F a0l BollX ] ==

o
=
do

1. Mg

se FAsted ol 7 Fa2d FAH0 He ANYUFE FAS 22 A&
(predicate)@m & 4 vt 4 of@ EA9 Aot FolAR, 1 M&oid ud &
Moz os 4Aoz 93HE =3 (argument)o] BAFA Hrh. o)k Zo] Agod 9
3 WaAow QTHE =g ZFS o #F WIS A F2E =T E(argument
structure)eh k.

EpE 1981dd A71E AujALEE(GB)E LA, @A 1992dd ¥
Chomsky®] # 40| &(minimalist theory) slelA shuel =g72 o8& FUAA B
= 2% Axolth, $A Larson(1988)¢ =&7Z o|&FA #Fdreo 7Hd(Single
Complement Hypothesis)ol @x Edle w337 Friolel A4 FE= 2 4olE9 A
M7 A (Case checking mechanism)& °|#3ld d& A& of B3, oide
Hale & Keyser(1991)9) &=&7Z ol & FolA o3 #A TZ(Lexical Relational
Structure) & EAMR0] EAoZM B0l dx R FAMF-e $974 (uniformity
of syntactic structure)® FAtFUFo] 7Hd(VP-internal Subject Hypothesis)& %
A 4 USL AEIA dHs 2ot

ad oz A AR A4 BASTZ(minimal X-bar structure)& #3 1 72 &
AoA hEEe) oued s T & F Yk AL oled WHWNE dAse =T
o]&¢ ¥ Bxx gt

2. 8H0f 7Hd(Larson, 1988)
2.1 £X|8t 2= (Unrestricted Shell Structure)
Larson (1988)& (1)-(2)8t & 2EA 123 dAFTE &9 FAH 499 vy

(asymmetries in syntactic domain)& #4 EZs7] AsA (3)F 2& FURA 7Hd
<+ AltstAd.

(1) a. I showed Mary; herself;. 1

1) AEEold @ 5 2Aojzte] ¥ BANE dehle d2EE 9 o otk 22 A& Ao

130
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b. *I showed herself; Mary;.

(2) a. I showed Mary; to herself;.2
b. *I showed herself; to Mary;.

(3) XP—->ZP X
X —->XYP

540 28 (1) Mt BUEH7 AHEHANE H¥F (c-command) dlot 2
Folg (A)I7} BEFE WA, AFTE (2) SlAE AYBH} FERHI 2 HRE]
stelof oA A&olol WA 4 gl ¥ UAAel dehted, o8 Larsone 9 (3)°]
Y2stel T3t Lol $A AFPE(VP-shell structure) VP& EUste] 2 Zasin
Atk

(1) I gave every worker; his; paycheck . (quantifier binding)
*I gave its; owner every paycheck;.

(2) Which man; did you send his; paycheck?(weak crossover)
* Whose; pay did you send his; mother?

(3) Who did you give which paycheck?(superiority)
* Which paycheck did you give who?

(4) 1 showed each man the other’s socks. (each - the other)
* I showed the other’s friend each man.

(5) T showed no one anything. (negative polarity item)
*1 showed anyone nothing.

(from Barss and Lasnik(1986))
2) A SHo1} AAALe] BAof Alole] JRFold o ¥ AL YElE 7§ o ESolu}.

(1) T gave.every check; to its; owner. (quantifier binding)
*1 gave his; paycheck to every worker;.

(2) Which check; did you send to its; owner?(weak crossover)
* Which worker; did yoy send his; check to?

(3) Which check did you send to who?(superiority)
* Which did you send which check to?

(4) 1 sent each boy to the other’s parents.(each - the other)
*I sent the other 's check to each boy.

(5) I sent no presents to any of the children. (negative polarity ltems)
* I sent any of the packages to none of the children.

(form Larson(1988))
3) A&olE

(A) An anaphor must be bound in its governing category.
(B) A pronominal must be free in its goveving category.
(C) An R-expression must be free.
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(4)

showed; NP A
! /\
Mary V, PP
I /\
t;, P NP
.
V-Raising to herself

Larsone Al =3¢ FAT ol vehiy] f3) VPolzke $4 91*2’}—7‘?-::3: A7 sk
VP, ¢kl #AE AR (V-Raising) 22 HAstx, F5H 78 AATEAIM =
gozM 7]1& o|gse] F A EPY T TE &9 F HFo] E‘“’J(Mary, herself) 3t
o b A A& BAE F EAD U

2yt Larson(1988)¢ 5 Bo| =8 zte] JEFo] @A UF Az 3 BY b
o] 3 Rrlole] BALA TEE 53 ¥I TTH



133

(6) a. John wrote a letter to Mary in the morning

b. VP,
/\
NP, Vv’
| /\
John Vl VPZ
l /\
A NP, Vv’
l /\
a letter V, /VP3\
z|§ PP, A
[ P
to Mary V3 PP2
V-Raising wrote  in the morning

V-Raising

& F7t9) in the morningg FArS B3l =3A2] PPyl 224, =% (John,
a letter, to Mary)® ¥7}°l(in the morning) 7t9] BAMA 2L T &A38)A Fatm 29
4

=& Larson(1988)2 o|@d R7lojEo| FALY EZo] ¥l =3 zlele] gofgt 3l ol &
& o2 Zol Al 72 3 QU

(7) a. John visited few friends any day this week.
b. *John visited anyone few days this week.

(8) a. *John filed them without reading Mary s articles.
b. *Max burned it although Bill had given him the present.

(9) a. I interviewed Max after Mary brought him. and you Felix.
("I interviewed Max after Mary brought Max. and you interviewed
Felix after Mary brought Max" (STRICT) or ‘I interviewed Max after
Mary brought Max., and you interviewed Felix after Mary brought
Felix” (SLOPPY))
b. I interviewed a friend of Max after Mary brought him. and you
Felix.(# ‘I interviewed a friend of Max after Mary brought Max. and
you interviewed Felix after Mary brought Felix". (SLOPY))

Larson2 (7)9 A%+ dvdoz 24y 4 o#(negative polarity item) any7} ¥

4) Larson(1988: fn 11, pp.345-346: pp.349-350: p.382: fn 49, p.384) th&3} o} 33}
3 gdeh.
‘Time and manner PPs are not outermost adjuncts as is standardly assumed but
rather must be innermost complements”
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ol few & Ao AL =ojo} 317] WjEol R719) any day this weeks FH | ofzfel
B3xo] =3 S Fojok dtim FAIT (8)d A$E NAH FEH(R-expression)d
Mary s articleol\} the present7} &9 tiiAle] A&EolA F&ol2 (O Awiste A
o2 A9y J8ME o5 AXNF FES G2 UE Uo7t Bl &F A4 gof 5t
o ez (9)9 ALE (9a)7 ¥4 9w (sloppy reading)& & A& him°l MaxolA
N REEO H7) golx, (9b)7} FAeln|E 2A] Rate & himel MaxolAM 4EF
o] 2] %37} WRolgtn AWyl Yside himel B U FUllE BFol =7 A
o Fojo} Ftm FAFPCE = o] FE £9 HEF BAES TFAY HAMe FHItolE
B30 =3 ¢A|o Fojelwt vt Aol

2.2. 89 2at2x 7}M(Single Shell Hypothesis)

B3 Larsondl 2314 doix F8Ho] 78 o7 FE&] FA1Y 999 A<
#A3k3 volzkA Larsono] E21§e =33 Frlole $AM TE& ¢7] AdAM A7z
& shdolojol gtke AAE 3 o] =AM H2o|29 A HH A A& oS A
Alsl Bzt @t

2.2.1. Fio0lEe A HAFX|O 2fFt M

HA0EBAME F/R 9 F2A F FAH ZHZFY u|Fo] olgfshgo] AFoi-H
(SPEC-head) #A2 E3€c.d

5) Chomsky(1992)& Pollock(1989)¢l #t& Lolse, ZHA(INFL)E 92 (AGR)S A4l
(MY FA9 9% oz Hesl =uy o5 B 1 Ao HWFAMIFE 433, AGRE
t}A] Z0lE $1% AGRs9 2302 913 AGRoE F¥EC: ofeliel Zo] I}

AGRsP
SPEC AGRs'
AGRs TP
/\
T AGRoP
SPEC AGR0
AGRo A\

/‘\ )

SPEC Vv

A% COMPL
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(10) a. AGRsP b, AGRoP
NP AGRs’ NP AGRo
/'\
AGRs AGRo
T AGRs \Y AGRo
FA34 £4443

A8 (SPELL-OUT) el T2 XA} zel& AX AGRse Ao A2 =3 o|Fd
NPAtz]e] WAty HA] B3} Mo AGRsE #olFH Te] HARLA (N-feature)ol] 23l
FZo] RoHtt, F To HARAL 8B Z(strong) T7F EA3A 0] AGRsZ o] E 3
o a2y BFold g £xA9 R =2 (LF)A o] Rt} & = FeolA
€A TE AA AGRsdll #olF57] ™o AGRool olFH 1 EHole AGRo9 A
o] A2 =38 olFHol &&7} AGRo% AHE FAE AN wHARRA (N-feature) S §
3 oA EHAE T3}

oA = AFHANE FHort AL (F) 9 AGRod XA R |3
Hed, 2xndAe o FAE ol&dtd =P ALolB8e HLANoEN oA
Larsone©] A|71§ F2o] w=&o] Frlojut Ryto] 4o 9AF AEFolsle #AS =T33y
AM 2 ZAF £ Y3 ofEE FAT FRUAME REIIE FALFd BIAoZH
Larson°o] Z&3] E3le =33 Frlo] 1o BAME FEE ol g} o] At}

(11) a. John visited few friends any day this week.
b. AGRsP

DP AGRs’

T

John; AGRs TP

visitedj T AGRoP

DP/ AGRJ
! T
few friendsy AGRo VP
/\
VP NP

y day this week

<

g
[\
B
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(12) a. *John filed them without reading Mary s articles.
b. AGRsP

DP AGRs'
John; AGRs TP

f iledj T AGRoP

DP AGRo’
them;, AGRo /VP\
VP PP
P |
DP *  without reading

tli V  DP Marys article
.
(13) a. I interviewed Max after Mary brought him, and you Felix.
b. AGRsP
DP AGRs’
L AGRs TP
intervgewed‘i T AGRoP
D[P AGRo

Max,  AGRo VP

VP PP

o~

DP V' after Mary brought him

VAN
t; DIP

o

ty

¥

Larson A4lo] E7lol7t BZol =8 Aol & & ¥l ke FAZ AT A
2addE 9 (1D-(13)eM 2e R AY, 27l AT FHAA Asha,
2Abe] Ao BEo] Aelo] Fo2X =3 Rtoizte FAA FEE XA,
7} Brleld Brlol &9 WALE JEFO dhe AL o A7t AGRos AF AR
gzt A A7 72 ZEAPeEN ASAAS B EF 33 USE £ F7H AT

Joor =
2o o

tle 2 rjo o

o]24 $2E Larson(1988)0] x| Rahe =37 Rrloizte] $AH FEE Hiol29

w87z o|goz TAN BT
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2.2.2 M@%t |0l 23t 24
Hale & Keyser(1991)%& Larson(1988)9] TA} B 72 E wolSa (FA} ooz A

1 A EF (trace)S 2 FAHlight verb)2 2+5:81d)6) t}g3 o] J2E o) N&
3H(thematic predication)& #<tata Urt.

(14) a. VP b, VP
SPEC v’ SPEC Vv’
Agent V VP Theme V PP
L 1 )
CAUSATION CHANGE OF LOCATION
c. VP d. \Y
/\ /lb\
SPEC v’ SPEC Vv’
Theme V AP Agent \% NP
L 1 | N
CHANGE OF STATE CREATION/PRODUCTION
/REALIZATION
F. (14b. )9l A% A Aol 2= HAle FAELE o|F3) 3t ALY E3Ho| A
A &, 9ol9] Be BA19 28 7L Foz Ho 2 &0 PPY APAAA A49 =
21€ 3 Hlicensing)®n 1ER RE Zz ouidE v "ok (14a, d)9 A A
| FAle T VPY NPE HolZ Hile A} 11 A3 238E 24z} x1& o] zpalo] 517}_?-—: u}

3 U x gEge Aot D

2ae olejg 159 AM&s o8, =3 FErlole BAlH FEL s2lE Larsond
FAF «8(unrestricted recursion)o] HAA Bk = shle] =AZ AlLs BuA
a3

6) Hale & Keyser= ASAIE 71438l IR AA 2 HFFA 2 A28A @3 Qo)

7) Hale and Keysere dA2€ 213 &4 FR(LRS) &4+ (14b, o)¥d PP} APTe] M&
37} 7bs % HolZ Hx 189 SPECTE stz . (14a, d)9 SPECE LRSel%: 7=
A FATEY IP Ao A4GAAA, v A WPes ougds RosiME a5e] 13
olu] M3t ad&MEe (14a, d) 2% SPECE aFstzm it}
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(15) a. I wrote a letter to Mary in the morning.

b. VP,
DP, v’
| /\\
I Vi VP,
/\
wrote; DP, v’
/\
a letter V, VPy

l T

to Mary Vj PP,
t;  in the morning

9} Larson®) <8< Hale & Keyser? A&3} |22 ¥X3jvd DPQ e =82
EA} wrotedl A 7 23, =8 PP, to Marye PPygle €012 R 3s7bdel EAZL
7F5etAS, =8 DP, a letters VPAAZL M&ste] &0 AZF0] gleng VP32 FH
el 27 ool g Ex] ZA so] ¥l & HA "ok a2 289 Aedt o
£2 Larson® FA AFT2E Uz g o] AFE o =33t Frleje] FAH T
< IA & £o.

(15) c. vp
\Y /\
P, PP,
/\ l
Dp v’ in the morning
l /\
1V VP,

A DP, \%
|

a letter Vo PPy

wrote to Mary

=

z B7lo] in the morningg F A7 R&AXID, ©F I a letter, to Maryg A%
oY Hol zlele] Eo2M, e A" SAIAAN, a lettere PPlAIA ztzt 8718 &
1 ouldx uA goz FRog A APy EE A& 493 Z&WAe =2 Hd
A ERojrt Brlolnth A A4E A HEgoz ghoq AHE AAF HEFo
£ A 2R gett

o]2} g Hale & Keyserd 9ju] H&3tE ALEstH, dojdA 4 43 BF 7E(FH A
o FE: lexical double causative)o] SIEAE & HH ¥ & ol Larson® FATE ¢
o] gtg3la £altte FA4E thed o] moFA dnh
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(16) a. *We got the pigs mud on the wall.
(cf. We brought it about that the pigs got mud on the wall.)

b. Vpl
DP, Vv’
f N
we Vy VP,
A DP, v’

the pigs Vy VP,

|
A DP, '

N

mud V, PP

l

got on the wall

Larson®] A% &840 BAolrM B Ak Bol =g o] Rrlolr} 3 S4 Sojg
Wit A HT2E AS FATZ @ FAH4 o 28 Jehm, 0|24 =3} ERASES
A FRE Erbsdtie 239, o] 3 3F (16b)7F o HEAE Musix] 2
Al do. sjukEtd, (16b)9) ¥ =& Larson(1988)& 243 wddlm 9lv] oo},
224 Hale & Keyser(1991)& ©| 8§ 239 9 28 (single recursion), = (&
Btel doiMel)sinte] FAL 27z A% whde DP; wert JA4H EA} gotol M. DP,
mude €°1% PP on the walllX z}z} &3 3715 w0k DP; the pigse VP7} A
E3te] & &0/} HAl REM VP2 RE ZA8rte w2 28 (16a)7} ¥ o] slo} o]
A s 4% HEo TR0 QeI AAAYA M}, o

3. O3 oAl +=(Hale & Keyser, 1991)
3.1, oF A Fxo EALR
Hale & Keyser(1991)& (17)-(18)2¢ EAE9 2947 wB2YM S ¥3slr] 9
Zt2t (19)-(20)3 22 o3 BATFZE FAR 9= HEE ojF R AFstn Yo}

(17) a. We flattened the metal.
b. *We metalled flat.

(18) a. *The clown laughed the child.
b. The child laughed.



(19) a. Vlrl
V’
/\
v, VP,
I /\

A A
|
A
|
flat
b. ‘VITI
Vl
/\
Vi VP,
l /\
A NP Vv’
| | /\
I'\I’ vV, AP
I
I[I flat
metal
(20) a. 'Vlrl
VI
//\
Vi VP,
| /\
A DP, A
l /\
the child V, NP
I l
A II\I'
N
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laugh

(172)7F BEA A2 °139 oAF #A 72 (192)94 AQ flat7} ViR AA §8
(incorporation) =] &8 Zw & o]% ¥ (Head Movement Constraint)& ©]7]1x &
7] W&ol ® (17b)7} ¥IEQ Re ol o3 #A 72 (19b)elA N metalel
VA2 850 £32 9 vig 3 o|F AFE 7] WEe s Hugc =3 (18a)7}
HIEQ 2 o3 BATE oA NP7F Meste] €oj7t 52 £goz, o3 #A4 32
(20a)°1A4 DPy the child’t NP laugh® 258 £z #7}g 2 23 uFolz, (18b)7}
FEA AL o3 BAFZE (20b) BelMe UYEIA g3 BARd SojskA] [Pol] Fo
the childg A3 Fol 2F e Aoz Hgdng.

a2y oJF9] ol £42 (1994 BeR A o3 %9 o3 @A T2 EAF 73
& IWE A& Fog a8 AN A AP oI RAE E shle] BAES AR B
AHE-9] U4 (uniformity of syntactic structure) AAstm Ui, (19)-(20)d4 B
A A AP Lo 8ol FHDolEeA AL FHE WolSolE: FAIFUFO A (VP-
internal Subject Hypothesis) & £#3}2] R&a 2% VP9 XA A2 & v)9 £4ch
7t AR A TPl Aol st Fr1A] BAIA S obrlstn Ut

B E 280 oF A FTZoA Y UE olo] wm oA A7|g ELAAo|} 7}
AE 2Fa B7) 984 o3 BA FRE BARA FFAINE BUAL F ARZ AN B
3 uFe o] $93Y ¢ AUSE HolmA it}

3.2. oi3|chloll 28t S&H(Lexical Replacement)

A FA B dS FAREZ $A 27 A ExnodAde ded 2L A o
(Affix Filter) ¢} o3 il 73 (Lexical Replacement Rule) & #|<tgic},

8) The Head Movement Constraint(from Travis, 1984; Baker, 1988)

An X9 may only move into the Y? which properly governs it.

9) 2EL g Zo] AT
“We have used the phenomenon of conflation as a probe into the inner organization
of lexical argument structure, concluding that argument structure(i.e. . LRS) can
be properly viewed as a syntax. And accordingly. It is subject to the laws of
syntax, as known generally. and. in particular, it is subject to the principles
determining the grammatical uses of head movement(Baker, 1988).”
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(21) a. WAkl
(+EADS #4e 7 ase (—AAHY AEE A 2ash Ao Bt
10)
b. o1% el 7
24749 o3 ABE 2E 22

o 1D _
o5& o] &3l 99 Hale & Keysers] 13 #A 72 (19)-(20)% BAH BFA17

o3 %9 fxol3 FEoz diAHoJo} &

fr

(22) a. VP,
DP, vV’
l /\
we Vy VP,
l /\
A DP, Vv’
I /\
the metal Vo AP
I l
GET A’
(+Affix) l
/ / fl\
flat
(, flattened) (+Affix)

10) Affix Filter
An element with (+Affix) must be supported by an element with {(—Affix]) through
adjunction.
11) Lexical Replacement Rule
An element with an abstract lexical feature is replaced by a lexical item from the

lexicon.



143

/\

DP; v’
/\

the clown Vi VP,

|
A DP 2 A\

F T~
the child \Izz NP

HAVE N’

i[+ Affix)

{, laughed) laugh
(+Affix)

(22a)9] 2% A flat$h V GETE AHRANEH (+8HA42L AUz Jeda 713
3t EMUE flate] GETOl x ©]Eo] 4 o oA FHo Az FAQ
flattened= WAP22X HAL AHXE TFAIIZ, olF HiolBUe AYeQ °}7]4
(Principle of Greed)& T&A17]7] 98] V,22 45dte Aoz o] gadn 12 1
Eiui BIE Hiol 29 BAME otk o3 R oHE Yol YAAIE FNE 4FH ¥

TSt 13) elZM (172)9) EPAL Aol U=, (17b)9 A$E (22a) 2PA
meta]% V22 §3AA BE0z E3UY, olde €9 APERREH 1 X% 3/hex,
ou|H & Wolol &= DPy AA7L AR Al Hlo] &8 o] &L olr] v Eo] "}l (22b)
o Ate 7M. RN (+3A) AR AUz e A Jaugh’t HAVES] o
FAt laughed2 WA 22 FHA RS F58AT NP zpalo] N&zle] &7} 82 »

12) Principle of Greed
Move-a applies to an element @ only if morphological properties of @ are satisfied
by that movement.

13) ©1 &7} vlZ Replace-a o3 o}l 279l Hxlo] g}

Heads(Lexical & Functional)
]

1
()
P « Select-«
I I

I
[
b

Replace-o— .
e & Satisfy

\
'

« SPELL-OUT

Affect-u— -

— T

PF LF
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8 DP,o] ZAE 37t & $71 slold o ol vieze 3o E7Hs 33 DPye WAl
g A 2 AAA 24 si7e ulele werz (18a)k ME, (18b)E FEO2 2 4
o} €}, ,

o2, 1% Hale & Keyser7t 013 #A4 728 AF8AM QD 724 on|q &7
(1%, (1T)-(18)o1A HA dojoA o' =gdFxEo| 7}53ta & 7MedhA &erte
A&z, 28] A ZHUP BAIR(BATR)Y $YAH BATUF JMEE 2RE £ 3l
= Ho F}

3.3. o{3] Mol 28t £%(Lexical Checking)

oMol o3 Al g EFe o3 Al FAeA b F ol F 7H(Null
Hypothesis)el 23871 9181, Chomsky(1992: 39-40)9] Az& FAMA, oH HA
d 9% 23 W& Ak &t

HrolE8XE RE FHE 4L oW &4 A (morphological feature)d] 87
2 BEA7)7] e AP = ofm Fe & Ao 878 HFAINA 4= 2HE F
£ (grammatical operation)& ZA3A deth dEEW. AGRsE Fo9 ¢-A2 & 34
0 T Folo] A Al AlA AL AAPT ol Mo o] RN HAHL
Z 2o Ade AN AP E B Fo AAW dopdert 14 A A9 B3$ AGRs
o] AFojzE ] & FolE olF RN FHL /X3 AW, AGRsol2 T9 N-ZAZd 9
8 AL ¥7 ool 2N FZo] AFHA H31, AGRo9 AF Aol & FFHojq A
& o3 R EHRFE NA 3 AW AGRodl €2t FAkY N-zHae 7 & dol N-z
AL A 2Hole] Bz o] Aol FAEe] F AHFoe] o] FojT},

o)l EneHE oleld FehEA AE AP X (mechanism)E T3 Zo] o3 diA|
o 8 %= (derivation)® FAl H&3) BIZ I

14) ¢-AAL 13 (person), F{(number)% 4 (gender) AFEE T
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(23) a. John shelved the book

b. VP,
DP, %
/\
John Vi VP,
, /\
A DP A\
l /\
the book V, PP
l /\
PUT P
[+Aff1x)
[+Aff1x]
{, shelved)
shelf
(+Affix)

Chomsky(1992: 39-40)& 2HAE ZE 935 S(inflected words) 913 HoA] g
(24b) ¢t & F2E 3 vt A4S (24a)HF WEsn U}

mlm

(24) a. "There are various ways to make a checking theory precise, and to
capture generalizations that hold across morphology and syntax.
Suppose., for example, that Baker s mirror principle is strictly
accurate. Then we may take a lexical element, say the verb V. to be
a sequence V = (e, INFL;. -, INFL,), where a is the morphological
complex (R-INFL; — -+, — INFL,). R a root and INFL; an
inflectional feature. The PF rules only see @. When V is adjoined to
a functional category F(say, AGRg), the feature INFL; is removed
from V if it matches F: etc. If any INFL; remains at LF, the
derivation crashes at LF.”
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b v
/’\
/a\ INFL, INFL, ~ -+  INFL,
% Af,
ﬁ INlFLn
Vv Af,
N |

\II Alfl INFL,
R INFL,

oe AZ(R)Y AR FAF BolA g FREA, o FAES A7 2HL
A4 (inflectional feature)S< olF R M2e AUm ek, 284 o 434 7t
52 BEolx 2ASE FAU H1 o] afe ZAL AIEL A9 Vel oA EA
g0} ool YAtIE Bakerel #HAI92) (mirror principle)l 2ol wigdrtt 15 o] 49
V7t ol® g4e] 2sin o 29 AWEFH YAHA o A9 VEe 2L AHL A
Aol 93 AEAIA "t

oAl o3 uixl FHuA sl & HioE &9 e AF FAH A (24b)E
(23)9) 5ol HEAIA BI2 AL

15) Baker ’s Mirror Principle
Morphological derivations must directly reflect syntactic derivations(and vice versa).
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(25) a. John shelved the book.

b. VP,
D|P1 /V'\
John Vi VP,
] /\
A DP, Vv’
l /-\
the book  V, PP
| T
PUT 113 N‘P
ON N’
|
N
/\
/\IBN II\I
o~ SHELF ON PUT SHELF-
/\
\Y PUT
N
\'% ON
N
v SHELF
|
shelved

olEe] ¥ANAFL e Bl 4 V; 29 SHELF/F 2 A8 N SHELFE A4
AlA F3 20 ARG ERE, 92 (Vi + SHELF)7F ON22 A4Ho V49
ON°] P ON% A #siFx Atepzich AA=, & (V3 + ON + SHELF)7t PUTSZ2
ARE Ol Vige] PUTel V PUTE HA& F3 AW o] Eiole 449 o8] ¥F
2tA HolZ| ¥ a%e] shelvedit EolA €49, €22 (V3 + PUT + ON + SHELF)
7t Vie 2 A4 FAL shelvedZt 2t3 3le ¥ef23 A8 (CD =1, ID = 2]& &
T UEAA o] FEE(derivation) ©1714 (Greed) AP E 2 F8A Eh. 16 obg
2] Hale & Keyser® o3 #AFTRE AR (FF)EFRAALY 28°] % #A+F2
oA (14) A3 F2Hc2Z TANE ogu|gE FAFER 25b)dA=E adlz 2 7te
A, DPy the booke PPeX M&sZ 4 (F)(Theme)S 3, DP; John& VP,
g BE$E e VoM B85 (H)(Agent) S BF FFRFHo2 9A dd.

o] o HAAd % BFEMANAM f£e7t MFE & A& AGRZE JISHF
(functional category) %e] FelE8d FH & st Ao ollgd (+HANAAE Ze F4
29l o3 WFE & PUT. ON, 5% ¥HE8 H1 L &4 dde Ao}

16) CD¥ checking domain® ID¥ internal domaing& T39 ©lg8& HA & AFE 72 oA

ZA7E e 99e2 vehlo] A,
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o]24 28& Hale & Keyserd o3 #A 728 FAM EFAIAA 280 A %
e EAlTZY AT BATUFO JHAEE ETFT F Je FUHAY EES AAE 2
i ig=

4. %

rr

o

B =nE T A5de J20|8 oA shte =372 o2& X BI] A A
Tolth, ¢4 Larson® =TZ o|& FolA #Y B 7/HE wolEo|y, 19 FAG &
$2 HiolBoAM F A AN & o2& =AR 3o FLd&PoE A, O
o] o]ZoA XA ZPY =33 Frloje FAMY FEE d1, thE Hale & Keyserd
=T 2 0|8 FoA oF BA FZE o3 dAldl 7 FF AT dolrt AF A
% % BEME AA St ol BA FRE FARC SFALEMN OE o84 EI
FEQY BALFRY 5G4 A FAE wolEdAle FAPWFO & THA Ak

o|ZA Tl HAiolE 3o =FTE o|EL(dYE AAsHEHER) ofF AAHA Ha
8 A2 FZ(minimal X-bar structure)!Vs} o] FERAAAM(ZE oJu]gL ohrie}
%) 9 gnjd e ¥IF & F e Adudo] glE olE2Y S B FUh

(a) John put the book on the table

(b) VP,
Dp, Vv’
J /\
John Vi - VP,
A . DP, v’
l /\
the book  V, PP

put on the table

9l FEoA putd CDE 124 DP; Johnolx, IDe 284 DP, the book® PP on the
table® &3} ‘

17) 84 & A2 72E ofdle 224 Larsond #Yxo] 7bdolyt Kayned Binary
Branching &€ Hale & Keyser®l Unambiguous Projection® #& 7de|ct,

(a) XP - ZP X
(b) X—> X YP
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