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Phase Derivations, Interface Interpretations and Semantic Interface Systems
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This paper analyzes and synthesizes the most fundamental issues( e. g., scope reconstruction) in Phase Theory( PT) deriva—
tions, operations and interface interpretations within the framework of the MP combined with biolinguistic enterprise and SMT.
Our explorations of language faculty( FL) should be committed to explaining the computational atoms/ lexical items( Lls) , func—
tional categories and their features, discovering the computational properties of FL, i. e., the recursive generative procedure/ opti—
mal C,; ( boundlessly recursive Merge in BPS) , principles of cyclic efficient computations, economy of derivations, MSO. And
mental representations can be linked to and interact with C4 & SM/A-P interface systems( externalizing thoughts and computa—
tions) . The paper further foregrounds the interaction of C,;, with interpretive interface systems and interface conditions, and ten—

tatively proposes the hypothesis that C- semantic system can be both compatible with and distinct from Jackendoff’s CS system.

Key words: MP; strong minimalist thesis( SMT) ; phasal derivations; Cy, ; interface interpretations

1 5§

TE Chomsky( 1993, 1995, 2000) % fisj fJ 3k 481
T IEF ERE(FL) BWEARN A 3 1 (1) HE
MIAZE LEX 32 B A4 3] 30 Lls fef FH 36 V3 & I 12 55
( Merge) &M AE) RYG Cy - 17
i Lls M5 31 EM) FZ8 TCRAE I Al 1R 0 4544
{H, XP}, NG I (IM) 75 & # 3h; ( Chomsky
2012) (2) ALITRA(IER) R 52088 0)
P X B YE C RGeS B EAHEEL) ; (3) A
BT RGE S Z 32005 & AP & 48 ( Hinzen
2009: 125 —126) . 7E CH Fl AP 201 &G, 15 X
CH 2O 4 F 5 Hu v« Chomsky ( 1953) & &
55 %7 R bR icAE 2 A B — = A AT

(GP) DIHES Y ARIE F LA LA kiE &
( GSL) , I-4 37 ] 3 53 M1 89 Z 4t ( Chomsky 1953:
20 —24) . HAE:

@ a X,ab= = (x) (y) (XR xa.
XRyb. DS,,ax by) = (n=0)
~(Ea,) ... (Ea) (%,
aa,.Ka, a,. S, a,a,. Kaya,. S, a,as... S, a, _,a,_,.
Ka,_a,. X,,a,b) = (n=1;r =4i,i =1( XF3&H
i, WA 40 B AR )

BoE AR EE TERR T2 S, , Da ik —JGigm,
Db & LR 2 Fik. BXTEF IS 5 iE L HEH
(ARBIEEF U RS FEEZ. UG
JHFFIESR F RHRE F LA R IR Cy ( NZETE

41

b. S,,., ab = =



2018 &

KEX REHBESHR UROBE

$2 1

HHART) mEf. BEERESL... L,
H UG iR 2= 458 R F8IRLA HAERA] S,— 4544
RS =mj. .. m: (m; JEAEJZR LABIRS S kR
id,m; =S,) WA &S BE{ S} ( Chomsky 1985:
205) .

TE T AR TR PR B e B v AR S8 80 A >J
FE T A 0 S R ML ( Berwick et al.
2011) o 5055 2P MRRE [F ] B935%$E , 18100 A%
WEZEREVWFENNSHEE. ITERR
Cop A2 HES Y, AT LA Il I LT 1) 5236( Exp) 1)
LF RAEABLET . 3RISIE T LY 3 NREEN L)
S, st AL [ R P E - ( Chomsky 2004: 105) %
BRI KR T AR 9 EE ST IR R
ZERY ZE A 5 K& R i 29 109 JR W) ( Freidin, Lasnik
2011:23) . Pk X iEF H 68 FLN 24 35 78 =0 A) ik
(NS) JeH: 5 SM Fi CI AR H 4 I i i), H A&
A= B ETCRR BB ) ik e 4 .

ARG Cy PIEAT 7 el BE L7 X PdTis
B Cy HUIRII L FIHEEL n( 2RV 1 2] 0) BEXT( L, n)
A EFZE N ML 3] PF&LE 52 0 918 = ik
(. N) X ( Chomsky1995: 393) . 7 MP HEZE Py,
FHE FAZAER /RRAE —BCHE DL 7T 78 9 1 P 2 19 3k
Bl - AREL: B2 AL FN422 11 f# F35( Roberts 2001: 98)

2 ERES.GZEMMIENEOMRE

2.1 S5 E N 515 B S A 24

a1 )7 2 MP R % 391 & J#% ( Chomsky 1995,
2001, 2008, 2013) #LiEF 2GR N5 (=
) RGE Cy XA O RAEZ WIES 3K PF 2
W LF Z R AT s o iR RS23RN
v RN i 2y, HoAE A vE iz EL i GT/ 531
A SD, = < PF,, LF, > \& SM&CT 4% [ jii Jin
PSR, B, B2 0 S5 F . AE “TRIB/IR MBI ( SMT)
T, MP M5 5 E fe FL 4oy 76 Th g 138 5 5
NF AL R G (15 F W& E 4436 N R Gt CAS;
Beckner et al. 2009) . MP 38825 35% 31546 50
T8y AR S i B T o PE W dR v . FRATTET XS MP H i
AR IEHE T A ZETF ( economy) LI TR g AH OG5
D), ISR MP 19 LAR R B

(1) UG INFT RGBS ANEITHR RS C,), H
#HS D 2B A EE A ( feature checking)
s A WRRIE GRS o-4RRAE FIAS RRAIE 55 AN AT fif B
( IERE) FAE [wF 1, DhEE B s e =4S AR 1 5 |
SHERAE I8 S A% A5 1 ( checking domain) %
B IRAFAE -

B E N> LF T2 R%—m. N

42

AT B RRAE [wF | — Eopk A% 2, BB I B A B
(erased) , & WIGRAFIETCIA B AP B2 0 RG
TECHE A AT R RRAELE LF 7T 0L A RN
B o

(2) UG m4 JF N o B A 322 01 )2 UG EFH
LAy B FJRFR R B T ARG I8 55, UG b2
PRI B3, B JZE A (4 3m) 35T ( Lls) |, 459> 98] 390
A IFEFEEIE H LB R R AR T2 L
AR A T 7R 32 A, 158 5 W 2 A 0 3 i 4
& 514 ( Inclusiveness Condition) ; /> 3l HAKE &
( PG) AT f iR 300 A (19 2 B0l UG 774 U4 NE 5
BLLA R FRAE A S e A0 .

(3) B4, B&: RS (d) IS ES D(d,,
dy.dy. .. d, ) BEETEIHE G R E( 4 IR S
I 40002 d Jad TS S S D, I8
T D AT AR R B/ MU BB f.(d) H
MIHES: ds B EOP0 % W #E | & BF 25 1F ( Chomsky
1995) Al EFIE XL K-

RO BREL: f,(d) : D1 #il2Y: d e De; Hr:
A MIN f( d) BHES: d.

HR, B ALY LB 54 ( S8 & ff B FL 332
HSS A F) 2Btk , 38 R B /MR R
0 f.(SD) MILEHHE S 1B H #Rik SDs = <m, A >,
W FAE 1 22 55 25 A ] EEFTE b R

M BEHG £.(SD) : D1 §il25:SD > d; H
ke A2 A% MIN £.( SD) &

(4) PFEE( Spell-Out) fili Cyy, A= I1Y 2( SO) &
FRIMATEERN S, PP ER L S, S g 2] Fi N

B, BT A B T R AT AT R R L R
TR 4R SRS T A B . Jackendoff 5T
B F B4 2 12 B R CS( ME& e i) Rgoxt
W F Chomsky ) Cd &5

B PT) v, 8544 53 B vl i FH 5] 51—
We IR, dn e 3hia) i oP (I RS Bk CP.
BT IE B EE R B RANE RSy, Bl 2 &
BHEE( MSO; Uriagerekal999) . 7= 074 ( NS) 128
TERR BB A B U or 2 BRI Z SR BT

BT METE F ((mentalese) S DA B UM ST
Femh A/ HE R GE, C1 RGN LEM OB FRAE
( JE4E) 1F 2 Jackendoff( 1990, 1997 ,2002) #4 % 11y
MESEEH4 ( CS) o TE Jackendoff Y15 X BH S HE ZH
o, A RTE 96 R0 AT S R Y 2 O
MWE 5 # ( CS) , #EH a] 2t 57 F 15 5 ( Jackendoff
2002:274) . Cd RGEXTIE X SEM /.05 R AET] 58
AR R REAT 550 T™HE UL, & ( 454) CS &
Hide: Cd RZLERIARZ% O , AL FRAE S8 S LA B B X~
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= 2 R 5 i ( Jackendoff 2010: 600 —
601) .

MP AEZE PN A i e 1 [R) R AT SR AR 22, 491 42
PARGIE="

@ a. I( nfl) seem [ppto y] CL

b. I( nfl) seem [,pto him] [ they to like
Bill ]

c. [I(nfly [y v [yp XP [ppto him ]| seem
Lyp oo, they [ype oo 1111

v /Wa) CL 4 A Ga] 45 2] 32 T+ JT 45 1 @b, y
Wk srgethl they , IF HR B C 19iE . 1T I5]
they MIAZ R GEH E W) v B3, X — 5" 4
AR 5% 5 ( RM) A9/« Chomsky ( 1995: 305) #&
H seem $ETHE BB N1R] v ( W e) , ¥ BLIEHE
CH =(seem, t) o 17 v 19 PP 7 CH ¥/ X 5k
Min (8( CH) ) P9, H i T they $2 T 0 JCATAA] 1l o3
B3R 1S I him LU they ST4EUT 1P H4% 1P W
Sl N EE TP e T S AR Y . Beah, Xt
T @a, [seem-to | 2 T4 X v~ Wi 2| [ A 4% Fn
0~ (0, M ANFFAE R e DP ANEHE PP, HA5YR 6
AT JR#% 19 SEEM glia]( A)=0: 1 [ [SEEM-
v] [DP [y, t,CL 1] ]) ARNAFAE. B2 n) B — Bk
fRENfRE. LA PURON Ut B S A TR 30 T 1Y
TE B IR M A :

@ [ who, C [, T [,,who, Bill [ [ V meet
who, ] 1 1] ]

TETR BB 44 T (PIC) ,who $2TFFIEZAIK
BT v BYIL A Specv, SERFIRER C BYAT]
il B AR AE ( EF) $8 &K Spec-T J2& R ¥ 1%
R CAT AN AT i B — B AR AR 8 R Bill JF 2T+ =
SpecT 7, 5 ILIFN, C AL FHAFE( EF) B} wh—
FrIEPEER Spec—v (1 who FT- T} 28 Spec-C. #7HUIH
T B9 20 S2 AR EF DO AE, W T 0 A BEFE 2R Spec—v Y
who W ATARERE @ AER WS &2 EPP, T HFELk /K C
B—E M AR IEIE B CT 2 & — 318 R 7
Bill; ] C {931 F 45 AE 18 2R 2] Spec—v 37 1 who
FFET) 2 Spec-C, S8 M iRET TR B LG
i Coo Y SURRE EF F1—Z0CPERRIE AR 3K 3] By
EEpr

2.2 IRBHMES S DR

WHBCEIE( PT) S 818 )7 %8 ( MP) By i
e FRMEAZ A @4 fiE—ZUME( Agree) 12 551K
Qo MR wH4RAE( U AARIE EF 58 EPP 4#1E)
WKF . BT RJRIE IR, BRI, AR AE AR
FE SCHYERR FLER NIz 58 TR BTG T3 0% 1k
TPFEE( Spell-Out; SO) ; i Be e 20 7E A Wil 4 5

A B HE A I E v AN C B R oP FT CP I B
Kl Gyt o BV W M 4% 0 T RE 2% ( CF-
Cs) o WBCMJE AN ] M BEARRAE [wF ] WA 1) J5) 35
1%, 435 CP, P, TP F1 DP. 5B AT 3 1 B0 ST i
s, B BT e LF 35 Sz 10 A A R
BN, iER B I8 2T <t > MSEig nss
(AS) , 7F PF £ 0515 &% M2 M ( Citko 2014:
168) . CP Fll P JZ& Ay @A) C Feik il H 1 FiE
s vP FRIXTERE ML TULE , CP 2 EHE T H
e N F I F B/ Va3, TP e = 30 LR E
( EF) FIAR O] i B AR AE [wF 1( 458 4% F— BOrk 4
fif Agr) o WHEEBYISr A LF 35BN PF 5B . LF 5
BERIZ WS (1) fiw ks (2) & ia) 38 THFiE S 9E
R wh—FL sl HE 5 B . X B S g Y Bl 4R
TH( QR) Ffii k257 PG 4] A BE B4 Mt 35
H PG f]=:

@ a. Which document did Fred file [Op [PRO

without checking t,, ]]?

which document

Ay > __Op without PRO checking fg,

Fred filed t,y

558 Op FIfiT A 2552 PG 1Y oP G 4E 5 1)
] P, I H oP B2 I whR X PG A] 201
R B R E 2. WEMAESAN PC IR IE oP 1Y
TR A N SR S 3 0P SRR <1 > 5K
FeoP YRR <e,t > BAVLEL. AR Legate
(2003) , 33X —&5 #4 AT ZRAG i B8, it 240l A2 (1) M
T 0P 1 wh—al L S F ] oP 77 A2 N $RHG
(2) 5 PG pyIg /Mg B AJE 305 - AE AR LA
T PG ZK whA£ 3 5| oP i B 0¥ L3R5
Bt BB AR RS VPs® %5 3 PGs S0 35 HE B
Hofsio 1AM, PG 5 ATB A AA7E B 2 AN X FR -

1 % 35 ( Nunes 2004) HAEICAS ( LR) Jill
T Ao PG A2 H IR T FE AT H 29K L UE ATB
(Y w i) m, If H PG m) XA 3 A 45
DPs .1 ATB 4J=CEF2 3l DPs e 5)) T 2] CP i
Beii B A s o b

® a. PG [Which movie]idid you see after
Julie recommended t;?

b. ATB: [Which movie ],did you see t;and
Julie recommend t,;?
c. ATB 25 #HES:
43
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CP

[which movie]!
CQuidk

Conj/ and

[ Tulie did* recommend[which movie] |

Gec | DP [Which movie ]' 28 3 — R 44 I3
(EM) PR NGIF(IM; B3 &) 2k iH Bl 7t
Spec-CP; H. T did" 23—k EM. PR IM % 54 51
R F C. ATB A XA T E 58 # ¢ EHATHRIN
(inter-arboreal) -G 3 LAFE 8l 16 32 15 76 N I AT fa]
k.

Gallego( 2007, 2010) #2H “IHEBME sh” , 7l 7E
—E AT AE TP PG ALl B o X i B Y 3l
DL~ JE M 12 W~ 2255 28 A RN S AT S5Ol B T 5
VAR B g O 45 5 Mot Be 3RS i sh A8 5T, A1)
R RER AR A TR B PP Al . DP fUER PF B2 0
MR, H R AN B fr i, A2 LF 5. DP
AR Al A% X ( Sauerland 2005) , i) 2 T (74 12 )
AT RESE DP W 5L UESR 2 i 7 i Tl e 42 ) X

® Bill read [, one book by [,, every lin—
guist ] ] ( QNP, every linguist > QNP, one book)

‘For every linguist, Bill read one book by
this linguist. ’

AR 1A QNP, 7E DP, NS B DP, B 585,
Larson( 1985) 1A & 42 1 & i one Z 7MY DP A,
Marugic( 2009) 37 3% Sauerland ( 2005) M &5 Bl 5 A
QNP,7E DP, Z Sh B BE 1, H QR “RNEEFIiA DP i
.38 DP HEERTE LF iFBeZ b

H4h, Den Dikken( 2007) $2H “IHEBE P "7,
H LR IE ( predication; Davidson2005) % X ( #4
) B, B PP $55F . S AAAE o-T-C B BT,
CP JEIHE B OYR—20E B DB E e e ad A2 h
FEFH D B, DP RiHEE . A DPs ZMHE Y, 77
TESEHR &, 755 xS L

(@ a. " who did Bill read { the/that} novel a—
bout t ?

b. " who, did you read [, [specific ], [D +
Relatorj = the [RP [novel about t k] [tj ti] 177

b’ . " who, did you read [, [that], [D + Re—
latorj =@ [RP [novel about t k:| [tj l;] 171]

a. who did Bill read a novel about t ?

b. who, did you read [, [D = ¢ [y, Num =
a [novel about ¢, ] 17 ]
A48 ( specificity) 504, Bl , 545 DP Al 415
44

H A2 50T LIBRE S A48 DP W S $51H 1R D Al
T N R Z B R IE E R . A E DP 2B
WFFE I B A4 TR P4 5% D Bl iR el , JEHAR 224544 73
FERFSTIER] DP 5 oP (IR IESSAFAENRT I -

Chomsky #15¢ SCIE B iy A WK 431 TSA 4455
AR, A PR DI BR IR S C B v A0 S TR
Boitda v JEF ik Ao LA WTREARIHA A A8 H
S, X AN BE A PR AT B 48 A (4 A 2 EPP) A
LSA HEBR , BBl i 2S84 g 48 1 43 A BH 1S 7 N
2o TEBAUIR LA 1T B AL 2 A B 17 iy
AL, Sk C1/CS 42 1 R GERY R YE L it B CP,
vP F551EB DP, TP 1y 22534

(1) 7/MA]( clausal) 15 B /&G 451 —CP 5B,
Q 3

(2) BhiFl( verbal) BIGLEAY —oP 1 EL, © 1k
(& BT R)

(3) 44 18] ( nominal) T $8 14 ( referentiality) —
PF {5 DP 3 5

(4) forfE—3PE—TP iF B, ® 3k ( Grohmann
2003: 74)

TEIE R —5 LA X i A, VP /P 5830 B =,
TP Xf Rz 25 g5 44, CP X R IE R (1) S Fe 1
VPvP-TP-CP {1y sdt i ik B v, 2%t BURT 09 1 SLRK
P (A B 28 BR S VR 5 J7) R BE AT AL X
(C, T—v, v—V, D—N; Hinzen 2009: 39 -
40) o EEINEAE 3 brifE: B SR T REY;
TEEGH LRV e M E 40 L & AR AR ( PG) HY
oP 1R wh 55T R UE

BRI 4% O 28 F ( CT) Feih SCRE & R 5T
FETTH M . B RIS AL, WT A 3 A
AT A R T B A AL 7 20 %y Y R 0T RS 4]
(LA) /9105 N; 5 Begh s =X a) v 1 Jay 74
AR 1 B 40 2% 5 ] EL 32 ( Transfer) %] PF&LF
$#1 . ( Grohmann 2009b: 4) EFRPHE A= R B
WA B WX 3 48 M R B & R
( PIC; Chomsky 2001: 14, 2004: 108) . & Bt i1 #t
( PE) A EPEPFi( SSO) o il Be( CP, oP) %2
F| PIC 1y 2y. PIC F1iF Bl 5 ( PE) 23K 315
Bt oA i w2 5 A1 ( Boeckx 2010) o PIC fEhy 22
U A LE S A B R A5 . PIC ATk — 2D fif R
A AEAED T BOHE S A28 R AT SR A TC1e B IE
[wF ], AT AR (4 R AR 20 200 DA 1 B 5 R 8 1, LA
fih K B — 25 AJEEIE SR A BV R N
“WEIRAET , Ak H AR N — i B B B T S i
B AR

© a. [1 » Bill v [\,I,kiss who ] ]
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b. [,, who [,, Bill kiss= [,V who]] ]

c. will-T [,, who [, Bill kiss-» [,V who ] ] ]

d. [Bill will-T [, who [, Bill kiss —v [\, V
who | ] ]

e. C [,Bill will-T [, who [,, Bill kiss —v [y,
V who] ] ]

f. [pwho will-C [, Bill T [,, who [,, Bill kiss—
v [V whol]]

@a 1 T A BIIC K R PEAEIR, Da Db 11y 4
FrrAE Voo 193 T , who F2 F 4 oP 15 BE 1Y Spec—
oP I FHRHIESL EPP & PEAL &, @c MO 435 £
Ji T i AR E T Subj $2 71, @e th 8E 0] 35 H J1 10
WELTE C &1 3] TP ARYE PIC, L oP 15 BEiA
F [Spec, oP |1 who W HARIE 4 SLE M £ 3))
I =5 BE CP By 28 1 5L [SpecCP ] ( [Spec,
C" ) ki 2 C (R 3E FH 1 BEKR, 16 OF 58 il S
e PEEREIN 5 R ER R AN 2 5 R DU R SR 1 S B e
Hh ) 24 40925 9 357 3k )50 ( Chomsky 1975:16)

H R4 T A7 A A X AR il 73 e il ( ACC)
B — LB UG MRS AF A% A5 Agree, 3555, 1
#8323 PIC Hil 25, M 5| Attract i858 AR 32 11
#1249 ( Boskovic 2007) o 5B AT HALRAR
A TR) AU e A ) ik B U2 N—PF/LF 2 11 11
e S R0 i A8, T B e T R BT IR 11 . e [R) AL

# XP By W) XP i PRk #h 2
BRSO i X M H AR R 152 A 4 SpecX’
SETR B A, AR 38 & A7 1 BEPF 2 ( Chomsky
2000:108) o i BE i B¢ K Hdk R W PR S
Kayne( 1995) B fif R 1R 58 Ko FC 32 [ 28779 1L
AFAE AT XS :

a. XP <« EBERTLEPH-> b B

Sp ec/x>¥' Xmg/\ —PF/LF
\Comp swes— PF/LF 3 %ot

Chomsky 1428 ¥4 J2& X 1/) A1 85 JC 15 e 11 P32,
1Mi Kayne AYZ5HE BOR 2 8 R UEYR (B PF 32 A9 215
R o DRERALHI AT 15 2 3 %) AR 0 S R D) A
Jackendoff( 1997 ,2002) F) XF S A 0] ( 422 11 &b B
#8) o ASTCIY WS SR iR B RSG5 ( AP/SM&CI/CS)
e PIC JE 0 b R 5 R et 2 PF/LE $f
RGN &Y. PIC A LAFHW & I Merge 25311
T A B A MR B T (B shis SR B &
) o Bhn:
@ a. [, T was told John [, that TP] ] l
b. [, it [;. T was told John [, that TP] ]
c. [e(that)y [ it[;. T was told John [, that

T™P]]]
d. [, vpseems [, ( that) [, it [, T was told
John [CP that TP ] 1]
e. [;+TL, ypseems [ ( that)y [, it [;. T was
told John [, that TP] ] 1] ]
f.* John,seems ( that) it was told ¢, that TP
g LIt [,,ypseems [( that) [z, [, T was
told John [(;P that TP] ] ] 1]
1E PIC 2R, M4 S 2L 0o B, #-%EE P A
REf AR A TP i) “H AR 7 John 5% i, WP % TG
AR R FNE B PUOIE o&C P H AR, oo
AT RERE 2l H AR BE , o o&CHS TC 72 M R
[Spec, T]Hy EPP RRAFE L 3 4% RRAE , 4 5 TC 1k 5]
K& Oy BB
HifE PIC JCik BHESHREE P XF HAR G 384K,
Wy “Bivi Tt 297 ( DIC) FHWT: DIC: o > B >
v B Ay PEBCEREF o B ZTEPERT: > JE K Ir 5T
#ilo ( Chomsky 2000: 123) ¥£A0e FIREN o B4
T.B=it, y=John, MG HIKFE, o> >
v: B HAR John FIEER T #RIGER , £7 4 Chomsky
(2001) By—FPE A (1) RENFN H AR 2620048 15
BR: (2) o LA SEFE I -4 AIE 1 42 5 LM 55 DT
BE oy B BRI AIE o
B2, W0e HOTEYE it TFHE o FIl y Z 18], #EF
T F1HAR John f)—3UHE I FRICIEEM ST, John F£5))
2] [Spec, T ]33 FAV & B BHWT, AOF 119 48 2 32 T 4
FHA
T RS wh2EIX LI T A7~/ A Sh R R i 22
PERHY , 5B ERIS ( PT) o iy 32 e I 0“9 B JC 2F
i Z5AF7 (PIC) B H “AHXT IS 5007 ( ROP) 54X
PIC: (1) &1 PH = (o, [H, B 1], H 2iHE
L. o (Spec) &H 2 PH [ 7, H g &2 H
M. (2) H AN AT fi X2 PH Z AR a)ikis 54,
MACia BN B A F] CI/AP 2 11 R 4G, Wik 7
{ a&H} 7] Ko ROP: FEATIE FAR(SO) [ Loy ..
lop [A Loy  JIT T TP AFELA R LR (1) o) & @
SElF— 2R o 1D EREE, B IR B BST o
(2) A J& Spec—o, , 1 4% «,-COMPL; (3) 33:8 & A
HO S L T y: y S BIB5r . ( Fortuny 2008: 4)
PA SR o BEBRIE T o, ATHRIN A B (HL
ANBEERI v 5 8. HE o, BEAERI H AR 04 R 2 )2
HARTE o, P B A XS ER BE - I H,, P A1l
A Fp X} o, SEA AT, HOS M B ERE I n. o
FERIPTAT XPs HRATAE B2 8 1 Jmy Fd dsl e 5™ A
ok T BOA B0 v R SR R 1 S AR B A B Y e T
TR AR E A 1R XPs B RB . X —1&
45
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P DL g ad A R a] XPs 321 B 1 34 G215 31 82 30
“AEE( Boeckx, Grohmann 2007) . PIC ZKz) Hr[a]
BB RNIA A TH B 7 Midller 2010: 40) o i BePf
P52 )5 re A I RS 3 Svenonius 2004) o 1EERMIEE OB
PR B, 1 BCERIE ( PT) (19 B Fr e SE B %k B
METHRL PT AT TR0 A ST & AR At
S LU M Z2 22 RBP4 Grohmann 2009a,b) .

2.3 GBS S EAH I

CH O RS VT A B3 (e LF 53
MEHIEZE . HET.OIERE P AR AT BB o-
FRAE [wF JORSI PN5IF(IM) 7242 A #2801 P
ML SRR AE ( EF) 3R 310 G I (IM) 7 4= H bR
(wh—mI0) 7] Spec—P FALIYIELEIEI A F£ 3, M-
P& PIC JRy il 29, 31 5 SpecP AT 9L F2 P 12 3
W E X PEF L LF 55 25 0158 i B il A 7] B o

2 LF 2 RS C 5 CL RGERIHE N
FRAEJZLF 2 TR A BT N—>N iTH5E, M
AEITALRSGE Cu N N—N ARG — . A
AL B AT DL A v SCRBONE , AN 1T 0 i Bl A 24 o
K FR LA N RE Bl X Mg BEAS T O i) EE 2H 2800 ( RE)
LF iEBeA WA F 55000 : (1) LF 15 B A 280 b
375 (2) mrial$E It QR FUZELLAE ER wh—F% 3 AT 40 1]
B

DP ANEA&ar il ng s LA <t > 55 5]
AEMN L DP k= LF 5B /PR “DP A Z4hiss
X7, Bp, B ial$E T QR ATES Bk DP. JIEHE R 7 S 4k
W—i% 42K DP NHRFH ISR AN S8 W] DP 34
B, DP AR B AN EA LF BB .

@ Bill read I:DP/QY\'PI one book by [QNPZ every lin—
guist | ]. ( every > one)

BRI fE 2 R QNP, 58 42 O 52 26 i F
[QNP, [QNP, | |1yl 24 , 5% DP HA5-H)1a) sa -

NS TR Mo IR E] CP B HRABIES
1] Y EE IR oP A, AR AR TR R, TP iy 8
AERR E ( AN E ) TP AU LF i Bt ( Bobaljik,
Wurmbrand 2003, 2005) . LF i& B 5 PF 5B Ay
JEMEARTE . #E LF 3217, 0P J& 18 7055 44 4H 2% i iy
RSy o FERE T ) 2 A 7 v () 4 B oz v ( H4H
), HARRA] oP JEiE B, FOEds 102 .

(P) [TPEvery child; doesn’ t L_p\/__
his, father to be a genius] ]. not>V > his

T EEN S R WoR , PR E A Y every AbTF 15
EF T NEG (yFEI N BSR40 Ra . X W]
TR A ZTE & T3 T SR g N B I IR AR
R oP TRBGH A B E A ASRAR L ff . 5%
il ( FQ) AU R i SR AL T P E R LF iR BeiY
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seem to

M AFNUESE -

@ a. [, Children; [;. T don’ t [,,all seem to
their,parents to be smart | | |.

b. [;,Our children [,. T don’t [,, all seem to
be in the room] ] .

¢. [y South Americans [ T aren’ t [,, all
likely to be placed among the top 3] ].

A3 SRS hin im) Ak 1 75 s IR TR 1) 22 [a], 1
HH DP £33 oP BB B2 8 . Legate( 2003) DL
LSOV ( RE) IS UERE S~ AR TEA%  $2 T oPs A 1R
Bro Marusic( 2009: 166) {552 #2 Tt oP S5IEFRE TP
#B SR LF FR51E B o IR 2 42K 5 18] 09 3 8 A7
o LF i Beay i 5, B, S im] 42 T QR 25 28 B
B SRR, 6 3 B 3R] A B A B i) § e P i
RERY S0 5 T 2 B R A/ NR) A TR B A, 2 LF
B HAHZV( RE) GL3H 51> DP 75 LF fif e A
HAK T PF PRI 00 58 4 T 2H AIER 43 F4H ( 9
T P E2H) ( Lebeaux 2009, Stroik 2009) , %%
R

@ a. [Which relative of hisj]i did every stu—
dent; invite 1;?

b. which; did every student, invite [relative
of hisj ] .( Sauerland, Elbourne 2002:284)

@ ,pSome student [;. T [, is likely [ to [,, be
in the seminar room ] ] ] ] ]. likely > some

S 4H ( TR) ¥ M2 TH45 4 b i o E DP
ARSI RS 2T 0P S LF i5 B, ik A F1E R PF
BT kS Bh B R EIE AL E (315 4% Nom)
HLF F8 750 AE 8 AR /N 45 2 PR 32 il B, H 58 A
ZH. i DP/KP 2 PF 5B, &#if42 T ( QR) HFE
Fnfg R FRIE A AH Sz o 2 WA LF 85 28 35007 i A
Bt AE LF HHf L 3 S A OGRS
2014) o $-TF TP( T e, s ) Y H L 132 5] 2
W Z&AF(BC) B 2( Citko 2014:91)

@ [TP [m,Hisi motherj s (:ar] « seems to [Qpevery
boy J; [ , to be known by her; [y £, to be 1, the best
there is] ] ]

o152 4 DP 2 2] rh[a] TP 1 5L Spec-T i
A AR B&C. HH ROV ( RE) St e fa] BLIS Y
Bl e BEBE( PT) F, “HBUE RN E
HRIERL AT o A BRI A7 BT I B AR & A7
¥ K2 EPP [ Spec-T v B ( Chomsky 2008: 156) .

ot CA Pl 5. 456 %) FL 1H5
RGUIWESE, nT A HY: S TR s i S
iR Gy, LA K LF ELAG AR [R) fif R g ASOR 242 ,
P 285 R PPAS HA AR TR 3 0% N RIS ( [
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BT B AR E T AR WS e e ) o 7E
Chomsky Y ( CNF) "~ , AT Ar] FL 0 7] ply B8 — 2% iy
5 B A AR L0 475 2H i ( 4 D—the, NP—
DN) o CH 2 11 RG24 T 8 5 A R B fE B
(nzs A Fn s SUAH 8D ) CS 4l & RAE)JZ2 K. CS
MR CHd 5 1555 3z 10 . CH 34 nl U] 45 A
CS F1 SR ( Bierwisch 1996:47) . Y- Chomsky F
I 4E CH RGEAN Jackendoff FHEZL5H) CS &
GoERAA I T 1R CANE F g i, BHS FN 28 50 BT 9T K
Y CH R&LS CS ARG LIFRET . HhE CH &
GE AT U173 S R G ( C-S) M R GE( 1-8)
Bl CHd 24 =CS &4 + IF/IS & 4% ( Munakata
2009) .

3 Rik

TE MP P 35 5 AR IR 1HA R Gr kA Y
Ak.( Freidin, Lasnik 2011:2) . {Ei&iT8 B UG 1
2R 4P e 58 ( Chomsky 1993: 4) o NS %0 2
TG I ( Merge) « HHEHE 7 AEETHAHAGE
Moy ={oa.B) . & v I, N v 5% LB
(v) » HH— B IETHE LB(y) =LB(a) =LB
(B) o B IFIr A H AL (IC; Immediately-Con—
tain) & & ( Is-a-Member-Of) , (v, o) , (v, B) H
o AR RSB RWEE G IF(IM) 77 R4
& ( Term-Of) o« FIFH74 o 5 B ZHAUKLR,
KB PP Ge il e F o TR G FA S
FEENE I AL N ER ( Erase) 7] Gt— B I HRAIER
RO HILIHEF A UG I 53y 22 55 S ( Pz A
VeE ) AT ( g Sk AR IR) o D ANA]
BT IRIR LI (AR AR AE L0158 25146 ( 0 &
FRUEZAVUIN 5 O B & AR 00 o0 5% 45 Dy 422 O T fige 32 T
ZU, LF ARATf BEARR AR i — BOPE A5 210 {8 A0 i 152)
( Chomsky 2001:3) o MALBETTA M MR, 5 F 1T
BRGAE — M HAEIF 25 ( Chomsky 2007: 16) o

TE MP FIA=M01E & 2FHEZE R ( Di Sciullo, Boe—
ckx 2011) , & Ifia B 0B/ IILH A= A5 &6 30+
FENRHES . AR S R/NMER(MS) A%
( Epstein et al. 2014) . FEIHBEAGEHH, A —1>
iz AER , 5B CP, oP, DP 22— &
( 55 W Grewendorf, Kremers 2009) . %15 B S
O T & RIFS AR —8 a8 0 LD R ik g
Fo) SR S5 A S R S, TE SR AR BT 18 ( SMT) 1
FFHEFIR B iy ) k—35 R 3 O RAg s —is
MO GKIE S 2011, 2013) , JUHLEG “Hil
75387 ( Cinque,, Rizzi 2010) AY15 B A5 FIFEELS
TS T BT ST W R IR ST I ME U N ER e TCiA R

FHOE [wF ]R3 LA B e S RN SRAE (4 4 55 A2l A
#BJE: H L ] . 1 JT 45 M 1 B /] J7 72 ( Harley
2011) . & FE My MP Flif B 2 MP 5ik 5 15
( Yang, Ropper 2011) %5 a] S@#RAG ZAR AT -

P4
OEHHBHE T HR A FIHE S5 5 ES G- Bl
(i) a.” Peirre, semble & Marie [, t,avoir du talent ] .
b. Peirre; lui;semble t; [ t; avoir du talent].
(1) a H7 Marie Hoifk A F i Pierre B 42T 1P, [Al 1 BHLIKT
A/ CL (1 135 Peirre, 32T, J5 H M R A I
2 S A T ) b ol PP B IR i 9 1 R B
W5 [T L i A B Peirre 8 THBEAZ A AR FRAE S 2
EPP, #: 51 81( Chomsky 1995: 305 —306) .

@4 Chomsky( 2000: 129) , AT M ( 1) e 5% 0> Iy
B2 CFCs BYBEALS SR PE( i) -

(i) a=[XP[(EA) HYP]]

(ii) o £ B H =0/ XP A 404 I
BIA. b 75 [, Hy o] o H, R0 S AE I L
B /Mo

P H, =C, W Hy e F o 75 H, =0, 0 Hy =T, 55}
WIC EA —F(, EA $£7} % SpecT, ( XP A 42 TF) ; 44 H,
=Ty, Hy =T, HEA AT v $27+, 0 XP 27+ 2
Spec-T4; P H, =v, 0] XP 5 v —F( 2 XP = Expl, %
etk Assoc 5o —F)

@By oP EBAE SN VPs HRAL T 2, A7 AF B A% 2
1] escape 1] PGs WL 2RI Z1 10 , B 4n:

(i) a.? Whose name did John forget [Op [before he
wrote L, down | ]?

b.? Whose name escaped John [Op [before he
wrote t,,down 112 ( Legate 2003)

@IERSBRBET T 0 CL IR T A BRI & “F /R B
(FI) Jrhul, 4fi 5 i 15t -

OME&(E ) R v vk, M E (B ) Rk
PEVERY X SCRF C REERDIGr. CSAEN CL RGEMIM
AR 53 2 — FRIK IR TT A AR 254 ( Saleemi 2009:
189) o CS A1 IF 43 Bl im0 FE 51 LA & LA™,

@B —IrNEIF IM FSRE I EM( 534475 0 PM)
( Fukui, Narita 2014) . & i85 8RB P23
RG. 76 BPS HUS T, A B AL T 8 — S il bnic iy B
FRIFBRA SR . B AL Move BT T AR AR (B FR) FIIEHR AR
( TCHEHF) -

(i) a. JEFRNLH Move: A = 2( 237 o) , IR « &3,
B S il =37

b. FAGFFRRL T Move: i A =3 (7 K & o) , I
o & KJER L={v.,{ o« K} }; i LIS # K, JE
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S =3
(i) ARG S(HRERAE F 1 o) , R34
@ BUR o Y FLIE M H S . ( Kitahara 1997:6 - 8)
(DLarson( 2011: 390) W4 B H B T 2 A F] me—Cy—
NAGHRA TR B BB L FL TSRS C i N — 3
S0 HE s BT TR T A

Sk

el R4ox. = EASRY RS SCE O —U
i B F S DO o ) (D], AhE2 T,
2017(4) .

TR MRAFTH A — BT 5 SRS B S R
. AME2T], 2011 (1) .

SRIESC. BT IR BT AL A — R e s (D]
AME2£F], 2013 (1) .

SRIESC. BE T B A AR R R U S 2 AN
], BRSIMERIT, 2014 (8) .
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