W-3-2
[FI& B RYFERE SCOIREC DOV T *

Em fi—
HR K

AFEROBM :

[ 1% B #YRE (cognate object (CO)) L DYRAAY, Chomsky (2021) D#EZE L 7= FORMCOPY DfHifH
K> THEBEMIZHA SN D Z & 2R d, BRI, TBREAYRrEZ G 9 5 4450 & Bhga s
FAIDFEIC Lo THIA ICYRAEIZE A S FL, WF D Copy & L THIRS I HHC CO L TH
LD ERETH(§2), ZOREDOIFREE LT, HAFED CO HLOFFFENEEICIEZ Hivd Z
EhRT(§82,3), FTo, HAGE L SEED CO MESUITBIEE SN A FELLRE L OMHE R 2 M L,
SEME RO HONT b E#wT 5 (§4),

1. I

1.1 [EiE B WIRERESC

(1) a  KESD#HEZREY o7,

b. AETBEER R E K- T,

c. FERHMR—OBRFIZ/RDIZODEFERIEHREHRLTND,
d. FAABNLETH MEL LWELLEEDL LTS,

1.2 TR
(2) a  KEBDS [w &k72 NEID &) [v Hi-1] 72
L 1

b, HIAD [w IR THNES LD WELLE]IVEDL L] TV,
|
(Fillmore (1968), Hale and Keyser (2002), Haugen (2009), Jespersen (1927), etc.)

3) *

1.3 Chomsky’s (2021) FORMCOPY
(4) a. FORMCOPY (FC) assign[s] the relation Copy to certain identical inscriptions. (p. 17)
b. FC applies at the phase level and is interpreted (mapped to CI), not entering into further
computation. (p. 17, fn. 26)
c. [L]ike other operations, FC is optional. (p. 25)

)

®

John expected Bill to leave
b.  John persuaded Bill to leave (ibid.: 24)

*ORRFFED L A AR SR 2T B M4 GHEATZE (C) MREE 5 22K00617) DIz T2,

! Baron (1971), Fillmore (1968), Hale and Keyser (2002), Haugen (2009), *&#& (1976), Jespersen (1927), Jones (1988), Kuno and
Takami (2004), Macfarland (1995), Massam (1990), Matsumoto (1996), Mittwoch (1998), Moltmann (1989), Nakajima (2006), Omune
(2018), K= (2018), Pereltsvaig (2002), Puigdollers (2008), Willson (2019), Zubizarreta (1987), among others.
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(6) a. John [,p expected [vp Billj [v' fexpected [BiHz to leave]]]]
]

b.  John [,p persuaded [pp Billi] [vp fpersuaded [B}-l-lz to leave]]]
()

(7)  “In both cases, FC determines that the two occurrences of Bill are copies. If V = expect, the paired
Copies were generated by IM; if V = persuade, Bill, was generated by EM, with its own 0-role.”(ibid.)

2. BR

A& B GRS SCIE, TEREIRAE 2 58 3 2 B30 T EE B OFE I L o THl X ICE A S 4,
FORMCOPY DfL:#17C Copy LIRS NDHELTH D, (MHITHBERERL,)

; />>\

X0 Y? Y?
A A (Ct.(3))

(9) a.  KEBAY [ve AF4K7R [n E%g Z] [v lut%:]] 72
b, FIAD [vp LB TENITHE S L [N%abff] VEOLL] TWb,
()

21 BEIBEE L TRV & 2RI
(10) a. * Who said [that John bought a house] and [that Peter sold what]?
b. * Who said [that John bought what] and [that Peter sold what]? (Boskovi¢ and Franks (2000: 110))

2.1.1 HEEHROOZREL L
(11) a. * b.

DP and DP v DP and DP v

P

\CO \CO v \CO \CO v
r 0

(12) a. LT Vgt T o ROBENKE (H)5) &Kotz
b. TR PoL DM E T UROEWE (W) #Ko7z,

2.1.2 FESATERYIRAIHRRIE A
(13) a * b.
DP and DP v DP and DP v
/\ /\
\CO \CO \CO v chg \/019 x/cg v

S~ NS

(14) EFND->L VRRERE T UROENKE (W) #oTz,
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3. [FIi& B BEERESC DR

(15)

3.1
(16)

(17

(18)

(19)

(20)

ey

{EFPsefEs SR e Mo T,
a. AEFIE BlERSSD X o ICH-o T,
b.  fEFHoodE, CREZRKRTIIZRL) s 50 L o E -7,

NI | #3C

FELNEEZHA TIEND WD, (Kishimoto (2010: 631))
a.  TEBIE, WL EWIITENIMND Z1T-o T 5,

b. FELRHATNHDIE., BHEIZHY ThH D,

c. * BEZFHATHDLDIL, FELIENY TH D,

“When bakari is added to a predicate in the fe-form, the sentence implies that some unfavorable action
or event takes place repeatedly and intensively for a certain period of time.” (ibid.)

Obj Y%

a. FELTELRSSTTERETR S TEY WD,

b. TELLEBLERSITEEY ZH-> TUINH WD,

c. * BREEHLMMHR —DBTAT/RDTEDDEFEFRIELREIHRLTIENO WD,
d.* AN LETHIRES LEZEDL L TEND WD,

T
N

XP T

DP Vv NCO v/

=~ "co

\CO;

a. AETITEEN 2R A R - 7223, KEBIZER D> 72, (COy)
b. * HPFRITINR CTEHNERRES LEEDS L TWDN, IHHZFEIFEDS LTWRY, (COY)
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4. BAFELFFEORIEEFEETOELR - HER

(22) a.  She sang a slow song in a deep voice.
b.  For perhaps half a minute I danced a reluctant, bobbing dance with him.
c.  How many times had he walked this particular walk?

d. Thave lived an exciting life. (COCA)
4.1 fER
(23) a. Mary smiled a beautiful/mysterious smile.

b. Mary smiled a never-ending/sudden smile. (Matsumoto (1996: 205))

(24) “Adjectives used in [(23a)] contribute to the result reading, i.e. a smile as a result of the action of smiling.

On the other hand, adjectives in [(23b)] tend to induce the action reading.” (ibid.)
42 Bk
(25) a. ? A beautiful/mysterious smile was smiled.
b. * A never-ending/sudden smile was smiled. (ibid.)
(26) a. * HADLRTHENREL LAEDL LTI WD, (=(19¢))
b.* FENREL LALET (FAICL->T) BEbINTND,
27) a. TELLELRSITEEY 2o I Wb, (=(19b))
b. SITEHVR (FEBEHIZL-T) Wb,
(28) ZEIE Result/Referential CO [CO1] Event CO [CO;]
H AR * (26b) \ (27b)
%GR V(25a) * (25b)
4.3 REFEORIKEREEIDOER
(29) RFET :
HAGE & JEREIC VT, AspP OREERINEN B2 D, HAGETIE Asp® 23 vP &4l & L T
PRI DDITxE LT, FEETIT Asp? 2 VP ik & L GRINT 5,
(Cf. MacDonald (2006, 2009), Travis (2010, 2019), etc.)
(30) a. T' | b. T'
/\ ! /\
XP T T vP
DP X' | Subj 14
NCO;  AspP X v XP
vP Asp i \Y% v DP X'
/\, , \/CO /\
Subi Y CO; X AspP
VP \ i Asp VP
DP vV V Vo \% DP
"~ o +co | Vco @
NCO, ! CO;
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31 KE?2:
HHEJFE~D 0 ZEOfF 51X, V & v OIREIR (amalgam) 23 RPTHIR 4GNS 575,

(32) a. T' | b. T'
XP T | T vP
DP X' | Subj 14
NCO;  AspP X XP
vP ASp ; DP X'
-/\/ ' N S
Subj v ; CO, X AspP
VP i Asp VP
DP \Y ! \ DP
T CO i Vco %
\CO, i CO;
(33) Result/Referential CO [CO/] Event CO [CO;]
A AGE (32a) IR 5
J¢ §h (32b) 5 D
(34) ZEhb Result/Referential CO [CO1] Event CO [COs]
H A * \
e N *
5. fE#m
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