C-2 L 5D F B

em fii—
HHR R

FHRET

AFFRTIL, BEADOKIE (copying) Z 9 HARFEOH - AT L 2R LT, 2 ORI,
Chomsky (2021) “Minimalism” DO#AE L7222 ©°—fE L (FORMCOPY) DfLFHANG | SHHIGHEIZL D
[T EEHRE 2B TRESND ERET D, POMICHE I BRIE, Tid (A) IRT X9 7%, B
[-T5 i) MEEHOLFTUE L TH D,

(A)  KERHZ ORI A fR\ N fR X
9. ZOMIUTKT D 2 OO FREREATHIIE & LT, FEEHLE) (head movement) P RERIIFS
(morphological merger) (22 < T A B2 Q #i), £ LT, 256 DM Tl skt Sz
TERWZIEZWMUD Q). 20 LT, ab—ElROMAMAIESFilcentrzE L T, £
DZXMEERFET S (4,5 1), WEIC, KIBERO/FHE LT, SEBHERZNEIEDOA D =X AIC
BRI E5EEMZRHADERLA ST D (6 Hi),

1. IZC®HIT

(1) a. BEBELEDLF (unaccusative verb)
b. HENESTEY I

2) a. AfETFPREAETHOIEL H (unergative verb)
b. KEESfE FRLEks CThE-TED

3) a AETFNREVEIEDIED ) (transitive verb)
b. KESHEAZEATEHTT

@) a AfEFRRIC=VEHXLHH52) (ditransitive verb)
b. A7 U—MNKESICHFEEZ XX

(5) a. KESAWKEBICH DR EE Flobt s Firbtl (causative verb)
b. KESHBWREMIZH D DOR_REB LA HEE S-S

6) a. KESWEAEIZEDONDLIED LN (passive verb)

b. fRENAKERICIRE ZIE SNz s )T

2. BAELY 5B TAIS

(7) a. KESHSFEERT A i\ 7=
b. KESOEEROfiE X )5

(8)  Sugioka (1992), (L1 (1993), {F'j#& « &£ (2002), &% (2003), Kuroda (2003), Hoshi (2006), Ki-
shimoto (2006, 2009 2016), &)1l (2009), Hayashi and Fujii (2015), etc.

9) a.* KEBOHEEROEL F
b.* KESOEERIOME - F

* AWFFED T B AR BB AT e BBl & GRITZE (C) %S 22K00617) DB Z321T T\ 2,
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(10) a.

3. B

FEH % E) (head movement) b, JEREMPFS (morphological merger)
NP E DP

(Kishimoto (2006)) E GREF (2020); cf. Shibata (2015))

(1) FEHBEhL, JLESME (Extension Condition) (23T 5,

(12) a.  KERDSEERI 2 MR MR & Ty
b. KEBSEER 2 iR T fif & 5
(13) a. /INFPAEDRRT2WRE S
b. KABRANZRVENT)
(14) a. CKERASEER 2 iy 7 IR 72 i & O
b. KERDSEER Z RN Z(E L b RE 7
4. /R
(15) Chomsky’s (2021) FORMCOPY:
a. FORMCOPY (FC) assign[s] the relation Copy to certain identical inscriptions. (p. 17)
b. FC applies at the phase level and is interpreted (mapped to CI), not entering into further computa-
tion. (p. 17, fn. 26)
c. FC is not subject to conditions that hold for the structure-building operation Merge. (p. 20)
d. [L]ike other operations, FC is optional. (p. 25)
(16) a. John expected Bill to leave
b. John persuaded Bill to leave (ibid.: 24)
(17) “In [(17a)], Bill raises by IM to SPEC-expect. In [(17b)], Bill is merged by EM with the complex verbal
structure {persuade, {Bill to leave}} as its direct object.” (ibid.)
(18) a. John [, expected [ve Billi [v' fexpected [BiH to leave]]]]

b.

JOhn [VP persuaded [DP Bllll] [VP tpersuaded [B}HZ to leave]]]
() A

(19) “In both cases, FC determines that the two occurrences of Bill are copies. If V = expect, the paired Copies

were generated by IM; if V = persuade, Bill, was generated by EM, with its own 0-role.” (ibid.)
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(20)

2D

(22)

(23)

4.1
(24)

4.2
(25)

(26)

27)

BRI L D [ BE))
TP N E TP N
KERAS, T ViE< -5 KERAS ;T v sl
/\ A /\ /\
VP T P T ViEL y
S T r
t; V' t v
/\ i /\
VP v : VP (v) e
SR € e Ve
a. TC& N (I-J7)) 1%, #WHJERESR (bound morpheme) (cf. Lasnik (1981, 1995))
b. [ LAPFAET D EEEIL, VRO, W, D WVITIERATE (amalgam)
PEARSRAT DB Z H 720,
a.  KEBOSEERD & fR\ - fiR = 5 (=(12b))
b. /INFEDMBTIRVEE S (=(13a))
c. KESAEER] A MR- BRI 2R fig & )7 (=(14a))
AE—DXNRERDER
a. KEBDREBIZHE Z Fiabd b PlEbt )l WFEEI+&H)
b. KESAWREBICIHERAWEESE LS HES (&)
c. KERMBEAICEDONTEDOLNS VED H+H 1)
d. fERAKEBICIEZIKRE S Lz S (=)
o P—ERICHRE b 2 EER TR X ORI
a. KEBDREBIZHE % Fiabd b Plabtl (i e+ 1)
b.* KESAREBIZHEK 2 FInb¥E 5 F BV (i +HESE)
c.® KRESDREBIZHE R & Fin 9 Flob ¥ )7 (REEN+f 1)
a. KESBEEIZED DNIED LN (ZEh+2Hh)
b.* KERAEAICED B gD (ZEh+HEHE))
c.* HAENKMEEDLED LIS (REEh+3Z2 8))
a.  KRESDLUHZEAICHBEREZZENTH L7 (VT+H59)

b.  KEEAN LS4
c.* KHEEAN e
d.? KEEAN LS4

THEEIRZENTHEHo72h BN
THEEIRAENTH b o2 EE )

{
{
{
ICHEBRAZFENTHE Ho72FEWNTH BV (cf. Hayashi and Fujii (2015))

-109-



5. ZOMDOIRE - HEiED FTREM:
51 REETE] T X 3IRE

. /NP\
TP N
T~ /\
KERAS 5 T' { VP V-
P T iEmE VEG
T A
ti V'
VP Y

_______________________

(29) a. VROSPNIEZIEIRT S
b. VRP
"~ — idiomatic meaning
VRO DP (cf. Harley (2014); contra Alexiadou (2014))
(30) a. passjudgment “evaluate”
b. passatest “meet a standard of evaluation”
pass the hat “solicit contribution” (Harley (2014: 254); cf. Marantz (1984))

Bl a.* KESDHGEZBEVNZBEX 7
b.* KEEMNKICHZFESEE S
c.* KESAES TFOSENFEm-edme L)

52 BRERCRIREIOEE L D (GE) EiHE:

521 HEHL
(32) a. [KEBAME=] #ERY
b. KRR Z OHER A RN T2 ] wTRENE (cf. Murasugi (2000); Matsumoto (2018))

(33) a. AfETFIZ
b.* fEF1%

L

HENE DR Z RN REME] 2 (A TH) ELTWBHD?
HEN T DR Z RN TR ] M R o TnHD?

L

(B4) a. AEFIL CRERDMuJZ g 7o mlgEtE] 23 L TWnbHm?
b. AETIE CRESAMAZ RN R X 5] 20 2R > TnNbHD?

35 a. AbTIE
b. fETIE

L

HENEN T EEME] ZfE L TWVWBHD ?
HENFRNT X T M =R o TNDHD?

L

(36) (33a) & (33b) DOILEMEIZENH H DT, RHEEDW O L5 b SCIE, BIRECRSHET & 1351
DFEEE H D,
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522. BHAREE

37 a. FIUDBEgnd / BAns (H)

b. FI/ZH3E / HLK (1th)
(38) a. K=/ MMBEEICHAND AN (B + H)

b. NI PRBEEICHANDHA LT (H + fth)

c. RIERBICRTRLEY (fth + fth)

d.* NI ZHEBICHmT s th + H) (cf. Sybesma (2021))
(39) a. K= 2&EEICHIIL D ATREME (H)

b. RN ZRBEICAT "REME: (ftl)

(40) (38d) & (39b) DIIEMEIZZENH D DT, AFEEIDI M 5 445 bRESCIE, BIRECRSHET & 1351
DFEEZ H O,

6. STEMEERZADERBIUOZD A =X A

(41) a. Parameterization and diversity, then, would be mostly—possibly entirely—restricted to externali-
zation. (Berwick and Chomsky (2016: 82))

b. The variety of languages might be localized in peripheral aspects of lexicon and in externalization;
perhaps completely, we might someday learn. (Chomsky (2021: 11-12))

(42) SRS

l

MRl —1 OZERDEGS D IRED B

)l‘ — e X
SMT

>
=

136 (SMT)
SaEA S (LSC)

*LSC

DD | AOGHE

VANEEIY - 3 [EEEREE
(Bskoo &M, 0 Bilim) « (53R, c-command)

________ yroemmmmee

ZOEE AV F—T =
A AW ED XD ITHEIRT
L0 (Thbb, EO LD
\ZAMEAL T B0 T, SR
MOERNAELD
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43) APEEIC XL D [ EEEBE))

/NP\
TP N
/\
KEBAY;, T ViE< -Ji
/\ A
vP T
/\
1 V'
/\
VP v

Fidiokee € (=(20))

44) a. T°& N° (I-57])) 1%, MAIERESR

b. [-J7) EHMOOFAT 5 EEEIL. VRO, W, HDHWITIRATE (=(21))
(45) a. KRESHHEERIAZMEWT-fEXS (T° & N ZAMEL L72AE )
b.  KEFOEERIOfE X 5 (T° ZHMEALET, N0 721 2 AME L LT fs5R)
(46) NP i NP
TP N TP N
KERAS, T ViEL B KRBT i 4 ]
vP T pasty : vP Frear
t V' : t v
g i g
VP 1% | VP 3
e o wio B
#E% (=(452)) | EHRAD  HE< (=(45b))

@7 T BHRIEER TH D &V ) FEERMEZ B LS 2 0 S 20h :
YES — (46a) O X 51z, M ERZ L5 @ TEF LI D,
NO — (46b) DL HIT, HIFRSN S, Z O, EEERLHIBRIND,
ZONEAED A B =X L X - T, BHOBRE (ER) "4ET D,

(48) a. Parameterization and diversity, then, would be mostly—possibly entirely—restricted to externali-
zation.

b. The variety of languages might be localized in peripheral aspects of lexicon and in externalization;
perhaps completely, we might someday learn. (=(41); cf. t&FH (2022))

7. BV
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