3ol £X] BN Aokt 7 4% A4

1% %

1. E0{7l= &1

ZEA} EFALY 7 ZEAQ Aol ohy dEEANA BAFE AR
7o) R o](Negation), EX|(Inversion), 3 Contraction), EAH4 E(Elipsis)
@AM (e]E& %4 NICE T°lg 3 #& 4 Ut (Kim 2000 Z=).

HAo](Negation): 9dol9] £5A nord =FAF Hollgt & & 9ok

(1) a. Tom will not leave.
b. *Tom kicked not a ball.

ZX(Inversion): B%5ALe} @8] ZEAITe] =X g & Qo

(2) a. Will Tom leave the party now?
b. *Left Tom the party already?

L

%9 (Contraction): ZEAMe] RAoje 2AYQ n'tE 714 & At

(3) a. John couldn't leave the party.
b. *John leftn’t the party early.

W Ellipsis): LFALS FATF Holx Aol BASHAL 25Ae FAb
F Bolt AHelide)d + Utk

o

‘B R 9REE 20004 A6S BE AXAIEE el LEHNT, o715
FABLE00 EFHLU 48 FoIAEe] £HF vge] A=, B 45 &
A% 2o AAA uBs} AW PSP, EF =T B AT F2 9

26 4 B, Fed, ZAD O4Y, RS APDIE ZASEY, AW A S
2 Qs ZE EH3} Ae wsA) 2@ e Bold) Aotk B AFE 199
A3 FAE] A Ue i AHE KRF-99-042-A00255).
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(4) a. If anybody is spoiling the children, John is
b. *If anybody keeps spoiling the children, John keeps

A AR olNF BHE F A AL A 109 W AR
Aqe] FaF AT giAelth(Pollock 1989, Lasnik 1999, Kim 2000 #x),

fe we -ﬂm

& olff dENMN BAFE AT o] 9 ERFO noto)l TA(finite) FA
o & 4 glEA, JE]—!— o) oo og FALE KA} neverst UHE BXE
dFE & =39 tielr)

(5) a. *John not left.
b. John did not leave.
¢. John made Bill not leave.

(6) a. John never left.
b. John made Bill never leave.

%

oL,

o] note] Eo|3 &A1& FAT AFAE LA ofge] (7)) o
Aol A7t FATF AT 4L 7AdE A& BYED (Tadl
Zo] BAo7t A finite) XA b0l 28 AfdE 2 vE9 FA
A £ gAgh (Dbl o] 83 (nonfinite) &4 H&oll 2.&
o BALTE "E"’*% F e 2 ¢ F o

Ho My o i A
flo -z
-

of 4 X Ad

(7) a. Though his supporters asked him to approve the hill, the
President could not ___
b. *Though his supporters had asked him to ratify the treaty, the
President could have not ___

Wep 2o} notd neversh 2o SUA AR AFVGY o o dE,
55 (a7t MEANE 49T F YA Dok

(8) a. *Though his supporters asked him to approve the bill, the
President could never _____
b. *Though his supporters had asked him to ratify the treaty, the
President could have never ____

ZEATES WUR ASBA 9 E Qe FEe ©4 FEOS o] 7
AEY A7 B oleig QAKT obd @14 A e
2 A9 YEelh EAE oF 39 7350 ‘E“l'i‘rl:— =
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By &A% olde 2R nHY AGES AL Yt Aolth44d
Z). B¥el dokd A Fo sve ol A4F FEEC e 5FY H4&
A FA ol8e] e TEE S AAHLE JiEstE Aot

(9) a. May they live forever! (X" (wish) T8)
b. Boy, was I stupid (ZEE=ATE)
c. Don't you even touch that! (FZ¥ A =XFE)
d. Were they here now, we wouldn't have this problem.
(214 =4 F&)

B =582 259 248 #He] e o3 @4ES AZE AFA
Adpua @doh 53] el dnr) 3} BE o]FE FE(constructions) &
e 9%3 Ager BE FE E¥H(Construction Grammar)® o8 4
3 A (constraints) &2 AE Lo £y 7B & oF& AyrutelE
(Constraint-based Grammar)& HEAIA °1& d4& A9stuz 3t 1 ol &
sl orel 2L A el 2] EA A5 1 HoAdE WA AHE
5 3FdME FEY BoAYE AR £33 FEE AlOlY @A tEYE
S Al(multiple inheritance hierarchy) /H'@o 2 oJ¥A FHHEXE AAEHA
Yolr}, 4o ME £ =F9 o2 rukel A griute]E HPSGS] 71&3F
MEE A 49 2 5 ASY 3449 EHA 988 dobEth
oj# g w7 $lel FAo] FEI ZA Lo T MEL ALVo|EH F
A8 AFshe Aol E =Fo EFo|r,

a2

ir rL

2. M27|slo|2(Constraint-Based Grammar)2} Aelel ey

2.1. H7|dto|Bof2t?

Addo] 7lgol loir M3 EldA(explanatory adequacy)E 7HH &
& % AAzRA F9 Fde ARG AFHE TP dojof e
t}h dE Eof (3 o] AF A FAgo] AY Y& #HHLEZE £ME
71 ¥ v Qo

fo o
E O J{N'

(10) Make the main verb agree with the preceding noun beginning with
/p/ with the meaning of box or student on Mondays after 9 am.
in a leap year.
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19803t o] F HEly] AR Al QF—E-—‘?S(Constraint—Based Grammar: CBG)
& By AA7E Al (constraints)e] FFOZE o]FolA Slu olF A LFHY
245 Zgol} Fd(unification)® 2 WAUZo) E4e EHAE 2AAE
ttn 2ol dEA AFEHeRE o375 ¥ (Lexical Functional Gram-
mar LFG), ¥ut3} F32E % (Generalized Phrase Structure Grammar GPSG),
o) F A F7 2F (Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar: HPSG), +&&
B (Construction Grammar) 5& € 4 0tk Pollard(1996)E o1&l ¥ A <f7]uk
olEE 0] ZFoof & J|EE thgHt o] Ao

A XA (generativity): EHol8L &3 F2 732
2 ART 5 Yolof T F EYo] WEo
HPSGol A 9] AA Tz GBo*
g = 9lojof 3t

o
)
—n
-
BN
N
=
ol
ofk
re
A
=
ol
ok
re
)
nju
44

E ¥ (expressivity): ¥ 71€< 8 AH4HE ek o (metalanguage)
7} 88 mEEL A glojor dtt2 B4 Eyo] AlgsE dEAs}
71& dadel7t AAdse 28 F2E 44, 18E £ gud ok EYez
A A s 238 = vk

7384 €234 (empirical adequacy): AGFEHY = & Fad V&S
28H AREE AF3 J|edtdol e Rolnh REsn FBE T Sl
e 4o £44% 4y FEl(axiom)E dAE ¥l oy, 7
g W Aol “éﬂﬂ X]-E‘:.‘—:*Q AR F e BAHY TH (explicit

Al2)A A A (psycholinguisic responsibility): ¢1019] ]3] (understanding)
1}, @3k(speech production) #ZA AHE £ EEAE AGT + v
WA o] %2 (linguistic competence)& ¥kgslalor 3t o|E Y8 G&3
2L FYH ZUEE USA| A} At

+ 8] 53] 4 (nondestructiveness): He] Ao FX(linguistic structure)&
g3 AY B38E Move-a 9} 22 0]51‘1'-24 & AR gk 29 F
Holut B& HAREL Qo] 2E FA UFY F J=E I FE
(interactions)she A GEZT E3) ?"}4.3

22o)=g], AATZ, FHEA (phrase marker), PROLOG, LISP $¢ wetdlolat & #
ATt
dulgla) A of7| o) Boj A= o) B-Abe} B(wh-movement), Ao} (affix—hopping), &
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» T2 Y (locality): dol+Zo] &% 3 & A (well-formedness) o], 212
g wvoh & F2y g Fxe vudA ZAZFHAY F2 fd#ER
AAHE Ao] ofvg 2 72 AA WA BH AYES EF £5734%
e X9 oo wal APt

AP (parallelism): ¥]E <o} BRI &, B4, 90, g8 T g
AR AZ(evel)E EFET JATH HE¥EH ¥ EY(transformational
grammar)oll 4] AAse T-2E3 Zo] ol HH AF Atold IAY &
M7t EAse Aol olyrh BE #H o] AR FLT XA +H
o gyHoz EA.

U} =g (radical nonautonymy): T3 dojAHR Sl M2 THI HEF
AgdA Athes AMEE g sjor gl v E Ao slgot ofdfd sl
01"1 Aol wet g 7bA o] Ay WA % JAU B do] Y
< og] do] AR Abole] Au g FAEolgte AMIE wrdsiof drhs

fue)
Nl

3l

0:

2.2, % HeHRELIL?

A olf wolA A
olgo] 4B A7)
49E # glojor &

t}(Pollard and Sag

ol g Aok EHe HWaAge odd gles? F
g A3 o] Ay A" &g & gt}
Ae 27t dolg ogA oldsln Zi} 5He7TE
o} olo] TEE JEH £A4& HEA 4HEY ol
1994, Sag 1995).

L

ZAA o8 (Incremental Processing): A#&83 o7 Adddde $71
AolE HAH(incrementa) 22 ol Pl A& BAFI gtk ofd d&
(DM AE A Ax 3xl BY 38 E74x 4 ol $¥3] B A&
grg F&g 4 Utk

ojo] F(head-movement)# Zo] F2E WAY F Yv FAE EAHA ¥k 2
235 o]f: 7|29 F2E WAY 5 ‘-E- o] o}l (language processing) E& o} &
A7) (parser) & TFE3HE Aol oFr] WEelth E3) $E7F AolE HAI{AY ol
£ Aol A=A o (Incrementally) F33 mbegrated)°] FAeolgte AL TE WA
T3S dAse 3] AHEX gope RS L Ed

“olgls »1& 9A] Qolxal(language processing)tt ©)3H(understanding) B W]
13

Po]g Eo] oMY B4} & 751 AR AuFE, Aot P H(scope) A
A €A} 9uA AR AF 3}% 24 (focus) o]} -r-Xﬂ(topxc HAJoNA &3 3]
|2 AREe] A5 ALerh HZ 104709 EY dFE o8 &9 AR A3
& (interface)ell $HE ¥ itk Ax 7o o}u]c]-



520 4 3 5

(11) A. Senora Maria Consueol Bustamante y Bacigalupo is coming to
dinner tomorrow night.
B. Who did you say is coming to dinner tomorrow night?

Who did youtt who did you say, & who did you say is$t #°] BE%<]
ARETLRE B IEE o3 ¥ & ke AL Ao o8] Ho] «r—‘: A
BE AT Fo dste Ao] opg GAR N Moz PFite A
RoFE.

[o%

m\o

£33 o]d(Integrated Processing): €101 o]& #HAFL dojz HH¥
oft)g}, AlAlel #a x| A(world knowledge), ™3 B.(contextual information),
FA (topic) st =M (focus) RE § 4T ARESL 3789

(12) a. The council refused the demonstrators; a permit because they;
advocated violence.
b. The council; refused the demonstrators a permit because they;
feared violence.

8 dE F g2 theyd APBALE (12aolXE demonstratorse) A, (12)bel
AE council2 X st Aol 7H4 A2

E3] 429 ¥3lE Garden-path < (13)3 ol¢h U F2& 714 (14)
E viud) 2 27t E3E o8 & W A do] FREW ol 48 F
e ol ARE F/PUE AL ¢ F Ut

(13) Garden-path sentences:
a. The horse raced fast the barn fell.
b. The woman warned the lawyer was misguided.

(14) a. The landmine buried in the sand exploded.
b. The woman thought the lawyer was misguided.

9 BFES oldlay] AaAAE FAH TEo B¥ JRE TP, InlY
Ax, A3 4w, AAH AR o as

F#A(order independence): Qo] o}3] A& =3 EF o] Hrs} A

FArhazt WA Aelse Aol ol S0l o



FAolgt =X @A AU FE 43 A4 521

(15) a. The sheep that was sleeping in the pen stood up.
b. The sheep in the pen had been sleeping and were about to
wake up.

A& (15)adME wase FEH A B (morphological information)”} %(sheep)
ol £5 gEFEAT, (15holdE %ol 7| %= F(writing instrument)7} obd &
EtZj(fence) HolX EAE + Avke AlY A (world knowledge)ol HEiH
AR 2} A= o] X (process)Brh Aol old AL olxy Ewojy} At
o wel 2zt ga’ AR #ME thEg

qhek o)g} o] Ao} o]F] Z}Ao] AbHH(encyclopedic) FBY, B3l A
AN T3 2ol 947 7HX X7t T H(integrated) 22 8 FHE FHAol:,
£ BE BAS @M olddte Ao] ol w3} A wE EFE
z1(1ncremer1tal).9.i ojgist HAolH, 9oj5H (competence) S Y& 713
ES| 2 do}7)&(partial linguistic descriptions)% & &
v AE gugitt. & Zzhel thekd Qo] HEIL F
7H%1L- : u%l’i’lii g, olsjEold 4 glojof drke Rolrh wE
Are F&M 4 order independence)> AAH FEREO| ¥ w o
A2 HEE F ojof dtte Aotk Aol Wil T AL AL
o]& olaisle A LHE FBAAE AT gloH, o] E F o= shy
7b APHAY o Fasidn #ad 4 gloh (Jackendoff 1997 F2).

olgldt o] 7kA Ao AA Y HAot Ao ARAY ERE sHg & u

o

O:

2 HE

r£ﬁl>.2£ﬁ—{>

1

FE F gl EY Ry¥e B AR AAE T '5'?‘?5 23o] ofig}
24 (partial) &< %—’?—Z—.(ocal) ARE yepd ¢ Qe AdA A2 declara-
tive constraints)E2 o]Folx Eyolzl & 4 ) 1? PAH A gl

o]

9 EdE oF= 21]—? k13 ]%% AT Uy A B & o7t 9l
k. & Eo TRYE Adgsie A¥H wygolZdie FAMH HH(s-
structure), &% Zq.‘?J_(PF) ould AH(LF) Atold) AR £ A o7}
AE B ol olFH Ze AL %*1—4 FZ(local structure)?} ojv&}
T4 A A(total representations)ollX] ThE ERA o2 EY(mapping)HE 49
£ /M3 gk i 33 ASE 21]‘4—5‘ Hol el HolFAFTEER
(Head-driven Phrase Structure Grammar: ©]3} HPSG)& 834 7x71 @4
AFeE BF FFA7=X Y o487t B9 729 4YA Add 88 7E
o] Hu, o] doJHRB Alelo] AU YAZL glo] AR AT FLdte B
288 /A2 9 (Hukari and Levine 1996).
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3. T2(Constructions)2| Zo|e} Attt

3.1, 329 et 2oy

FEE (Construction Grammar) ] X (linguistic knowledge)o] Hwt
A ) HA(knowledge) F83 FLdHE AdA &Lt F dole oIFs
F(constructions)EE o]FojA Y o]EL 9 A(hierarchy) WEHIE M=
AZds o] e Aot FEEHNE gole £FE] ‘FE(constructions)’
59 Aoz ojFoA gtn Bu, olF FEEL 54 olfist #¥ o]
Egxog &A%y AN nfg 9gujg AAxn JdE AR AFET
ool AL ¢
de 2R Ao
71dgtheE Aol
ofvEl A&
7 Tz 3}E

ot
oX
oX,
©
ic)
8.
kA
o
o
o
3
2
@,
ot
g
5
2
<
ot
o
RS
rlo
o
2
L o o fo

i
klorr
.

...1

o

e

(multiple inheritance)} #S MZ YASA AR
A2 lettice) 2 H o} gltr6

TFTEEHE do] Edo] #¢ AFE FQ(major) B #
(core gramman)olA #odE HEH =g g8 A 1F9 |
H &£4& 7H F8A @/ Hperipheral phenomena)o] #¥ A+ R
W o 44 Zeda 2. ol o8 FH @S0 ‘T-E(constructions)'?]
AE BEsA dey SR ol olF d@4E] BF F2 84 94
BAE HAZ A7) el

i

o

o

e
B ot 2

A

L oo ¢

ol

B2¢ Aoj(differences in implicature): ZZe] & F FYE°] £
& ony FEL AT Yok dE Bof ol (16)at AY AA/ E2 A5
A4 ot AL FEstn g olaF vy F=& (16l E &E& F71
2 tHGoldberg 1995 F).

(16) a. The garden is swarming with bees.
b. Bees are swarming in the garden.

olgld FFo] ole (1Mash (INbelME EAF & k. ARl Eo|
Ax2 7154 TE AE F5sta i

Suth Az TR @B HYE e @oh C is a construction iff C is a
form-meaning pair <F, S> such that some aspect of F or some aspect of S is not
strictly predictable from C's component parts or from other previously established
constructions. Kay (1997) &&.
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(17) a. 1 loaded the truck with the hay.
b. I loaded the hay onto the truck.

(18) a. I am afraid to cross the road.
b. I am afraid of crossing the road.

(1®)ax (18)bsh 28 to EAHAMF(infinitival clause)E 5o 78lsE =&
Tz drk F, (18)at A& AYAGE & WExstx k. ol e &
Zo glojAg Aol ol AEEY AHHA(acceptability) & BEH £ F 9
€ A7 44

(19) a. It was so windy that [ was afraid to open the umbrella/*afraid
of opening the umbrella.
b. I am *afraid to fall down/afraid of falling down.

54 oo T Be4E YAFE E OB YHosE 84 TR A
1 =

a3E B4 ou] difolt), ok A F

A
it

o

8]
2
2]
L
o T
2

(20) a. He sneezed the napkin off the table.
b. She baked him a cake.
¢. Dan talked himself blue in the face.

dE Q0 e FAIES BF AFAloAw ‘2 FAMY] $HE Qs X7b Y
g Zete A3 Ad=2 HAE 2 KX causes Y to be in the result state
Z by the main verb’s action)dHe ojul& 7HA2 o} FEHLE AHFAR
AHREE ol FAMEO] AATEAAM dolwtd o ojgh e EFI FHH
Auig 7ixe AL £IY £ Y A& e oEF v g ‘FEY
A& FEe Ao

ol EFe onzt &4 g FA4
7} o3 8.49) Yujgl TE nF9 &40
T AL oy A4 LAY &

TBE ojH@ A% TEY BAEL £F AFA} F50]20)(homonymyHt polysymy)
o

2 47 £ 9ok 23y EAE olE B0 5 AFAR ALEHANS F99 A9
TEo AHEERE B9 AR A, ARTE FAE ZE Uy 5& A=Y
o}# 20| Ut} Goldberg(1995) =,
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4

Way 72 T8 wpyE EFsln 9+ FEEL %22 actor) 2] &3

Fo
9 (motion)& #2(entail) 322 Y THGoldberg 1995 #F=)

(21) a. Pat fought her way into the room.
b. Volcanic material blasted its way to the surface.
c. The hikers clawed their way to the top.
d. Tom dug his way out of the prison.

ol# ¥ way T LAY v £4L g fAl TRAME FolE £ Qi

E 5o way X8E A F& (ar EFY(moving out)d] &v]zt
#4228 F U8 wayE T 22bE olFE JuE HaT F UuE A
& #F BAFa Qi

(22) a. Frank dug his escape route out of prison, but he hasn’t gone yet.
b. *Frank dug his way out of prison, but he hasn’t gone yet.

WXDY F-8: What is X doing Y T8 A 78] 21 & 1H¢) $4
A, ould, geH At JHs nzo,

(23) Madam: Waiter, what's this fly doing in my soup?
Waiter: Madam, I believe that's the backstroke.

What is X doing Y°] Z& ¢ujd &AL ‘A3t 33k ¥ 33 A (incongruity)’
ojch. ¢ dF (23)2 IErt &4 & o JE wALEAHS T ok
ol# et v HAAL &3l ¥ (conversational implicature)lA dold $ &
AL olyr} ofg] EoM B & de R Zo] (a €8 (UbEe HFH
A HAHLE vFEe FY 30| E7M5StHKay and Fillmore 1997 3
2y Aol ol RS Frl

(24) a. Look what your children are doing in my garden.
How sweet of them!
b. What are your children doing playing in my garden?
Isn't that cute? (E7}%)

Je} WXYD FEo] Fold 43 #d wAa4ge drlg 717 99
AE olde] ANE A% 2ol YAT Y, FARY 22S BEAAG o
%A RE 3§ 4P B AF2YE B2AA g
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(25) do7t WAl Qlofof g
What activity was she engaged in under the bed?

(26) do7} Wr=A] A g3 olojop g
What does this cratch do on the table?

(27) doing2 W=A] begALe] H.ojolojo} &
a. What did he keep doing in the tool shed?
b. What was he still doing in the tool shed?

(28) elsest 2o} ALE-E & Qo
a. What are you doing eating cold pizza?
b. *What else are you doing eating cold pizza?

(29) ¥4 BRI Zo] ALEE 4 g8
a. *What arent my brushes doing soaking in water?
b. *What are my brushes not doing soaking in water?

AR A¥ Y 7b) FRE) e $EY SAL Ans) FEEo|
A 2% WHH, FAAE, nlH, B84 54

N F2HorE AL oldE 4 dolFns) 54

Aol Aol oj} FE 24 Ao} B
B},

4
i
it
S
2
©
i
i
"
o
X
e

3.2. 72 Aol mHAIQF H|of

ol A B oute} o] FE BAF Aol BAHY = FHEHRY F
sich ol A<k EAL ol g} o] 7E A ALY FE YL o
FEozRY 449 £& Ytk & Eo ol Wh-clefith, A #AZR
(free relative clause), 28X that #AZEE A 3f-9 A H(stipulations)
Ak A3 QeHZwicky 1987, 1995 33).

x
=

(30) Wh-cleft: wh-7-& wh-to] gt A5 £ 9138
a. Where they came from was (from) Antarctica
b. *Which bird we saw was the penguin.
c. *From where they came was Antarctica.

8 Which bird did we see but the penguin!$t Z& Exclamatory Clefts o|#3 Ao}
o] glth.
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(31) Free rel: wh7t 17 human)o] obo]ok &9
a. *Who I saw snubbed me.
b. What I saw bit me.

(32) that-Fo #AEL RSA] FAEo|ojof g
a. the people who admired me
b. *the people that admire me
c. the people that I admire

XY TR BY 54 AGse SYROR EARAYL, BE TR AY
#35E A9E A0 dE 59 ol RN ¥WR & YR
Ag8 ¢ 9A% BAEAE Y + U

elsex o) &F-F0

2

(33) a. Who else did you notice?
b. *the people who else we noticed (elset: ]34 (indefinite) HA

st 23h

aA A else’l AHEE & gidE AL HA,  else’t someone else,
*those elsecl|lx et 7o) wr=A] H]8HA (indefinite) AP A& oksi,
ER EEY gurlE H$A(indefinite)d) ¥ BAEY dEAlE 43
(definite)o] ol o} Fohe ALGEZRE 7]d%ch

AR FE B SAEL A 1R Aol ofe o8 #H FE A
GEF FHFHY goe AL o8 AN 24 & ok o) FE AA
7t BEgF o EAss Aol oivg e HEHAR olFolA Jrte A&
Juigty, 53] JEHIE oldHE <44 (inheritance link) &2 o] Fo{A Sl
o], A9 FE £A4E°] &Y TELE A&H A HGoldberg 1995 FX).

o0
Y
olgld A& A EA F9 syt tF AS(multiple inheritance)e]ZhE

Holt}, ol & TE Ao of TROERE A&PTE RS HEn
FAZ A= ADTFE(resultative construction)® FA-EAFTE(verb- particle

(where | means the inheritance link from C; to Cy)

® Whoever I saw snubbed meo}x1¢} 7o) Wh-ever TAAelE o818 ko] EA
atA] gt
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construction)¥] 44o] Z¥E ZA$E ¥R A3RTEY A F ue
ol o EoMe} Zo] BEF o9} o]F M&dlE Z I (resultative phrase)?] ¢
7F v 4 glrkes Aol

(35) a. He talked himself horse.
b. *He talked horse himself.

(36) a. He hammered the metal flat.
b. *He hammered flat the metal.

aeh} 54 AAFRANE BA-RATER $ASH] SHojst AR7 9
A7t kg & ok,

(37) a. He cut the speech short.
b. He cut short the speech.

(38) a. Break the cask open.
b. Break open the cask.

4 Eol Zte £4& ol Ro| YEd AF Zo] FA-EA TEH A
TEY £4& EYHLR 7 Aog ofE 4 Yon, TEH BUAL o
El % A 447 Z(multiple inheritance hierarchy)2 Uehd 4 9tk

(39), Verb-Particle Construction , I Resultative Construction J

\ 4

break-open_|

AF7HA SHE uie} o] BA 2 9ujHoz NZ #HA Ye FEES O
A+22¢) Al(multiple inheritance hierarchy) WelA ’e} ng 2 ddHe 9k
AATFEY Agoj} £40] TR E A&HE AEYATRE TELY

B8 $4% 2%, dustg 4 9l #9 ohs 7—? TEo| e 1{9 &
S AAHeR 2548 ¢ A AT

<

ox of
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4. M2kvigto|2ollMel 2 (Constructions) T

4.1. Hf7|gtolgoliMel o] =T

AF7uto] 8 F9 il HPSGA e BE o] 7l&o] AaAF2(feature
structure)ol] #E B3 7<% (partial descriptions)Z EdET AAFRY &
23& A A3 (declarative) o], 4% ¥ & (order-dependent)o|™, ¥AH(reversible)
g 4 7] Wil e AHE do] it olfFHA A el A
2’4 4 (psychological adequacy)& # Wk Fu}.

A& Eo] 5L HPSGolE oA o] 715 ‘=dvbE A F322 e
W Aojr}.

(40) - PHONOLOGY (tulita) T
HEAD verb

SYNTAX [SUBJ {NP[noml
COMPS (NP[acc] ;, NP[dat]x)

" RELATION give
GIVER i
CONTENT| GIVEN j
" GIVEE k
[ C-INDICES | SPEAKER i
CONTEXT RELATION hornoring
BACKGROUND | HONORER i

HONORED k -

A ‘=EtYe §&34 FBE(PHONOLOGY), F°¢8Ae: st gusle] @3
FTAH AR(SYNTAX), en o] add ovle] &3 A H(CONTENT), E&
E739 tide] FE7HE Yedo] F& 883 FB(CONTEXDE EFeta
At olE ARDE SAF g B ojye} YT FHEC EYPHo R
EASENE NE FEHEFT EF old FHE oF HH A5 B
HY Afse] FE AEadN FE3F dAFRES 7€ + A dEh
dg g0 ofe) £ 72 4¥EA.
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41) S

hd-subj-ph
HEAD
SUBJ < »

COMPS ( )

/\

[LINP VP

hd-adj-ph
HEAD [
SuBJ <01

COMPS ¢ )

/\

Y ADV VP
|:MOD ] - hd-comp-ph
HEAD [@
' 1 {smﬂ<m>}
g COMPS ¢ )

ZINP @Eprp v
HEAD [ :
[SUBJ <m>» :l
COMPS ([23])
g A4dA =34

A YRFRAAY Zze ZRFRE 4HEW, 47 8- 5o F(hd-comp-
ph), #oj-Y-7tof(hd-adjunct-ph), ¥o}-Fo]F(hd-subj-ph)Z o]F|A 9ith
ol FE& HojxA Y| (Head Feature Principle)\t #7198 (Valence prin-
ciple)9} Z& B A oK universal principles) 48 %t olyd ARAEo]
AAokE e TR AFEg E5F ol (42)8 F&AAE 0T AMME
T W Fr o FHY FEO| FAEAANAN ogA ddHo deAE
BojEr} (Sag 1997b, Ginzberg and Sag 2000 =),

(42) phrase
non-hd-ph hd-ph

hd-adj-ph hd-nexus-ph

hd-filler-ph hd-comp-ph  hd-subj-ph  hd-spr-ph
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A HAFR wEzh FEL WA HHo]F(non-hd-ph)¢t o) F(hd-ph)Z
oA 3, #oF(hd-ph)E Al Foj-R7to]F(hd-adj-ph)9t )5 A F(hd-
nexus-ph)2, Z8]3 FxE Ho]-FH AT (hd-filler-ph), Fol-RHolF(hd-
comp-ph), #o]-F0]F(hd-subj-ph), Ho}-AHo}F(hd-spr-ph)E o}z,
°oJF RE T FEEL 4F 2] AUY ASE F58 A A 49
8o 7N AE AGES A&Perh A& E9 Ho-F(hd-ph)7t 7HA
e #oiztd 98] (Head FeaturePrinciple)?) (43)= #4119 319 T+ SYE=E
A Aok 3l BHE A oo}

(43) Head Feature Principle:
HEAD ]

PR | uppTR [HEAD [

9] Aol Yuisle AL dHoj-F7t 7HA = FANparts of speech), &(case)?t
2 iz (head feature)2 T (head-daughter)d] A3 Zoe AL 9
o) g},

HPSGAAM = g 288 9L dc 2H AFS I714E(Valence
Principle) Al ¢Feltt. ol HZA Q] ‘delet wi7|(Principles& Parameters) ©]&
Ao X'o|23 FUH 4TS = ALZ #ol-F(hd-ph)7t A A e B
A A gt/ FHAH Fh(default value)S &g},

(44) Valence Principle:

suBj /0l ]
SPR /
COMPS /
hd-ph — SUB] /
HD-DTR ]:SPR /}
COMPS / _

8714 2K(Valence Principle)& 2EH O #]0)-F236](SUBJ), #7AI(SPR),
Hol(COMPS)9] 2 #ge) Fol, A, nojg ga} Fdsite A& 9n
gt 22y o] F(hd-ph) 8F$)F-3 (subtype)o] olol Wwrale A mf-9 Al
kg 7ML Q& weE o] B A %o] 9k override)E & SUth & B
gojrel 8 89 F-RolF(hd-comp-ph)E ot 5 7L AN 1
o Akg 7t gk

P 2
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{(45) Head-Complement Schema:

COMPS ¢
hd-comp-ph  — [HEAD—DTR [comps < m..F)]
NON-HD-DTRS < {l...[&)

= gol Tt wel YrolFE: Al COMPS ol #ge] COMPSEI &
a8 Aol ofuet AFE nol T W UnH FE F (il Arh 10 9
o o) B9} 8 44 2 Aol 49 439 A FEE A ol& 4
dHoverride) @ &+ Aoh

ABAR Ad B upe} o] Azl o|€<l HPSGAME WA FXE o
HAESe| F T& BHow B9 o W R FAHT v 449
FEo] o8 23 A% ¢ g AFESE FFFT ST H "%—7} Zﬁﬂ
Aol BHAE ARSA Bk & FEH ojg0] Fe A
B 43 Zge BEA9 JErt HE Rtk

4.2. ZEA T2(Auxiliary Constructions) ¥ & #ake] §4

Aokl ol 29l HPSGE $elA 4w B A go o7 FEEL 4
3 ahel $¥en Uym, 383 oF &4 £33 PE Aol #d4¥s ¥
Az BEsE UL =Y ok o Fa 4 R F B B
Ned AEEe AT 4 QA @ 58 gold A #E FIIL ¥
o} FE(negation construction) ¥ =3 F¥(inversion construction}oi A & <
2 Ads 2 & 4tk ABAA ZHE uish Zo] NICETze B
= zEA2 2780 A4 254 T8I 8F fF¥oAT AUEY TF
8 "ga 2AY duy AR 2R Yok okl (409 fATRE o
E4¢ vy, (42) Sl F2E ALY el

& B

o

o

(46) head-comp-ph

noun-hd-ph  verb-hd-ph  adj~hd-ph  prep-hd-ph

aLWux*verbmh
negation-ph version-ph lipsis~-ph  contraction—ph

Wyel7} sht ol AL BE oo} Hoist AR Ag A8 A8 4
o-T(hd-ph)e COMPS @& Blempiy)olehe EYHQ Aol V8B THSag 19972
;Q‘,
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9 SATFRC wEw -1 ojF(head-comp-ph)E FAL B4l FEAL, HAXA}
o7z Yozt F3I] o] A HoFE ZFAT(aux-verb-ph)9 HZF
A (non-aux~-verb-ph)2 YFoAH AE oAl EAo]F(negation-ph), =
A Finversion), A& T(ellipsis)Z V7ol 2t o5& BF ZFAMS} #Y
AE FEEL 22 g B ofYE 1 aFY SAEE T Uk B =

ElMe BT EXTEC] e $4E ALsA &vraz v

4.3. 230 +&(Negation Construction)

Fole] EFA notd ot dEeN BAFE A Zo] o 74x] WA
neverst & FR FALst FAG FAY £E AFE e

(47) a. Kim regrets [never [having read the book]].
b. We asked him[never [to try to read the book]].
c. Duty made them [never [miss the weekly meetingl].

(48) a. Kim regrets [not [having read the bookll.
b. We asked him[not [to try to read the book]].
c. Duty made them [not [miss the weekly meeting]l.

a8y pot2 AAE 7HA RS ANfinite verb) B4 ALHAUES w9 Yx=
neversd BT HolFE& xoln Yt F neverst 2 notd FHFTAMT
(finite VP)& F2A18tAY vtz ¢ 9XE £ dE Aol ok

(49) a. John never [read the book].
b. *John not [read the book].

Aol not8 = & 5HL IAA FAT F4A(VP modification)”] 53 £
A o}(sentential negation) F 714 71T LR AMEEHY, olE e AL o7 §
goll Zol B 4 Stk A& B9 ol EF (50)& (Blast GLbE Z}2 34
Hold 4 th(Radford 1988 Z2).

(50) The President could not approve the bill.

(51) a. It would not be possible for the President to approve the bill.
(wide scope reading of not)
b. It would be possible for the President not to approve the bill.
(narrow scope reading of not)
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T2 G0)°] F A #A o] sbsditheE AL FAL simply7t AMEE (B2)aE
Ga ST 7bs8ta (B2)be (GDb Ao 7Hesite AdAx et

(52) a. The President could not simply approve the bill.
b. The President could simply not approve the bill.

S What-cleft T (B83)at (5D)ad A% GIbe Gb A= 71538
= AR notel ERA] J5H BAT £ F A J5E ZE

At

b0

(53) a. What the President could not do is ratify the treaty.
b. What the President could do is not ratify the treaty.

MEo|M AFE A 2o] E & Fujz¢ AHEE FAMT AH(VP Ellipsis)
M= TS F Qivh obd JEEL noto] ¥ 2FAL vlE TEl 2
€ A5e A B JbsdtAT N 2F A have Tl L B¢
e7bsdtte A& R9F1 Ao

(54) a. Though his supporters asked him to approve the bill, the
President could not ___.
b. *Though his supporters had asked him to ratify the treaty, the
President could have not ___.

(55) a. President could not have ratified the treaty, could he? No he
could not ___.
b. President could have not ratified the treaty. Yes. *He could
have not ____.

A71M FEL AL AE (56)oH dEhd A o] Uvk BAF oFo] TARF

(56) a. *Kim has never studied French, but Lee has always .
b. *Though his supporters asked him to approve the bill, the
President could never .

ol H|AAZEA &9 notd o} BAED BUF PEL FAv Az
BAb 29 note AN} OHE A5 S HAUTH: AL BHFL Yot
20| notd] olel@ BAH L4 HIBAHA £4& S EAse F
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= 45y Qe BAe 129 BA 9t 2o 789 AdH A%sd 45
@ By A3Y 5 Ao

_[214
ofo

s

o
oo
_O‘L
4
o F
&

TF44 HA(Constituent Negation): F&¢ 71dS o8& £ A[%r|uto]
29 214 e A notd BN o3 ARAA Yeid ZAH APHe=
£ WgF FAF(nonfinite)E FAIE 71%E 7HAI Atke AN &
gtk GNE o1& WIF ofF notd AFFHoIT.

MOD VP[nonfin]{2]
CONTENT NOT ((ZIVP[nonfin])

B5NY olF REE HAY noto] FAHLE JAlelx, VPnonfin] $AMFE
FA ey, ou)e BAolrt B4 AAE =goz Hie Re] oy @A #
Aate FATFE =2 FHde dnigdd(scope)d THE A HAHLE

HAFT ok old @ JRA ol FRE not]l FATF FH7)5E FHE o
9 X BAE AYE & AUtk 4B £} obd TR RS BYATH 1)

2u4e 44 498 & + gk

(58) a. [Not [speaking English]] is a disadvantage.
b. *[Speaking not English] is a disadvantage.
c. *Lee likes not Kim.

(59) a. Lee is believed [not v puglto like Kim]l.
b. *Lee is believed to v primllike not Kim)].

(60) a. *Pat [not v pymlleft]].
b. *Pat certainly [not v pmiltalked to mell
c. *Pat [not v pirmilalways agreed with mel].

(61) a. I saw Pat acting rude and [not v pimilsaying hello]].
b. 1 asked him to [not v pselleave the barll.
c. Their having [not v ppspiltold the truth]] was upsetting.

W e[Speaking Englishlnot] is a disadvantage st Z& BlE& notol never, simply
merely$t #ol BALT el Aut #2435 Ag W) Kim (2000) F&
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Bt ol FolTe MHEHo2 AT F(recursive) UrkE 7HEE o}
Eolw, o} oFEoAe} Fo] o]F HAo|(double negation)7} AHEHE A ¢

E dag 4+ g

(62) (Everyone's turning the offer down, but I'm wavering...)
71 can’t believe you would consider [not [not [taking advantage of
the offer]]].

RA0] noto) 4 FAES e FAHLE o]F & o AL 63)F 2
o] A AX)(VP Fronting) AL 7Fsditte AL sy &0,

(63) a. {(?)They told him to not divulge the secret andlnot divulge the
secret] he must.
b. (?)They suggested that she not go on the mission andlnot go
on the mission] she might.

AT B9 E e APde 59 FRAN 94 BAL FATF £47]
S BoE AN 2e Ao

(64) a. Dana will [[not [walk]] and [talk]].
b. Dana will [not[[walk] and [talk]]].

A ESA $Aolt 2T 4% SATE £453 ok 53 R v
B BATE 24T F AthE AGE G4a%h GAbIA 27 ueiFe o
o4 GY(scop)l N Aol E A TG & QA AF

¥ BA(Sentential Negation): oA 4% B ujg} Zo] &4 FFA} v}
2 439 note THA BRI oy 74A WelA tgZt ol #AHZFA o
9 FAHo7 dojube A EA £39 T AL dujdth F 46)
A AN R} 2] head-comp-phe] T 391H8 < negation-ph 17} ©] 7
Lo = ol (65) AkE AR itk 12

2218 KEY: #ol9) ojuaae 23l o8 Eo] AXALT at the tabled] A atol
229 in-relation 97 AA-& 7RG olAel  KEY Aotk & FAFolAY
KEY AZ& FAle guiiddsn FdstA g A7 48 84, § FATY
KEY @3 #4017 A9 jnlst F2FHE 2% $A7 24019 9uld =)
= 232 7142} Copestake et al.(1999) =,
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(65) HEAD [ COMPS /ADV NEG +
negation-ph — [ .], (VP[bsel)
MOD | KEY
CONTENT | NOT(T)

e 2Edoz w@Y FAT £4 T2 (6a%h 2 ERFL ol
668 BAE F2E AT g ofv gt

(66) a. Modifier not: b. Finite Negation:
VP[nonfin] VP{fin]
Adv VP[nonfin] Vlfin] Adv  Complements
not not

T ERAE TE BOIER $UW FAH AN Fo2A PAROE
AT A% A4 2N 49 & 4 e Al Ak

AT A 718H Ate GolN AFF A% o) B4} thgel FAT
£ 458 4 gohe Aol

(67) a. *Kim has never studied French, but Lee has always )
b. *Though his supporters asked him to approve the bill, the
President could never .

ol AMEE AYE & v /P 4dd WL Kim(2000)o A8} o] F
£3 o|&(traceless theory, Sag and Fodor(1994))& E9l3t= AHojth. 138 &
A olBd waEW HAGE FAF/E AFE AT o] HA #4E 84
7F §17] W&ol wlFo|u} 14

PREA clgeld 92U & FE §& FE =4 £ Q0 S4H Sbbstract
eniity)® B4 7149] BYsHA e A& BT ol BE AAY 4BE Sag and
Fodor(1994) & #=.

Yo 2 BAT B AP FE o
Kim(2000) -z

+ 9 PR ok AR =E

o
4
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(68) VP
/\
Viaux] "'\?P
ha!ve ADV
[ MoD vPm ]
alvs’rays

ol E EHLE noto] FAIR AEHE AS, F UTAH TA GdE Yo

Ve 499 (6928 2L AgelE EAZL HA Std BAE B2 A%
& 8 B8 254 8ol noro] oluk (EIbS 2& ASolth FolN &
HE A o o AL FAT 4L 5 Aok

(69) a. *Kim said we should have heard the news, but Lee said that
we should have not __
b. Kim said we should have heard the news, but Lee said that
we should not.

7] 0’@‘3" oy 2 401:1" negation- ph)-J Zﬂ?-FXi %/\} tge HAHole=
o] ZFAL9] Hol(complement)E ThE Ho)(complements)$t FUF XA
AggEcn JFEoE, o] AolgL& ABEE 4 It o B m=Ed

(69)bs}t 2L EFL otdf (70)9 B FxE& JHAA o

(70) head-comp-ph
VP ,:VFORM fin ]
AUX +
Vifin, +AUX] Adv
could not

A9 FATE Yrol-F(head-comp-ph)o]™ ol coulde B2 FAb not
€ Fste Fxolth olHT TEH AH Y $49 4z &L (THH
e BR= AEYE 4 458 & Ao
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(71) a. Lee may have been studying too much recently, but I'm sure
that Kim may [not [have __ ]I
b. Lee may have been studying too much recently, but I'm sure
that Kim may have [not [been __ 1.}

$ AL 2R noto] FL YnjFY(narrow scope)E FFRE EALR A EH
#?E FAE FAR7E 1Y) W& A A7 HA gtk

4.4. FO-z=BAF £x| FE(Subject-Aux Inversion Construction)

ABHo g Fol-ZFAl EX(Subject-Aux Inversion: ©]3} SAD TE& o
9 Mdez dysolxd gl a3y olFolde UNkE FIoz ¥
T e SAITE 549 £4¢& UehiE o8 F 950 A% 48 &
(72)a® v} e (futurity)2] €97} AT (72be 2 F(deontic)?& UeUE 9

n] ol z _‘—_y 01]:].

(72) a. I shall go downtown.
b. Shall I go downtown?

ol F B3] olF wHoR dAdH JUthY, oFo] onE WAL
Ak A& 7Hgsier g 13: otUe} aren'ts} better’t AEHE BAE
AHBEEE SAI F&o] oF e s Eﬁ%ﬁ}ﬂit} afe) T
A 544 /IR e RAE ¢ F A (1B A& L arente Fol7t 9
UHY SAI FEANAT %01 EHE A& BoFH, (74)4 &2 betters
SAIAN FEAA doluAl g £F5AE 2& 543 Q.

e

(73) a. *I aren’t going.
b. Aren't 1 going?

(74) a. 1 better get out of here.
b. *Better I get out here?

ok 2o &5¥ FAY Ake 7h BN FER ohle the =AT
2EZo] A3, Fillmore(1999)7 A% AAY EATEL o8 714 39
#4850 eABY,
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(75) & (wish) T8
a. May they live forever!
b. May I live long enough to see the end of this job!
c. May your teeth fall out on your wedding night!

(76) ZRAZAF&:
a. Boy, was I stupid!
b. Wow, can she sing!

(T7) 283 =75
a. Don’t you even touch that!
b. Don't even touch that!

(78) 2AHEA F5:
a. Were they here now, we wouldn't have this problem.
b. Should there be a need, we can always call for help.

2% (wish-ph)& JeRllE (75)2 2FAWE 34 mayste Aol oy, &
%] (exclamation-ph)¢! (76)8] ZA%ele "ojxx Y% (Falling Intonation)
Hage §89 Adg sz Qg E=Ed Fx 2A % ol(emphatic-
negative-imperative-ph)¢l (77)9] A& ZFAF S8 don'tol® Foi7t
AREHE AF ole youold ok e Ade] gtk 2PA ZX(aux-condition-
ph)Ql A4E BE ZFA} 715§ Ao olJd were, had, should® 7Vs%
A o] gl 15

(79) sai-ph
wish-ph exclamation—ph emp-neg—-imper-ph aux-cond-ph

SAI 39 FEEL 99 AATEI 28 FXo] TFHL =3 FEolge
Atdole] 4ARE sai-phdl Aot (80)e EF 4S5uA Atk

Bolg 72 o= RA)RE 2AA(fler)E 713 EATRE Ex@).
(i) Not in a million years will he finish the project.
o]l2 3t TE-E AHI/ s E (792 JATZE FAF o} 3t}
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(80) H
word
[sai*ph ] INV o+ o] arl .. ]
SUBJ < » - JAUX +
suBj (2
comps (1],...[nDH

oh QUL oldE Ate FHHE £ PR,

(81) S
HEAD [2]
[SUBJ < q

COMPS ( >

word

HEAD [2] AUX

SuBJ (o>

COMPS ¢ . >

Sandy get the job

3714 AE INV 7152 better} aren'tst 2& 133 Bol4& 711 H$&
BEA AR & F Atk F AAE [FINVIEE o84 ARE A2 g
o FAE [+INVIE z3 tie AMAo] betters EXTEAA FAE 4
AT gren’ts EATRAAMR dojutol k= AL MY Fo

5. Conclusion

TE o8 EAL A FEEO A nFY £4E A n —1’:‘—1}13}1]‘&,
A Q8 7E FE JJr %’"1‘1’— = E£AEL A5G dZH QoE A
ojlt}y. ol AF M FHEC] Z HAE F & B 0}‘4
g #H FYPE0] ZE :JJ'*J% & & A Aol vk HHH A
(universal constraints)® 788 ¥ (individual) Aefe} 435 &4E HAHog
71€¥ 7 e olHT WS B Ve A%YE e BEHeEs ¢A
A F e e AE AT

rlr r{
A
Ho
o
P
oX
tlo
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E£3] o]#1g Al ¥ (constraints)¥ F&(constructions)s] AL FJt £S
FE B FE =22 FE gE EF(trace)d 2L F43H EA4d =908 BE
28 gk ol 2 A T2E R EHA ¥ 4 e B o, BH
T229 d7lgs & ¢ JA dEY =3 ‘}Ml*‘] A9 2 ujg) o] ofF
5, AR, 9R geE AJust 4z 2, Ho=w EAFE AHeo] ofY

g M2 A5 Fg3E By 7FE& JMeA 3}‘11 o]3l%9 J¥E FAhAA
& Atk o)y FEFH Aol AY(EFE AFATERSY dFAEAA Ad
9] o]4)& Md Yo (particular gramman ol YIA FL FAEET ofE F
¥ #H(peripheral phenomena)7tA 9] FH & ZPA A& ATHo=2H T
FHoge Bt} 7144 HHA(descriptive adequacy)g 7Hd EWHE 7
T AE BEE AN Aol

218
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ABSTRACT

Interactions between Constraints and
Constructions in Negation and Inversion
Phenomena

Jong-Bok Kim

Observations of real language use and language processing tell us that
we parse our language in an integrated, order independent, and incremental
manner. The grammar that reflects these robust properties would be one
whose theoretical constructs are declarative constraints (cf. Pollard and Sag
1994). In addition, the fact that a given word or phrase must be used in
special grammatical constructions with specific meanings (e.g., resultatives,
way constructions, WXDY constructions and the like) provides enough
reason for the supposition of constructions as primitives in the grammar
(Goldberg 1995, Kay 1997)

This paper is an attempt to adopt the notion of constructions within a
constraint-based grammar framework, HPSG (Head-driven Phrase Structure
Grammar). Within the mechanism of multiple inheritance hierarchy in HPSG,
each construction has its own properties but is linked to other constructions.
This system enables us to minimize the specifications on the properties of
each construction and capture the generalizations across constructions. In
particular, tight interactions between constraints and constructions make it
unnecessary to introduce abstract, invisible traces. The paper shows that
when applying this system to the analysis of auxiliary sensitive
constructions such as negation and inversion, we can provide a cleaner
grammar with simpler syntactic structures without resorting to unmotivated,
additional mechanisms.
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