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1. ¢

(728 2R 5, > W/ ERBEER~
IR - fFE > TV 7 > ¢ HME—E > SUEK

FRIRE I ~DIERZE > 7 =4 X

(1 YP > <¢, ¢>
DP

TP
2] T/\gé vP
6] DP vP

A v/\/P
N\

\Y DP

> AR Do An. BENCET S HIR. X Him

(2) a. *Itis likely [John to win the race]
b. John is likely [John to win the race]

> f& % O J Ptk

(3) *John seems [cp that [1p it is likely [rp John to win the race]]]

It

EAER oY S R T2 A X

il

=11
0

<7 oA AL HRRFEI >
Chomsky (1993), Chomsky and Lasnik (1993) (= & % #Uf# R #E o 15 & Kb
If o is an anaphor, interpret it as coreferential with a c-commanding phrase in D.

If o is a pronominal, interpret it as disjoint from every c-commanding phrase in D.

If o is an r-expression, interpret it as disjoint from every c-commanding phrase.

(4) a.
b.
C.



Quicoli (2008), Charnavel and Sportiche (2016) %&(2 X 2 & ATt (D) DA

<AKRFOEERAH>

(5)a. MUSNEHME., ABBICET 2 HARGEOT — X IZHESE | 7 oA X EEREFEKIZ OV T
EZ D,
fham . 7 A AR TIERL . T2 ANEREIND, (Boskovié 2016)
b. [EELE L CFk %I ERE (improper movement) & 7 XY > 72 X W HEpr4 25 2 &
ERET D,
FEam 0 AALA-ASE L B OEBICBOYTOR, F—BENEHOMBEICAEL D,

<Ak >

\V)

: Quicoli (2008) ® 7 = A XEFHIT KL D [THGERE ) DR
. Chomsky (1981) i JFEE (A) o> B i

i 25 R P 5

i OB 3T (movement analysis of control) ~® L5k
. Takano (2010) I X2 A A7 T 7V > T O AIES < i
Bric 7R L REHISEIEIC 31T D SE A MRIR oD 3

D R EREEE

i R s D e iR

BEhL TN T

D IRY T LOHMEDRRE

HAFEIZBIT DT XY 7O A K =X (Saito 2016a)

OB IEDERE L I IER B 4534 O JF G (Saito 2016b)

=

(6) a.

S
w
=

(@]
1A
= oy N = oy N = my N —

=

~
(@]
=

2. ISR E 7 = X

2.1. Quicoli (2008) D#EE

(7) WUSTEORATFICET 21F®IT. RIS Z S0k EkE L bic, CIAM 2 —T = A A
2k b b,
BE -
) 7oA RERETHFEEEIL, C LU v (th#hF, HEEKEFFLZEINT 5 v) ThH D,
i) 7oA ANFEMRULIZRFR T, 7 = A AEEHORIMNA ¥ —7 = A ATEREIND,

(8) a. John recommended himself

b. John recommended him



(9) a. [,pJohn [v [vp recommend himself]]]

b. [vpJohn [v [yvp recommend him]]]

(10) a. *John thinks that Mary recommended himself

b. [,p Mary [v [yp recommend himself]]]

(11) a.  Which picture of himself did John buy
b.  [,p [Which pix of himself] [John [v [yp buy [which pix of himself]]]]]

(12) a.  Bill wonders which picture of himself John bought
b.  [,p [Which pix of himself] [John [v [yp buy [which pix of himself]]]]]
c. [cp[which pix of himself] [C[rpJohn [T [,p[which pix of himself] [John [v[ve ...]]1]11]]]1]]
d. [,p[which pix of himself] [Bill[v [vpwonders [cp[which pix of himself] [C[rp ...]]]]1]]]

(13)a.  KEE2Y; [cp B2 | [cp REBAS « B HEZ e SLHILIZE] S0z
BoTng (2 )

b, KERAS; [cpETAY [cp B HEE i KEA . HEHIL7=E] B o7&
HoTng (2 &)

c. KHEEDNi [cPHBBHEZ i« BT [cpREBS  HHILIZE] ool
BTG (2 &)

(14)a. [ REBDS [[veEH 3 B & % #EHls] v]]
b [T [vivelee[BZ B E Z] [[rpRESAY BB H A2 LI L72] &£]] & wll]

2.2, ¢ RE—BE X EHETHIT S NIC RO XN

<Chomsky (1981) o SN = B % —fixfl>

(15) a. [ssubject|...a...]] (SSC)
b. [5 (04 [ T[+AGR] [ ]]] (NIC)

(16) a. *John expects [rp the guests to be introduced to himself]

b. *Mary believes [rp the speakers to have been introduced to herself]
(17)  [vpJohn [v [vp expect [1p [the guests] to be introduced [the guests] to himself]]]]

(18) a. Mary says that there arrived a man (on horseback)
b. [cp[rpthere [T [,pv [vparrive a man ...]]]]]
2> BUE - RSB 2 BIRT D vk, T oA AEEH TRV,



(19) *John thinks [cp that [rp himself will be nominated]]

(20) a.  KERIE [cp[rr B BED HEEIND] &] 5T s (Yang 1983)
b. EFIX [cprr BOBHD Tx Al &)l EELE

(21) a.  John believes [himself to be the best candidate]
b. John prefers [for [himself to ne nominated]

c. They want very much [for [each other to succeed]]
(22)  [cel[re B BED [[e B HIF D [[ve £ Z]v]] Trpasyll & 11

(23) a.  [cp[C [tpsubject [T+acr) [vp --- 11111
b. [CP [C [TP subject [T[-AGR] [vp ]]]]] (order irrelevant)

(24)  [wAEF2Y [[ve [ce [ B2 B &2 [[p ...] Trrrasyl] C1] F5E s] v1]
<Yang (1983) # 3<¥#79 % Kato (2016) D >

25 a. 2B0HERN~y FI7A4 NTCEBAVWOFT N =L — 2 B LK
b. 2ABDHEN ~y RT7A4 FNT KB BAVWORY Xy & H{iFbE A2 W6 L
-
C. 2BDHEN N~y FI7A4 NCT[BEWVWRNILELLEZAZ|BL L
(cf. Charnavel and Sportiche 2016)

(26)a. REN ZOT A & G AdoT (EB) (all > Neg)
b. ZTOTAbME 2EN ZIT o7 (L H) (all > Neg, Neg > all)

(Miyagawa 2003)
(27) a. TP b. /TP
NPi/\ T NP; \T’
|
All NegP T [EPP] that exam NegP T [EPP]
vP Neg katta vP Neg katta
ti v’ r|1a Il\IP v’ na
VP/\V all VP A
/N AN
NP A% 4 A%
| |
that exam uke uke
28)a. ZEN EBHDBEBHICHEELRL-oTZ(EED)
b. HAHEHHIC EEN KELRPo7 (L))

(Saito 2011)



(29) Everyone didn’t take the exam (every > Neg, Neg > every)

(30) a. CP b. CP
—>NPi/\ C’ —»Npi/\C’
all TP/\C [EPP] self T C [EPP]
/\T, NP/\ -
— b i
N
NegP T all NegP T
N |
vP Neg katta vP Neg katta
I v’ na ti vy’ na
/N N
VP % /VP\ \
NP; v ti v
|
self toohyoos toohyoos

3Bl [cpHZBHD [[te B EHED [[ie B3 BED [[ve Z40E /] v]] Trerasgl] & 1]

23. 72 XL EREERTE
<(20)-(21) A3 4R 2 R >

(23) OFLEIIATIZER T 5 DIEAH 5 7?

mlRett: 1
(32) a. /CP\ b. /CP\
C TP C TP
N
DP /TP\ DP TP
T P /<\VP
(4] (lj T

(33)a. 7 xA X HP OfigkaEiiT. H ZBrI 7% (excludes) ix KO kFE TH 5,
b. oD B ERITD =gera 23, BOERT DR DNAE S KE LR,

ArRettk: 2

(B4)a. Tix, ¢ FHELIHIZ, 7oA XL LTOWEE COLRZITHLS,
b. Z7xAXHPIX, BEED L7 = A AMFERLIZREE T, A ¥ —7 = A ATHERE
X5, (cf. Chomsky 2000, Boskovié 2016)



< ATREME 2 DR >

X VP & T = A XEAERT HEBEZXDH LN TE S, (Legate 2003, Boskovié 2016)
(35) John thinks that the boat sank

ECM i e, o> T 23 ezt L FERIC, CP & LTHHTL D %,

(36) a.  John believes [rp Mary to be a genius]

b. Mary is believed [rp _to be a genius]

(37)a. [cpC [tp Mary to be a genius]]
b. [cpMary [C [tp Mary to be a genius]]]

(38) Mary ... [cp C [tp Mary [to [,p be a genius]]]]

(16) (= (39)) 1. Zh & LHT HAHLE 72 5,

(39) a. *John expects [rp the guests to be introduced to himself]

b. *Mary believes [rp the speakers to have been introduced to herself]

(40)  [cp C [1p the guests [to [,p be introduced the guests to himself]]]]

<ECM #fifl = CP, CP b D ABEN A v &4 LML L72R#ML > (Boskovié 2007)
West Ulster English (McCloskey 2000)

(41)  What do you think (all) that he’ll say (all) that we should buy

(42) a.  Who do you expect your mother all to meet at the party

b. *Who do you arrange for your mother all to meet at the party

<=l AE T HRE >

(43) a. Mary decided [cp [tr PRO to go to college]]
b. *Mary was decided [cp [rp _ to go to college]]

IhiE, fEoBEoHARAET OMETHY . 3HTRY EF D,



3. 7=AXLHIBEOBE ST
<Hornstein (1999), Hornstein and Polinsky (2010) o il ##55 #1 >

(44) 0 HiYE : Bach 0-role is assigned to exactly one argument and each argument is assigned
exactly one 6-role.

(45) a. John tried [cp [Tp PRO to win the race]]

b. John tried [cp [rp _ to win the race]]

(46)  John pounded the metal flat (cf. BoSkovi¢ 1997, Saito 2001, among others)

3.1. Takano (2010) D A X7 F > 7V 72 ES3L &
<Avs. A’ A2 77U 27 > (Mahajan 1990, Nemoto 1993)

47)a. *ZZ0OENIOU EOESIEE AL
b. 32U LSt E ZZoENFAELE

(48)a. *ZZOHEN THIZ [FrR 3ol bostE HELE L] S 51
b. 3O EDSHE LI OHENR TYIC [ B HELEE] S5k

(49)a. *7ro N ZZOEBIZ[PRO3I DL EOESHE AR TS L)) KEL-
b. 3O EOEME o ZZOfEIC [PROFAET D L HIC]KE L

HBIEE SIS DR 7 T TV o F, SXINDORA T S ) o 7L RO — o ZoRd,
< Tl >

(50)a. *Z ZOBEMN 72 [PRO3I O EOSH% Fit+ 2 L5 0] ki L7
b. 73 DL EOStEE 2 Z OB A & 2 [PRO FiET % L 512 o L 7=

(Ba. *7o N ZZDHEORIT I [PROI DL EOSHE R TS LIS IKE L=
b.2*3 O L&A N ZZOHEOFHIT I [PROFAET D L o] KE L

(52) (#P [...[... pronoun ...] .... [CP [QP [[... pronoun ...] ... [ ... QP ... ]]11]
¥ 1 |

(53)a. *7 LW TYIC[ZZOHEN 3O EOSHE BELE L] S50
b, 30U EDSHE U TRIC[EOER HELEL] S5




< BH3# 95 f5] >

(54) a.
b.

(55) a.
b.

(56) a.
b.

(57) a.
b.

(58) a.
b.

(59) a.
b.

C.

HED EDET~H fTo 72 (some > every)

EDORT~% HEMND 1T o 72 (some > every, every > some)

FEDDS [cp AET-DY EDRT~E [To72 & ]
EDHT~Y FEDPD [cp {EF DB ATHoT2 &]

-7z (some > every)
-7z (some > every) ... (Oka 1991)

i

HEDS [cp EDHT~H 472 H &] L7z (some > every)
EORT~H FHEDD [cpiTZ 9 &] L7z (some > every, every > some)

B3 FEPIT [cp EDHTA~H 17K L H1Z] L7z (some > every)
EDHT~% 6125 HEDIT [cp1T< £ 21Z] U7z (some > every, every > some)

FEDDS FETUT [ep EDRI~H 4T< K5 1Z] A U7z (some > every)
EDRT~H FEND FETIZ [cp1T< £ 2 12] v U7z (some > every)

A student wanted to read every book
Mary persuaded a student to read every book

A student persuaded Mary to read every book

3.2, Hl# vs. Mo BiF

© 2HITIRIR LI 7 = A XL ER MU BT 2 @i, fEoBE DT & 7 =~ A XBEmOF

J& & fRIET %,
(60) John tried [cp [rp _ to win the race]]
(61) Mary is believed [cp [Tp _ to be a genius]]
(62)a. [cpC [rpJohn [to [,p win the race]]]]
b. [cp C [rpJohn [to [,p win the race]]]] ... CP 5212 vP & #inik
(63) a. Mary decided [cp [Tp Mary to go to college]]
b. *Mary was decided [cp [tp Mary to go to college]]

724 (63b) DBBILFA SRV DES S B,



<Stowell (1982), Martin (2001) (2 %5 < Hornstein (1999) D71 >

(64) a.  John believes [cp [Tp Mary to be a genius]]
b. Mary decided [cp [tp Mary to go to college]] ... fliSCD to 1%, FKREEHIZ T,

(65) [rp... tense ... [cp [Tp ... tense ...]]]
l_Y—J ( . J

I 2 w1

(66) DP I, AT 25T~ TORHIT CHRIRZZ T 21T ER b7,

< (66) DXLEM  HFRAVS. A A7 Z 0T V7>

(67)a. [1E57 [yp[BEWVWOEAE]E SLHILE]] (2 &)
b. P*[[BEVOEA]R [ve b & JLHILZ]] (Z &)
c. [MEo%E [BEVOEAE]D [ve B L] (Z &)

(68) a. *[[BAHWDILEN [ve[cp [HFN 0% HLEILTZ] ] E -] (2 &)
b. *[M o % [[BAEWVOIEAE]D [ve[cp [T HHI L] L] F -] (2 &)

(69) [...DP ... [cp[re DP [1psubject [vp ... ]]]]]

LU, #izX CPZEMEIC, TP TIER WP AR SN ET5E, CPHRALD AR
T o7 7 PR DML OB AKLEIT R D, (66) 12, ZOREIZRIZT,

(70) [ ...DP ... [cp[rp DP [1psubject [vp ... ]]]]]

© (70) DFERN OMETHIUE, ZOBINIFAIND, (HAGED “raising to object,” 5%
FEO tough 72 & BEORMB Y, )

4. FEEBEIFS
4.1. Chomsky 2013) D5 XY 27 « P2 X 1L BAE~DHEF

(71)a. y={H, aP}
b. y={aP, BP}
C. Y= {Hl, Hz}



(72) > <0, ¢>

DP TP
] T/\gé vP
6] DP vP
(6]
v P
V/\DP

(73)  [vp Whi%h pen [cp do [rp you think [xp whi(%} pen [cp that [1p he bought whic|h pen]]]]]]

(74) a. Operator movement b. NP-movement
XP <Q, Q> YP <o, o>
wh CpP DP TP
[Ql c /\TP [$] . /\VP
[Q] (9]

(75) [t SCHED [tp BAED [rp FEIFH A F]]] (Kuno 1973, Heycock 2008)

(76) YP > ?

DP XP > <¢2, ¢2>

[$1]
DP TP

[2] T/\

vP
(2]

(TT)a.  BATRN [cp 6T EDOAE BN HV =08 >TN D
b, &“(D?ZIK%: B TR [cp LT3 e@ﬁvs_» BAED] Y =B TNS

(78) a. ->? b. %9 ?
oP /C{ oP TP (<¢, ¢>)
C TP (<¢, ¢>) DP/\TP

(79) y = {aP-Case, BP} ... BP N 7~V ZRET 5, (Saito 2014, 2016a)

© RERESCIERS &2 95 B (Chomsky 2015) & 975 Z £I2& D (79) BT 5 Z LR ATRET
boHEEbhbd,



(80) TP

DP-NOM/\ TP

DP-NOM TP

N\

vP T

(81) a. %O%ZIK%: KRB 23 %O)FIK% Holz

b. TP
DP-ACC TP

AN

... DP-ACC ...
L |

(82)3. ZIMBN %tm&:;\gb%bg_b\
b. KESD I — v v X ~DFRLT
c. AEFDHFDE OHIFE

TR b ZE ORI 2D LIRET D,

(83)a. AE+725 MEMED A& EFVHLE

b.  KEEHND EFD KEE»S AL FVH L

1 |

4.2. FEHEIEBBL FRY T

(84) a. TP

DP TP

DP vP

(85) a. uniform A-chains: A-A-A
b. uniform A’-chains: A’-A’-A’

¢. uniforms head chains: H-H-H

d. operator-variable chains: A’-A (Chomsky 1991)

11
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(86) Mary wants to try to open the door

(87)  [cp What [does [tp Mary think [cp what [that [tp John bought what]]]]]]

(88) TR EHTHDPIE, A7 b 1HATO ANE CTHE LR S, HE 1T,
D L b 1EITO A L8 CRREZIT 5,

v |

(89) [cp EDOAZ [cp AATRI [cp EDARZ [cp[rp EFDS EDKRZ BATZ] 0] 0 123 -
BT

v |

(90) [P T DARZ [cp APATRD [cp T DA Z [cp[tp LT TOAZ EBATZ] L] E-THD]]

91 Yvhat (A’) ... what (A’) ... what (A;) lwhaz‘ (A) ... what (A) ... what (Aj)
| |

for which x: x a thing X

(92) o (A) .. (A) ... a (A)}... a (A’) .. (A) ... a (A’}

f
H & LT OfER AT L L TOMR

(93) a. ??Which picture of himself does Mary wonder where John put
b. ??Which picture of whom does Mary wonder where John put
(cf. Saito 2015)

(94)  “Uniform chain” {2 W T DA, [FA—OEBNEHEIICEET 2EHEXHT LN T
x5,

<JEj#E IE&E) > (cf. May 1981, Fukui 1993)

(95) a. *John seems [cp that [rpit is likely [cp [Tp John to win the election]]]]

b. *Mary seems [cp that [rp it was told Mary [cp that [tp John would be here]]]]

(Lasnik and Saito 1984, Chomsky 1986)

(96) *Mary seems [cp Mary [that [rp it was told Mary [cp that [rp John would be here]]]]]




May ... Condition (C), Fukui ... uniformity condition on movement
(96) ® X 9 72 flix, (66) IZ XV HEBREINL S,
(66) DPiZ. AT DT X TORMHIFEER THREZZ T 2T iR b,

97) 1k\/lary seems [cp Mary) [i[hat [tp it was told Mary)[cp kthat [tp John would be here)]]]]]

| |
W 3 fiE e 2 R 1

=5

L LTELDIE, (98b) DL 5 2B TH S,

(98) a.  Mary thinks [cp that [tp John wants [cp [tp John to attend the meeting]]]]

b. *Mary thinks [cp Mary [that [tp John wants [cp [Tp Mary to attend the meeting]]]]]

(99) ...DP ... [xpDP [cpthat ...

XP DT UNRETE RN L2V, (98b) TR S D,

5. IRYUTIZESLORBEOTELRRE
<P O HAEIZ DT > (Saito 2016b)

A —OBERENERET TORENEZZITDLIENTED, TE, —oD O KEINEHDOER
25206052 &13H 2D,

(100) a. *Mary hit the head John

b. *Mary went to Germany (three times) to Europe

(101) a. XP > ? b. XP > ?

VP/\ DP VP /\ PP
/\ <theme> /\ <goal>

\% DP \% PP
<theme> <goal>

(102) y= {XP-Case, YP}

13
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(103) a. VP b, VP
DP-ACC /N VP PP/\ VP
<theme> AN <goal> /\

DP-ACC  V PP v
<theme> <goal>

(104) a. 2?2 EH A 7% % fT-7 (Kuroda 1988)
b. [ce ERN HET% Tolom] 1E, (%) 72

(105)a. *EBNEF%2 52 2K FroT-
b. *[cp EBMN HE+F% holzD] 1. 5% 2K7%

(106) a. EBRETOHEE 24K o1
b. *EFNHETE Hiotm

Kuroda (1988) 23543 % X 912, (104) 1%, (103a) DI TH D &EZ BN D,

(107) a. 224EF7% 9 — 1 v 8~ KA Y~ 3 (72) FFo7=
b. [ ETFD =1 v X ATHD] &, AV~ 3E (1)) 72
c. F—wwANF LT FA Y~ 34T

(108)a. 227 R U H/b =a—F—27 b (721F) BHA BT
b, [T AU BNE FHEB BNEO] I, =a—a—2 b () 7
C. TAUBMDIE., Sa—a—hn BB BN

(107), (108) 1X. HAFED (103b) OMELHAT HZ L 2Rm L, O HERFREIN DL
ThHZ LD E 725, (109) DIESENEZR, TNV 7X@ I D,

(109) a. *Mary hit the head John

b. *Mary went to Germany (three times) to Europe

(110) XP > ?
VP PP
/\ <goal>
\% PP
<goal>
<L HHADFRASRNE>

(111) a. John saw MARY.
b. {Bill, Susan, Mary, ...} ... Rooth (1992) O XEHE A

c. {John saw Bill, John saw Susan, John saw Mary, ...}



(112) a. 29EF13. Bz WA Z%E 1o (2F) &7
b [ ETH RME BRREOIE, UV rTE 10 ()72
c. *eplETFTHB VI IH1D(ET) BXLEDIIE, ®W (%) 72

(113)a.  [cp BT EWE B_ED) X, Voraz 1o (207
b. [cpEFN B0, Vordxk 15 ()7

..DP1%Z ...DPy Z...: 250 DP IR LO &FEZ T 52, Mx T, DPyi3fEm s LT
fER S, DPUTERORBESOREICFLGT 5, (CEBROKMN : ETOERIT, B
AR W THA O&REIZH S, )

BEELK (p.c) T, BLFDO &S RBIRRHENTH D Z & 24Efid 2,

114) a. *To Europe, Mary went to Germany three times
P y

b. *From the U.S., a letter arrived from New York

(114) DIECIEMEZ, XP S ANE & A’ MEICER LS, A—0OBEEZ L ITARIN
NI DXL RDHHLE 75,

6. TEW

(115)a. W72 WP HL 724 XTHY, TEZHEIHITFICCP Th D,
b. T7xA X EHBED N T 2 A ANER LTS T, A v F—7 A ATERE I

%)o
(116) a. b.
C TP > #5i% DP vP
[6] R /\@ N
DP TP v > ik
[¢]
T P V  DP
[¢] [¢]
(117) a. b.
C TP v VP
AN
\% DP

DP TP
T > 5
to

(118) DP &, E#$ 5T X TORHIFEM TR L Z T 2 hiER b 70,

15
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(119) FEEEBEIL. (118) BLURTIRY U JIZL D HRSL D,
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