P-29

BRI SCBfRIZBUT 5
XHEED D703 D (connectedness) D RS & GLIR D B il

I EZ A CRECRER Y BE)

[EEB] b 25 BR S 21213, SINCIEA 725 o, WREOMKERR (B« 1535 L BiEoBIiR) 2N
DOYEEGLRE TR L 20 gz o kv, COMMIE, BREDOIMED 7O, KIFBIROIRN LR HEED R < 7% 213 &N
HTH 2139 T, ERICK L TUIGARR O AN P SN TE L (BFTESIR), L L. SBITUE IR eI
DA S ECKABROMBIC L D B2 T LA SN TV 5, ARTld, MATHiEGE (CCG) 1D s
WERHTOET VI L > T, ZORIMENIRDIE S D E I T 52— NAFHHEZ S5 2 %, CCG TIE T+anr X3
Z) DX REAMEEINN1 OO “HRFK” & LTHb s, MREDOBEPTMAMSGE L I3R % 5, B
AU 2 AL DALY, KA 30 EDFEP ARG SO EORAREH TId%e (. CCG LOMBRHETH L LEZD L. A
IR DX S D E 0B TE 5 2 L 2RT,

1 BR: BAENROEESDOE

b PSR PEEY Z 12, BIVICWEA 2R 6 EHRMOMEENRBIRZ HMEE L 2 Fd e s xv, 20
B, X&efkz2-EIcARE T2 2 I3 TE LWL, SRIZERN (ERN; incremental) (123ETe, BRI 7% L
I3, ANINEEEZMADOEERLEIC—HAR (encoding) L, ZDHDANICIGL THY HF (retrieval)
T, BREEOBRERATVLS EEZ 5N TS (Gibson, 2000; Lewis & Vasishth, 2005; McElree, 2000), ff
FRRICRRF SN BEHR T, KHOFBE L EBITHELAD hoBRLOBTTHE2RI L) T4, AN
B SHEN 2 12 IO M LW 22 ) . WARIASEE 2 L PN 5, 72 & 21X(1) DT, supervised 25 A
NIRRT, FFED nurse PRIRRAE] D who 2SEHEL SID I 253, 216 DD R (1b) DIZ )
2i(la) £ 0 b supervised TOUBAMAE > E PRSI N5, HEEIT, HER—2AFCEBPUGHISER 2179 &
supervised DFEARER]IL(1b) DI ) 23R > (Bartek et al., 2011; Grodner & Gibson, 2005).

(1) a. The administrator who the nurse supervised scolded the medic.

b. The administrator who the nurse who was from the clinic supervised scolded the medic.

WEBROEREIC X 2 WA O KIZBPTENR (locality effect) & WX, TESERLRE %2 FME & 5 2 e T
WVOBEBELGILE SNTE %, L L, RFMEDRIEREBENCESHTLOLELTELT, SHPHUCE> TR
ENRWI EDPHISENT WS, R1ICERLITHAEZ Lo/, W2 EBRCREITENRIZET T, HH wh
1% NPI TH 2 BAIHEDEL 2 LI HARAB NS, ZDI LD 6, KFEROREIC X > TIPSR A
ENE R D | B O FHEBRIERIMAIRE L 726 IR v LI RED R I N T S (Nakatani & Gibson, 2010; cf.
Levy & Keller, 2013), & 5122 O & L T Nakatani (2021a) (&, FEEHEEZFE U < §2% & PSS N2 KAAETH»—D
D (chain) Z7% L. # L WEHEIEEDIND 2 72 VIC#HEE L TREOBER X v v L s, LREL TV
%, ToE Z21E(2a) TIE, "Pav) PETHOE-HRLARY, FEFw B TFHINDG ((j,w), KIZ TH74 A, 23
USR5, Z20BE#EPHEEILI NS, "TX7 Y —) T7L Xy b BIERBITMA 6 2 OEREE#HS TG
ftxnz ((j,o,m,p,w)). "®F7) THREZUBIZ PRI N FEH w 2 SHICE S TUREFBIRZ BRI %
ZEC, HIZERO TLEY b2y CIEEEI NI D 20T, EREDOMEIC X ZUMMAFIIIZIEAEEL B,
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S KB Bl ST

Yagh BAIFR AR A4 5 ~Ehd] HY (Bartek et al., 2011; Grodner & Gibson, 2005)
Heih i 5~ Bh mL (Roland et al., 2021)

vy el BIRA A~ HhH (Levy et al., 2013)

FA waE  BAGRAA G~ HNH (Levy & Keller, 2013)

FAVEE  FEIE~®E (95) &L (Konieczny, 2000; Levy & Keller, 2013)

HARE  whfi~ Ty HhH (Ono & Nakatani, 2014)

HAGE NPI~TEEE Hb (Nakatani, 2021a, 2021b)

HAGE FHITFE~RORE  H Y (Isono & Hirose, 2022a)

HAGE FE T 2 B~ EhEn L (Isono & Hirose, 2022a; Nakatani & Gibson, 2010)

# 1 SATHBIEICE T 2 RITERIR O i

Rric T a vty & ThiF7) oFm EOMEHIFAHAMIBIRL 2w, THUIHL (2b) TiE, AEtmiERE (NPI)
Thsd Loy & vy OROKGFBIRDTIERIR & 3HSZICHFE L, C ORGEBFRo#HIEh ol vy
7o, i LOMEESRFTMAIRE 757,

(2) a YavdFI74ATATY—IZTLvEY P 2HITT,
b. Yavl®PA 74 ATATI—RTLEY MV 2b T hd o,

C ok, FEBHRMNDRABIRICE W TRICRFMEIR SR o 2B 2 ) £ CBiT 2, oS e L
T, Isono and Hirose (2022b) &, [FffiEEEIEKIRICE L TA XY FHe 2 X > THAICB# T S Tw 3720,
e ICBHEMEMEIND L, ARV FOBFEDTD, HUA XY MBS 2077 2 WHESHIEERLI L2 LRIBL
7oo TS DIRFUTIIE S 2 DI, KA EEE O SN BIRZ /55 2 & THIGEIEL S NELR DI 2B h3h T
WBEWIHNITTHS, L, WTNOFHG | HEFEICK T 2 B EiE~BE M O RIS AET 5 & Tl
T 205, FEERICIDBEY 2HtHlo N TldBlgE S kv (Roland et al., 2021) &\ ) KUCRER &R M@ H 5,

AfFEIE, Zno DIRFHEFRE IS, RO T TIIGHE L 2GR E LT (L2 LRI O ME & 1344
A7) JRIEE N T E - EEBEEEGE (CCG) (Steedman, 2000) (230K SCHRRE TV & LCTHRT 5, CCG %
T 2FRE32H %, & 11C, KEEO LM EFHE~BEICE T 2 FFEIRO R A Z &0 T, BlEINTE I
MRRDIES D E 2 MICHIATE 2, H 21, REREHFELPEEBRZHES I EXTESZD0 0w ) i
B S REEIN e B S ST L 228 E 5.2 6 s, B 312, COG IidmIEIC GHERICFEENRE 2 fREI) Bk
SNTV 270, HEEFNCH L CHREARM R Z & THR L TR 2Bl § 245 L, FEMRIC K 2 BEMES 2
ADWREYE % PEBR U CIGGERRE 2 PMIZ 2 T2 2 EMNTE S, BB, CCG 1T X D BRIN 4 I o LIS B A1
fatE2 B 20178 & L T3 Stanojevié et al. (2021) Ha/I1E7> (2023) 235 %703, FUEDMEDOR R 2R L9 &
TAWRIIAWIEDY E A SN 5, LT Tk, 26T CCG Zi#l L 7z LT, 3fiT CCG I & 23CEEE T2 iR
¥ 5,

2 HEEEEHEEIOE & FRNRIRE

M2 HilE G (Steedman, 2000) 1 EEELSCED T, FaBREHICE D 4T o - #HRIN L <A Bofa
EHAZET 5 2 L CIREMNED, R S, NP,N Lo PBoREHIEE, 2ho% (X/Y) ZVLL (X\Y)
DO CHIRIIC A G DY L EGHEED S 7% 2, (X/Y) 3AHNCHEE Y OREES &£ - CTHIIE X OfREICR2 C
EL(X\Y) FEMNCHEE Y ORREL & - THilG X OMEEICE2 2L, 202n(3) DRBAITED STV
(RHID FIzfheTwe 3 o3RO
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3) (X/Y) Y =.X Y (X\Y)=. X

7o & 248, Tom chased Jerry &\ 9 3 (4) DX ISHHITE 25 (FHMEDR b AMUDFEIII A 2), CCG D
RAEF—RICZ D &) &, BREREOARZ BT RIESEEA TGS N5,

(4) Tom chased Jerry
NP (S\NP)/NP NP
S\NP

S

CCG DREBMFD—21F, BRI CEE & DBAMEDE S TH % (Steedman, 2000), CCG TEIAHI >, <
(fr o CRIBCEBLAT & WX ) 12 T(5) DBIEEEBIAL, (6) DEIEED LIFBIAIAS 5,

6)  (X/Y) (Y/Z)=s8 (X/2) (Y\2) (X\Y) =<8

6) X =srY/(Y\X) X = Y\(Y/X)

CHRSOBMEMGS . (4) DXL T, (7) DIRED GRS EHTE S,

(7) Tom chased Jerry
NP (S\NP)/NP NP
S/(S\NP)
S/NP
5 >

ZDIRETIE, Tom chased &> 9 HEEFNICK L S/NP L \w) #2152 5T ), HICHWEE NP % &
HIETXERDIERRLTVS, UKD, (8) D& AAHMKEY BIFRECcx L T, S/NP [+t o% bk
ELTHRAIM 2525 2 L3 TE S,

(8)  [lsy~p Tom liked] but [s/np Ben hated]] Jerry.

Tom chased % Hi—® “FEKRFE" & R THHNE I O K 5 IS ELN 2B E K> —7C, DS REEINICITER
W72 SCHREDET IV E LTI 2 D3 TE S, Tom chased DSH—DREREZ 2T L) 2 LIFZIUTERERIE
Z6NTVRBEW) ZETHY, FHHRES/NPIZRIC NP BANSIUL S 1K D E0I Pl Ak¥ 5, Ih
WA SCEIT B 2 LERENTEEE D T T4t (9) (B : Lewis and Vasishth, 2005) & X ST 3,

(9) [S [Np TOHl} [Vp [V chased] NPH

(9) D & 9 7obricxt$ 2 CCG DRI, (1) ARED LR £ OB S B2 72 0TI & 2 57 ORI % F5o
&, (ii) BRI LGRS O BERMRPWIRINCE £ % 2 &, (iii) RIFEHRE I LT bR 2B 72 < fRaR ™
HETH S I L, (iv)Tom chased D X 9 X O 2 EHEILRICE T 2 - DOXRLE L THRICTZA S 2L, BT
5%, (i), (i), (iii) i¥. CCG 1T & > TERMN AR LR 2 T L ~DO—RINETFi 2 5.2 5, s, BRa REC
BT ZRAMNRDITS D E 2 RA L) ET2AMDOIIRICE > TEHEAZDI (iii) & (iv) TH 5,

3 HAEUHBRXNEICKS3ERETIV

(1) T L7 &) ic, HEEDOBIFRMAL & BFE O TRBEAMERIRPBIE SN TV 5, ZORAMERRD CCG Ik
DU HRET N TTHMEIND ZE2ZMUTICRT, TR TIDLDIT, BRIYTIE %A  FRARSGEITIT
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AKEED 73 HT % (10) 12739 (Demberg, 2012), HIVEEZ EFICR V73 TH % the cat ... chased 23%ikE S/NP %
F6, that BZN2ERNT 2 2 L0 HIFPBE) (a6—) Lwvofhiflaz CERETOMEZ A Tw 5,

(10) the  rat that the cat with a long tail chased ran
NP/N N (N\N)/(S/NP) NP (S\NP)/NP S\NP
>T
S/(S\NP)
>B
S/NP
>
N\N
N
>
NP
S

RIZ(10) BRI IREZ 7§, Demberg (2012) & X O Hoyt and Baldridge (2008) D/RMICED &, 43 HIHLH]
(11) ZHAT 2, & ZOnEBARHUL, BIBAKER > B, < B 137 #IBLAI & BIECE BRI 3§ 5 2 &A%
TEL70, KB Z TWEbIT Tl (KRiLOMED 72 o BIBE A S Vi 2),

(11)  X/Y =3 (X/2)/(Y/Z)

(12) the rat that the cat with a long tail chased ran
NP/N N (N\N)/(S/NP) NP (S\NP)/NP S\NP

N/(N\N) . SISWP)

N/(S/NP) . (S/NP)/((S\NP)/NP)

NP/(S/NP)
NP/((S\NP)/NP) o
NP -
S

RSN X D | SefFan o BREEEE T (the rat ... tail) % 1 SOMREICE L OBENS, = CRERDI,
(13) BT & 512, RSEROBIRET =3 & ST HHES 1 DOMEEICE LD E 2 LIETERLL VS HTH S,

(13) the rat that the cat with
NP/(S/NP) NP/NP

X ORISR S &, XOBRNE AR L TOE D) DORWEEZENS Z & % connectedness (“D7x
2307 EIRART 2) &5 9D Demberg (2012) 25T % X 9 1< CCG DRERGHTIZTERZDHEHND ZERTE R
VW, 22T, HILOEELEOLDSE I EDTER the rat that D X ) #HEKHE I, fFEEREoF IS bREI N
FORBICHD ., RAICHET 2 EEZTHL, CHDRIESREZ D72 6T L0 ) OBERPADIRE(14) TH 5,

(14)  CCG IZHED L JHrERR
i wWHOFEDAINIGE U 7 MHTICBR L <. fae bz & 8% C IEM T 256, f(i —j) OLBEAR
D3pn%, TIT f(x) 13 ITIGU THFUEINT 2B98TH 1 (cf. Gibson, 1998), j 1& C 234K S 1 7IRf s
b LI CPRRICHAERIOBERIXR & 742 - 7R R OFEDILIETH 5,

AWHZETIE, CORBUIED SRR R 2 BT 2 720, SCEDE 7V % Python 2 M\ Cathifk LTk L
7o RlERZHEMNT 283 2 5H 5, W11, RFUZIROFHIOH L 2> T2 DIE “O%D3D” DRATH D,
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the rat that the cat
NP/N | N | (N\N)/(S/NP) | NP/N N
NP N/(S/NP) NP
NP/(S/NP) (N\N)/(S\NP/NP)*
N/(S\NP/NP)*
NP/(S\NP/NP)*

X1 CKY #EDHl, * SNz i3 bich 27 v > 2 D E 1218 2 HilEDSA 2 3G,

ThbbdrEEENZ 1 DOWREICE LOL2EHORNTH S, ZD L) REEBRRAL Tw5 2 Lzl T 5
IZix, TRTOMBAENZHGE L 20Uz 69, TRt TR H 2, 58212, BROESGUFE TV E LT

. IR IERAR DA DN & BHE L 2 1 Ud 7 6 72\, 7 & 210E (12) Tl the rat that the cat DXAJIE -
TS E 1 DOMIE NP/(S\NP)/NP) 1o £ L5 2 LASCE 5725, & OMREREMAR EHNE L, L
L. ZOWREENELBRIC the rat that DIEMALI LTV 2 DT, RGN RJHITPEIR O R HICIE 2 ORHT b E 58
L dudza s v, 29 L —RiBEREZ B8 3 24271403 CKY ¥ (T8 Th 228, Inbith®s%
(FRMRTRAS TlER Y, ZOROFMRBIC X 2FENET VO FHZIELS T2 ECEETHS, a— ik
https://github.com/isono-s/ccg-locality 12 TAB L T 3

CKY #0#l# [0 1137 (COG 125 3 CKY #2240 Steedman (2000) 2 2H) . CKY #0320 & 9
BT v — 2D THL I E TR TbN S, ANSNKERR EBROXIVICAD, FEORIENZ DT o
WIZAD TS, ZOTIGEL T LIS, ABEOFED D IMEEDOHIEIVRINTE D, & 21 that DIND—FT
®D NP/(S/NP) & the rat that IZ5:-Z 5N 2HETH 2, ZOHMEIE LD N/(S/NP) (rat that DHEIKE) & /b
®D NP/N (the O#ilE) (KAl > B 2@ § 2 TRDENE, DX, v ZEDPSIHRMOTHL T E
THRE ARG 2 2 CEIT 2 D03 CKY I X 2 BRGSO E T L TH %,

SRIDOFEETIE, XD L) BIKEZBE V7, Fr—F LKL, BRI N0 URigICHIBLER 2 32\ 71
WMDY A LAY 7 (GiER) 282, i EHORET, 94 LAY V7§ ZF o VRG22 & 3
fli—35) DAREDBhh 5, 2L fIRESEREKE L, £/ 94 LAY TOEHPa R+ OFEE] i%“(@%ﬁﬁ”
HHICEZ 201 Tl <, BAITHREZRYRKRD (DX HHE>TwR 20T & D) MEEZAEL SE
25DT, BOZD L) BHATEM QP TR S LMOMKELRS DDA E L, BHNIBIREM, M) 1
J. DEOARE LT, HEHIEE AL Brofiaflizdl3¢256. AL BIic—lioHAl (B#D R,
#) ZEAK3MTOFTHEH L LT, BBGERBRDNEHTE 2020, 722 LERED RFI3%EED NP B X
O N ICL2#EATE R, J—e VICEEOWRELRHIESEL 250, ROFHMALD (X7 v 10803 kvb
D) T ANT, BAOEHES 2V A~DOIFARZRE T 2 DBEHROMAEEBAEZY o THD, 20X
BET NS, FEEEOBIREINE L - HAFED SOV H53C - NPI KL & BT $ 2 DI ab B/l e L ¥ > a v 252 C
SRR Tz, T, 20y 2 ab—va VfEREGICGHERT 5.

JEEEBAMRET (12) TIX, 9 FHDEE tail D AT, the rat that & the cat with a long tail Z XN E LTHHl > B
DHHING, BERISERINZEDLDEDOTAAME f(9-9) = f(0) TH S, —HHIHZD the rat that 3
BIHAEEHIOBEHNRE % >7-DI1E 5 BHDIE cat DRFRTH 5, L7235 T, the rat that % ZLEL SHLD H
THEMIE f(9-5)=f4) £hd, TOMIBAREETENLRLS %5 B : the cat with a really really long tail 7
5 f(11=5) = f(6)) &REL A 270, RAEIRB TSNS, STUETRAMEIRPBIZINTE D
chased (A4 T 2 BEANECTH 253, tail DHLED S D AN A — 3— (Mitchell, 1984) L AT I LR TEL, K
BX. Bartek et al. (2011) THEI N TV 57— % Tld. tail HYDMEOIRIFFEHNITIIRESI N TR LD D
D, BAEIS EBRISRFTERIR D EC T b AL NS,

COETNVE, RO E a0, O TO R FEE~BE RO RN O RAZ b FHRFICHITE 5,
(12) Ti&, FEHBE ran O ANRHTH 72 BB RN the rat ... chased & ran DD <HEHDOATHYH, 2D
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AME f(11-10) = f(1) TH 5, ZOMEIFBIMRETIORE ST L BT, WFMERIRIZAL v, FEEEOHE
HETId 7 <, BRIBHE S N MERER OB Z B2 2 RBMEROHER & DENTH 5,

COET VI, HARBICE T 2 J0irESIRoAKZ FHHL 9 5, CCG TR HAFHEDBR S UIIZRD X 9 (12
SAHFTES (FX, 2010), T IZEKTH 5.

(15) Zans 22 3% I NoES

T/(T\NP,,) T/(T\NP,) (S,\NPp)\NF,
T/(T\NE,)\NE,,)

S, -

CoBID WIS A k9, HAGEDQERP MG X, BFSEHA200C 1 DOMKEEICELEDDL I ENTES, 2D
7= RO AHNGE & BiEE O FEES N TS JHATERIRIZAE T v 2 L3 ErN S, JUE, BiEICETT S
HPHWIZBIRZFEA TV 5 &9 fiTld Nakatani (2021a) % Isono and Hirose (2022b) O&FiHH & 5@ 5,

RIT (2) TR &9 7 NPI L BE OB DJRAMESI RO i 25 2 %5, NPL T2 Ly &, BAICEERE (S57)
EERT 50T ST /(SI\NP) £ MMEH DM TE LTS, LoLl, SoFETIR(I5) Lk T3S
21 L3O oTLEe, RIESRNSEC BV, BEXoN20MD—213, "2 X%, BWEKT Tkh<
(SOANP,\NPy. THbbMBEAEERT 5 %5 1cT 52 LTh B, OB, (2L, 1k (243 £l
ks ELORBS VD, NP6 GERE COEMSRAIEIRZEL 5,

(16) Zaly FAI % SEARY /Ny %k at 7
Sa/(STANP)  (So/NPya)/((Su/NPga)\NPp) (S\NPga)\NPy SF™\S, S\Sa Si\Sy
SA\NP,, g
B
SFIM\NP,,
>
S
S,
St

%aldy & TxRX3%) OGKE D> LEBENICET 2777k L LT, slash modality %9 /71kb & %, Slash
modality IZHIED 2 7 v & 2122 G5 T, FEMAT IO NS %% (Baldridge & Kruijff, 2003), &%
B % 5L % modality TH % « 20T T2a Lasy ofiliz ST/, (ST\NP) & 30uUg, AmBaIoEH
ZERETE, (16) & AMOBHAL 25, WTEROIHAEZYH I, S BN R 5 b DN ETH 5,

4 $EFE

CCG I CHfRE T VIC X b, SEPH I X 2RFTHIEDIES D EDHE—ICBHHTE 3 L 2R L7,
SHBOMFED AL LT, FHEE~OFEEDTEELR 2 L2 EL L Ta— AN I NLHAEEICTT 2 EF L
DFHAZHRE Z R, RFTEFIRUNDOESR, & 2 IETHHROIFHZRAZ Z EnEZI SN S,

[BEF] St R REBe A SUIZE Rl o IR AR, RRINEREPR & DiFiwm» 6 S R nB %2217 L7z, il T
L F9,
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