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FEPHNEN: RETERTH
SHETE

dwk¥ FHIEAE

RE LT ML T LI R U S oIS, AR SOA N TEE 1%
W Zh AR AR T 00 S A F R 258, PR 5T — A R AR i e
YERFAEE . Tl sTE SOk A R A S, mishZaE SOk A 7 il
BREEIE e EE 2 B LA R s 3 Be 0T, e R s T e S R
FiLTeE — A, FEAAIE S IR A Bk AR s — R 50 25 FAR T
T —A~ SR AT R O S, BV R PR A AR 1R . S I Th Bh S5
B T8 , T B T BEAZ O i) = A AR i 1R TE 1 TP Sh S5 A0 A R 1 B3 48 0, I FLRfE
BVEAE LI 2540 TR BB 2 o, X A E At e b LA AR B (Y T B

KBEIA  hah AR B F TR GCEE SRR

[ PESE5 |HO43 [ X#HARRA A [ XF%5 11000-0429 (2019) 01-0003-14

1. 5]

il

AR ENSAEZE T A — A 7 WA 5 DS08R i e At i 1 T ) 5
B EFZIB IR Bk TR P KA e S 0 AP B, RIS B ((Phase )
( Chomsky 2001 ), —~3 i #2257 [ B 102, 7 T8 704514 (argument structure )
B ) 4 S B — A8 B, B 58 L1 VP VP 18 Bt sk 1 e U0 ) P o —
AL, U TR 8RS B A 14 (theta-role ) 5% 3 0K H IH )18 /2 0k H A 4544 .
TN A R R B AR B AN TS TCE RA) B A R S 3k 1Y), A
A RS T FEAN R G & A A [l )ik 7

* ARWFGAS B E FZARE ST E ST 207 F A R R Ee R (18BYY044 ) iy By, (AME
HE SRS ) G S 4 AN L FO ARSI T 25 St i, Nicolas Fiorini, Dan Macklin, John Maier
Moreno Mitrovic DL} Joe Perry AR SCHTE AEIEG FHEAUE TIEZR AW B, 2 & fE b — 3R Bl
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iz 2 ( middle construction ) iR 2 AiEMF AT AL HAB TUAS ) i Re A E
BUA A ZSGE TN R A7 AR SGEBE S T B VR R SR 4, =
XA E S i rh S 25 B R 25 55, BRI Tk rh s 254 1 LAt
7%, Al LAE/R HETE @ 5 58 i e e RetE | Rl Bt n] DUR R e Jo e anfey
SEAMSHIR S GRMREIE S 25

2. BE PG R S R

2.1 &) k5E A
BT RN Bl ) i ) R R R B IR T A B B 2 ((theme/
patient ) ' EICHBUAE FIEALE iz IS0 (agent ) WA HIE

(1) This shirt washes easily.

B (1), this shirt BARSE T H, HIE R EAAE , miEd (RPYEA MR ) W)
F N

B A R SRR RS F Bl i — e — A s A sh i 2 (H v B 25
FEIRMTE SCHIE T, T BS54 A% 0 T SO 5 P9 A 00 1) 14 s
( dispositional property ) & 45 £ i# ( Lekakou 2005 ). LA (1) M, iz shak
FRE R A2 Has — A Jm e BRAE S k. R4 wash & — 13l 3)
i), AT AL O L —— R RS MR e ——H R EH A, T
T3 A1E SRR, BARAME IR TUARTE IR E IR B, 2 SR B A Iz ek
( generic property ). AN (1) H i (4 4ef 42 1) HE AR 23— AMK, T2 12 45
“NA1” (people in general ).

22 FEEkTwHhaunEF
TEAY R FIE SCRRAE T T, Sy AP E 5 B9 h shab i B B et (H i B
E R R A IS se:

(2)a. Le grec se traduit facilement.
EfREE AR SE BiF A#H
‘FETERA S B

b. Greek translates easily.

b 722 R DAL, gekrh s g5 fE shinlik £ L BAT RG220, |k ks
sh/a) SRV S M 811 (exceptional case marking, ECM ) H#, W5 ( 3a ), {HI%
R A AN R VP2 S B, anfe] (3b ), BbAb, et R aRir s L)
i)t BAE g Ay TR WIS BR ], andefd] (4a ) mh, IE Sl 4548 e iri

e 4 .



e EEF SN RETETHSHMTR

AR R sl 8 R AESEE R 2 A] (4b) Hh, X4 )1 hate )5
BTG EE..

(3)a. Ces maisons peuvent se croire  belles facilement.
X BT fig SE ko B A

X AR S E AR
b. *John considers intelligent easily.

WAFGAEL: John AREZIE AV MARTEN

(4)a. Les ennemis cruels  se détestent  facilement.
R 1A FS PN HR 2 SE A 55

FREBMNRE AR
b. *Cruel enemies hate easily.

WA FRAMBNRE S IEATTR
3. Wl

A I T AAE SR X R S 5 R BRI AR 22, XES TOAR L 1 A BT R A S
R, —RIA e JTAS ok I A) kA2 BB B (41 Hoekstra & Roberts 1993 ),
— A Rk F e 2 R RS ERAE (U0 Ackema & Schoorlemmer 1995; Marelj 2004
Reinhart & Siloni 2005; #5558 2003 ), F M@, 48 SCR AT Marelj (2004 ) K
Reinhart & Siloni (2005 ) 4& i iy [A]l—A =LY 53Hr. Marelj (2004 ) & Reinhart &
Siloni (2005 ) tA Ny, BEIEAEE 7 10 T Sh 5 FA AR S e 25 15 R $R E— AN AE ATk 2
1A 42 H B B9 4T 228 JC (arbitrary argument ), J& - Chierchia ( 1995 ) 42 H 4915
TR FESL VG , X B T — M2 35 18 B35 T ( generic operator ) Y5, FRATTLA
1 (5 ) B33E 38 (51 E Reinhart & Siloni 2005: 424 ) :

(5) a.Les nouveaux fours se  nettoient facilement.
I Kek SE R £y

BT RIS S
b. Gen e, X, [cleaning (e) & Agent (e, X,,,) & Theme (e, new ovens)] [easy (e, X,)]
CE: — g 00 R AE—A> W0 B9 OErh R R o2 B A, it dhie oo
& AR UZIE vE R R R A )

Marelj (2004 ) } Reinhart & Siloni (2005 ) Xt 523 H ol f) 24 5 B i B L T
JAJJE - )28 (lexicon-syntax parameter ) (B, B3k 15 15 /RS oo H B4E
SR AETRI P B A ( Reinhart & Siloni 2005: 391 ),

YOEE TS W AT uﬂnl@lﬁmﬂﬁpdiif T TR R )
PR T IR E R A Sl R . XSRS RO T A Th sh g
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) —FIN 2 5 . WRATE E IR TCH IR IR 858 & AR TR TR R v Lk A rh 3h 254 1 51
TRV B U R 2 B — AR e e B & [ e JHRRIE i 3hiR A R
T3 JZETE J H Bh 235 #1372 P T A ( Marelj 2004 179 ). ARFEXASZR, 78
SEEHRIE G AR T, iR A B B PESMETS TTA REAE R R AT A 3
FRHERR T #02S Ke i .

TEJEiE H, consider X #F 1Y ECM 3l i) A BE i BUAE vh sh 45 0 v, S IR 7R
T an SR B consider, W5 K2 0/~ 15 18 1918 JT 45 ¥, 40 (3b ) ¥ J& consider Fll
intelligent P15 18] A IR TCA5#4), (HZ 0] 2 A B E LT X B — 1y i 0], PRI G 5 22
HEBR LS ECM ghinl, XFikiBsk fE A IR S | I o E & AR A k2
BRI 2f i) DA 1a) B rh i Hh B HOR ST A5 # I R R A= AR Ak, FEBE S ) e S R
I A — e TOREM B, I PR SR 2 A i SUZ AT — ME IR T 7 5E TR 1.
Marelj (2004 ) AN, GNSRIXFE A A A= A0 Rk JZ T, 0] _E 3R AT R0 PE RO 7
HEEAE T, PR TE o sh 28540 FP O BE H B A S S sliml i sk T DL BRAE TR
WP FEEER, BECM shialte il LU BUFE i s sha)

Marelj (2004 ) 5 22 WA Reinhart & Siloni (2005 ) #9434 42 F R4 X9
B B SR SRR ST Fh S O BRI A TR Y, 2 SR AR 32 U], A 3
AR R A e e A A B, I ELIA R T LA T AR R e ZE A AR . X
B AELE RN R R, A5 B b %) — 1 (R R TV R (] — 1> 3] vl DA RAEAS
[F]FiETCEs# H (40 break 7] LAAF— AN 70, Al IS IT ). S5 4h—A-2E
W NS ) R 3 AT Ay, RIS B 40k 8 TIBTehISs i, WA AR T 2
gt i o g — R ( AR Borer (2005a, b) il Marantz (2013 ) FYTE4H
P8 ) 2 M Marelj (2004 ) } Reinhart & Siloni (2005 ) 33 W 35 Aff 5% A< £ 1) B
WATORE , A TH LEZHTE A A2 SR e o8k H B E A 18 5 2 A e
ATV 2 S T 1R BRI 7 XA Py B o 381 1 /) vk J2 T R TR A E SURAETE T
BEAR, FATHESE — /N3 H AT 9 ) 0L, R 25 2 SRR, 783X PRI 5% Hh
AR

4. XS BRA T HERHERAR

4.1 BERIERLIRABX

A E AR A NS U IR T A AN R RN T A B, T2
TJREZE A ( functional structure ) PAE . IXFEHIS A FG{LHG Marantz . Halle %5 A\ $#
H 54 IE 2% ( Halle & Marantz 1993; Marantz 1997 ). Borer ( 2005a, b,
2013 ) #2 H 19 b 22455 58 (exo-skeletal model, iRk XS 2 ). Ramchand
(2008 ) F) 5 —iE BE )3 ( First Phase Syntax ) %5, A SCR R FEISHESE /& Borer

e 6.
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(1) XS B, T TIPS G A IR 2 1 S 4 SO A% OB

XS B S A4 1 EE ) FAEEE R (B TTaste ) LA R R AR SR G
HA A7 e e a5 M AR 4. Borer (2005a, b ) AK, AIEELEH AT — NS
Hry D RELEH , RIFi 4R 4 ( event phrase, EP), TGRSR H XA Ak S,
¥, EP Z5HREANT

(6)
EP

N

ORIGINATOR /E'\
E FP
THEME F'

F Predicate

TELL g5 #y v, fih & 2 (originator ) 1 UG 55 T it 3+  EUff 44 ( causer ) 55 ff1 {71,
BINZ 5 (default participant ) KFER/ME LT SR T 32 i (g, A
SCHAREH “ =B XA HARE ). 18 B AR T/, 2k At
JUFE EP AL E . (6) 1, & IF1E [Spec EP] v & RIS IS il & & IR, &
JFFE [Spec FP] AV B MIZRAS 3 B IfF L. HIRAE Predicate 1V A a7 T Bl A
FOFETE . FP A IR iR R &85 M0 (telic ), W F A0 8 A% 0o iR) 2
Asp; WA ZAEALEYER Catelic ), MAZ Uy AR Fo B85 A SRR SCHHE I EE AT,
HITEHE , RSO FP AUER AspP Fl F'P.

1E XS BT, 2hin] B A 8 44 A B IS R SRS, A
TEA N AL E (BRI F AN EIEA S ) LA RERC FAETE . 48 Borer 1)
PSP HABTE WA I &5 BOZ ] DU IETE , LU A 45015
DI A2 . 1) mpyk e 4015 10 5 SCZEMEA - 21 51 ( conceptual-intentional in-
terface, C-1 STl ) AT ASRAR AR 5 2 ) ANaE S A e S A s 0], G ik L ( feature
valuation ), & T SIS HIHE , FRATHE th 40 F %« vh sh &5/ e S 90 i~ =
4, F=F (EP, ) T REAZ 0o 1A) F A 40 A2 1507 B e £ — 3 F EP,, ) EP, 5¢
MEHMFEP, BIEIE. e e E1EG 1 T FFF EP, 1R ETE 7 E ([Spec
EP,] ). #&HRIARR , Bk rh sl m (R )ik a5 i R B T -
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(7) EP,
/\E '
T
subject (THEME) F'
/\
F Predicate position
EP, (Predicate)

AR 454, s ) B RO E BoE T HAE SRR 0t £ SR, in
EP, WJ& T EP, Ir A HFRITTH . 5 ZE0mi A2 , IXAR 10 TH SCEORE I AESS
e A, 5 A O A HEAL T 2 e S R Y BER A e 2 — B T
K DL A BRI BT i 7 sl i 25 9 AE A R

42 FiEF I8 5

R XS BTERe 24 E A — S 58 2 0 — AR IE R L E
Borer (2005a, b, 2013 ) 7 ELAA PR AW H] XS #EA I K 2 e i (%
SESRIATE AR ) e IR L. AR LB L FE Thigt.0oi8 F A
A&Tfig. LLAn, 7 John is smart X /m)iEH, 78 XS AR, smart AR BN IRIT,
LT LRI LB R i a2 RO B B AE T EP 45k F AN B E L WED F
1% smart 75— MBICTFERE L . AT F DIREIHGIANT

(8) [F] =x [P (x) & Theme (x)]

(8) MR ERIE, BT F R P FAMIEE, I Hix I EF 2
A —FEFRIC, AR —PAEAEERS B 240, TR x [FEHE
— /TR K1 2E ( minimal and maximal category ), #2#j& Roberts (2010 ) 45
KRR B FEAR B, x A F AR F (90 B fERRES SR, 5T
[Spec FP] (24 i) iE 1 Se AR i x, (oS4 B it Tt. (8) ifiigdf
AW, RO XS AR 5 O 2 & Wi i — 2B W . FRATIKIR LA John is
smart A B, 4 smart 7ERJ LI A BRI HEE T F AR IEALE AR (8), 34T
RARAT AN e

(9) Ax [smart (x) & Theme (x)]
DL EAE & x IFANJE smart AAFHY, T2 DRSS M ( F202 F)ITAY. 24 John &

IFF [Spec FP] i B, BIZYH x, WEI IR John 2 B iEIC. FATRILFATN
« 8
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AR
(10) Je. [smart (¢) & theme (John, )]

ARG _E—/ N B BEHE S S FEA s, 4 (1) rhaeids s sl 45 M ) A R Bk
(1) fos

(11) EP,
E/
PN
E, FP,

TN
This shirt  F/'

F, EP,: Ax Gen e. [wash(e) & Agent (PRO,,, €) & theme (X, ¢)]
PRO,, (Agent) E,'
E, FP,
(no DP me/rgehz’
F, wash

AL HE SRR MR SO OGS Bl ) 1) AR E R . AR
/N R AR S A T, AN FEE EP, BE T S )20 EP, YIRS
(L8 B F, fANE IR E . 5 UIAE RS A R sE —FE, FeATd il oy LA B3 rh
) fish & B — N E S TE XA E AT 298 7T (arbitrary PRO, PRO,, ), 4T [Spec
EP,] {ii & . EP, H11#) [Spec FP,] {ii B AKN %A 241715 DP M, A 4 £ F/
WIt. [BAEEE P, JF %A DP A2l &, Kk EP, S w5 )R,
F, PR B i x AR IA IR BN AR, AR5 x AR T F, #0380 5, 7615 1)
wash Jf- A (incorporate ) | F, Vi ¥ 5, 28 &t x BN TE TR 0 —&B 5, i@ ok i — 20 1)
TEAEAZ O 1AL 8)) ( cyclic head movement ), ;R X %% 2 EP, ) E (V'E . XFF,
TR x 53— T E NS, AT LB T [Spec EP,] AL E A FIHZ . EP,
e oE BRI AR SL AN T

(12) EP,: Ax Gen e. [wash (¢) & Agent (PRO,,, ¢) & theme (x, ¢)]*

T AR 44 Rizzi (1986 ) K Roberts (2010) (19 W A5, A 4 4 3 36 oC (BP
(12) HF ) PRO,, ) £ & [+ AZE ] ([+human] ) Fl [+ 238 | ([+generic] ) £F1E >,
[+Z 46 T FRAEBR O T EP, T RIA I FAF Pz i B BB 2R (R (12) iy
Gen ), XS54 5 423818 Borer (2005b ) A K54 m) ik R AE ) BHIE . 7E BP 45
i, Difigt%.0d8 E 5 DP 4544 D B9 ZIRe R, A& T8 /R IRE ;s AR Ay 2, 06

« Q.
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15 DP 5 8 FRINAETT LA B4 the . this 25 )RR 58 1L, 117 EP 454 145
FRUIAEN 5 ZE5E [Spec EP] f i) DP it — 30O RMERARAT . M6 (11) AY4h
¥4, PRO,, i F [Spec EP,], It ( 12) Hi#iE LRAE P F A4 e 97 1518 A
T Gen I, DIFERIBFFER B0 h sh &5 #0 S5  h b S — Mz 48 ok (B
A AR R FRATTAY 23 A I RS AE A I 5 A0 h AR B IR . ILAh, T PRO,,
L= [D]4FF, RIEASRERS AR B x°

TEFE— )i S B, this shirt 6T EP, 4549 89 [Spec FP] i & 78
M FBIEIC, I EP, WIFE 4 BP, IH1E. Joit & A B 24 2 Canfar & Anp
B2 AR T 2E A X EIE R e (W den Dikken 2006: 8-11)
HN R IEIE BT LI RE R AR R R ARtk R E T E i, Xk 7
WSS F A ST U T Y 2 SRR IR ZEFR AT o3 T AE 2R v, 3 25 5)in)
A& T EP,, HIL EP, v LU — N ahiSf. R EP,, BB ETIES
EP2 {43k AYRFIE 2 Al AR IE S 5 o

PRAE R AT T DA R A4 Hp sl g 9 S0 R R 2 sh S R £ B e,
RIS —ABISR I, DAAE A AR S Tk S v sl g ) S il 2 3 shinl i =1, 48
WG RR EEALE . RN HELL T, 1B f shinl = ih 2 8 s 3K
5, MEARGHA I T BP, I EIEAE . T8 2 B U B shin i) 3 B it
JG, JE N EP, M BTt — R x, 7EHE S i 2 vl 45 #1014 Al
G E (ED ETEATE ) FFAHR

43 KB 6) 5HT
RS SE KB R, ME— 125 R AE T, S b sl i) EP, I
A TE [Spec FP,] i & LA IFAEM S, L HAA — A8 x 22 BieTT; ik
g, [Spec FP] i B IFARE WY, TR EIF T — BT seo FRATRAY
Reuland (2001, 2011 ) UL, IR se s2— 24 10]PE ( pronominal ) 543, HAT
ATEEMER (defective ) [ ] HFFE. FERFR MM FZEM T, se 32 FIRLH, L
5 BRI, T sha5tarh, BT T [Spec EP,] ()& PRO,,, Joik#Y
W ose, K EP, #ES A5G, se WARBA HRAFLYH, TETH L Y)6e 55 RT—A448
. XWELEIRE EP, TEEE hal/ma) i fe s L VR IBIE 2R, BT T
A AR AR S R 2t — b et Haifrhghn)—+E kB by 15
A IHFE EP, 1Y [Spec FP] U &, 4 EBIRTC. ZEBMAFE I (LW ) se, ik
B se 5 FiEFFE. KL, BR 754850 7 =0 22 5 LIS, B 5 oaiaymg ki
FHE R H](2a) TG ahm) AL A RE N (13) Fis

<10 -
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(13) EP,
N

PN

/\
Le grec F/

/\

F, EP,: Ax Gen e. [traduire (¢) & agent (PRO,, €) & theme (x, )]

PRO,,, (Agent) E'

E, FP,
S
SE (theme) F,'

F, traduire

5. WEPHASHERHNERE

5.1 ECM #hia) & Fi

5 Hoekstra ( 1988 ) #4/Maj# =, ( small clause approach )55 KB4 57 —2L,
AT AU consider XA ECM Blial M R i AL IR 12— 3. W dehE
T B g5k Y 3 SR ECM i), 4n ( 3b ), HAgikgsfa i an (14) Frs.

(14) ‘EP,
PN
E,
PN
E, FP,
PN

no DP merged F;'
/\

F, intelligent

X

<11 -
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VI g5k, LA consider AIBIE I F A EP, 454 — A~ NTEIETT EP,, EP; [UIHIE
& intelligent, & B iS00 B %A & I AL B, KL EP, Fhar A — 78 x.
W ARAR i x BEREAL T [Spec EP,] 7 B 1Y 1293, SXRE (1) — St BV s 285 1ot
JRIZMZTE R (48 Fy. By Fo. By Fio By ) BeZGER SORER—0E ¢
AAREET ARIERTSCH 38T, EPy HHAIEIE intelligent il 1 4% .00 1) B sl 21|35 Fy
7, I AZAS & x. Intelligent - A 2] x J5 HEEAL T Fy {7 8, ANEEFHHE—2 )
RS, N E— 20000 BB 28 3 816 consider 5, consider 1%
OB ESLEN F,, E,. F,RZFKE,. WL AT EP, BB AR AR & x
5 EP, E1ifs DP Z M — MO R 1Y 0C R 8k i T rh ml A O el & 21 3= 2l in)
consider [ B4 BHKT .

BB 23838 Th X FE S5 T B Sr 7 TR R TE TR E 1 se M FEYE. 7EX &
W, B T — R AU H AR BT R0 B H A A /)N 3 28 (minimal
category ) Jii , i RETE N 1K > 25 #a b 2 1) b T (4% 00 iRI A Bl BV 44 1R 6 o i 24
F+ 4 ( clitic climbing ) (Rizzi 1982; Roberts 1997, 2010; Cinque 2001 ), 4
(3a) , i ECM hial i sl /m) 2540 KBS T (14), i — AR [R Z A0 FE T EP,
G I TS se, A RGBT F Ak 28 it xo fERHERL BT, se
SR IFFE Fre 528G x AR, se AT LA — 2Dl il 4% 0 iR 8, BdE i A 4k
SLRS Y M TR, RS B B, M E . REAR L FE E, BINLE, se T LAY
FIEAH, HILIRA T DA BT ZE . XA T i Re T ikii g a) se 1
A7 RS SR AR A IR A - 32 il s WAl A% DR B A TR

DL At n] At — 25 i B M A 2308 K W shinl o] LA H S L3 ECM
SEAIANAT LA, g (15 ) 5 migii Jo st R andi (16 ).

(15) a. John washed very fast.
‘John PEWARMRE.” (John PEAYZHAC )
b. *John considers very smart.

WAFGAE: John A H CAREEER,

(16)a.Jean se considére intelligent.
Jean se AN TR
‘Jean A A CARERH
b.Jean  s’est lavé.

Jean  se+ Bl k.
‘Jean VEIRIE T .0 ( Jean VEAYZH T ).

IR A RO R A A AR i x RIR & T se HYZE5I47 % Jeifi il f) (15b) 2
It AIANIRAE, 72 PR consider vy S AR /INVAT R AR x 5 IR A —BOC R

e 12 -
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SRR LTI A) (16b ) Z BT LT, J2 MR se il A2 I — R 5L # 5l
FRZAB)IR TR AT EP 9 E A2 E, o AP EIHRAW. M H LA BT se BYALE
e FIRT R, WS AT A

5.2 #H&E AR

N TR S R s Z B IS sl A R eHRRR , ek T
AT LU B, S P R R E TR i x R A B T se (R, Stk 3RAT]
AR — A S S il oo M R s -

D) BARMe A (BFERSCERY A R mEE)MEENEERT,
EEAZEHNZORT, T2 E—ANEMNH (null P) 558 B 4T
(oblique argument ), ¥ ## (adjoin ) |38 1 _E F & 1§ 17 8915 L 2.

FER I B HESE (A4 XS B ) N, FEZRY S AEZ e T
(A SR A ST w7t | o 1 S o ol i 1 £ oW1 = K 1 A R € )
MR IE AN S UL (40 Baker 20125 Biggs 2014 45 ), W\ XS B ML AR, %L
WICHIALE HA WA, Bk (s ) EE (23, HahBinis ot A nlfeg
FEMPALIC. TSR fR A OIS shinlid 2B ghin] , =ig A i, oA &
ZH (EF ) (Pesetsky 1995 ), RIS TC R = iF MRz . AT 15
Ramchand (2008 ) F9WL A&, AR A 105 | F: B [Hl 218 oo 7E C-1 At —L F HiE
T LN .

T ETRRE A2 (4b) B SR TR B AR AF AR L (E N 7k )
+ (da) FNREREHEAZ . MRAEHT SO AT, WER LR+ (4b) EP 7, 1 cruel
enemies WA EL R — AR x, If HIX A8 x 938 5§ M (2 3304 hate 1Y
TR e B MG, MR (17) BRI, hate 1Y TR & 25 )51 194
T RE G NE , ToiiE ok EP 254 iy F 7= A48 5 x, PRGN RE T A2 Hh sl Ag 1)
B FBUEPE TR ] (4a) 5B HOORJE R se BIAERT . AT FTIA,
se Al LAFe 28, 9 HAR B IF AN 2 DI RBAZ .00 0A) F A7 R A8 5, M2 18] P 4 B
LR AARIRI PR 1, PRI LA A8 B x IR

6. Rit: IR B T A]

B A L BRET SIS b s 850, ib A =2 AR LR i b B S5 4
A3 S 2 far 22 5 A AE i BN 3E 3549 (adjunct middle ) *. JC AR 3l A
(impersonal middle ) DA J& lassen (fEif “117) - 254, X =450 45 A W SR
A RIS FEAR SO R A i R Th AN AEAE , R DA i 91
E B A B AR A W M, A, AT R & 548 I =245

« 13-
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ARG BARKIINTTEE X, B FARD$ I, IR AT PR = R4tk in T
DS ] P 2 UG R B 232 R AR S

(18) a. FiPmith sl

Deze stoel  zit prima. (fif %1% )

X BT A i

xkda A B FARERR. (Lekakou 2005: 100 )

b. TTAFRrhEH)

Het zit prima in deze stoel. (fuf2%ifE )

EFEIE A 4 AiE X BT

KR AR ERREFIR. (R

c. lassen- 4514

Dieses buch lisst sich leicht lesen. (ffEi# )

x o B ik aiE AL

EARBIRESIE.”  (Ackema & Schoorlemmer 2007: 144 )

T AR SCHRT IR RS ik vh gl ), 6 DA B AR S kil 5 TR AR B =254

g FTRT 22 ) Y — S 2048 - Mg h sl a) b, E1E LRSS R o shiR i 7 A0ie
JG, FE A AR A 8] #5216 o0 5l i FH 8 JT (applicative argument ), [A I H: 31
fE Bl /m) A E B S TGS I 3 B IR T2l FATHER] Ackema &
Schoorlemmer ( 1995 ) #1 Lekakou ( 2005 ) MR 5, I\ R Jo AFR R 8l /a) 1) g R 1
FETE Oz s AT 6L, AR SEan it , i =15 018 B A e a) ik
S S nE T sh A2 . T lassen- 4514, Ackema & Schoorlemmer (2007 )
I — R AN HIESE ) lassen- Z5FAN & T 2l /)G, HARR IR )k 4540 0 4
BT ARSI THE T

7. &iE

Hh Bl )RR BTE TU A5 R B AR SRR TR - 1 A R AR S R 1 o3
B SO R, XM A4 1) 70T RE 8 AGL 0 ) 12 B vh AT DG IR T BRIE 1 A 2R IFSEAE
2%, 40 Marantz (2013 ) iR, #4920 ) 1938 7038 © 28 i 00, (I FR S R
R X RE R BRI A AN 2 0L R, AR SCE RIS R LR AR — AW 20 1y 2%
e SEERE I — DA GE T F NS ) S AL 5 A STy gk rh gl )t L
o T 21 65 40 114 2 22 5 051 DR ) 26 9 P o 2 8, 1. W] 5 /F Borer-Chomksy
J5#4 ( Borer-Chomsky Conjecture ) ( Baker 2008a, b; Roberts & Holmberg 2010 )
() — A EARSLA] Ak, A6 se HISHE S AL IERA, AT B 25 A se AL
b T8 R A R LA KOG () S T )k S5 AR I v SO H ORISR B TR A J
RSCRYZEAE 0 2 5, AR OGS MG Ttk — D9 . hah &l eS80 =
14 -



e EEF SN RETETHSHMTR

Kk ) 5 TR, BR 2835 6e 1 A I, A SCHF R i A VF 2 A e — 20

PRR MY , AT EA DA 5T it — 2D T g

1. AEBUER S TCAHITST , R A R R A 5 2 AR A LA 32 B e JCTR 35 52 S8 00, A SGEAR IS, T SCH A
“ERBIL XA,

2. JESCK RN R ) VRS X s

3. WG TTA MR (] FHIES [m] FRAE, [c] FARAREEUE AL, M7 [m] ARFRMZOHLRE. [/+c] 5 [c]
PIZENTET WS RS LA (o] FRAE B EA [m] FRHEMIRTT.

4. HrhiY Gen I Chierchia (1995 ) FIHE iR iz F58 885, HORIIL N — BT

5. Roberts (2010 ) P AZEAIHIRINER AT TR E K [ ] FF1E.

6. J3—AAATAMERE i T8 5 x SRR S — &35 E, 628, 7T PRO,,, FILATE PRO,, B4
471 ( C-commanding ) §E3 P, ARER LA

7. 4% ME B8 (40 Chomsky 2001; Boskovic 2014 ), 3k 4 4 1) e K T AE 45 14 #) 10— A~ 15 Be, Il XS 452
KA EP KRECELT vP 45 i — BB, ASChEBAR EP f%.01m 8% shslid — Bk ¢ & A HIH
WE, S DRON “TRBEOR A 258 251" (phase impenetrability condition) o742 Cxia) X T 18 B A A B A & 0T K2 1)
(accessible )o WIABLIESCHTIAR, (14) dhAs i x AROTRE 2l 8 — S0 0 R BB Z Y x AR BN,
M2l consider BT T — B R AVEESS

8. WRIERA MY “BHmiE a4y #]F A9EE : a. This bed sleeps comfortably. b. This lake fishes easily.. PR
I REE R LE DB T RE AR . S BN S SEATE IR AN GEHEZ a B, b IR EARME . J34b,
“BREINTE h Bl ) (44 FRRIR T X R A5 ) B AIS B A AJE T R IC, 78 F S A5 Th A E LA 1R R E RS
( PP adjunct ) iIE=CH .
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Middles in English and French: A minimalist parametric approach (p. 3)
HU Xuhui (School of Foreign Languages, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Based on the constructivist approach (the exo-skeletal (XS) model in particular) to argument
structure in the minimalist framework, this paper argues that the derivation of the middle construction
in both English and French involves two event structures. The matrix event selects as its predicate
an embedded event which takes an unbound variable. The stative semantic property of middles
originates from the derivation of the matrix event, while the dynamic interpretation is the result of the
derivation of the embedded event that serves as the predicate. The subject of the middle construction
is understood as the theme of the matrix verb because the variable taking the theme role in the
embedded event is bound by the subject. The cross-linguistic differences between English and French
middles can be reduced to a single micro-parameter located in the lexicon, that is, whether there is
a pronominal clitic in the lexicon. There is no such clitic in English, and thus English middles have
to rely on a functional head to create a variable, while in French, a clitic is selected as an argument,
which also serves as a variable in the derivation because it cannot be bound in the domain of the
embedded event.

The split of measurement standards and the derivation of measurement constructions: A
cross-linguistic perspective (p. 17)
LIU Fan & LUO Qiongpeng (School of Liberal Arts, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

It is generally assumed that negative adjectives are prohibited in absolute measurement
constructions, yet counterexamples are found in some languages in certain circumstances, such as
German. This paper investigates this unexpected phenomenon from a cross-linguistic perspective. It
is proposed that this cross-linguistic variation can be attributed to the split of measurement standards,
EVAL vs. MEAS. MEAS introduces a zero standard, while EVAL is related to an evaluative standard.
EVAL is activated as a last resort when MEAS fails to apply. Furthermore, the combination of
EVAL + MEAS is applicable to German, but only MEAS is at play in English. This economy-based
analysis provides a more motivated account of the distribution of negative adjectives in measurement
constructions across languages.

On the argument structure and syntactic derivation of Chinese unaccusative verbs (p. 31)
HAN Jingquan (Faculty of English Language and Culture, Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou

510420, China)

In argument structure terms, a Chinese unaccusative verb takes a direct internal argument but
no external argument. It is a defining property of these verbs that they are unable to assign Case to
their selected D-structure object. There do not exist two-argument or three-argument unaccusatives.
Transitive causatives with Causer do not belong to unaccusatives in the standard sense, which are
syntactically intransitive in lacking an external argument. The so-called Experiencer in the initial
position of an unaccusative structure is not thematically related to the verb and is better treated as
base-generated topic. An argument structure-based analysis can better account for the syntactic
derivation of various unaccusative sentences in Chinese.

An eye-tracking study on processing Chinese focus — Comparisons with English (p. 44)
WANG Yuxia (School of Foreign Languages, Shanghai JiaoTong University, Shanghai 200240, China)
CHEN Li (Department of Chinese, Shanghai JiaoTong University, Shanghai 200240, China)

The understanding of semantic focus involves understanding of a set of contrastive focus
alternatives. Using eye tracking, the current work studied the processing of Chinese sentences
containing exclusive (zhi...cai) and scalar (/ian...dou) focus adverb phrases to examine how the two
focus phrases impacted sentence understanding. Results suggested that focus-associated contrastive
information was rapidly processed where scalar focus was processed more easily when followed by
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