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1. BROER
(1) GHaE~—7— (Compound Marker) (cf. Ralli (2008, 2009))
BAFELINOBRE TIZAE LD Z LD/ ER

(2) FReEGE~Y—I—
a. Ralli (2008) : Linking element <°B2HEE7 2 & (cf. (3))
b. Shimada et al. (2014) : FEFCHRAZ(L (cf. (4)-(5))

3) a XU T vik : kuklo-spito < kukl(a) spit(i)

doll-CM-house doll  house
‘doll house’
b. RA >V 5E © Wirt-s-haus <  Wirt Haus
host-CM-house host  house
“inn’
C. 2T GE s les-o-park < les  park
forest-CM-park forest park
“forest park’
(Ralli (2008: 20))
d. PR © governess-cum-piano-teacher (Renner (2013:57))

% CM = compound marker

@) a HAGE - B (o> 2) < B (LA +HIL (x-oh)

b. Jenft @ psych-o-logy
(Shimada et al. (2014))

5 a HAGE : ffk (WARH) < B (WA) HIE ()
(Itd and Mester (1986: 52))
b. INAJGE elepide < ele  bide
‘subject of conversation’ speech way (Labruen (2013: 61))

HEEFED X A 7 (Scalise and Bisetto (2009))
a. subordinate (e.g. love story, taxi driver)
b attributive (e.g. blackboard, girlfriend)
c. coordinate (e.g. poet doctor)

—SEEFE~—I—I% (6b) XA T L (6c) XA TDBEEFEIC LA LR

(6)
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(7)  (6a) A TOEEFEHBT 28 AHE~— I —

a. ele-o-kalierjia < ele- kalierjia
olive-CM-cultivation ~ olive cultivation
‘olive cultivation’ (Ralli (2009: 460))

b. #F (B L) < &5 (¥ F (0O
c FHIL (TEE2D) < FH (TH) WD (&£5)
(Kageyama (2009: 517))

ARFELRD HHY

ST RERR DOk (Embick and Noyer (2007), Embick and Marantz (2008)) (23D X EFED
MEARE LD AT, HEl~— I —DnfmaitlT 252 &,

2. B4 DRI
2. 1. CEKZR
(8)

Syntactic Derivation

v

(Spell Out)
Morphology
PF LF

(Embick and Noyer (2007: 292))

2. 2. BEER LR
(9) JEREFEDEF (Embick and Noyer (2007: 295))
“We call units that are subject to the syntactic operations Move and Merge ‘morphemes’:

these are the terminal nodes of the tree diagrams ordinarily used to illustrate syntactic
constituent structure.”

(10) —FEEEHORES (cf. Embick and Noyer (2007: 295))
a. abstract morphemes (or f-morphemes): [n], [v], [a], [Past], [pl], etc.
b. Roots (or I-morphemes): VICAT, YOX, VSIT, etc.
—2 T OEREFE X Morphology TEIEAMT5H-S41%, (contra Embick and Noyer (2007))

(11)  Categorization Assumption (Embick and Noyer (2007: 296))

Roots cannot appear without being categorized; Roots are categorized by combining with
category-defining functional heads.

— R TE THME S 2 R,

(12) [GEIDEF (Embick and Marantz (2008: 7))

“... multiple terminal nodes that are packaged as one complex head by the syntax or PF are
‘one word ...””
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(13)  dog: [n VDOG]o

2. 3. JEHERME
(14)  Vocabulary Insertion
BRI WA o 1o BB 2 TR R AT 59~ D4,

\

(15)  a. \VDoG < dog
b. ne-0 (cf. (13))

(16)  Single-Vocabulary-Insertion assumption (Embick and Marantz (2008: 7))
One exponent per terminal node; that is, Vocabulary Insertion applies only once to a terminal
node.

(17)  Feature Copying (Embick and Noyer (2007: 309))
A feature that is present on a node X in the narrow syntax is copied onto another node Y at PF.

>R ORREAE L S D,

(18) a. Tom loves Mary.
b. [rp Tomys, s [ T [wp love Mary]]] — [1p Tomyp, sg) [ T3, 5g [v love Mary]]]

3. #F
3. 1. BEFROHIE
(19)  Harley (2009) |Z331F HEEFEDOESR
a word-sized unit containing two or more Roots (Harley (2009: 130))

(20) AFRIIBITLEATEOER

a terminal node containing two or more Roots
(1) HEHRFEOREE? : [[x VRooT] [y VROOT]]20
(22) X U 2 ik : kukl-6-spito
NA 3E : Wirt-s-haus
275 ¢ les-o-park
R © governess-cum-piano-teacher =@3)

/e o o

Hilkg 2 5 S 7o b— MR 3R 2 T L T S5,

E

%%% %ﬁmw%i%%ﬁé% Bl /£ & 795, (Okubo (2014))
—(22) I U DHEEFE~— I —IXEEIEMR A FF - W EESE,
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(23)

¥ x, y=categorizer / V=/L— |

(23) DEREIZBWT, fIIE R OESFEM 2 RS 2D, (Okubo (2014))
Hz&%?&?li'fﬁﬁiﬁcompound] <1: 2%‘?—0

3. 2. AR~ —I—D5h
3. 2. 1. Linkingelement & %\ NI EE
24) a kukl-6-spito (cf. (3a))
b. [[[NDOLL 7] ficompound]] [VHOUSE #]]

(25) f[compound] > -0-

3. 2. 2. EE
(26) REFESZIAMEDT 7 1 —F (Shimada and Nagano (2011))

STUDY (lexeme)
-logy study
(bound form) (free form)
(27) FE%HESE =[Root n/via] (cf. Marantz (2006))
(28) a. psych-o-logy (= (4b))

b. [[[\/MIND n] f[compound]] [\/STUDY n]]
—HIEST 5 Z ATz — RS mind <P study &\ 72 B HIEZ RS 220 Ol i) 2

f[compound] X, Feature Copying DOEHIZ LD | categorizer IZa e —3i9H Do

(29)  [[[VMIND 7gcompounds] fieompounal] [NSTUDY 72gcompoundi]]

(3 0) a. f[compound] <> -0-
b. [\/MIND n[compound]] <« psych—
C. [\/STUDY n[compound]] g -lOgy

— 155 —



(3l) a. FIL (o 2)

s

(32) a. ﬁcompound] > -0-
b. [\/WHITE n/ Q[compound]] <> H (%<)
[\/FOX N[compound]] <> I (2)

@Rk (NS0

(3.3) a
b. [[[\/COLOR n] f[compound]] [\/PAPER n]]

(34) a Jicompound] <= [+Vvoice] (cf. [td and Mester (1986))

b. [VCOLOR n] «> & (V%)
[VPAPER n] <> & (7F)

(35 a. ele-pide
b. [[[\/SPEECH I’Z] ﬁcompound]] [\/WAY I’Z]]

(36) a ficompound] <= [+devoice]
b. [VSPEECH 7] < ele
c [VWAY 1] < bide

4. fakk AR~ — A —ROBMHAR

(37)  Single-Vocabulary-Insertion assumption (Embick and Marantz (2008: 7))

[[[\/WHITE n/ a[compound]] ﬁcompound]] [\/FOX n[compound]]]

(= (42))

(=(52))

(=(5b)

One exponent per terminal node; that is, Vocabulary Insertion applies only once to a terminal

node.

—E RO HBU[R CBREL 2 24 2 35 A I3t 2 E U %,

(38) a. ﬁcompound] > -0-
b. ﬁcompound] «> [+V0ice]

BEEEDN DD EEFE T, EBEFF SRV,

(39) EEWH b vs.* O T
—ERECILEENIEE A SR I 720, (cf. FERE (1995: 58))

(40)  HAFED genitive compounds

FROTF, IMOFALE, KDL
—TE A EEWMBPEEZ S0, (cf. KD (HFEDHRD))
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(=(14)

(cf. (292))
(cf. (31a))

N

(FER (1995: 58))



(41)  Mukai (2008) : [? % linking element T 5,
(42) ﬁcompound] —-D
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