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DIRETEEe LT A% B i SRR T

K% ST

W E: AXLLSREEMFEIEEE (RT) RET SHEA AL, EERELNER R
FTRAT ARG EEMIARFHEFERARAR, TEEFETHEAL. BERSATERLZ
B LM BN CP B A P A, 8 4MAKREwmME, 2844 (IS) SA MR E /L
&6 FAEL L, EET EMAER LA E. HRERBERX A EASEL B BT
R D RIEF . 1B GIEFRHER ST, FHEREDRERLS, EHANAE LR
CPiZE MR, B AR KIEAR | B EMBERARNN O 23— MARA— AL H—ERLHNED XK,

KR BESM; AR, FikBER; Bo; ThREM
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% A [Topic — it B /Comment J2 3 JZ2 45 #4 1 3 A 15 74 ¢ & ( Chomsky,
1965: 221) , XAIRIZZEIFE—IB R MR CR AT BZEH, AT
DA 2540 Sy B Rl R R 454 o 175 R A A4 ) B F bR e — . 1) S
B35 & Top-S Al e MR S B S B i A2 3 NP 5 8 / £ SUR#AIE (topic/
focus features ) MirlZE LEX 5| Ak Z (1 #2866 % (Inclusiveness ) J&t
W, 4y)E LFIPF 420 15 BURIFE fiER I8 T B.45#0 )= (Jackendoff, 2002) . 7E
FAEFE (RT; Williams, 2003: 30) Hr, 3581 H (5 S48, A F W
SR REISE S

5 R FNE S R RV DA G A0y A0 5 o A R R RN AL A1
5o DUBEIEH S MAEMANE S, AR T A s 5 0 B . A RLE
SRR IE 5 2R B M S A XA R -

(1) a MRIE S SHLR; BIEER;
b. AEMITIE F o kbR —BEARID A% + — BRI ARt (F
JEIT)
ERE T FE AU EAEEIE T ORZ5900 2 ) /2 Warlpiri 5 (Hale,
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1981; Jelinek, 1984) , #ftn T -

(2) a. Ngarrku-ngku ka wawirri panti-rni
Man-gre  aux Kangaroo hit-yonest ‘The man is hitting a kangaroo’
b. Wawirri ka panti-rni ngarrka-ngku
c. Panti-rni ka ngarrka-ngku wawirri
d. Panti-rni ka wawirri ngarrka-ngku
e. Wawirri ka ngarrka-ngku panti-rni
f. Ngarrka-ngku ka panti-rni wawirri

Bk T Bl i [ 5 S B ) A SE —ANIRBS A B L (RO AUX, ), Walpiri
WHAVE 6 FhATRERYIAY . FIEINE . ARZES > Shia FIBRE R (DP) |
HITF IR AShRiC AR E Walpiri i i BE. ARYE Mereu (2009) , AJik T fi By F 7
T EETS E454 (information structure, fRiFR 1S ) M E R B B 5 5 326
JEO) (3a) , 3 A AR RIS S B R (3b) .

(3) a. g0 . Joxg / ARZELL / FilE BIBEA E / CRfE R

b. tE AR VEEI . 1B B EEE B TR R B .

M Choi (1999) , FERIFINS oA s A I B PERRAE s TTAT o) 2K A5 32 8RN
FERAE AR AR BB MERE . DUE RO 0 05 B i 208, /NVap i 2kl m)
DARAE R 34X BER Y (i) ghial V e o iRl 2R VP Rk A BT AR
IRIGZERY)Z U i) JEHTZ (AN IPITP )« X hy 5 shinl iy BA S S e S e
TR OO, FudiEds A —BCME e e RRtE s i) 54 (hd)) 1) C°
JER (A CP) « A IIBEIER PO, AAEET 32 A MR R I BE ] |
KR FIEE ST o

WhAWE {5 B E RE AT B TR ) T ROV AL, SR AT B
RV

—. LSS REM IS
1 &R A BN

TR AR v A A B A2 B 1 i B s AR B R R CP-IP Y
#RA2, BP Top; [ cp Optie. | o ToARICHIE B G54 25 Ml—7K A8 (theme-rheme )

O & GBEXT, HAEK RSN E— X" 4. VP, IP, CP, % Pollock (1989 ) ¢33
AT, IP A — 2P B, BANE T A£FE) A% ERE MR R AL E 4
Mz, Agr, T, Asp,
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JPH. RifE/NVaE (A5 ) BREE AER, YRR e 5 E S iEH
KRB, WA A (Lambrecht, 1994 ) .

XA CO R IR IIF I R B — X B R T /NI 24 (R -IP) i
17 % (C° ¥ KONTIREH OIBY HURARIE ) o SRR S, &F A
NAEIA 4T BEIMANOC R . R S oy o A/ A S A
P A1 G A SHRE ST . Ze a6 (LD) &g 3= AR ic i F-BE (Frey,
2004 ) . TEBEE AT LGS I A D RETE B AL Spec-CP. TE RIS A4 AR s 45
Bapilbg

(4)a TopP b. FocP
XP op’ ZP oc’
ToP° YP Foc’ WP
XP= M YP= il ZP=fE WP= Tk

LR AR AT Db, fERUER - RIATERYE (Exhaustiveness ) . Uil
XL (Féry & Krifka, 2008) . £ i b7k xS A5 875k AT
AT O B TTBGE SIS WCO 235 b i A’ KRB B R E
A’ RAERT 53 00 B A A i ) R RS S AR BRI A ZYHR, KA BIR AR

(5) a. ?*Who does his mother really like t ( =vbl ) ?

b. Bill, who his mother really liket (=nc) ...

Ak, wh- il 4b T 2230 A (LP) R T4 & 78 Q- Blia] i J 15 8¢ 5 QP Y
(Cable, 2006 ) . # 4 Platzack (2001) , ik J1 19 Force® 25 £/ M4
SHEMN A FRARRRE [(WH] , BI[+WH] & [-WH ], J& [WH ] F#ER
SRR RO BRI W JChRIC 2 B T Ay A ORI (0 PR o /) o i A A
WAL TR a) i C (che) ZJ& (..V [cp Lroce Che ] oo [roppeee [rocpee [1pees Lopeen [
veee ] 111 1) MAEARRRE A AT C (di) ZHi:

(6) a. Credo che [ il tuo libro ] +,,, loro lo apprezzerebero molto

I-think that [ +fin | the your book them it will-appreciate much
‘1 think that they will appreciate your book very much’
b. Credo di [ il tuo libro | 1, apprezarlo molto
| think that [ -fin | the your book appreciate-it much
‘1 think that they will appreciate your book very much’

Aboh (2004 ) My&EEHEL RV PEAE Gbe (Kwa) 151 C RGEWHFE T F
RUFNAE 8 . X C- RGN Z ERG LA SGh FHR-IE [ EF | ORI A - B3¢
WRN A A HET
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(7) a. The man to whom [ generosity ] r,,, they could never grant
b. [ On the table | 1,,, which saucers are you going to put ?

B ]S B A SF RS . wh- R B >Top $548F >wh- BERI BT
BiE B AR U FocP TAb T vP B Ze 1 5. Belletti (2009: 171, 207) &
JE T /NVAJNWPIVP- S 5/ AN CP eih P47, Thae B R TS SR,
JEA EBA [ 1o TOP [ por FOC [ 105 Top..oP | ] T 1A% (82) o #KHfE Rizzi (1997,
2000 ) #i1 Platzack (2009 ) (4 C B(Z i F45, 4t wh- Aj=CRYZ5H (8b) -

(8) a. TopP b. FocP

FocP who;
TopP
vP

A5t (left-periphery; LP) BbRESH N INREB G (9a) o L5 ETHEL
( Chomsky2008 ) #il Rizzi (2004 ) 25l K177k 22105 | IR G 45 MIBESE, X
LD A9 D 3 R S3 (R) )E i SO S (9b)
(9) a. Force Top* Int Top* Foc Mod* Top* Fin IP (Abels, 2012. 231)
b. &b FiEB AN A (LP) W) =@V L5 AN 4544 ( conceptual
structure, &FK CS RAF ) AIXTRLUER] T F- R0 %555 HARRE X I 5
F AR T B 4548 1S 1% TETIRE TOPIC, 1fif TOPIC X i
23] CS FrmAs s (i8It ) .

PF 5 H 0y £8 A7 n] S BIME & 45 48 & ¢ 4K 15 % B (von Fintel, 2004:
411) . PO ARSI B ZARE R S oA AR E . XHE B a8t E X
FIIE 3R O 28 LA B R A £ s A B )35 2 WL Schwabe &Winkler (2007 ) o i4fs
Ko (2006) , ®h[EERHIBESERF A’ - B, MIGE wh- JIEX A - B
U

(10) a. John-un [ Mary-ka mwues-ul mek-ess-ta-ko | malhay-ss-ni?

John ;o Mary yom What acc atpastpecc SaY-pasto
‘What did John say that Mary ate?’
b. Mwues-ul; John-un [ mary-ka t; mek-ess-ta-ko | malhay-ss-ni?
What scc John_rop Mary yom €ateastoec SaY-pasto
‘What did John say that Mary ate?’

ZE AR 8 Top, #5050 Foc FRIEAT Q FrEEE FH5NAIF (IM) KR
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R TR S BN, AR CP (£) MAiES (FE EiEmY &
) WA G ER A WP s 5L (Gallego, 2010: 143) . VP GGk ] Hh 3l ia) i i
F5h & CP 1 5hY Spec-TopP #ES 2k ( Funakoshi, 2014 ) .

2. M5 FReiE % DP

T A 1S X FRE T By i) AR TR OO, VR R s TCE DPs (R
#hsE some man; ZHOLFJCE DPs three men) 32448 (Frfs ) / Sessii
B (de Swart, 2001; Endriss, 2009: 6) , flanLl T s &1L DPs fIXTEL

(11) a. Jedes Pferd hat ein [ HINdernis | . passiert.

every horse hasa obstacle passed. ‘Every horse has jumped over
some obstacle.’
Vv x [ horse (x) — 3y [obstacle (y) A jump-over (x, y) | |
b. Jedes Pferd hat 1 [ EIN Hindernis ] ; passiert.
every horse has one obstacle passed ‘Every horse has jumped ( over )
some obstacle.
3y [obstacle (y) AV x[horse (x) ) — jump-over (x, y) ] ]
(11a) HYTCE DP ein HINdernis 15215 i &, AR  (11b) ITTE
DP HYBRETES R B ET, SEF EIN Hindernis 19 58 B, 28 WUV AE X} L i
PR, Frey (2005) 25 T #8372 FP sl BsE A B . (i)
iifi /& EPP ( HH Spec-CP J:fii A= plenyinl i gn es (it) s ) 5 (i) @t #&ah,
Yifiies XP #3)% Spec-CP (/M4 551 MLC ) o TR ZE 1 A HILEHE R -
(12) [pC" [ komp Kontr’ [ g Fin’ [ 1 Topic” ... ] ] ] ] (Endriss,
2009 )

545 [ +topic ] A ) 32 3% DP I A% B0 40 J2 45 (F B4 25 (4 74 B 2 37
Suarez, 2004: 122) . fEE A A B = E R ARIe, (HaAFsh.
— T, A A HARIER e DPs ATAE A 28U BRAE A2 RV

(13 ) Seinen Doktorvater, den hat jeder Linguist zuerst angerufen.
his supervisor, RP has every linguist first rang-up
‘Every linguist called up his supervisor first.’

A AR LAY B R A ATAE UG T RIS . AU . BEOEH T
7€ DPs., &84 frimin) A S k584 13A] (einige N / several N ) J&&4& (4 = i 7],
H A Ensh sesl, Hpitias i QNP IR sk :

(14) a. T EIN Pred, das hat die Bananen gefressen.
Some horse, RP has the bananas eaten. ‘Some horse has eaten the
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bananas.’
b. 7 Mindestens drei/ ” Mehr als zwei pferde, die haben die Bananen
gefressen.
at-least three/more than two horses RP have the bananas eaten
c. *Kein pfred, das hat die Bananen gefressen.
no horse RP has the bananas eaten
d. *Hochstens drei/* Wenige/* Fast alle Pferde, die haben die bananen
gefressen.
at-most three/few/almost all horses RP have the bananas eaten
e .*Jedes/* Fast jedes Pferd, das hat die bananen gefressen.
every/almost every horse, RP has the bananas eaten.
AR T 2 [ A ) — AR T B R A2 R T i AR ER (collective )
fl AN s, M TCE DP N AJRE AR IX RS i s ARSI oG il 1 5571
HBLASR R ] FE8, (wide intermediate scope ) o X EERFAR ] TEdgiiE e “E
A— UL AR ff R, ERUA T AT RIS T A i S, ORI T ik
AT H B —U S5, B 8] S 7R i A T R—1d I 54 19 35t IR A
FAAE, B niE .
(15) a. # Alle Pferde habn alle rennen gewonnen, diean T Elnen tag
stattfanden.
All horses had all races won that at one day took-place
*All horses won all races that had taken place on one day.’
a’. # ‘there was a particular day which was such that all horses won all
races on that day.’
b. Von allen pferden wurde berichtet, sie hatten alle Rennen gewonnen,
die an
Of all horse was reported they had all races won that at
T Elnem Tag stattgefunden hatten.
one day taken-place had
‘Al horses were reported to have won all races that had taken place on
one day.’
b’. “for each horse there was one day such that it was reported that the
respective horse had won all races of that day.
(15a) WyiF e (1587 ) ARGE, MAE (15b) Hhifi Afi A FR-E—Ui W]
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ZEF 5. berichten (to report) ZJ5, & 1A Elnen Tag (one day ) #tn] LA
JRaa R 11708 S O = I B 125 A S A 3 £ S R oA = S R NG U N (Z ¥ i
FHUR AT LIARE e (pREL ) Sl E
(16) a. [ ,» No man, hates [ ,» a woman [  he, went to school with ] ] ] .
b.3f[ =3 x[man (x) ~hates (x, fx (woman_x_went_to_school
with) ) ] ]
ST IREMHEAIRAL (16b) A755RYFL{H ( Schwarz, 2001) s A#ik (16a)
B EAB A, T £ eR B0 T RE(E48( domain ) BR il 21 7] iy 4% sf5 BS54 ( Endriss,
2009: 277) ¢, Wik, WTLAIEGGRIATE A A DIAE SR (T SR A
Namely his girlfriend from school Skiffk ) . AL AU AT/E DP BB R/~ 1E,
WA LIFE LF A8 2 DP (931 Spec-D, #RA5gutdifie © (9kiEC, 2013) .
G Kenney (2012) , 43Kl Creole i ()4 Fx i) evri 5JCE won, som [r] 4
W every 5 a (n) Fl some (H B, AT HTHAL5 R X A9%0E NPs, Jt
NP TR Modg,, 7 9 26 i1 B0 B e A5 21 2k i 1) DP 35 8L e g S 4 25
4 : I:TOpP [TOp' Top V' % [ wose L oot Modg; X...... 1111),
EBFHIR, 15 SR (IRAEE ) DL R PREIER T8 LEAL N <e,
<e, t>> ik DP MUiRgiE B .
3. M LM BT e T M4
F (T ) —UERHZE R A] TR AR R — T A A AR R R R, RPZ5 41k
& (Gundel, 1989; Krifka, 2003) . £ 5—T7 St 4544 Fl 32 8 —150 B 54 v
1757 B AL BRAIE AL, . S In] e F e —Ud A5 P AR i — 1 e ah i anfer 5.5
A LASR VR IR 2 RAR ph AR — 1 S A 2 (Jacobs, 1984) , i WLANTR 34T
(17) a.-Who (m) did Bill criticize?
- [ Bill ] ; [criticize [John] ] ¢
b. -What did Mary’s youngest brother do?
- [ Mary’s [ youngest | (brother ] ; [ criticized John ]
FR— USRS <co, B>TXS, o 22U, B 2T, W#H
#AT S A R, BHIE T (1l ASSERT ) A 81—k ] 45

@ AAER M= [, [ ,peveryman] v [, hates [ ,, one woman he went to school with ] ] ] ] &,
B ety g0 f, ST £ B4 . no man hates the woman f assigns to him. ( Endriss, 2009. 278) .

(@ (i)a [ [ Everyboy],” sfather ] thinks he; is a genius. b. ? [ o, The father of [ every boy 1, ]
thinks he; is a genius. (ia) £ #& 25 %; m & (ib) ¥, $i54275 [ o every boy | % DP &5 i1 R45 3,
A A GHIAKIE he, T 53249 %,
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FIVERIE TG, S3iE S UL Krifka (2003 ) myZ# M S A A1 X oabr. AR
4L TopP A1k sS4k FocP iR JCHI K AE CP 3 iEH 71 (Haegeman, 2006:
37) o FMIEEAMC T HETERMCAE ARG, EA (EE) | MR RS ER
A LLE TFRIAME DS 1S @R CP BB Acih Bt . 8/ 15 i 2 A5 B o .
FEA)E RS VST SRR TS 2 AT AT n] DA T A& s R AL B G &R
WA YA
(18) a. AP ¥, et 1.
b. MBI+, =77 FAERA T KRE,
c. ARANGEMT, AHRAATR . (fafoeg, 2007: 284)
(18a) =i (LP) Spec-CP i &) “HFE; ¥ #RahA V “%g” A™
B AOIE SRR R SR IR O HE S A TBEERY J7 i, wh- BE RIS F C°f WH |
Wk, KAEMIAM C° [REL | #A&, FHBHLFHE [ TOP | ¥k F/8iF2 515 Spec-
CP fii# ( Culicover, 2009) , mJykHfe gt 8 Kmpik -CS i —15 8451 (1S)
ERPOY e S7N (1
(19) a. CP
Spec
DP/[TOP] C°

P

AR 7,
DP
R T t;
b. TP
DP P P
%@%% ﬁ@»@ﬂ%ﬁwi
: Asp/ T /VP

. % V> DP e
Cs: % % (Agent: 29, % o)
IS Topic*

(18b) HY IR T SARIERIATR T WA R T e R
BB F7 WBERIESGETT: (18c) i “SRE” B “A” AXER, i “4”
U AR SORERI S A ., A B AR T SRR R, A5 1Y I
A" A IR IAE IR E . AR “HICHE” (RD) 5 “IRArHEE”
38
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(DD) B#AHX, 1B FREMEZZR “L-tmid” WEE. 158N
J5 (taxonomic ) AR P AAAR AR B T etk 2 GRS LA K ) i -5 ARE A T A 114 X
NEFR . W A S5 S (SD) i A (RS ) SHESL5H CS A (B
T FEAEXT N S

Pan&Hu (2002 ) iEHE T P& (dangling) =ML K F R0 A i oS /
A AN . R TR R A th Q BT, BIAE fuiE L ML (=
P GF ] 2% 58 ) (5Ki% 3C, 2006 ) o 3G 8 A SRR (v A2 it AT DUE AR 2R
AJAM S e T DA SR

(20) BEAERE K, BEAELRRNE, B5MHREE. ( (GE) )

BARIEN T O ARG o W, JER T ARES IR KA C R
WNE “WFE L o AMLE S SN AR IE BUE N (anaphora) , 54
DMRIRE S ( BORU . RTEER, 2013: 24)

AL AR S7 — X+8 [ LY.L ] (AR, 1996: 247) o DUHE
TS . 1EIE S AY (discourse-oriented ) 1B, ZFE TR ERZ . D4
7 ST 2 () T R A M AR B R 2 i) . AEDGE T, IR RRIE ZA )T
oA, e T 5 BAERNC RS R s EEE . A W U NV S R E R
JE NPs B/ IValIE G ditet . 5 atet 2 o TR F/IMag (TP, CP) B, 15
U K RE T AN IR N ( [114E anaphoric 1S cataphoric ) Ps, J&i%4Lik
AL AR G5, R BB 73 O [0 9 T R A AT T R TR A S e ™
WA IR B A BN, JeA im0 T T AURE v Ab EE A L
A MR REREE R A N EEER Y S A S H R 2 AW 1 s sy
5 {@i, .., @n}.

=. DegiERSE4M/NEER

A LLTR BfE CIQAP 2 ARG AN & i Re. CPiEEL (KAL)

@ (i) (a) 4, 35AAR2Z, (b)0 R RILFMELEELE,, (c)0 WA #HE BB,
(d) 4 KERIEOIASE ZIEIE 2 T 838 —IR, (e) 23 ARIJUAA AT Oy R @ o) B A% —H——
HAar e, () 0 B4z Mz,

(ii)a @, —#F@E, b. ZART FRAHTHE, c. 0, 22 A#2EHRTEE, d O, B
EITHEE,

(i) Al AALERS]F (a) - (¢) #EAA (e) - () AR HAE. (i) 0 (a) -
(b) WA aTd54
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SRR, P (RFF) A 5EEMIRTTL . Butler (2005) R XA BE
HFE SGEE, YIE SRR CP R MRy Rin 0, SHHEE WP SR
M. CPIZEMEAT THMUEEL, WA T R atalHE g, Rk TIH5E
(B HE > ( J4{BLT Reichenbach, 1996: 288 (1 i 4 A= (4 mta] ) , 4 A 4n
B IR A HT AL e A NV ZE R TP (IP) Fi CP Z A B FAT, W
FRAT 5 SO BB i e R BE (VP, TP) 1A, #BH I8 (v, t; tP X
AQrSP) &4, HMEAA DIfei At CP kA £ i), XUEBZSMERI T . 4
JCE DP MAJEE AR XARAT Sa I HARSE— > Lor Ge il iS5 7 I6F, 3 B A1 v 8] 9
5 (wide intermediate scope ) ( Al “BEFEREL” CH (f) ASEBYAF7ESET ] /
B3I fAf) .
(21) a. Bill put the car into the garage.
b. C

)
t/P\TP

SITUATIONs "\

T [ +PAST | CP
PN

ds WP
~
v VP
SITUATION/;
Bill put the car into the garage
¥k CP J& Diesing (1992 ) RyMLE iy ALeti, Spec-CP 2y {ikis vp-VP
U IRTRIA IS SR AR i, W AR TCE NPs (FHRAFIEIT ) & LT 1
TEEH] . A48 DPs (FAF S BIITHE ) A2 I (33 SO8US (bijective ) BRI ) |
HMEF] P SMiE . Diesing (1992) BB (MH) J& A T FEFR Iz 5 5
N HEE . 7E Butler LT, X —Aih—i8 LU 5837 ((modus operandi )
JE ARG, THBU—Z5HISh (22) . Butler (2004) iU 1 42 2= A e i
[ FIIARTE B, IRIEBE N (23¢) -
(22) }P

N
| PredP
0P~ Pred’

STUATIGN Dp

(23) a. Bill has invited Juliet.
b. [ [pBill [ tppast [cp [perfP have [ perepspast [ oo [ winvite Juliet ] ] 11111 ]
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C. Cp
7 %
vhdve TP
SITUATIONg
T-ed VP

N ‘ ,
tinvite Juliet  ( SITUATIONG 425 (i) 2 Bt f] )

7E Belleti (2004 ) JLAfi 414324 COMP ( ForceP-ToP-FocP-FinP ) 7 ]34
MHEBR CP 2, 42/ M A BUEBSH (NAMAS) |, BIRFFHB P I
AT B CP AT 220, thBGA YU FEIRE) (isomorphic) ,  (22) BYZ5HEH]
k255248 ( Drubig, 2007: 42 ) . TopP-FocP [4%1]7E COMP Fl INFL #7£7E
Drubig (2007 ) i F#f M Pol . AEAANE H f1 F VB M IESEERE COMP&INFL [y
WG . Butler € TR sURIBRMERI S L, Mt Pol i THRTEEL TP 2. MM
T CP (4 FocP ) R, iR T FiE, AEMAMEE, HSEMUHKR,
BT AR AT (24a) 5 M Pol (755 Neg ) 7ERT]1E B TP sl iRk
EBGES, WS ERI (NP &4 ©, RIEL (24b) .

(24) a. JOHN didn’t invite Mary. ( someone else did )

b. We can’t always not invite any neighbours.

etk Pol (&) nlHIAEATAT B (6045 DP) , fuffamallifiBe CP ( 5Xf
FfE S ), BFI) TP sifRiEEE AspP (MBI 2 SRR M iR ) o T
S HTAAS S 9. Cormack&Smith (2002) #& T ALA A 1451 F 51 (25) , X
— ST A A N 1 E) must &may/can AR (27) -

(25) NECroor>Neg>POSSgoor

(25) Tk TAEREBEE RO R FIBSF],  “DMRIRER” > &g > “1f
REARARLS”

(26 ) a.You must not/mustn’t do that.

b. You may not/can’t do that.
(26b) 1) may 7E TN PR 2 #E Ik R T 75 22 . Butler 7€ can 7515 & H &

O BAAAEMME POl (Fr) iF) REEM (RELE)

(i) You can’t just not have (not) been (not) doing it.

k4% Citko (2014; 119) , DP &R AL 2 #A (NPI) 40434 DP A #F 344 (QR) ,
Fe@EE AR (PE)

(ii) [ pp NO student from a/any foreign country ] was admitted.

fo (i) 7= £ B A5,
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may 1) 51 T 4 suppletive )JEZ. (25 )2 H TS FIT & 4R E S i MEFRE 5
TERLA T AL A B SR ROCR b, AA7E DT W 2R -
(27) a INRBESRYEREOR TARRES ;b NS RO T2
PR AR DT 07 P it R 4 1 G T
(28) You might could see Uranus. ( tATHEE Epistemic M > ARAZS Root M )
(29) a. John must have already left.
b. John must have left yesterday. ( Epistemic>PAST )
fE (28) B350 (multi-modals ) A, MBS LR could 7EINR
BN might B2 N APk 2k o it 1T EEaAES . (29b) itk
AR T A S AR A TRV AR SR T I 2 A o
H AR TE S SR T BERIAS (isomorphy ) o F4-2K 70ty A) 74544 (11110
Wl tig . FhEsH W nT 532k (functional layer ) H.3f, &) 4 FiE Ay 4544
R T RN E A — R R bR ) TR D BRI 2 L ) 25 A2 A (Rizzi,
1997; Cinque, 2004) . M (30a, b) v LA 8 sl sl e B8 o e 5
BRI Vo AT b S A D sla pT R S i SO A 1 AN, (R
LA R R E, VO RIRIXHR Y SR AR ©, i (30) Bk
(30) a. Nem tudom, [ phogy [ roppdanos [ emiért [ pigemindenkit [ -,..EBEDRE
[hivottmeg | ] ] ] ] ]
Not know-I that John why everyone-,cc lunch-for invited PRT
‘1 wonder why John invited everyone FOR LUNCH.’
b. [ 1oppddnost [ yegenem [ g TEGNAP [ . onem [ hivtamfel | | | | |
John not yesterday not called-I up
‘It wasn’t yesterday that I didn’t call up John.’ ( Kiss, 2008: 6)

AR LR BRI S, 0 (31a) 5 A ALAT b P8 b SR R A o S S i B
(FocP) Hy#8/~ifs, HI [ Spec, FocP ], Hahiaaifi & 2H T V > F 7,
i (31b)

© TRAHFEALE S ARG Z M (Rizzi, 1997) , A FP Z ke TFH#R4 s NegP 3 4¢f
F IR A T AN B RRA B
a. [ pisp SenKit [ e NEM [ goep En [hivtammeg] ] ] ]

Nobody-,.c nhot | invited PRT ‘Nobody was invited BY ME.’
b. [ oo EN [ pige SENKit [ oo nem [ hivammeg ] ] ] ]
I nobody-,.c not invited PRT ‘1 did not invite anybody.’
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(31) a. TopP b. TopP
Sp(\Top’ Sp{}bk’
Top PrédP T{ FocP
Spec  Pred’ Spec/Focus c’
Particle/Focus Pred P Foc/V, PredP
\J Spec/ParﬁDPred ’
Prc{/ti\VP
vh

Olsvay (2000 ) {B5E HBLA E MHERT [ sl Simst, Vv B sh Ak r ey v
OB E (AR F B Neg 1545 ) , B V-PRTIAFE A V —> NN #3h (127)) .
FocP i & T V- 4271, S FAAHSE V ASEE & 38 [F]— XP 859 19 48 7n 18 el
i X (Kiss, 2008) , ik, V 19 sh4l AN RE & Foc, i 2420 J& FocP&AspP
Z I CP 2 fe KAL BT R ThAEH0viE, BI “JErpsrEiE” @ (NNP; Olsvay,
2000) , ZEHUNF .

(32) FocP

Spec  Foc’
Foc NNP
N A3pP
Spéc Asp
Asp PredP
Spec  Pred’
Pre VP
v O\

) 2F FiE R sh i) 5 o2 T e i, AR CE R Ay, AR 4
Behaghel (1932: 6) MR i3 HHEY . SRR B R shin), i & i oy
e

(33) a. [ ,» JANOS szamolta [ > meg gyorsan a leadott szavazatokat | | .

b

John counted PRT quickly the cast votes
‘It was John who quickly counted the votes cast.’
b. [ ,» JANOS szamolta [ aqp jOI 0ssze a leadott szavazatokat | | .
John counted well PRT the votes cast

@ 3 Fs2iE (NNP) A2 & RRABS, kA TRY &6 VP HBEAL TR,
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‘1t was John who well counted the votes cast.’
c. [ ,» JANOS szamolta [ g @ pénzt Ossze nagy erdfeszitessl | | .
John counted the money PRT great effort-with
‘1t was John who counted the money with great effort.’
eIy T ohmic A8 5, B (33a) B9 “BliA (particle ) . Jy =Xl
DP Zi5” , (33b) By “Jr=XEln . Bhisl, DP =" , (33c) iy “DP ik,
Bhid) . Jr=UIRIE” o £F 5 Behaghel i@t “F . H. el WHTF AL, &
B Hie FeifE fE RS Bh 3 C WA A Spec-Foc {7 & (Rizzi, 2004a) , V #% 33|
NN o iBhi 8, [ RE 1 a5 i H iR E . &) 28 R 0 i K shinl $5)
AspP 1§, FocP #8335 T B ©. DF9T A, vP 15 BLZE 0 B4 A FTE S A 5 07,
1M vP A7 i BN R A5 75 S B (Erteschik-Shir, 2006: 52) . 7R
FlE LA B A FES ) b, 9758 oP i By O iR oG il el 1o e
R RN PR RS, %18 Behaghel & HHES (Kiss, 2008: 221) . £Esif&4)
FP ' Neg-V-Prt il ¥ B2 V Zc [l B I3 75 5 Hhu0i Neg, TS SuifE VA ) B
#] Neg A9#E S, 7F Horvath (2010) 435 45 AE AU SR EL B8 © (SMH) T,
TCA) AR AT S e FRIE AR AR AR Sl . {5 B 450 B o 7y R e 2
Peide E (KA07) B8R )E T PF#AE. M (left-dislocation; LD ) Az pliy
T AE TR B A . FEMEE A2 (CLLD ) 254, b A g AR AR L
HA Fa 1t (specificity ) , U (34) o TFEXT L AZ 8 CLD &5, 15 R fif R A
WV =01) 03 8
(34) i55%. 1 have a group of friends that | have known for many years.
AJuan;, lo; conoci en Paris cuando era estudiante.
To Juan, CL I-met in Paris when was student
‘Juan, | metin Paris when | was a student.’
WA, PUPEAIERE RIS AP 2 8 CLLD., 7EiHBMIE T, CP Bifg)in
BLE vPIVP AETE VAT, B AR, N RANS CHht. /INaja £

LEAFMEBRLFTESM (PIC) F, #EAF % H A R Spec-H 43 ARE 3K, T ik it
— %, Kiss (2008) B2 ER T SiELMA LM, A FocP XX MER T, F VT
NNP # & 03545 B, % 484 £ 5 4235 FocP Bf, P 35 F k3% 44 AspP £k . 5+ H Asp LA
EPP- 45 4E, H Spec-Asp @ Spec-Pred #9308 /vshid) | AAT L H A, Ap A& R LR W, k&
EHE P SIEN RSP SERLT Pred #9373 V,

O SMH: 12 &2 MBS i Bt A MAT U A&k T HhAANH XFIE, i, L&A
HAE G ILA G R4S P, EBIEATH A% Cy 29T A, (Horvath, 2010 1349)
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ALRERL T vP B (RS I SCIAME] B SI; Kayne&Pollock, 2001) . #R1M7, &
HE (HT) JEARSEPRRE i/ VA A s BRI 2 . 1A Ed
(35) a. Gianni, Maria ne parla sempre
Gianni, Maria of-him-cl always talks
b. ?* Lui, Maria ne parla sempre
him, Maria of-him-cl always talks
c. Di lui, Maria ne parla sempre
of him, Maria of-him-cl always talks
d. Lui, Marialo conosce datempo
him, Maria him-cl knows for a while  ( Belletti, 2009: 272)
e. [ Gianna, dilui, [ Maria ne parla sempre] ]
Gianna, of him, Maria of-him-cl always talks
BRRIEREERT LR WCFF 4 10 BP {GE T & A E (CLLD) My B
A, AR TR (HT) o 7TEIEEPHZs B M PIC T, BHiABIHS CP
S, Y CP BB R PRI A A4 T B HH T4 U & R AN AT I (Kayne,
2005; Rizzi, 2006) . f (35e) f# HT fil CLLD Y404, HT 7E CP i #4
HIBEA IS 72128 (FI) |, 1 DP A& =AY M A B A 44 T B AR TG B
CP 5t (i PR R /PR ) o BUE HT dUpislisr. CP §itiif By, i CLLD
MR sE R B, W (35a) & (35e) MUHERANT -
(36) [ cp LHT Gianna ] [ cpp (it ) .. [ peClic [op Lup Ly Ve LD Cl] [ ey
L= S I O B A
HE AR RS CP B R, st ek (FI) BT 5 HT B 54K
1924 LF 3 SO R © FHIULIR BT F T DP 3 BE, T LA f# B¢ DP-
TR RAT
SPRER (ST ) WP OCHRRIRZEM (BPS) &4z, HE#EAIFN DP
FHAINP i1 ({DP, NP}) , W j2ifiBtZ & —E M Agree iz AR EH
winl (FQ) MYPIHER sk AR ug, DhidiE##:, H FQ Hi%#:k 45 I ({DP,
QP}) ., Mt ST 5 FQ #RAEINREIRBLA T T4t — Rtk (Ott, 2011) .
YERAPEE A A (RP) Z5f 8t T8y mtoE ik, 78 Kempson et al.

FN BB ) B R ER (HT) fe £ s (LD) |, B85 T A& A
[ HT [cpoChe [ LD [p ] 1 T ]
I, IEEF s KL P, HT & LD s 54T & CP 5 &A%, HFRB,
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WE AT

(2006) (MzhaA)EE (DS) HEZETR, 2 FIAS [ 1 o sU7E Jo S0 B B i A it it
FE SR . B AR E”  (PD) 4.
(37) a. She talks too slowly, Ruth Kempson.
b. Maria lo comprd, ese coche
Maria it bought the car
‘Maria bought it, that car.’

(38) Tn(0), Ty (t), Fo (Talk-slowly (RK)) <L*>Tn ©),?Ty ), ?2{].)

Fo (RK) /\ ~_
Ty (e), Fo(U)  Fo (Talk-slowly )
Fo (RK) 1

TEMRIESE LINK SC&R Y, 45 R IA H5hrid A A A3t 1 [F4s. @
PETREE TP A R G Z AN T HE R N A L IR IR, A, R TR T
D- mfb, FEATEIEFHIAn ASL hRIA s iE = AER NP (FRE R D, MifE
Rl —EbRil, #EARE L DI RE Hoam A i shin i — 2tk ie oots s, B A-
w1k, RS

(39) a. C

Tcip IP/TP
N/ N NP V
aBOY  TOY Annie
SHOW « - [ AGR/EX ]
b. [ ¢ [ 1p Annie showed each boy thetoy (s) | | .

(39a) i “75 )" J54% AGR/EX (haustive ) Fikefrmft, CPiBEA
R4 E BOY AE—2ctkieoc, HER® 784k, s, st n 286
Cl Fl#E /n25brm)ia ik (Peters & Westerstahl, 2006: 5) . IS 5Bl (4nxf kb
TR CT SEBLK iP) AT LI ARt 3 5 E A4 s (Baring, 2007:
465) .

e, MRPEAT RS (AT ), SURFEATIRM AT MW “FEES” A R RpE”
DI ity 34 EJesE (Reinhart, 2004) o o ZHEFRIC (AM) “ 48R T
JEATIRRYARIRAL . AR O AME B 4 v T PR RN, SN R A

(D T R M47ie. 5% 3 £ (Reinhart, 2004: 300) .
a BT A ©A5E > W & RAKE > K8 >; b T RM: EEKE > HBFE>; K
TR RARRIA > LAR,
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A AR B PR AT 11
Rit

FEAE R A FER 2 MG BA5 1S v, w0 45 44 AL b A 18 ) o)
145 ELE FiE 85 2 ( Dalrymple&Nikolaeva, 2011) . 34 il & B8 F1 )y v
(Rizzi, 1997; Shlonsky, 2015) , ZZii %1 CP 3 / & 15 S 4 it 1 15 35 4% 4t
ForceP . /4% 5f TopP . £ 5 4%4F FocP FIFR E# 5T FinP. ForceP I FinP A X}
1 , T Al A B R B SR R T 20 TopP il FocP BANTEZE i LP 2
N (B RN S RS S B = 5 v Bhinl, {37 T8 22 15 Spec-Top Al Spec-Foc {7,
Iil, Bahtchevanova, 2007 ) . 7B EHE SRR, iHEILE7E%IH CP BB Mt © .
FEEHWZ (IST) BTFRERAGHER (Ki%EC, 2014) . EEERUWET, 46
Wil (Rizzi, 2004b ) FHfE S 2%/ INa) 22 0 R0 B A R LA 72001 o
AW SSR BRI G IS B (NEIF) #E A3, W (R47)
a5 R A A OIS T 282 R 18 =X PR 30 o

A5 Kidwai (2000 ) XHIFF (scrambling ) ® % P2 14 SR %8 . XP- [t
PR CH R MY, BT C-| REAE AR (discursive ) /15 H A R —1E X
ff R s R T, T ARG R A B AR i ks S 2 R e 1 E A
WS AR IT IR B ) o B F B SGBE R SR8 7~ T “KAFE R (DD; Liu,

© # )3 o £3Rit)afe gz £ (nested ) #)z (A KIEHIRA LDD) . AIBFHHEATIEZT A
AR KA DR (Kinsella, 2009; 114)
(i) a. Bill claims that beans John doesn’t like. b. [, that[cp, beans; O; [, John doesn’t like t]]]
(ib) # Ri#)a CP &5 44, that S 4% CP, 5B &) ¥ $ 3515, &AL beans ft4E 2] CP, 354,
HT O e mbds AR,
B 45 (ShE) HrAfes @ [ a8l (DLI) F Xk XEFEH B M.
(1) a. Into the room walked Bill.  b. The dictionary, | gave Bill.
c. kitab& mg laya hu (Hindi-Urdu i)
book (DO ) 1 (SU) broughtam ‘The books, I brought.’
BB T AT B R 50935 B Aok F 432 Hindi-Urdui 2 & $53, B 5 4 2 HiE0HAERE,
Wiz B ARIT.
(ii) kitabe kel mg laya t"a (Kidwai, 2000: 116)
books yesterday | brought was
a. ‘Itis I who brought the books yesterday.’
b. ## ‘Itis yesterday that | brought the books.’
BeAe (iib) A9TE S M 3 KB A% 50 18] AT Ak ol AR A 5 L0935 R A Tl =
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2008 ) FRAFJ5 1) E S FE A I o AR5 B S R0 SR A Mgt e oy L
kR R R R RS (1S) MES).
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Functional Phase Approach to Peripherial Sequence Derivation
and Interpretations
ZHANG Lianwen
( Shandong Agricultural University, Taian 271018, China )

Abstract: This article investigates quantificational topics and foci combined
with information structure and representational theory. And particularly under phase
theory we make a further inquiry into peripheral information structure, events and
functional phase edges. The research herein shows that Chinese topics together with
the topics and foci in Indo-European languages can be incorporated into the left
edges of CP phases representing information-structure properties, and additionally
that information structure presents cross-linguistic universality. Information structure
produces semantic effects on sentences with QNPs modified by determiners. It testi-
fies the L-marked set of structural levels. Functional phase model can license [+topic]
and [+foc] edge features triggering peripheral derivations. IS can be marked by word
order and prosodic prominence. And event structure can interact with functional
layers. Topicalization and informational focalization as grammatical operations follow
inclusiveness condition, and are also driven by pragmatic convergent conditions.
Functional phases CP and vP domains show similarities in the periphery of clauses
whereby hanging topics get full interpretation. Topicalization involves recursive
phasal decompositions. The paper aims to explore the interactive interface relations of
syntax-CS-1S-discourse invoked for the interpretations of topics and foci.

Keywords: information structure(lS); phasal edges; functional phases; interface;

quantificational topics
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