D-4 EFEADDORFHBITIIT S DP & PP L OFEXSFk
AN FET v FROFHEHBEICESS T S v —F

A

[BEE] EiEMAHD4FA (DP) T2 & BB EORGERKIICERK L TLEWD
FHEXMELDLZ LT <mENTWAD 2, FiERHA] (PP) OfHTHAITAIEETH D Z &
7% Ross (1967) <° Chomsky (1986) 72 K CHafisiu TRV, T OFEFEITFGESRM & DR
FEHIFIC E o CRERMEE 2D, £/, PP OfHETH > THBEN AT —T LU Tl
72 AEIR LV DA T2 L RFEMEDE L < TA35 Z & 23 Bianchi and Chesi (2014, 2015) |
Ko cHREINTWS, 5 qﬁ‘%@j’ﬁﬂﬁ BT 52D X9 REREIZRH LT, B1anch1
and Chesi |% b v 7% 7 OHFFERHBEIZE SO TONT 2L TV D, KRFERTIL, ITED
A RCUERRRIZ R iéﬁmfﬁ%vw(mmmqmw\mw>%&%L\H%®$%#/
FAT v 7 ROMEEHFEICHESLS 7 70 —F THHHT 22 ENARETHDL Z L aim L
R7 7 v —FOLHon EICEBR L2V,

0. [FLBIT : EFEAD DL DWHHITOWVT
(1) a. *the man who [pictures of #pp] are on the table
b. ?*Who did [friends of #pp] see Mary?
(a from Chomsky 1986: 31, b from Boskovi¢ 2016a: 18)

(2) a. Ofwhich cars were [the hoods #pp] damaged by the explosion?
b. He is the person of whom [pictures tpp] are on the table.
(a from Ross 1967: 242, b from Chomsky 1986: 32)
3) ?7*Which masterpiece is [one reproduction of #pp] already available? (stage-level)
Of which masterpiece is [one reproduction #pp] already available? (stage-level)
c. 7*Of which masterpiece is [one reproduction tpp] absolutely perfect? (individual-level)
(Bianchi and Chesi 2015: 50, 62)

o

(4)  “Unfortunately, the standard bottom-up view of the syntactic derivation gives us no hint of
what the relevant constraint could be” (Bianchi and Chesi 2015: 63)

<AKFEROBE >

FEERID S ORGHIZIIT 5 DP & PP & DIHFMEN R AT v T AORFEFRICHES ST
7013‘—?:’(“%)?5@@%’(% 52 x5 L (Bianchi and Chesi D EHHZE T Z & T), [T
Ta—FORUHEOR EICHEBR L2V,

A B ST

< BRERPIPEL A = M/ N EFE T /L (Chomsky 2013, 2015) >

O F~Y 7 (Labeling) : B (syntactic object) D EEHRZRET DI aElE, T
JVINRIE DIFERITA v & — 7 = A A TEURIIRN G 2 SN TIREDNIRFES 5,

(5) L Label({X, YP})=X(P)
II. Label({XP,YP})="?
i.  Label({zxp, YP}) =Y(P) (Labeling through movement)
ii. Label({XP<p, YPp}) =<F, F> (Labeling through feature sharing)
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© BEOKFPT (Antilocality) & Tt (Locality)

(6) FUmPTE (Boskovie 2016a: 20) :
“Movement of A targeting B must cross a projection distinct from B (where unlabeled
projections are not distinct from labeled projections).” (N.B. “... movement does not cross
B if it involves merger with B.” (ditto))
(cf. Saito and Murasugi 1999; Abels 2003; Grohmann 2003, 2011)

(7N 1. [xe X,YP] = *[ YP [xp X, typ]]
. [z2Z[xe X, YP]] = [ YP [zp Z [xp X, typ]]]
. [wp W[ YP[zp Z [xp X, typ]]]] = *[> YP [wp W [2 typ [zp Z [xp X, typ]]1]]
iv. [WP[zpZ[xp X, YP]]] = *[» YP [, WP [zp Z [xp X, typ]]]]

®) ATtk ((6) DRATE & RFEEOJFHEZ R L3 5) ¢

Movement of A targeting B must not cross more than one projection distinct from B.

) 1 [z22Z[xe X,YP]] = [2YP[zp Z [xp X, tvp]]] (= (7i1))
i. [weWlzeZ[xe X, YP]]] = *[> YP [wp W [zp Z [xp X, tyr]]]]

@ H®iE (Transfer) : M E A X —7 = A AZE LHTHERIE, BEH% OMERIZE
D% D FEEMEIZHT L TARAMRICZ2 D (IMEFEAR AR S (Phase Impenetrability
Condition) |) ., #=5-0# F i BHIL . AZFH (phase) DHE Tid 72 < L4k & -5 (Chomsky
2000 ; Boskovié 2016b)

(10) R WHEOXA I T
NANCERE @A TX 2 DIL NAEEICH 2B MEOENETHRES NI TH D
(N.B. ERREDRMIFA v F—T = A ATHRRAFRETH H 72D, IRENDA ¥
— 7 2 A RZHEG ZNDHHNZE DMENHEE SR TR LW EREE S NDIZ
I, EDRREDOEENMESHET SN TWDREDHEMEL — (Agree) L7 iLiE7
BV, —HEDRNLT AT, BIEOTEEES L UXZDOEFDPBHFEOTEH S L <
ITZFOFE %2 CHEL TWHRITIER B0,

2. FEALLOBBICHT AR FLAT v FROBESBEICE SO
2.1. DP & PP L DOIEXIFk
(1) H8E :

[pp1 D<case. > [np N [pp P DP2]]] = Phase (cf. Boskovi¢ 2005)

(12) DP2 12X % DP1 ®4ii (edge) ~DOBE) (KA])
. [pp1 D<case:_>[» DP2 [xp N [pp P tpp2]]]]
ii. *[» DP2 [pp1 D<case:_> [2 fop2 [ne N [pp P tpp2]]]]]  (Antilocality violated)
iil. *[» DP2 [pp1 D<case: > [xp N [pp P tpp2]]]] (Locality violated)
iv. *[>» DP2 [pp; D<case: > [np N [ tpp2 [pp P #pp2]]]] (Antilocality violated)

(13) PP IZ X % DPl O ~DBE) (FHE
[> PP [pp1 D<case: > [np N #pp]]]

(14) [TP SUBIJ T<Case:Nom>]
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(15) SUBJ % (12i) ([CEE#zx D L. ..
TP

DP1 T

DI ? T

)

(16) SUBJ % (13) ICEZHZ D &. ..
TP

Move __— ——

? T
/\ /\
PP DPI1 T ...
/\ <Case:Nom> =
DI NP
<Case:__> /\ \
! N Ipp /
| " *Agree

2.2. REFOFER] & FEEOME
<RI/ >

(')
n<Case:Nom >
:: ase:Nom /\ )

TP
’,":::1(\ ’
W? Pl AN T
14 ss‘\
o /\ R /\
RN
D1 . T

DP2

1
% N PP w Transfer
n
\\\\\ /\ '"
A 1
IR p IDP2 4
S u
SO L
TP
DP1 T’
tpp D1’ T e
/\ <Case:Nom>
w
D1 NP \
<Case:Nom> /\ \
4 I’
N tpp K
\ - Agree

AR LSV OB G ERN D PP &I LT b AR T8 2 DI O,

(17) a.

b. Of which masterpiece is [one reproduction #pp| already available?

?7*Which masterpiece is [one reproduction of #pp] already available? (stage-level)

(stage-level)

c. 7*Of which masterpiece is [one reproduction zpp] absolutely perfect? (individual-level)

<R >

(17¢) D X 5 72X DOIFEBIET T RED — i kD & AR

(Bianchi and Chesi 2015: 50, 62)

QN HENN D,

O fEER L~V OIFE D FFEILH IR EMR (specific interpretation) % £F-> (Milsark (1974)

DO—fxfk) (k_— (18) #&M),

@ FEEMROFFEONEIT, CP & TP ORICH D EFOIEH TH 5 (Kiss (1996) D

fG) (K= (19) 2ZH),
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(18) a. The man is sick. (specific + stage-level)
b. The man is tall. (specific + individual-level)
c. Sm men are sick. (non-specific + stage-level)
d. *Sm men are tall. (non-specific + individual-level)

(Ladusaw 1994: 221)
(19)  [cp C [rer SUBJispecific Ref [1p T ...]]]

(20) SUBJ+Speciﬁc ff (13) Lz%%:}ﬁ%_é k “e

[cp C [» [- PP, DP1]= 13)), [rep Ref [1p T ...]1]]
— *[, PP [cp C [2 [+ tpp, DP1], [retr Ref [1p T ...]11]1] (Antilocality violated)

(21)  [cp C [refr Ref [» [2 PP, DP1]= 13y, [tp T ...]1]]
— [2 PP [cp C [rete Ref [ [2pp, DP1], [tp T ...]11]]

3. FEFEAH D OMHICBIT 5 EFE D KATHE

3.1. BENVGHT

<IRATEICHES < 53T - Boskovié (2016a) >

(22) KJmPTE  (Boskovie 2016a: 20) :
“Movement of A targeting B must cross a projection distinct from B (where unlabeled
projections are not distinct from labeled projections).” (N.B. “... movement does not cross
B if it involves merger with B.” (ditto))

(23) [we W [2 [ XP, YP], ZP]] — *[> XP [wp W [2 [2 txp, YP], ZP]]]

(24)  [oe1 D1 [xe N [pp P DP2]]] (= Phase) — [» DP2 [pp1 DI [ne N [pp P fpp2]]1]
(25) [cp C[» [ DP2, DP1], TP]] — *[> DP2 [cp C [ [2 fpp2, DP1], TP]]
<NZARIZEES < 4347« Boskovi¢ (2018) >

(26) “Only phases can undergo movement.”

(Bogkovié 2018: 252)

(27) “... unlabeled objects cannot be phases.”
(ibid: 254)

(28)  [pp1 DI [xp N [pp P DP2]]] (= Phase) — [, DP2 [pp1 DI [xp N [pp P #pp2]]]] (# Phase)
(29)  [re T [wve [ DP2, DP1] ...]] = *[; [, DP2, DP1] [tp T [vvp 27 ...]]
<HERBZHRITHES < offr - RE (2019) >
(30) 1. Label({X, YP})=X(P)
II. Label({XP,YP})="?
i.  Label({zxp, YP}) =Y(P) (Labeling through movement)
ii. Label({XP, YP}) (where XP is transferred) = Y(P) (Labeling through Transfer)

(31) [»DP, TP] — [rp DP, TP]

-190-



<M EE (Determinacy) (2355 < 4347 : Goto and Ishii (2019) >
(32) FEEMEFEE (Chomsky, et al. 2019) :

“If Structural Description (SD) for a rule holds for some [Work Space], then Structural
Change (SC) must be unique.” (Goto and Ishii 2019: 1)

(33) “Determinacy applies at the input of (capital) MERGE.”
(Goto and Ishii 2019: 5, £ # U » ZKIFJFH L V)

(34) a. Input: {x, {y,z}} — Output: {z, {x, {y, z}}}
b. Input: {w, {z, {x, {y,z}}}} — Output: {z, {w, {z, {x, {y,z}}}}} (Determinacy violated)

(35) [cp C [1p [pp the pictures of who); T [y [pp the pictures of whol; ...]
— *[cp whoj C [1p [pp the pictures of whoj;]; T [vwvp [pp the pictures of whoj]; ...]
(Determinacy violated)

<SEATHIGE & AR SR & OBFEM: - F LIz T>

ARER TR LA AT » T ROMEEH RIS < 811X, Boskovié (2016a) 12X DX
JRFTHEIZEE S < T ENE (2019) (I X 2B RICES oirE 2T &b bo L
725 TWD, MEDDITEEDOFE F TiE, FiEANG PP OFHMNAIRETH H Z & ZitilT
HZENTEROVOEN, KRt RFMEOm F 2835 2 & T, 215 Offil# i
72 L CEBATHD DP DM ~BEITE H5OMN PP THD Z &NEMNIL, TS EiEA)H
5 PP OHGHMNAIREIC /e DB H & 725, £72, PP OHH TH > THIREAEMR L7 L
XD b, KAFMEOER DR E LTSNS, —JF., EiEANO DP 2 E
SEAID SR A~BEIT A L K BEFTE L BIMEO TR EK L TLES =5, O DP X
FEEANICEES Z Lt aRmEREND, EBACEENEHASIND &, ZORTHIXZED
% OFEEEEICXT L TARRIC 2 D720, FEEAIN D DP iH TE 72 WV O ITHR G 2hRIC
LB bDEEHHEND,

3.2. FEBENHT : Jurka (2010)
(36) Of which cars were [the hoods #pp] damaged by the explosion?

(Ross 1967: 242)

(37) Of which cars was it the case that the hoods of those cars were damaged by the explosion?
(Jurka 2010: 151)

(38) Jurka D FE :
(35) & (36) @ “of which cars” % [HE NFE (hanging topic) | Th 5,

(39) There was a terrible explosion and the hoods of certain cars were damaged.

a. Of which cars were they damaged?

b. *Which cars were they of damaged?

c. *They of the SUVs were damaged.

d. The hoods of the SUVs were damaged.

(Jurka 2010: 152)

(40) *This book, I wonder who will read.
b. This book/As for this book, I wonder who will read it.

(Miyagawa 2017: 3, KPR L D)

&
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4. BB XEBBAOMHLOEHIZOWTHY

41) a.
b.

(42)

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

(47)

&

Which candidate were there [posters of #pp] all over the town?
*Which candidate were [posters of #pp] all over the town?
(Lasnik and Park 2003: 651)

*Which words is [learning the spellings of 7pp] difficult?
?0f which words is [learning the spellings tpp] difficult?
(Kuno 1973: 379)

*Who was [that the principal would fire #pp] expected by the reporters?
*Who did [that Mary was going out with #pp] bother you?
(Miiller 2010: 46)

*Which candidate did they say [to get 7pp to agree to a debate] was hard?
Which candidate did they say it was hard [to get 7pp to agree to a debate]?
(Lasnik and Park 2003: 651)

Of whom did you read [a biography #pp]?
*On which table did you read [books #pp]
(ibid: 653)

A biography was published by Abby. I wonder of whom.
*Books were sold to John, but I don’t know on which shelf.
(ibid: 653-654)

Which president would [the impeachment of #pp] cause outrage?
Which school has [the principal of #pp] recently resigned?
(Chaves and Dery 2014: 97)

f+4% A : Bianchi and Chesi (2015) (2 X 5 EBR DR

(1)

RTERAF R B & i Ef O ffs] & OFH BE BELR

200 "
g PP-PS
160 s ® p-stranding
Mean A pied-piping
120 }— -
P S—
verb_type i-level s-level

(Bianchi and Chesi (2015 : 60) DX 3 X V)

f13% B : DP ONEREE AN EIZHEMEICRD L. ..

(1)

(ii)

[pp1 D1 [qp Q(uantifier) [nump Num(eral) [xp N [pp P DP2]]]]]
(cf. Ritter 1991; Watanabe 2006)

DP2 |Z & % DP1 OSEim~D%#E) (A7)
[pp1 D1 [» DP2 [gp Q [Nump Num [ #pp2 [N N [pp P fpp2]]]1]]]
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(iiiy PP IZ X% DPl O ~DBHE) (FHE)
[» PP [pp1 D1 [qp Q [ #pp [Nump Num [xp N zpp]]]]]]

15 C : REFMERHEETAEBIZOWTORE
1O Xy =X Xy

(i) HETVERFE (Chomsky, et al. 2019) :
“If Structural Description (SD) for a rule holds for some [Work Space], then Structural
Change (SC) must be unique.” (Goto and Ishii 2019: 1)

(i)  *{x, {x, y} HIE D T TOIRAEERE
a. Merge(x,y) — {X,y} =a
b. Merge(x, a) — {X, o}
c. Label(a) =y
d. 1. Structural Change by Merge (a): Input(x, y) — Output({x, y})
ii. Structural Change by Merge (b): Input(x, y) — Output({x, y})

(1v) {z {x,y}} = {x, {z, {X,y}}} (where z is a head)

V) X {z {x,y}}} IZEDFE TOJREERE

a. Merge(x,y) — {X,y} =a

b. Merge(z, a) — {z,a} =

c. Merge(x, B) — {x, B}

d. 1. Label(a)=y
ii. Label(B) =z

e. 1. Structural Change by Merge (a): Input(x, y) — Output({x, y})
ii. Structural Change by Merge (b): Input(z, y) — Output({z, y})
iii.  Structural Change by Merge (c): Input(x, z) — Output({x, z})
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