIMYT2EREMIRVD
DLB. ZTZTL...>RYRMERL, abd=c Ta@FYyRFcD
HF—FH (LR 0EFHR, b ik c b a FRYVBRVIERY OERILHB
YRAMETE FlxE, TFHRISES. XL () BEY R MEFRD
BWIRRM ESLDT.

(11) Yy = b+ 2 EEOH

a. <a, b, ¢)=<a|<b, ¢
b. <a, b)>=<a | <b)>
c. <ad=Ca|< »

Z Dk 57 subcat feature oWz (10) oAEERAIZAHEL LT
HPSG Ttk > 2EREEREAONDZ LIt s. (ZZTHRE
LT 2 L L LICETOREEMATNS)®

(12) HPSG oFEREH OF)

a. run: [ps v, subcat <n[ ]>]
b. love: [ps v, subcat <n[ ], n[ I}]

18) subcategorization feature & L TR #H+HH 0¥V 252 5 2 & iCBHE
LT Q) REL TS TRARMEAR (12) st LTHYTIES. LAL, Zh
B ALPOEBEE, FEHER, FrAv— R o ERERET ST
Rizk->T, FROBTERFREZEZL B2 L MATETH 5. 3) OBEHITiL,
FHLEIREZERLLT () 0k )5 Rl ERRHCEMETL ) phalnind
BB RDOTH 5.
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c. give: [ps v, subcat <n[ 1, n[ ], n[ 1]
d. give: [ps v, subcat <p[ 1, n[ ], n[ D]

ZZTEATERR, O) KRUAHBRMERHED subeategoriza-
tion feature 2 (7) iz;k L= GPSG o subcat feature BBiFAOPOE
iR LTWwizoiext LT, HPSG o subcat feature 23, FFEITHHIE
FRIERETEDT, Hx OFEHERE BRI IZAT (saturate) 5 Dic
DEREROFEERLTWSZLTHS. LEN>T, (12) @ subcat
feature I, L5 4 ZdiFick 5 REEOERIH T H argument
structure (2] T VWA RIE R D 5. 19

3. OEGEICBIT A (EERERAE

JR M (1988) Tl A& LB DS L AERITET W S L2250 TEOH]
¥, PEBT 27wz, wh-movement % topicalization % ¥ @ left dis-
location L& ® T, EARR EFOHBLE B x5 Xk O fragment %
JPSG DRBERESWTRLTSHS. 2OHTOEKICHET %% sem
3, 25 LEick i 2 BHEORBBR L R 2 & 2 HK 2 Kl CHlik
fELg—aEple LThExTws. TEERT, © TR, & T51&%,
OO THREFR 2EET V0L LTO (EEABHMNE 3, EXER
OHhOERFERILHENL 5 0RFEROHHL LTEZ LS.

EH(1988) 2 ¥ CEM LTns JPSG T, WL o 0BHE M
HPSG @ subcat % subcat & spec o=z L 5. Pollard &
Sag 2 universal 2FREBH XL TWB iz ID-LP #8BLE,
ZCREHEOD (13) DX dRToniEERAIEZELS. 29F32
Liz X v, complement / specifier RAXFEOFICK DD, EILEKIhEn

19) Williams OFERTHRA P EH T <&KL external argument L internal
argument OB TCH 3. THhERHRFBOKBLICBT3SFU0EEE VEEL
TEY, THENZHFE & "TERNASE OThESHATAHIL LTEET
brlnirrs. MEEXEONEISS prd LI EHEOELE LIRS LR T
W2, ARMTIRIOKICEHLTHL AU IMBENZR V.
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5 —RITCHINEFFRIRICE L, BEEXEMR LD TR ER <2<
THFie. F 7, topicalization % wh-movement 72 ¥ iR LN BIEHR
BRI TIVWbh Y3 TEDRIK, & 2184, specifier L comple-
ment G gap DEHBICEALTERARHMBS3X5Bbh3. 20K
%, subcat L spec ¥ HHET ZBHLO—-oTHB. Shic, BIRAERMIC
B LT % internal argument iZ[Rh (¥ complement © saturate 3% DG,
ZOZOoDFEENMTIFPEE LI L Bb2r B ChEBcR T
ZERAAOHBNESE ST W LORRETH 5. &, APPENDIX ©
parse tree #F T 58E& b b - T subcat # sbet 2 LTh 5.

(13) JPSG otz k 3 MEEHRA L citHr of

a. complementation
Mr—Hd Ct
where
ps (Hd)=ps (Mr)
sbet (Hd)=¢Ct|sbct (Mr))>
spec (Hd)=spec (Mr)
sem (Hd)=sem (Mr)
b. specification
Mr—Sp Hd
where
ps (Hd)=ps Mr)
sbet (Hd)=< >
spec (Hd)=<Splspec (Mr))
sem (Hd)=sem (Mr)

(13) pzh2hOHEERRIT where DTIZEEERTWE DO, Th
Fh O RBFTAEE IS T 2 MRS ST S RiIThiZR b 2 vRiERE
OEOEHTHSB. O o0aEERAZIRETS L, ROX I LFE
®IEH %37 C 5 LEF D subcategorization HFRTEX B, BEMiLE
HTERREPE LWL E BB D52, TBERL KXoT2hE
ho TH#E CRYT 32 4FA0RKRKRBEBERHOKT predicate 05| &

— 15 —



BrlTtHExbhaztiths.
(14) JPSG oFikic k 2 HETR OH
a. runs: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct ¢ >, spec ¢ ), sem XI1]),
sbet € D,
sem run’ (X2)]
where X1=X2
b. loves: [ps v, from pres,
spec <[ps n, case nom, shct ¢ », spec ¢ >, sem X1D,
sbet <[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ ), spec < ), sem Y1),
sem love’ (X2, Y2)]
where X1=X2, YI=Y2
c. gives: [ps v, form pres,
spec ¢[ps n, case nom, sbet < ), spec ¢ >, sem XIJ},
sbet <[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ D, spec < ), sem Y1),
[ps n, case acc, sbct ¢ D, spec ¢ >, sem Z11),
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)] :
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2, Z1=7Z2
d. gives: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbhct < ), spec ¢ ), sem X1]p,
sbet ([ps n, case acc, sbct ¢ ), spec ¢ 3, sem Z1],
[ps p, form to, sbet ¢ ), spec ¢ ), sem Y1),
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2, Z1=Z2

BRaEsRoIRI, MHcEXT "BEGOEKIZ OB b0
Bk oRah3, V5540 THE10, TREMSOEKIEZRCE
BRIZE LV, w0, —RT3LEHDAOROBEIERSHS X
SREBLLHh, BRAZADIZL WL ZABEHSZ 1D Lhkzwv. GPSG
TRERNERREEBEROL A TERLTWS 2»iC, ZOXERH
FBETH»BL00, BENRERIT Aclculus WHF#HLTWARAWEIRE 5
TREDDEL VL DRB>TWREES 523, (13) 0aEEHRAIL (14)
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DFEFTTR L, WROBRREBEREE RV LHETRO VLV TERL
boELREI W

GB BERCiREANIZLE DX 5 fTbh 3 D»BTRICREEZ LD
iz @-role assignment 32 Z CIIEBEREIDRCBEIITEEOHK L L
ThLLREHIATVWE. P Lol h, 20X RHEZHITS L, HEE
XHEEBWTREL OEFEREHCRBWTZOL ) AR FRICRYIES
ZIRIVFRVI0L I REAKREELZPLERARVY, ERFEHBIC
HAMERH 20RY, ZoHAEEERBFAILE LTHERT itk -TH
BEOBEELRP LMV Z L BAERDOTH Y, 2hid (HESEIHE)
ZonTbEbsz v, (14) oEEmERcRshTw30R, B
BRI G PEETR IR S EEMOMK L LTRETETHS L1
HYZrizR&3. 20FE R Tz hiz GB H# o argument stryucture OFFS:
LT, LV RMGERE EZ DD LELZ T L ka2 5.

4. FEENu (EBREEINS> ORIER

JEH (1988) iz W TR L7z JPSG oitihicH-3 { #5E o fragment O
B2 bV 2 OBRFEH: sem OF VI, FHEOBBEEETRL, TEOMH
L ZOWTORRPTTREL 2 2R THIML L B —YGEElTH Y, B
i ICBERE 277 L7z subcategorization & CEBEBEBIGE> ORDFW D,
ERHROBBOLDOFEATH->T, EESLEFFELR L0 X ) EEHD

20) Williams (1987: p.164) iTiXx “ We ordinarily think of theta role assign-
ment as a relation between a theta role and an NP, not between two theta roles:
Lo ELTWA, Williams (32 ZC theta role assignment #-->@ theta role
[ coindexing & LTERALT S5 Z L B L TW3B. “So, in every instance of
theta role assignment two theta roles get an index:. .. ” (p.165) L2 L7285,
Williams ®BH.(M2 theta criterion 2ffIRICBRRET - Licdb v, ZD X 51 theta
role assignment DFERELNBIRFINLLEDESIZ Bk, 2850250 T
informal AR BT TH 5. }

21) APPENDIX iz T, ARfiCH %7 JPSG iz Xk B30l 2354y 7z )
XL TEDLS Iz THIUR 2RI Y TH LR PBELZB-TTRTZE
X oT, (BERAEME) BEQXS ZITbh 32 ERLTVS. _
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EERES TR TA R AR LOTHB. AHiTIE HREROKE
2 EBERBRPBRTELTCIALOEDR S REABRRTRTH B 0 2 IEH
L, 292 0EBR&2 B2 5L 2BRBEERT 5 LTOHRDS
) % T 5.

4.1 FEEHA

IR IRIC BT B lexicon 3R D RREF L E - L ERKRI LA
OBEPEETILOTHS. NREEOIIREILE, ThEREEXR
BLLEBREREOMOMML LTREAShIZ LLRD.
ERTHEERWTEE, #f# lexicon i343EHEIEH i idiosyncratic 24§
WP+ 5 lexical entry LB¥ o lexical entry i2hb > T GRAIAD
CRLNBIERPITRT 5 lexical rule T FTEZX B LHBEW. 5
L e RANIAHEE ORI B 1T B EERER ICR W TS T L AR TR
WS, BEREFE0Z) LB BA L COlESCEoRREED 2 AT
ZZLLAETHS.
BREBCBWTRR T~ EHAERMERER, TOoOBRHBLHFOD
DRPOENZIDOBHZILVWDITTHEY, (FETHDZLE) 2EDXD
ERET % P RFER O BB R OMRE EKET 5. Biffi OGERR
TREFAOZHBAOKY TS S MBERERELHEE AN, 0
IORERFRAILEDL I RMELLLEET LV L DOTRVI LZHDT
BRRZETHAEN.2
BFECEALTEAE, REW, ZHE, ZHBUAOBER, BE,
BELTH, BESTH 2L ELEREER TN ThETEL HKESR
HIREERIBZ Lich 3, 0D ORI —ARic BAIK 7 RS

22) BT BRBEROKREKL LTORBERICBNTIERED & HERER
EEoOMIZ (14) TRLEL D BBEESRILTWS. foT, BRObBLn
ZEWTiE, 25 LEZHBOERI (14) TRLELS A REREREREL Oh
TN3LN5 AT, ZOERLER->TWBbLIFTREW. T ZTORER, BEX
LRICBIT 2 OHBEBRERENPEX FOFHRENLFMPETIL0TH 5. #E
2T, ZHIFRERLWUERRAROBBEEVS L 0id, TEHNEYRTARR
i 5REMPAOBERE L v o RUHEIGENTEETH 5.
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bHY, ke, TOFFEREBECHLTL, ZLOBAHECKFNENED
D, HABRCERED B0, WTFhALOERICB W THRESRERE
YEZohhiX, hoFEFOFNII KB THFRETCHB. subcategori-
zation LB LCE 2T, REBCELBEMATEREZEXT, oBEHICH
LT, 22»bBAliCk - THEBERERELREHT L5 2EREE X
DLENERARTHAS.
(14) JPSG oz X 2 HERETR OH
a. run: [ps v, form inf,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct { >, spec < ), sem X1,
sbhet ¢ ),
sem run’ (X2)]
where X1=X2
b. love: [ps v, form inf,
spec {[ps n, case nom, shct < ), spec ¢ ), sem XID,
sbet <[ps n, case acc, sbct ¢ ), spec < 3, sem Y1),
sem love’ (X2, Y2)]
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2
c. give: [ps v, form inf,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct < >, spec < ), sem XI1]),
sbet ¢[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ ), spec < ), sem Y1],
[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ >; spec < >, sem Z1]),
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)}
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2, Z1=Z2
d. give: [ps v, form inf,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct { ), spec < >, sem XI],
sbet ¢[ps n, case acc, shct ¢ ), spec ¢ ), sem Z1],
[ps p, form to, sbet < ), spec ¢ », sem Y1,
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where X1=X2 Y1=Y2, Z1=Z2

RizEFzo>WT (14) 0 X5 CAREH KB L CHEEREERERES
FRTBLTHRL, ZHBBELTE, K (15 ok 5k ERESRA
— 19 —



REXDLBPEYLRAH. L, spelling |=feature_specifications
R ART, BEERICIWT spelling L5V icxf LT feature_speci-
fications DFBEFMEIRENEL OB L ¥R Ei, output if input
2 BRT, HEIERICH VT mput BRI T B4 5 output LRI B L
WHBEERBHARRT. L, f 0T LEDTR—OHERERELER
BLARW. 27, tpsf i3 V LRV 2 LoBf0=HEOHKY 25 VS
TH5LE tpsf (V, VS) BRI 5% k5 e@FER LOBRETHS. =
DOBRE, (14) RLEL S REBHBI>WTOEFRERER (4) of
BERMEEL (15) oEHEFHAIO unification Itk - THADNB LELS.
M/ELBICB TR, HEFERo2EK AL OFETE L EFEFAOT
<_RT% unify LbDrEZZ0T, ZRHBEROWTZI Ol H 23~
BT, oY OBAMLRBE 0B EF LABALFE0BEH T
&5,

(15) third person singular lexical rule

VS |=[pres, spec (n[3s]:X>] if V [=[inf, spec (n[ ]:X}]
where tpsf (V, VS)

LaLess, (15) oHRAIRWL 2O RTREFTH S, flrd, R
EFMIREBCIEL?FLRETHRNI L0 5Y, B TEFELREBES
B LSHBEAR L O MBHE bk BEREREEDTRLC LT
TOREPERTSE, FEBCELTX (47) iR+ X5ic spec < ) &
BESIhBLERXT, ThEZHRALOBERLRT (16) 0k 5 2EEE
A2 35PEETH 50 Lk,

147y JPSG oFkic X 2 BT R OH

a. run: [ps v, form inf, spec ¢ », sbet ¢ ), sem run’ (X2)]
b. love: [ps v, form inf, spec ¢ >,
sbet ¢[ps n, case acc, shet ¢ ), spec ¢ D, sem Y1),
sem love’ (X2, Y2)]
where YI1=Y2
c. give: [ps v, form inf, spec ¢ ),
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sbet {[ps n, case acc, sbet < ), spec ¢ ), sem Y],
[ps n, case acc, shct ¢ ), spec ¢ >, sem Z1]),
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where Y1=Y2, Z1=2Z2
d. give: [ps v, form inf, spec ¢ J,
sbet <[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ ), spec ¢ >, sem Z1],
[ps p, form to, sbet ¢ ), spec ¢ >, sem Y1},
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where Y1=Y2, Z1=272

wo (16) itk - T, X0 <ERE VREFICEFELTEETSLE5 GB
DERE LRETE TV D RITHREN.
(16) third person singular lexical rule

VS |=[pres, spec <n[nom, 3s]:X1>] if V |=[inf]
where tpsf (V, VS)

L, (16) OFERBANCII=HIE T spec DATDOEEFHEL LT
HASh3EE X1 ¢ (4) ofFgER R 5EE X2 ofOHIKE
BBz bRV, ZOREELLSERT 3 ISk & 0RKRE
DHOERFICERTE S X5 hHELR LORFBLAE LAThE 2L R
. Bz first_arg & first_arg (love’ (X, Y), X) 2 ¥ BT 5 X 51
BT, ROX) cBREARNEZERMETE2 2 LicR5 ).

(16") third person singular lexical rule

VS |=[pres, spec ¢n[nom, 3s]:X1)] if V [=[inf]: SEM
where tpsf (V, VS), Xl=first_arg (SEM)
tokd, control DFPALEET L, FEHATHL K LOEE,
ERELTIHABEVOT, AEBBALTS (167) 253+ X 5 2iEk
HAURPELRB3PLLARY. ZILEALEDT, WTFhoBEEEE
RLFTRED, TRICOVTEDX ) BHBEREREETILFRET
HBEPIEOVTIE, ECHBROKHNE DS,

(16) infinitival lexical rule

—_21 —



V |=[pres, spec <n[ ]1:X1)] if V |=[inf]: SEM
where Xl=first_arg (SEM)

ERCHET lexical rule v 5 IgAITE, JREMBERICH 2ERER
MOARMEZHAIL LTREALLLOREZ TV, AEEETIE
RECRICBIT 27 V7V — PFAHEL T OB TRAT 2 L2 RH
THERERDB. ZZTWIFVI L=k, —HOBRAR BN 2
POFHBELEETSLE, TheWRNICEX 3 L) tillanz &
—5‘5)5- 23)

FlxiE TEEL LHTh32—BORBEIW L o2 0FMIBEL EICE
SBE, ThirhFhoBFEic oW THEHIICHRVIELERT 301, X
HBORRLELTIARTHHZLIZWHLHLT H 5. HELREWET 5L
T, EBOBEICOWTOERE T ORFICELIEN OER L T OB
BETAEOBELORY, BiowToEfb, BEIC-owToile
FRCEHEERICTERL, 4 BB oW ToHERIZ+ORBIZERICED
iR 2 OBBENRT2HICOWTOE#HE unify LzboLt3,
EVIH LI RHFETREELAIMNENDS. “hit feature coocurrence
restriction AR L L X 2R b DL LTERILTEZTHA 5.

4.2 ZFRORK, RIS L OBR» S

HIffiTH > TV 3 L5 2ERRTE, BROMNRE 2 IHERELED
BRoAaBE2Lh, ZORMHRECHET 5 X ) 2EREER TS
bhigwv. 2%, BHRERFRICHERE ST & ) 2BEES2VwD
Thd. LkdoT, REAFRHES, zero pronominal 72 ¥ L v o B4k
EOWTOBERRBELRL L L LTh, 4FOPERBRTIHRETEN

23) Fr7v— rYBKREOREEIT, ECAEGENETHS. B, I
TWHF o7 L — MR 2T HPSG i} Pollard & Sag (1987: pp.
193-209) i3\ T hierarchy of lexical types & L THMA BN ERAL TV 5.
%72, lexical rules iZB§1L T Pollard & Sag (1987: pp. 209-218) G LTV 3.
72721, AVM (attribute value matrix) ZHERRIE DRI L 35 HPSG L #lg~<
Gt dr=T s r—va v RREEL TS JPSG LT, FONESITIX
EHTREL 3.



LENESORBOBRKE L L5 EH LT BFERN D B2 v. 20K
LTI, sem kixRiz, & %W sem D—E L LT, discourse iz#E
Ash, RSOOSR L2 YEIEEKR LEONSEHE, EFXHEL L THL
PIRFERFTBEORHETY R P L LTRATBEESRRSHTETY
5. BISER, TOREOEFEE, 20Y R FOEROFHLELTITL
zkizik b,

L, HAFAORKGR LEOXFYEEFRAOBREEF CESVWTY
AZAMCANBEFCREFRLZVREABELE NI EXTHEERS. 2T,
Gawron and Peters (1988) 1x, ko (@) Tit X acat  X# 537, (b) T
i it i3 nocat BEERNELTNS.

17)

a. Although a cat jumped onto the bookshelf,
it didn’t knock anything off.

b. Although no cat pounced on Mary,
it scared her out of her wits.

LFAMOBIRC OV TEIRECHLTL ARFELTLEL OFER
HBW, Bk - BRAOHEYRTB LTI ) LicE T bELEL
RFNERLRY. TR, O&ETHISITRLEERROBRW TR,
O LA OWTHBREBDDIZLTHLTERVEVW) RETEIBEL
TBZ .

4.3 SEATEERS R KB 2BIFOR

MR ATAAOEK RV RBROERH L 2 oGP0 Y X M L
LEIE T A WIEEA, KO K D 2B, BIEOEMHR 3 X EEKR LOX
SGREBHALLTEEANL TRV EBPRVEELTETHS .

(18)

a. I’ve never ridden a camel, but Ivan has,
and he says it stank horribly.

[Hankamer and Sag (1976 : pp. 403)]
b. Harry sank a boat carrying a gorilla and George did too,
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and they both drowned.
[Hankamer and Sag (1976 : pp. 406)]

ME TR LEBRRO BV TIR, BRONRL 23 HEGSLAD
TEDR, BEXONBZN, 2oBS0 TEK, 2B3FERIRLV. #oT,
discourse DBERIC & 3 EEPRAT D reference L TERIY Bi
WiEH Y T, do so REDVHZREIFRER L LIBLT, &7
AL sBRAAORKETICEOBREBIZLBTERY. (18) 0k
CAFACEET s BRISoEo AR LY, REFEORKEBIZL
HEGEELW.

(19)

a. John put the vase on the table and Mary did so too.
b. John kissed Mary in the garden and Peter did so too.
%1z sloppy identity OV izEH 3 = & BNPHEEhH 3.
(20)
a. John shaved himself and Mary did so too.
b. John hit his son in the kitchen and Peter did so too.

) LEFBERP AT 50, (1) BREBERLEERAL»OEER
ot B L LTBRENBLERD B Z L, (2) discourse izMA xh 3
BESEHCBLTIBERBROS ELEREL 20 ERTERThITR
banzl, Q) BHREBROEE LHERE L OBRRLEDLSRLOT
bh, HERECRVWTY, BFm, £4F0Lv-okBERicHET53L0
3, BREREBVTLRALPOELED 2o b L LTRRSH
BREZE, RETHBH.

4.5 BREOERR

JRH (1988) Tk, BAREIIRO X ) RARERAIC > TEAIEh 5 L
Ex2BLLin IEL, TOHRIXTOELE BEGOKERZRLOVLCE
hia® BN Lo R BAIL LTERETRELLWIETREL,
ERTETVS L 250 TEHOHIF, P RESEOENIbEDE I i
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REONZPERLZZLTho720T, BECET R IHERIKE
CBIIZEHOKBERER T LR TESRY OMBLEECELTH -
7.2 %7, BRSO »o4EEREIL, complex NP constraint ;—
BCOWTREZRL S DICHMALLLDOTHY, ZOMEIZONT
BEAICEELZLOTRAN. W

(21) adjunction 1

o[ J: gq (Qnt, X, P1 & P2)—
nf ]: gq (Qnt, X, P1) v[comp <X>]: P2

(21) oERHFTICHENS ‘gq° LW IBEIZO>WTII, BIFRDOLS
RERETBILHPIRTNTHS 5.9 (22) 0k ) RERTREEET
3L, piIficEX 3L (21) o adjunction 25 (23, 24) @ (a) DBE
FoE®RFEL LT (b) oRX1HBLH 5.

(22)
a. dog: n[pn 3s, spec <det[ ]1: Q1>]: gq (Q2, X, dog’ (X))
where Q1=Q2
b. a: det[ ]: indef
(23)
a. a dog
b. gq (indef, X, dog’ (X))
(24)

a. a dog which runs
gq (indef, X, dog’ (X) & run’ (X))

24) JEH (1988: p.25) iz Tsem OEICELTIE, BHOEE L, FHEOREEN
BERTREDIZEZTHI LERShEV., L LTHS.

25) JEH (1988: p.45) iz MM o, BEEMII%RO LS5 ha#EHERlick -
TEAIENBLELS. gq (..) LI HEBIL notational junk 72233, generalized
quantifier AR LTWEXITS LHBW., LLTH 3.

26) ZZebE, BERSOKERSST LU KIEROBMICoWT BEANIZE
RTZZENTECRAVWOT, EFORENICED S XX AHBOHLBES
generalized quantifier » L TAFMZIEX 32 LOBEROVWTOBRELLED
TAFAOKER - BRIV TOBR T, IRtk CESRBRAE> 2
e SRIER ORI L ¥ 5.
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FEZH a 2T 3 “indef” LWOHREE EHOBRT 0L ET
BLLLT,? (22.2) ® adog L\ HATAME "TRTH3HEME X BFE
T35, LWOIRKTHD L+ 5L, adog which runs L5 &FAE TR
Thh, horlEsAEl X BEETS, LVIEKRLLS.

XOWTELD L, (25) bW (26) T (a) kL Tik (b) OXAH
bh, THMERNIZ © DIFCMRENDZILOLBLIZLETE
5. 2%9, 25.a) % "HEEGK X BboT, VaridrofkX 2%
L, 2220BE X 3RTHE, LIEKRLADY, (26.2) 13 "H2MH
X BbotT, ParizzoBhk X 2EL, »o2x0fk X 3RTH
D, porOfEk X ks, LI EKL25.%

(25)

a. John loves a dog.
b. love’ (j, gq (indef, X, dog’ (X)))
c. exist’ (X, love’ (j, X) & deog’ (X))

a. John loves a dog which runs.
. love’ (j, gq (indef, X, dog’ (X) & run’ (X))
c. exist’ (X, love’ (j, X) & dog’ (X) & run’ (X))

AT bloTREREEXZ TV ARAVWELILRSE, Mifio (13) of
BEHAE (14 oFgEd 2 50k QD) o AfEHERIck-T, Bk
HOBKROR b EFN 2B BRI CHEDA TSI LEFPETHS
. LaLadb, ZhIVETHEERPIEELDL, ZORKRORD
BNCHAEOLDZ L¥HNLEB.D

27) #YEFH, ‘indef’ LWORFBEBHRFTRCHEAT 2 L2 2 CHIEY
REBLTWADITTIREW.

28) L, TOXHAMYFEVEZZCHEHICIRBLTWS DI TRV,
29) EFOHAE DL AAFEL Ak EH LBRECARUOMRITTLANET S
FIBBH DM, ZZTCREORXIDARICRONS AAFOMEmY LIFs-
33, i, RETZRPIEEMNT3WC L ENIBT 38805 { 1T 1989 5
ICOT @ JPG-WG Cirbhl BRI bTIRENZITLT A= I YR}
jpsg @ icot. icot. jp TXRbINILEREBEILTWS.
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(27)
8. BRBormELERH- k.
b, BRE-EHEELE-.
c. BEVRE-TERARYRDHS.
EBOXRCTEZD L, (27.a) T3 TH; 3EHLBREGICSVTH
—DEEEIETLEXBOPHEATLS Y. —F, (27.b) opdicE, =
Hi L BRI R T T HETH 3 ENENEED | BOENF—OERE
CRTZ2ETHIEVWIERCHS. ¥, (27.¢) Tiz ME, GBERET
BEEE, IHCTREERELTVWS. 20k Sk, EHLBEGICRIT
PETROELVR2BHTHIHE, ARMTH/ALTERLI D 2 ERR
OWMOVBENTIE ) EABERTERVDOTHS. Fig, KOXIARHILE
ZRFhER SR,
(28)
a. HEABHEA»LEWZ30FHT,
BEDOBETERD2— P2 BEVELE.
b. HEABHIAVPZEXETIRVRAALZIOFHE
SAAEARIECHEHLE Lk

(288. 2) DI O RPAII M0 FH, LI RBHRELT HFHE &b
(B WO YBEHREAZBELELTH 52, TRIAALEYVBIEH
L7eb T3 L EcdRENAILESHTRIDITTHZH, Zhdb s
SHEL VIO, (28.b) DX O RFlIEEXNINTZEY, HEHE
ZkoThbkdahadF—M, BHEE— : electronic communication) ¢
5. ZHOLERACETHIETES X ) CERBOBM VB WEILIE L2ty
T 5,30

30) kok5EBRFIBHE—KZXV{Tbh T3, 3L <L it Hasida (1990)

M.
AFRORKOIRTRHR X L, Hilcki3Z0AFOIETHR x LOfic
i,
X=x ¥7/zi
X(x)
LS ERRED 5.
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PERZE Y, Fifi R~k 0B REBHLMH»L 0 (B
RAEMNE CEEL TORLEBRKRRBOM Y EVE, L ETHLEEOR
BREREZELLBIZLRTETWEINE I DERT B L OE—YEN
ThY, IVEKOSEHRLBNCHRTH LA TES L5 EKR
PHEICEBICTRICRE DR THERLETDH 5.

5. FLHIZMZT

HEYE STz 81T B subcategorization X FIcB X S IcHEEEEO Y
R NEELTARERMLBAT S L OB ERELEREEL DS
Tiizhb. ki, BRIBOVBIIYTIE, 70 (EEAEMHE) 1K
EEEE O RERR T A HK» L BB ELN S L LR,
T0XHRBEMBRTEBRVPEFENCRYRLOTHEINE H> 2R, 20
I ORERVFAETCHEHE I P LEMTICS RN LR ThiER bR
WZEBDTHD. (ERFHMSE 2 BRNICITO L BTURETHS, &
WHZ LPLEDLICERNATERSRETH I L WIRICRESDII TR
2. JPSG TR WTREAEZ 5 LA bEd TREROR V& 2 Hik
MpThn.

31) BEOBLEL LTEHFIZE Hasida (1990) 258, &3, JPSG Gid 4 s
B, RILEEH, DRT (discourse representation theory), A > # ) « R N—2H
RILEDAREWMY Aho0, CEBRTEHHOSERSKYIRTEIZLAE
SR N Kt s A AT
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APPENDIX: JPSG iz k 3 THTA, of]

WSO ARFIERBZ Lick > T, JPSG ikiy s TEBEREA
Hi BEDLIfFbha»pRTALS. ¥, Reix3fc 13) of
BEHRNZEELTWE zhi (1) L LTRYET

(1) JPSG oRE:ic k A L ZH:aK o5

a. complementation
Mr - Hd Ct
where
ps (Hd)=ps (Mr)
sbet (Hd)=(Ct | sbet (Mr))
spec (Hd)=spec (Mr)
sem (Hd)=sem (Mr)
b. specification
Mr — Sp Hd
where
ps (Hd)=ps (Mr)
shet (Hd)=¢ >
spec (Hd)=(Sp | spec (Mr))
sem (Hd)=sem (MTr)

3tk (14 oFEERZHAIL LORLED, W 2»r0BE4FL
HIBFA% M iz fragment 2£x 5z Lict .
(2) JPSG oI X %R OH
a. runs: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct ¢ >, spec ¢ >, sem X1]),
shet ¢ D, sem run’ (X2)]
where X1=X2
b. loves: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[psn, case nom, sbhct < ), spec < ), sem XI1]),
sbet ¢([ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ ), spec < ), sem Y1]),
sem love’ (X2, Y2)]
where X1=X2 Y1=Y2

.29



c. gives: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct < >, spec < ), sem XI1]»,
sbet ¢[ps n, case acc, shet < ), spec ¢ ), sem Y1],
[ps n, case acc, sbect ¢ D, spec < D, sem Z11},
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2, Z1=272
d. gives: [ps v, form pres,
spec {[ps n, case nom, sbct ¢ ), spec < ), sem X1]},
sbct ¢([ps n, case acc, sbet < ), spec ¢ ), sem Zl1],
[ps p, form to, sbct < ), spec < >, sem Y11,
sem give’ (X2, Y2, Z2)]
where X1=X2, Y1=Y2, Z1=7Z2

e. to: [ps p, form to,
sbet <[ps n, case acc, sbet ¢ ), spec ¢ 3, sem X1]p,
sem X2]
where X1=X2

f. John: [ps n, case X, sem j]

where X=acc or X=nom
g. Mary: [ps n, case X, sem m]

where X=acec or X=nom
h. Fido: [ps n, case X, sem f]

where X=acc or X=nom

¥, John runs. L WAHTICH LT, T TEZLAXBEIROL IR
Bxkzbzszrichs.

(3) vl J:run’ (j)

n[nom]: j v[spec <n[nom]: js]: run’ (j)
| l

John runs

32) &k, FFETIBMIMARICTB2Mic, UT TR pn ALICET 3R
REEMET 5.
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Z DRPTAEE R (1. b) @ specification iz X - CEA[&sh 3. 2.8) ©
FERERIZ X T runs i3 LTI vIspec <n[nom]: XI5]: run’ (X2)
where X1=X2 L) fBERERESEL LTS, Zhat specifica-
tion iZ X - T nfcase X]: j where X=acc or X=nom &\ 5 &L &
bICRBT#EEL 2t e wicik X=nom, X1=X2=j Lh3z L RAUE
TARMtEL RS,

John loves Mary. &5 XOBIAL LTI ) 0k 5% boBEbh
BTkt '

(4) v[ ]:1love’ (j, m)
n[nom]j: j v[spec «(n[nom]:j>]:love’ (j, m)
|
John
v[spec ¢n[nom]: j>, nfacc]: m

sbet ¢nfacc]: m>]: love’ (j, m) ‘

loves . Mary
ZIZTET ) ORFAEEIEELTHES. S
(5) v[spec <n[nom]: X25]:love’ (X2, m)
v[spec <n[nom]: X2>, nfacc]: m

sbct <nf[acc]: my]:love’ (X2, m)

loves Mary

(2. b) OEMIERIZ X - T loves 1z LT i vIspec (n[nom] : X1, sbet
{nlacc]: YID]: love’ (X2, Y2) where X1=X2, YI=Y2 L v 5 FfiEE
PEzZ 5B, Zhd nfcase X]: m where X=acc or X=nom 7 33
D Mary & L i (1. a) @ complementation TRPFTAIEE & /Al &
harewicik X1=X2, Y1=Y2=m, X=acc & &5 Z L B\NEB+HL4E
Thb. 7

ZzCHED N8 vispec <n[nom]: j3]: love’ (X2, m) #
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n[case X]:j where X=acc or X=nom & ) RHEE 0L FH) John &

specification i X - TRFTEE L 2 TEETE QO OFALEAKRTH S
gives DFBE 2.0) L 2.d) D2FY OFEREERBE L LA TN B.9

2ZTCET, 2. o) OPBEREXTHEI. Thdb, BlxiF John gives

Mary Fido. L v o XtiBbh5aT Liced. T (6) ORBHTEE

HEALXS.
(6)

v[spec (n[nom}: X2y,
sbet <nfacc}: Z2>]: give’ (X2, m, Z2)

v[spec (n[nom]: X2», nfacc] : m
sbet ¢nfacc] : m, nfacc]: Z2>

Jrgive’ (X2, m, Z2)

|

gives Mary

TOX) RRFTBESET LB it (2. ¢) i£B1) % nlacc] : Y1
L (2.g) @ nlcase X]:m BB—{KL, &5k YI=Y2 2Sksr+2 2 &8
PDEThHS. hidkR, Y1=Y2=m, X=acc L%3%z L&HEKT 3.
R () OREZEZTHES.

(7) v[spec <n[nom]: X2)]: give’ (X2, m, f)
v[spec (n[nom]: X2», nfacc] : f
sbct ¢<nfacc]: >]: give’ (X2, m, f) |
Fido
v[spec <n[nom]:X2>, nfacc] : m
sbet <nfacc] : m, nfacc]: f>
1:give’ (X2, m, f)
gives Mary

33) ZhbLbEEERANICL > THBTREARETHA 58, ZoTxHH
R IC T Dbt o DERER FHIIELTH B,
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(6) @ v[spec <n[nom]: X2}, sbct <n[acc]: Z2)]: give’ (X2, m, Z2) &
n[case X]: f where X=nom or X=acc 72 3 B8 E & > Fido »* com-
plementation Iz X » CRBTHEE LS 2 »izid, nlacc]: Z2 L n[case
X]: f LB T 2 RERDSB. o7, Z2=f, X=acc LRI
bl

(8) v[ ]:give’ (j, m, f)

n[nom] :j v[spec (n[nom]:j>]}:give’ (j, m, f)
I
John

v[spec «(n[nom]: j>, nfacc] : f
sbet <nfacc): )] : give’ (j, m, f) [
Fido

v[spec <n[nom] : j», nfacc] :m
sbet <n[acc] : m, nlacc] : >
]1:give’ (j, m, f)

gives Mary

n[case X]: j where X=nom or X=acc & (15) CH3E/ v[spec <n
[nom]: X2)] : give’ (X2, m, ) 3 specification i X » T RpT#E % 72+
i2i% nfcase XJ:j & n[nom]: X2 BRE—LL2ThiEkdRv. #-7T,
X2=j, X=nom k& 5.

2. d) whxi- gives OFERETRL O3, W 2T John gives Fido to
Mary. o e XBREBoR3 2 Lick 3, BEFAOD 55T HE EHE
242 %. JPSG Tz Xk 9 7 case-marker WABIEHFICH LT (2. €)
DEOREREREZE2S. thikkoT, KRS X ) CHBEFROLE
OEKLFANOER LRALICR Y, GFAGAMERORS, form Xzo
BRI 2 5.

— 33 —



(9 p[to] : m

plto, sbct <nfacc] : m> nfacc]: m
]:m

|

to Mary

ko FEFERE R (1. a) » complementation (2 X S>THEfERZ YD
iz, C.d) o Z1=22 Bsdic f LE—LTILEXHS.

(10) v[spec <n[nom]:X2),

sbet <p[to] : Y25) : give’ (X2, Y2, f)

v[spec ¢(n[nom]:X2», nfacc] : f
sbet <p[to] : Y2, n[acc]: f>
}:give’ (X2, Y2, f)

gives Fido
9 o plto]l:m & (10) o v[spec <n[nom]:X2), sbct <pfto]:f>] :give’
(X2, Y2, f) L% 5 complementation iz X » TR DIEE P FEAI & h 5.
(11) v[spec <n[nom] : X2>}: give’ (X2, m, f)

v[spec <n[nom] : X2>, plto] : m
sbet ¢plto] : my] : give’ (X2, m, f)

vspec <n[nom] : X2>, nfacc] :f  p[to, nfacc] :m
sbhet ¢p[to] : m, nfacc] : f» sbect ¢<nfacc] : m>
]:give’ (X2, m, f) ]l:m

] ,

gives Fido to © Mary

& @A John & (11) OBhEA L 725 specification iz X - T RFTAEE
BELh, 2KELTRkOX S REXRLERS.
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(12) v[ J:give’ (j, m, f)

n[nom] :j vispec <n[nom] :j>] : give’ (j, m, f) -
|
John
v[spec <n[nom] :j>, plto] :m
sbet ¢p[to] :m>»
]:give’ (j, m, f)

v[spec ¢<n[nom] :j>, nfacc] :f  plto, nfacc] :m
sbet <p[to] : m,n[acc] : f> sbet <nfacc} :m>
1:give’ (j, m, f) J:m

gives Fido . to Mary

Z DX Hiz, complementation % specification iz & - C/RBTAEE N
WAl & h 3 L [FEgiz, complement 7\ L specifier » M&Bk, 2BFD
RTBFOFIERLBE—LENZ0TH .
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