PB-12 Tough BXFFEOHBELBRA
ATV A (B HH 2 RF K %)

EHE: AFEKRDOHMWIE., tough # X (tough construction, TC)D FFE A/~ TR IR L, /N
FEORMADO T CHBMWHHEZE 222 TH5, BEREICHTIHEFZR, BHEHETZKEL &
BOHLTEDOMEY LT 20 5. Y LI ol - BEAETFONOMKREO SO MERKRT 2,
%BX. Sportiche (2006). Hicks (2009). Messick (2013) 5 (32> % % J#H 1T o 2 0 Wr & $eR 3 % 2%,
il b FEERA - AR REICER L, TC EEDO NP EH DO AABHCHNICHET 2 X9 R85 &
WO INP#Y EIFshER] 25 a2 cenTcEhn, ThicL, AFEIT Maezawa (2019,
2021) DR E T 2 R GE N IERIE [ HH A (reintegration) | ICH D FHZ A A 5, BAEMITIR. #iX
WT NP ZME-o TEAINSZ EHATH DP I, ImiEIh/zth, KREKOEHEET D £ 7213 EH
TEHAINE D OMNEZFENE LTHIHFEAINDI LR TE, MIFOLAGIIHBENELEL
N, BEFEOBAREONRWEREZEL S & FRT D,

1. BA
* (la)ic i % X 9 7x tough #§3X (tough construction, TC)
= 2 ODMRKMIIH: (2a)D#E Y LT3 vs. 2b) D EFHE T 047

(1) a. John is easy to please. [Tough construction]
b. It is easy to please John. [Expletive construction]
(2) a. Johni is easy [(ti) PRO to please ti]. b. John is easy [Opi PRO to please ti].

s MR T2 HEICE S, BFEOHMADO T CHFEH ORI 25 H~DHY M A4
Sportiche (2006). Sasaki (2009). Hicks (2009). Messick (2013). %

2. B
21. TC EEOHFER

o RIE I N CHIEEL R,

s MENREARLA
o (3)-(4)D X O Pl Tlk, HISTEHRM - Z2IHFEHIC DT O HHEEL A,

3) a. Pictures of himselfi are hard for Johni to like. (cf. Munn (1994: 403))
b. Pictures of each otheri would be hard for themi to sell. (Sportiche (2006: 8))
c. Pictures of each otheri would be easy to persuade them: to sell. (ibid.)
(4) a. Pictures of hisi firends are hard for every photographeri to sell. (ibid.)
b. Pictures of hisi friends are easy to persuade every photographer: to sell. (ibid.)
o MIUEMIEIEH ORER, AT O v T O FHEE D ATRE,
(5) a. Books about any new technology are difficult not to read.
b. Books John has ever recommended are difficult not to read.
(6) a. The hatchet is hard to bury after long years of war. (Berman (1973: 34))
b. Headway is easy to make on problem like this. (Lasnik and Fiengo (1974: 540))

s HHEENTAIRE LG G
o B E O F K O FEREE I3 A ATRE,

(7) a. Many people are tough to please. (many < tough/*many > tough) (Boeckx (2008: 195))
b. Few girls would be difficult for Jim to talk to.
= Few girls are such that Jim would have difficulty talking to them. (few > difficult)
#Jim would have difficulty in only talking to few girls. (*difficult > few)
(Postal (1974: 224))

c. Someone is difficult to please. (someone > difficult, *difficult > someone)
(Hartman (2011))
d. Some people are easy to please. (some people > easy, *easy < some people) (ibid.)
o BIANB)D & ) RGN DEGE X, REIC O W T o EEERAAE,
(8) a.  *Hisi friends are easy for every photographeri to shoot. (Hicks (2009: 552))
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b.  *Hisi pictures are tough for [every photographer]i to sell. (ibid.: 190)

22. NP#Y EFHR
s o5 —MAtiE(9). cf. Sportiche (2006). Messick (2013). Nakagawa (2007). Sasaki (2009)
(9) The NP complement to the D head of a TC subject can optionally reconstruct, while its
other components cannot.
* Hicks (2009) = [ % #i(smuggling)] 7 #7:
TC Tz 2245 Op Offifl & L CTHiXN TE A,
(10)  [opr everyoneli is tough for us [cp [pr D [xe Op ti]]j PRO to [or tj please tj]]
(cf. Hicks (2009: 546-52))
= i TC £3ED DP JE I3 HEETE v o,
s Op il 2O DK EH LA ABEL2L? = (7)) (11)0xf%E &5 M 2 2,
(11) Someone from NY is very likely t to win the lottery. (Fox (2000: 145))
* Sportiche (2006). Messick (2013) = NP #53 O H DY 117

(12) a. Ce fort sera facile [cp [pr ewn [np fort]] [a [P PRO assiéger tor]]]

this fcxt will be easy ‘ to lay siege to
| (cf. Sportiche (2006: 6))

b. The b(yok was easy [Op b+ook] C [ir PRO to read [Op blook]]]

(Messick (2013: 182))

o TCEEDOD ZFHTEAINDE — FHIEELRTHE
NP O [DOHEH~OBE | 3D L5 L CERIND DD,
s BEICH T B - RFIRKIC KT B DTIE?

s find, INP#Y LIZR] oFWIcHEEZEL 2,

3. BERPMER
3.1. TERMEZALBHRA
* Maezawa (2019) DR E 3 2 #4F [HH G| &Ko < G
o P A (reintegration): $xiX OB IC X o THr Wi & 4172 SR I % B S L ROV IS H &
3L CIE 3R RE Y R AE
o Miin B & M EE (label) D [Al — P I H o v TR 2 R E o

o (13)IZ)t U T, #5ik(Transfer)% (14)® X 5 i FE AL,

(13)  Reintegration: A fragmentary representation o may be reintegrated into terminal t in
another fragmentary representation if[f] Label(g) = . (cf. Maezawa (2019: 272))
(14)  Transfer: Transfer applies to an SO a to send a to £ and @ and replace a with Label(a) in NS.

3.2. ABBOBEELERS

3.21. EHHE L REOMER

e —tIC, ABEBILZEFEOEHBIZED X ) ICHREI N B D2,

I ZZTCORMHADT T, ECOEBPBNING LEZ LT LR,

s BEESEE ATV EET A S BE)T 2 DIF DPur Tl 72  Duwhe
s BEIEAHETEZIAHBETOHAZI 2 Z 3, of. Heim and Kratzer (1998)
* Dun @ FMuOEEBIZATHEE L CHRING,
= CEACIEERAZEN X A R OEH L LTRSS,
= (15)TlEEER O E AL E IC DPu OB BFEE — HEAIC Lo TRON D,

(15) a. Johni wonders [which picture of himselfi] Mary __ liked __ __o. (cf. Saito (2015: 222))
b. ((which (picture of himself)) Ax.(C (Mary Ay.(T (x Ax".(y (v (x" Ax".(Nlike(x”))))))))))

e (16a) Tk, DPu DN E CHRERNI NS,
o DPun 28 FHESE & 72 13, EIRE B D &AL % £ 5 : Maezawa (2019)
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(16)  Which pictures of himself did John __ think __ Mary __ saw __ __e? (cf. Huang (1993: 103))
(17)  getent. sty (e t.e)ty) = Which choice function does a property IT hold of?
(18) g Af.(C(John Ay.(T(f(pictures of himself) Ax.(y (v(Nthink

(x Ax".(C(Mary Az.(T(x" Ax".(z (o(x” Ax".(Vsee(x))))))))))))))

e —J7T. (19 TOSFMH CER = wh#H DK WAZEIC DPu BZEFHICHEAE I N,

(19) a.  *[Which pictures of Johni] does hei __ like __? (Lebeaux (2009: 37))
b. *[Which pictures of Johni] does hei __ think __ Mary __ has __? (Safir (1999: 597))
c. *[Which pictures of Johni] do you __ think __ hei __ likes __ best? (Ishii (1997: 329))

e —fiRfb e L TR0O)2XZITAND,

(20)  In a wh-interrogative construction, (a) one and only one A-copy of the wh-determiner hosts
an interpreted copy of its NP complement, and (b) one and only non-0 A-copy of the wh-
determiner hosts an interpreted copy of its NP complement.

* Maezawa (2019)IC 0 & (21)-(22) % R /&
o (20a)iX(22)D F MR 2 L E T TN 2,
« QU E T S OO IR i ok 1 18 pR O RE & TR
= g FUEPERE N 25 Do OEE IS DPun G ORI & 7 2,
(21) a. It is not the case that all features of an LI a are interpreted on every copy of a on its

chain; rather, every (interpretable) feature of « is interpreted on only one of the copies
of a, and its other occurrences are deleted.

b. A copy of a terminal T must have at least one feature to host a copy of a fragmentary
representation. (cf. Maezawa (2019: 284))
(22) a. wh = [q, CH, ¢, Case] b. [q, cH] = [Q] = Qe (et (s tnt))
c. [CH] = fuetye)=c d. [9] = quensn.m
e. [d] = xed(De) f. [Case]/[ ] = xe/fc (according to the context)

o 20b)iFE DX SICLTHEDILND ?
= O FM MBI LHE L OERINS
= fEFRRFEEZGKICE o TH & 5 aTHERMIICIEMEZ AL v,
(23) a.  [...[[®, Case] V[ 11] ...] b.  Ax.(... (x€d(De) [Ax".(N(x')) e n)t ...)
(24) a.  [...[[[d, Case] NP] [N [11] ...] b.  Ax.(... (x€P(De) NPeyy) [A (N(x))lcen)t ...)

» (2B)BELWVWET L JEO-AMET O MIBEEPEFCHERINDG Lo X DOME~D
DPuwn @ﬁ?‘%}tbl/fl\ 75§1'7E!'<§E é h %) o

(25)  Economy Condition on Reintegration
Every instance of reintegration must have some effect on the the representation that
contains its target. (cf. Maezawa (2019: 282))

(26) a. ... (b, X] ..., [ {[d, x] NP} b. [ x] ... m
Reintegrate | — OK A Reintegrate! — * ((25) violated)

3.22. HBERIC L 3RHMAE

* Hayashi (2023)D {2 %
o BT S A 0BG RMEE AF A o 72 b D, cf. Pesetsky and Torrego (2001 et seq.)
o HHt 5T & #8IY K (FormCopy, FC)IC & - CHIBIIG % .5 & & CHe it 5 452K = 1L 5,

c ZZTIH:DD xHRER NGO x FHLLEBEFGEZES LT ZD0EZSZRAEL &2,
(27) a. [Case:NOM] = [x:*Fin] b. [Case:acc] = [x:*Tr]

* FC: [Al— o % # (inscription) [ 1 7 B B4R % £ 53 2 BLAI (Chomsky (2021))
o FMHAL T FC: Omune (2023). i

(28) “Therefore the notion occurrence can be eliminated in favor of a rule FORMCOPY (FC)
assigning the relation Copy to certain identical inscriptions.” (Chomsky (2021: 17))
(29)  FormDefectiveCopy: FC can assign a Copy relation to some of the features that compose
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elements. (Omune (2023: 8))

s ZMEDOHNEHERICOVWTDZ ZTONRE
= HIFRPTREME L o H o XAl RATRERME X, () R I T FHIBRTIRE. (i) I
% F o T, Iz ICEREN B 23 Al RE,
1= fF & (Agree) | fE A A RE 3R 1 %2 B R

(30) a. F*a = (F, (*, a)); F:* = (F, (*)); F: = (F,)
b. N(F) = m.(3v.F=(n, v) v F=(n,))
C. V(F) = w.(In.(F=(n, v))) if Jw.(Im.(F=(m, w))); L, otherwise.
d. F(n, L) = (F.(FEL A Jv.F=(n, v)) if neK(L); L, otherwise.
e K@) = {x|3f.(V(H)=x A fel)}

s HEEEOERL: c BT 2B I N2 HICHELV2 [EE] LaTE RS kv,

(31) a. FORMCOPY(X, Y) can apply iff X c-commands Y and X2Y or X>Y.
b. a3B iff K(a)2K(B) A VNeK(B).F(N, a)>F(N, B)
c. azBiff M(a)=N(B) A V(B)=V(a) vV 0.V (P)=0v vV (V(B)=(N(B), (*))) A Jw.V(x)=w))

e 21a)® T CTHEAPERET 2 -0 1T —
o HOIWA R RNOKIHER? LM OW R RRTOMEICHEERTREEOHE LM T 2H/FH

(32) a. A union operation H(enosis) applies freely a fragmentary representation ¢ and a terminal
T contained in another fragmentary representation.
. H(o, 1): Substitute Label(p) with U(p, T).
. U(e, 1) = (T MICEK(r) A (L, n)e1) v (CeK(Label(Q)) A L&K(r) A (L, n)€Label(0))}, if
V0.((0eK(t) A 0eK(Label(p)) — F(0, T)3F(0, Label(0))); L, otherwise.

o "HURINZHMEIZ, HOHKAEMH O, HRUERICS 2 FZ EoEEzMATE 2,
(33) Let C(¢) = {e|Copy(e, e)}. If F=(N(F), (*, _)), H and Reintegration refers to MAXSPEC(F) =
w.(VgeC(F).(V(¢)=v A YheC(F).g>h).

* Dun D x FHEEFHITHMMECHRNI NS,
o DPur DISTERED BBl — x EHE R v i il T nRiE b v, 1 (0b)DEH,

(34) a. NS: {opetey, {Whia, e, o5, 1, Nio: 1, Wh (gremromex} )
Agree | | Agree
b. NS: {whiy, cn, o221, (D, {vretr, {whien, o5, x1, (Nio#1, wh 1}}}1})
FC
c. || {vreste1, {whieors, x=1, (Vio=1, wh 1}}}, {whi, c*q::*x/ x1 {0
FC | | H
d. | {oreme, {whios, x4, (Nio=1, wh (1}, {whig, en, ox, oo, {2}

s Wi RTOMEZTH L, X NDOFEMKICHEDE THERRNOER 2P

(35)  Label Split (LS)
The label € of a fragmentary representation g can split into €1 and €2 such that VFee.((Fee:
A Feer) v (Feer A Feen)): (i) Duplicate 0: ¢ — 01, 02; (ii) Deletion applies to f(e1) and [(e2),
where [(a) is the sister of a, so that [(e1) and [(e2) are compatible with the feature
composition of &1 and ez, respectively.

o Wi KR & R (/BEEE) RN & T RE /S EE R R 1 o it
o FAUREEFICTERE/E KT WM {o, (B, v, I — Kaa), (BB, (Y, Y), 1)
o XA b 7n B REE & REE O I {((a,a), ((BB), LV, Y), I — (o dB Ay, 1 {e B AY, D
o JBREM R B L MREAL: (o, B, v, -1 {a, B, v, 1) = o, B 1y, 1) Ja By ..])

(36) Z/D-Split: /P-split applies to convert a fragmentary representation g to an ordered pair
of syntactic/semantic and morphological/phonological representations (g, /o/):
a. every t€£(p) is duplicated to form (7, T);
b. for every relevant pe £(f(Label())), the agreeing features contained in u(Label(p)) are
copied onto u(p);
c. for every re£(p), o(q) and u(q) are separated to form a ordered pair (a, /a/), preserving
its internal structure;
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d.

4. o

for every qe€£(0), u(r) is replaced with a phonological form according to its feature
composition,

where £(a) = {{|f is a terminal contained in (that is, terminal term of) a}, and o(x) and p(x)
are the first of second members of a terminal ordered pair k, respectively.

s ZBHFE =0 R+ x RUE+ERERE TFENE o
cwFERecomEETRECTEI NG,

37) a.
(38) a.

Op =[w, d:*x, x:] b. [w] = AP.P
[the] = [0, w] b.  [q]=1[: w] c. [IM=[y, vl

41. NP#HY LFHR0EH
s BEEMBEEXRLH: (1a)

(39) a.
b.

C.

NS: {Opiw, ¢:*x, x:1, {John}} —Transfer—

NS: {vy=1r1, {OPlo, o5, 1, {Vpleas-1¢:1, Oplers=se}}} || {Opiw, ¢+, x1, {John}}
T Agree Agree —X/D-split+Linearize—

NS: {Opiw, e 71, {D, {vne*1el, {Opie o3, x21, (Vpleas-o1, Optil}}} || {Optw. o xi1, ({Johm}, {Johm})}

o (40): B6d)DTEREMEE ZZ 1 b N7z 72, OpP @M% Op 121X (36a—c)d i X 178\,
%l (-n) b X;ﬁ-liﬁ LIiC3ERERMICEI S v, (36d)1k (36a—c) DA THEIEICHH S %,
= ZOBMCTIIFEIZESZ LNk,

= A% Op %ﬁ%tf%@ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ LR /ERERIC TN S,

(40) Every step in (36a—d) must have some effect on Label(g) but can apply vacuously to the
other terminals.
a. NS: {Opio, x1, {D, vie1a}} || {vixete), {Opios1, (Vpleas-to=1, Opii}}}, {Opiw, ¢x, v, {{Johnl, {John})}
FC
b. [ {CrxFiny, {D1s, . o=, 1, {T, {v, {Nbe, {Di1, {Opiw, v, {a, {Neas-, {Opr1, CHIIIIL
[ H~({C, {D, {T, {Op1y, {D, {vix=1s1, {Opio=s1, {Npleas-, Opri}iHH, /to Vpleas-v/),
[| {Opiw, &+, 1, ({John}, {John})} —Z/D-split+Linearize—
c. | {Crxriny, {Dig, @, o5, w1, {T, {0, {Vbe, {Dr1, {Opiw, x1, {a, {Neas-, {Opr1, CH}1,
I ' /Reintexgrate ' /Re‘z'ntegmte
I [ (i, {D, {T, {Opty, {D, {v1x=re1, {Oprers, {Vpleas-, Opuliiih, /to Vpleas-v/)]
I (D5, w, ¢:*2, xFiny, {John}}, /Johnyow/
d.  |{Cuerin, {{D1, o, 5, wiml, {John}}, /Johnwew/), {T, {v, {Nbe, {Dr1, {Opiw, x1, {4, {Neas-, {Opr1,
" <{{CV {{D/ {TF {Qpﬁ 1, {DV {v[XT*TT]]f {QPM:*&L {{\lpleag‘v ©P[ ]}}}}}}HHV /{tQ VPH@@SEZ}/>}}}}}}}}}}
€. " <{C|[X3*Fm]]a HDWr w, ¢p:*x], {]th}}i {Tl’ {vﬂ {\ibei {D[ 1 {QP[@» x*1, {aﬂ {’\/@aS:ﬂ {QPH;: {CV {Di {Tﬂ
I {Opt1, {D, (o121, {Opies1, {Vpleas-, Opr1}}I11IIHINN, [John is Veas-a to pleas-v/)
o HICX Y, FMITHEAINAZ TCEEDD O x EMofil 6 FM%x OpP DM ICHiF.

o MiZED TC £FED DL L K 72 o /- OpP=DP % F i FFBAL & I Bt

= NP 5>

FEWRR - EREERNIC EFEEMLE RIS,

" NP # 0 B R
o fHSCHIC OpP O EEIZHE - — Feff CHE X D [l Z2 7 #ll,

(41)

Pictures of Johni are hard for himi to like. (Munn (1994: 403))

- HHEEMREZHE D F: (3a)

(42) a.

S: {Opiwl, {Djohn, vpx*1r1}}
|| {vixtr1, {Opros, x4, (\like-1o:1, Op[ 11, {Opiw, ox, x4, {{... himself}, {... himself})}
|| FC | 4 5o
NS: {Opiwl, {Drohn, vix*1r1}}
I {ore=te1, {OPpiose, x+1, (Nlike-o1, Opri}},
[| {Opio=s x=1r1, {{pictures of himself},)}, {Opiw), {, {pictures of himself})}
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o HITX Y. o DI EOEE O x FMEDE%E OpP @B F ICHI T,

0 OpP DR x FHOME% 22, G6d)BHEHTE R WD, NP I EZRE I R,

o LS T XY OpP % 22150 E]: MiEE Op ORIE O BHRE R % ¢ - x FBER. WEERTRE o FH
HREE,

(43) . {Op1a), {(C, {1} =
a. e (((AP.P)ietyietyy NPety)(ety (Ax(C(...)))ery)2  (Type mismatch)
b. e (((AP.P)(iety.ty NPiety)ety (A(C(...))ur)?  (Type mismatch)

(44) a. NS: {Opiwl, {Djohn, vix*11}}
| {orxte, {Oprors w1, (Vlike-1o 1, Opt 11}, | ({Opiges xy, {... himself}},) )
Reinteqrate | {Opiel, (; {... himself})}

b. NS: {Op[(n], {D]ohn, U[)G*T_l‘]}}

I {oreere), {{{Opigss, xo1, {... himself}},), {Vlike-o1, Opt1}}}, {Opiay, (, {... himself})}

FC

D[Y/ w, ¢*x, X:¥], {Tr {'U, {\/ber {D[ 1, {OP[“’]/ {a/ {\/hard'r {OP[]/ for}}}}}}}}}}/
H /({for, {John, {T, {Opie, {D, {vix=re1, {{Opio=s, {... himself}}, {Vlike-o=1, Opr i1},
[for John to like/),

| {Opiey, (, {... himself})} —X/D-split+Linearize—
d. | {Cix:Einl, {Diy, @, 9=x, x4, {T, {v, {\be, {Dr}, {Opi«y, {a, {Vhard-, {Opr1, foriHHH,

Reintegrate eintegrate
" | {er/ {]I@hnr {[Ti {Qp[wli {D/ {{U[xz*Tr]/ HQT@MML {““ himg@ﬂﬂ}, {\lﬂﬁkeﬂf
I | /for John to like/) | | (D, o, ¢x, xFiny, /... himself/) |

o NP DEHKERZ &L OpP 0ER: MDA BIEALE ICHF A,

o NP OJERERIR % & & OpP D #:
s HICX YV FEHID 2L x BHEOME & 0 HFMEZ2ERS,
s FHIDICEMBESFELLL A, Bba-d)ZEHI NS, = NP 3 FEKEEELZE S,
» EHIERERECHRGINS,

e NP O EMKIRNZMHS Op oE&IX, FHIMEICD HHGAIRE: ZOfET x ZESERI N5,
(45) a. {... Opix1 ... Opr1 ... {vierzsl, {Oprora ... JH, {Opiw, o2 x1, (L], {001)}

| *FC______ ) H
b. {.. OPpt .. OPII .. {o1ete), {OPIoea ), | UOPm {eeckh) b {OP10, 01, (1 }))
Reintegrate |

s HEF OB O BHEEIIAFAIEE: (7a)
T IXHNICZ D 2 D HEFAOEEIIFEL &\,

e TCEXEDEKTITHBEELRAHE: (8a)
o JEAKME CIT (46) D i & BEIRF R B AE

(46) a. John’s friend
b. {{D[é, w, d:*x, x:1, {{D 9, w, G:*y, x:] {IOhl’l}}, S[x:*Poss }}, {f]f'lel’ld}}

C [THE] = APwx.P(a), where « is of any type.
d (([0T tety, oy (I sTeetetn([0T<([John]ety))e)ety)<([friend] e t))e, where ¢ = ((e,t),e).
o B % &L DP - NP % &8 OpP DR E 23, CXVFEMD D x REDMEE 6 FRMEXES,
o FTHIHEVHREOMFICHKG I L, HERS Bfmé OpP=DP 2 £ Hi FFEME ICHKG I N 5,
FC
(47) a. [ {CreFint, {Ds, @, ¢x, x1, {T, {..., {Dr1, {Oprey, {a, {Neas-, {Opr1, CHI.. 1,
|| M
" {Op[w, ¢:*x, x:1, <{ffi@md}, {ffi@md}>}, {D 0, w, d:*x, x:1, <{h@, VS}, {h@, i8}>}
b. [ {Cre+Fint, {Ds, @ ¢ x#1, {T, {..., {Dr1, {Oprey, {a, {Neas-, {Opr1, CHI.. 1L
I {D1s, w, gx, x=+rin, ({friend}, {friend})}, | ({Dis, o, ¢, x#5iny, {he’s}}), [his/) |
f Reintegrate |
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C. " {C[x:*Fin], {D[é/ w, ¢, X:*, {T/ {/ {D[ Iy {Op[“’]/ {ﬂ, {\/eas-, {OP[]/ C}}}}}}}}}/
| {{iDrs, w, ¢:#x, x:*Finy, {he, ‘s}}, /his/), ({friend}, {friend}))}

d. | {Crx#kint, {D1s, w, 026 x*1, {T, {..., {D11, {Opiey, {a, {Neas-, {Opr1, CHIH... 11,
[ ‘L\Reintegmte
I | ({{D, . ¢, xFin, {he, ‘s}}, {friend}}, /his friend/) ]

o WDIHFCOHMERIRETN D = BRAES

(48) (([OT¢cety.er([friend]en))s (['slte et (hee)) e, t))c (et),0))?
I Mismatch ,

oﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ@Op@@@%%%aLTE%ﬁDP@%%ﬁf@ﬁm BTERVDOP?
=" (49)D X O K OFF{E = 254 DP O #gikld TC O IRA D FHiICE o &1 D A Al fe,

(49) Lexical items (= simplex syntactic objects (50s)) must subject to Merge as soon as possible
to form complex SOs.
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