
 ( -u.jp) 

 CJ 

 ( ) 

 ( ) 

 ( )   ( :  ( / ) 

 ( ) )

 (  1989  1997  2014 )

(1) a. ( )  {# /?? /

  b. ( )  {# / /?? } 

  c. ( )  { /# /?? } 

•  ( ) 

 Oshima (2021)  ( 1 ) 

 (2) 

(2)  ( ): 

 (a) (b)  (

) 

  (a)  (i) (ii)  (iii) 

(obliqueness)2

  (b)   (Büring 2003) 

   (postfocal reduction) 

( )  (< ) <  < { / }
Pollard & Sag 1994) 

 Oshima (2020) 
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 (3)– (6) (

) 

(3) (  3 

) 

 A:  

 Ba:  {# / } { /# } [F ] 

 Bb: [F ]  { / } { /# } 

(4) (  3 3

) 

 A:  

 B:  {# / } { / } [F ] 

(5)  

 { /# } [F ]  ( ) 

(6) ( ) 

 a.   { /# }  {? / } [F ]   

 b.   { /# } [F ] 

 (3)–(6)  ( )  (F = /G =  (ground) )

 (3Ba,b)/(4B): G, G   

 (5): F, G

 (6a): G, G

 (6b): proG, G

• (3Bb) 

• (4B) 

 (colloquial  CJ) 

 2 

• 

 (zero-marking)  

 (  (1993)  Ø  (2014) ) 

• FJ  (= ) 

 (null case) 

 (  (1993)  (2014) ) 

/

 CJ /  (7) 

 • CJ FJ  ( ) 
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(7) /  ( / / ): 

/   

  (a)   (i)  (ii) (1) (2) 

 (3) 

( )

  (b)  (i) 

(ii)  (iii) 

 ( )

  (c)  (i) 

(ii)  (iii) 

 ( )

    (postfocal reduction) /

 (contrast item ) T])

 P  a  P 

P’  P’(a) 

([+CT]  [+CI] ) 

 •  (“What’s X like?” 

 X)  [+CI] 

structured meaning semantics (Krifka 2001 )  (8)/(9)

 •  (ground)  (focus)  (restriction) : G(round), F(ocus), 

R(estriction) R R

 ( Who came? R = {john, mary, …}) R 

(8) Contrastive Topic (CT): Item X in [S … X …] is [+CT] iff:  

S addresses or denotes question Q such that Q ( X ), NULL, , and the QUD stack (in Roberts’s 2012 

sense) contains a superquestion of Q, Q’, such that there is at least one object  such that (i) ALT( X ) and 

X  and (ii) ( ), NULL, is a sister subquestion of Q with respect to Q’.  

(9) Contrast Item (CI): Item X in [S … X …] is [+CI] iff:  

 (a) S ( X ), ,  where NULL and there is at least one object  such that (i) ALT( X ) and 

X , and (ii) some proposition p such that p ( ), ’, where ’ ALT( ) has been evoked, or it is plausible 

that such a proposition is to be evoked, in the current discourse; or  

 (b) S ( X ), NULL,  where and there is at least one object  such that (i) ALT( X ) and 

X , and (ii) some proposition p such that p is congruent to ( ), NULL, has been evoked, or it is plausible 

that such a proposition is to be evoked, in the current discourse. 

Prince (1992)  “discourse-new” 
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 ( )  “discourse-old” 

 [+FM] (first mention)

 [ FM] 

 •  (1989)  (2006) 

/  (10a–c) 

(10) a. ( ) [ ][ CI, +FM] {# /?? /

  b. ( ) [ ][ CI, +FM] {?? /?? /

  c. ( ) [ ][+CI(, FM)] {# / /?? } 

  d. ( ) [ ][ CI, +FM] {# /?? / } 

   [ ][ CI, FM] {# / / } 

  e. ( ) 

   i. [ ][( CI,) FM] {# / / } [F ] 

   ii. [F ] [ ][( CI,) FM] { / / } 

 ( )  (

 1987  (10d) )

(11)  /  / 

  •  [ CI, +FM] 

 1  (2006:5–7) 

(12) a. ( )  {? /Ø} 

  b. ( )  { /Ø} 

  • 1  [+FM] 

 ( )

  • 

 1 

 ( )

/  ( ) 

 (  1989  2014 )
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 ( ) 

   ( / )  ( ) 

(13) a. ( ) [F ] [F  { / }]   

  b. ( ) [F  { /?? }] [F ] 

(14) a. ( ) [F  { / } ]   

  b.  ( ) [F  { /?? } ]

   ( / )  (narrow focus)  (

2006:204)

(15) a. ( ) [F  { / } ]

  b.  ( ) [F  { /?? }] 

  •  (cf. 

1997:66–71)

(16) ( )  [F  { /(?) }]    

   ( / ) ACTOR  (

)  (  1993:56–57)

(17) a.  { / } 

  b.  { /??  { / }

(18) ( )  { /?? } 

   ( / ) 

(19) A: B

  B:  ( ) [G  {?? /

   ( / ) XACC

 X 

(20) a. ( )  {?? / } { / }

  b. ( )  {?? / } { / }

  • 

(21) a. ( )  { / } { / }

  b. ( )  { / } { / }

(22) ( )  { / } 
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(23) a.  ( )  { / } 

  b.  { / }  { /# } 

(24) a.  { / }

  b.  { /?? }

 (  1989  1997)

 A :  3  (RECIPIENT) 

 B1 :  2 3

 B2 :  (GOAL) 

B 

 B / /

  • / {NOM/ACC} DAT ( )  ( ) 

  • / {NOM/ACC } DAT

(25) a.  { ( ) / } 

  b.  {( ) / } 

  c.  {( ) / } 

B2

 ( ) B  (B2 ) 

(26) a. ( )  { /

  b.  { /    

(27) a. ( )  { /?? } 

  b. ( )  1  { /?? } 

 Oshima (2021:334–337) (FJ )  ( ) 

  • 

(28) A: 

  B:  2 

  A: 

  B:  (?? )  2 

  • 

 {( ) / } 
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(29) ( )  { /? } 

(30) ( ) 

   { /?? } 

 FJ CJ  (31) 

  •  ( ) CJ FJ CJ 

(31)  : 

([+CI])  ( ) 

CJ 

 (topic continuity)

 •  CJ /

 (a) (b) 2

1

  • CJ FJ

 (1987) ( ) 150:48

 (1993)  (1997)

27:19–82  (2014)

 ( ) 62:147–162  (2006)

 ( ) 2 . pp.1–26  (2006)

 (1989)

58(10):38–57;  (1993) 80:158–168  Büring, 

Daniel (2003) “On D-trees, beans, and B-accents”, Linguistics and Philosophy 26:511–545 Krifka, Manfred (2001) “For 

a structured meaning account of questions and answers”, Caroline Féry & Wolfgang Sternefeld (eds.) Audiatur vox 

sapientiae: A Festschrift for Arnim von Stechow. Akademie Verlag. pp.287–319 Oshima, David Y. (2020) “The English 

rise-fall-rise contour and the Japanese contrastive particle wa: A uniform account”, Shin Fukuda, Shoichi Iwasaki, Sun-Ah 

Jun, Sung-Ock Sohn, Susan Strauss & Kie Zuraw (eds.) Japanese/Korean Linguistics, vol.26. CSLI Publications. pp.165–

175 Oshima, David Y. (2021) “When (not) to use the Japanese particle wa: Groundhood, contrastive topics, and 

grammatical functions”, Language: A Journal of the Linguistic Society of America 97:e320–340; Pollard, Carl & Ivan A. 

Sag (1994) Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar. University of Chicago Press Prince, Ellen F. (1992) “The ZPG 

Letter: Subjects, definiteness, and information-status”, William C. Mann & Sandra A. Thompson (eds.) Discourse 

description: Diverse linguistic analyses of a fund-raising text. John Benjamins. pp.295–325 Roberts, Craige (2012)

“Information structure in discourse: Towards an integrated formal theory of pragmatics”, Semantics and Pragmatics 1, 

Article 6:1–69. 
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