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1.1. -2 G O R 3 AT
T - A TEAE G 21X O ONLE DS B -->F H)
1.1.1. %G5
May (1977, 1985), Aoun (1993), Aoun and Li (2003), Fox (2002) etc.
Fox (2002): Under the Copy Theory of Movement (Chomsky 1995).
(1) Trace Conversion
a. Variable Insertion: (Det) Pred ---> (Det) [Pred Ay (y=x)]
b. Determiner Replacement: (Det) [Pred Ay (y=x)] ---> the [Pred Ay (y=x)]
(2) a.  Which linguist did John offend? ¥ a2 S NZ XD EFEFE 2R OHET-D ?
b. John did offend which linguist
WH-Movement--->
c. which linguist John offended which linguist
Trace Conversion--->
d. which linguist Ax [John offended the linguist x]
(3) a. John offended every linguist ¥z VX EDEFEFE LR LHET-
Quantifier Raising --->
b. every linguist John offended every linguist
Trace Conversion--->

c. every linguist Ax [John offended the linguist x]

1.1.2. H AGE
Huang (1982) FEHENRS - AJEFELR (2003)
4) a. ValriFEOSEFEERLEZ(D))
b. Yal ILFOEBEFELRLET
PEIEANZRIT - AEFER (2003)



(B) a. [k@?fﬁ%%%?: [V a0 t BoE72(0)n]]
b. [[EOFEFED [Va it Bowi]]
Té&&%%ﬁ%@ﬂ:ﬁ%QﬂénﬁﬁerRamhny

Fox 73Hrd )i A
6) a. [POEEFREEL X[V a L ZFOEEFE xBLET-(D)D]]

b. [[FOEEEHE L [V a VITFDOEERE x B Hu72]]

1.1.3 BEIOHH .
1.1.3.1 {ER 7 OLE & BEONE DL
R e sm B, Fe el Y, TR K
(7) a. John offended every liguist
b. Vxx=linguist John offended x
(8) a. Which linguist did John offend?
b.  WHx x=linguist John offended x
1.1.3.2. 0 ¥ (May 1985) : I3 0 K2 2 FEN T2,
Quantifier Raising CTHHEE 128 AN E B EITIUE AMLEIZ O Z HIEBRNC 0 %
BEH2HZ LENTE D,
1.1.3.3 # A 7'I A~ v F(Heim and Kratzer 1985)
(9) every linguist offended John &<t>T7Z2 T #LiE 72 B 7220,
offended John |d<e, t>T7Z2lF LT 72 & 720,
every linguist 134 B ClX72WV D T<e>TiEH D 27200,
every linguist <<e,t>, t> T&HuiX offended John <e,t>& T, <t>H3 15 541
%,
John offended every linguist
offended every linguist [d<e,t>T7Z2 7L 7% 5 72200
offended I3<e, <e,t>>T7Z2F UL 5720
(9d)7> 5 every linguist <<e,t>, t>ThH 2D L35 &
R O R DME
QR ZAf 5 &

o o T @

(10)

o o T @



(11) S<t>

T <et>
DP PaN
every linguist 1 S<t>

<g, > t> <e> N
John V<e,t>
<e>
offended t;
<e<et>> <e>
1.2, FEHERY 4T 0D R RE A
(12) a. FEBALERIREEIOMEH
b. WEPERMNERK
c. i WH BE) /21 D EHHICHERN Th 5 5560 ET 20702
filg QR 2N EHEWICBEEN TH L S@ENHREI N TWRND
7P
d. Heim and Kratzer OJE B} & FaA2%E DO f# FH
1.2.1. FEBAERRBE ORISR
(13) a. Somebody loves everybody. %3/
b. [somebody [everybody [somebody loves everybody]] some>every
b. [everybody [somebody [somebody loves everybodyll every>some
Hoji (1985), Saito (2012)
(14) a. FEPBREDOABELTND —&KH
b. GEPRIEDANGEENPREDABELTWD] HE>EDAN
b. [EDANBEEND GENREDANBEL TSI EDN>GED
il B 554 (Rigidity Condition) Huang, Hoji, Lasnik and Saito
(15) FEFE Y EFIXENLENCHEE L W ERFR O C st 2% 2
HEILTER,
(16) a. FHEMESIEFBAFEECIE/2 <, B 250l —ikTh 5,
b. MHEMESMED HAGESPERRICAET 2 SMRET S Z LIk, AAGE
PEFELEGRATRERSHETHLIFL R T D HEICRD,
ftinm - FEBEERIBENMFE LU E 2 20 X 5 RRREEIZAE U0,
. ®)-QDFEITEDHHTLD->RITL
1.2.2. A& M4 (the Inclusiveness Condition)
(17) Inclusiveness Condition
The interface levels consist of nothing more than arrangements of lexical features.

(Chomsky 1995: 225)



(18) a. Which linguist did John offend? (=(2))
b. John did offend which linguist

WH-Movement--->
c. which linguist John offended which linguist
Trace Conversion--->
d. which linguist Ax [John offended the linguist x]
John offended every linguist  (=(3))

(19)

o

Quantifier Raising --->
b.  every linguist John offended every linguist
Trace Conversion--->
C. every linguist Ax [John offended the linguist X]
AMEE . B x, Bk the OB ANTEEMSRIMFITERK L TV 5D,

1.2.3. QR MRBATEMITH 243, WH BEIAIEBEN TH D SO R E, FO X 57k
SRETEHRE STV,
(20) a. John offended which linguist?

b.  *Which linguist did John offend?

c. Every linguist John offended.

d. *John offended every linguist.
WH B#Eht QR LA -AEELZEL - DICMETH LR L, (15D X5 E
DS THWWNET, > WHBENIERE - AEEEEZEL 7200 b O TiER
WEWD FIREMEZE X D&,

1.2.4. Heim and Kratzer [ 5
(21) a. EHtITZ BEOaE—HH] 15T 5HEFEMELRY,
b. FEREEE 1 OFEAIL TREMEEOERK] 27057215 T2<, QRIZ
P IS X s Rl fabA SR QN s AN =l = 11 8

2. % OB R A NG

2.1, WA RIER DR

2.1.1. F—B:f:  Determiner Replacement M Bg ik
(22) a. John offended all the linguists (in the room)



Quantifier Raising--->
b. all the linguists [John offended all the linguists]
Determiner Replacement %3 3 5% &
c. *all the linguists [John offended the the linguists] & 3"
Complementary Deletion (all & the linguists D) --->
d. all the linguists [John offended the (linguist)]
BRI E DR E R
(23) a. John offended every linguist (in the room)
b. John offended every the linguist
Quantifier Raising --->
c. every the linguist John offended every the linguist
Complementary Deletion--->
every the linguist John offended the (linguist)
(24) Some boy loves every girl

some the boy loves every the girl

some every
the boy loves the  girl

John loves Mary
the John loves the Mary
The boy loves the girl.

oo » o

(25)

(26) aleach/some/any/every/no the boy
all/both the boys (both the boys)
(27) some-the-body loves every-the-body

some-the-thing

© T ® T P o T ®

some-the-place, etc.
PR ZE FA PN B AR

(28) TARTOWAFIITREFNENLL TN D,
all  both both every each some any no a
the the the the the the the the the

2.1.2. Bt Variable Insertion O FEIE : the I35 &R & MLAG HOHE TEIH
(29) a. all the linguists [John offended the]
b. all x linguists [John offended x]
(30) a. Vxx=linguist [John offended x]



b. V-x=linguist [John offended x]
(31) a. Operator=all
b. Variable=the
c. Restriction=linguists
2.1.3. % =B Quantifier Raising ® 5 11

(32) DP
/\
Q D'
all
/ D N
Operator the linguists
4 4

Variable Restriction
the NAH THIVL, HA - EHEEEDOT X COERNILMEICH D Z LR D,
214, AR A HEFNIEE 1 & B & OfENRERE LTI A LS,
(33) a all Operator Plane i %L -
John offended  the linguists (in the room) Proposition Plane i &8 - i

v
b. Johnoffended  x linguists (in the room)

c. V [John offended x linguists (in the room)]
b. some-the-thing
c. some-the-place, etc.

2.2. ME D
221, 0 FHE . o HENTMBEFLEICBWTEZ B,
(34) all
the John offended  the linguists 0 &I} 5 (the (2 5- &%)
222. XA I A~y F ALt E LTH IR BN D,

(35) a. all
<tts —————— <t>

John [offended the linguists]

<e> <e,<e,t>> <e>
\ ~ ¥
A/<e,t>

<t>
b. some every some=<t,t> every=<t,t>
the body offended the  body

3. HAGEO#ER] « HAGEOE (D)X BLE] (Tonoike 1987, 1989, Ueda 1990)
fifk 7R (2006)



(37) a.
b.

(38) a.
b.

BRRTTA B LY
DP DP
N PN

D
SRETHE & the linguists
J:lﬁ

VavREEEE Y Bl

HE 7
A o TW5H

FHE A TED D 720

t
VaridEwmEE et Hmbnn

4, WH 785 5

(39) a.
b.

(40) a,

Which linguist did John offend?

DP DP
N
Q D' Q D'
which " every N\
D N D N
the linguist the linguist
which
John did offend the  linguist
which
John did offend the  linguist
WH ##)--->
which which

the linguist did John offend the  linguist

WL A -GS TE TWDHDENE | HAF-ZHEGEZED 2 DICBE)



TH LW BRI SLTZ R0,

4.1, 1R% . %

(41) a

b.

C.

4.2. HAGE
(42) a.
b.

(43)

(44)

(45) a.

WH &8
R,

47) a
b.
(48) a.
b.
C.

a
b.
a

RISCDIRFE Y 2R T 72D DF T OB

which
C John did offend {the} linguist

WH # #fj--->which linguist ® % 7217 &)
/which/ {which}

/linguist/ [C-did John offend {the}  {linguist}]

LF: which
John did offend the  linguist

Va i EDOFEHRFE E R LT DN
Which linguist did John offend?

Va VTR RO D)

Who did John offend?

which T b, o iR
the  linguist EDOEFETH &
I IR il IIH
wh  JHEF b. o AT
the o i &
ZIE IR il RR - 2518
DP b. DP
Focus D' D' Q-Focus
SN 2
D N N D
wh o At %
the

JEEETIL WH 881X E Y Z27nd, HARGETILWH 4

H ARGE XA 7 #& a7 (right-terminus-oriented) S 75

BERR LA 5 44 A) (left-terminus-oriented)
L 232k 7z & 8D

(L 372D Z 0 5 720

L 3SR 7= 220 & 720

=ZhH
=N

LSO D



(49) a. Ithink that Smith came.
b. Idon't know that Smith came.
c. ldon't know if Smith came
(50) a. ) A b. Focus wh
Va FHEERLETD did John offend the-o
WH # &)
a. ) »/)> b Focus /wh/ < {wh}
Va T RO E D -0/ did John offend {the}{o}

Ak Focus #BENTIUL L WO TH D23, JEEETIX Focus 1ZE 72V OT, WH
HEEZBE L2 TER 6720, BAFETIE Focus @ [ [ 3HEERH LD T
INRTEBETE %,

(51) BATERIKEEE AR (Overt Syntax Hypothesis)

BT E A DRI 6720,

4.3. Th] DR WEERSC
5

(52) a. YVaIEDOFHEFEERLELLD?
John offended which linguist?
Ta TR RO D2
John offended who?
farf~7< ?
You're going where?
Al Z &% 2
You're eating what?

(53)

o o e e oo

A

(54) a. BV, ATL~T< (ATD)

b. ZhiIfr7Z

WIS EHEIBA
T I i

(55) a. VaUBEDEBTFEEROLE(D)*(D)# AT
Tell me which linguist John offended.
*Tell me John offended which linguist.
Va UHEE RS T(D) * (D)2 T
Tell me who John offended.

g oo 8o

*Tell me John offended who.



4.4, WH D72 e
(56) a. fTEEWE LIZn?
b. KIEZEWELZMN?

(57) a. N ——
fifZz BWE L=
b. N ——>

KRz HOELEL
7y 12 2
(58) a. LodITEE£Tn?
b. HOBIFEY TEn?
4.5. EDOHIF) & HAEE
Nishigauchi (1990), TEHENZRI - AERHEY (2003)
(59) a. FMEDREFEWTAREHAELN?
b. *Who did you read the book [which ___ wrote]?
LF Pied-Piping
(60) a. [cr [GENEN IR Z A E L7212
b. [cp[FEDFEWTZAR] [t #iAE L72]]
R
(61) a. 7> >
[GENTFNWTZARZ]  BiArE Lf:]ﬁg: ]
[EDNENTZARZ]GAELIZ]C ]
SRR T 12 C i S 4L 5 Ak E #(indeterminate) X TREMIE) & L CHEE
ERAR
5. &bl 4y 4% R S (Psudo-Cleft Question)
(62) a. ENE-7=0HT (T 2
b. BENESTZOIIKIR (TTH) 2
63) a. EDRHESTZONBM (THD) PHEZTLEIW
b. BENESTZOBKIR (THD) PHATIZEW
(64) a. fi] (THF), ERE-T=0 (F) 2
b. KR (TIH). BENRE-Z0 (1F) 2
(65) a. *i (TT2) BNE-T-DFHZ T I,
b. *KIR(TT D) BENEST-DITHZ TSN,
D Z EX(62) OEE L MBI EH TOA AR TH DL LN T EERL
W5,

10



6. i i

FEICH HAGEIZH WH BEIRH 508, ZHUIEE - EAEEEZEL 720 T
372 <, BSCOHEFAZRT IO TH D, HiETIEAm AR~ L, HARGE T4
%%To

(B BARGEOEEMISCL, MEREE CIERRMEA & LT Ty 20gs
fé FEHTIE (20 B2 &, [MLEDPOFFRBZRTRNY RHIUZL W,
. T, BRE 720 3E8RESREMSCORGER D PEE SO TH-
T, BENZEL D LD TR,

Appendix % &5/ Ik
Tonoike (2007)
JERE - AT

(66) a. Somebody offended everybody E2 1))
b. T some>every
somebody

offended everybody ¥*® At K5+

c. every>some

"~ everybody
somebody I YEWsERpll

offended

HAGE « 2= & Y

FERE Ay A G
67) a. //<<j\\ H>LDOAL
#Ea
vot mse ]
b.
/\ . B .
b/\ 7z EDNG >HEDLDN
<
LOAL mow
C /\

%ﬁﬁ/ﬁ\j>>\\ z HOB>LDOAD
Too et

TE@KE/%E&
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