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Exploring the Mechanism of Labeling in Merging Adjuncts

SUGIMURA, Mina

1,100,000
Sugimura & Miyamoto (2015) V-ni V
(Hornstein 2009)
two-peaked (Epstein, Kitahara
& Seely 2012; Oseki 2015) Saito (2014)
Chomsky (2013) Saito (2014)

The present study has aimed to recapture comﬁlex predicates exemplified by
the V-ni V construction within the minimalist framework. The research has supported Hornstein’ s
(2009) view that labeling in merging adjuncts is not obligatory but optional. The study has also
found out that extraction out of the adjunct niP(hrase) is permitted in Japanese in contrast to
languages like English, where extraction out of an adjunct is disallowed. The study has attributed
the difference between English and Japanese to whether the language necessarily creates a two-peaked

structure (Epstein, Kitahara & Seely 2012; Oseki 2015) when merging adjuncts, assuming Saito’ s
(2014) anti-labeling feature.



(Chomsky 2013)
Chomsky (2013) (Iabeling)
(VP) (NP)

Chomsky (2013)

Hornstein (2009), Hornstein and
Nunes (2008) eat the cakein the yard

(1a,b) 2
(1) a [veat"thecake]” in-the-yard
b. [v[v eat"the cake]” in-the-yard]]
(Hornstein and Nunes 2008: 66)

(19) (1b)

(Hornstein 2009; Hornstein and Nunes 2008)

(1a) (28  (1b) (2b)

(2) a [eatthecake] hedidintheyard
b. [[eat the cake] in the yard] he did
(Hornstein and Nunes 2008: 66)

(18 intheyard eat the cake
(18 eat the cake
(29) (2b)
(VP ) (2b) Hornstein and Nunes (2008)
with a fork
(ellipsis) (33, b)
(49)

(Sugimura and Miyamoto 2015) (
Takahashi (2012)

intheyard

(4b)

(Sugimura and Miyamoto 2015)

4 a e (e= )
b. * e (e= )
(28, b)
(5a, b) (6a, b)
) a Al n ™
b. [ Al A |
6 a v v ] ]

b. [v[v v 1 ]

(4a b)



(Labeling Algorithm (LA): Chomsky 2013)

3
3.
2
V-ni V
Hornstein and Nunes (2008) Hornstein (2009)
(43, b)
V-teV
Hayashi and Fujii (2015) V-ni V niP
V-ni V
(e.g. Matsumoto 1991; Miyagawa 1987)
(Miyagawa 1987)
V-ni V
niP Hayashi and Fujii (2015) V-ni V
niP V-ni V
niP (e.g. Matsumoto 1991; Miyagawa 1987)

(Miyagawa 1987)
Epstein, Kitahara& Seely (2012), Oseki
(2015), Saito (2014, 2016)

4,
V-ni V

]
(4a, b)

(39) (49)
(3b) (4b) (Sugimuraand Miyamoto 2015)



()
(8)

(7) Taro went to eat soba by bicycle, but Hanako didn’t go e by bicycle. (e = to eat soba)
(8) #Taro went to eat soba with afork, but Hanako didn’t go e with afork. (e = to eat soba)

() (8)

with a fork
8
(PF-deletion)
(e.g. Merchant 2001) (LF-copy) (e.g. Oku 1998; Saito 2007)

Sugimuraand Miyamoto (2019) PF-deletion (4a,

b) VP LF copy

Hornstein (2009), Hornstein and Nunes (2008) (3a, b)

(93, b) (108, b) (9), (10)

Takahashi (2012) vP PRO
(e.g. Funakoshi 2014, 2016; Hayashi and Fujii 2015; Otani and Whitman 1991)

(9) a [\dzitensya-de [ve[»PRO: [ve pasuta-o tabe-ni]v] ti]]
b. [w PRO[}dhasi-de [ve pasuta-o tabe-ni]]v]

(10) a [ve1[wPRO [ve; pasuta-o tabe-ni]v] tiy]

Azitensya-de
b. [w PRO[vp pasuta-o tabe-ni]v]
" hasi-de
(9a, b) VP VP (104, b)
(“dangling off” (Hornstein 2009; Hornstein and Nunes 2008))
(9), (10 Sugimura and Miyamoto (2019) Sugimura and Miyamoto (2015)
LF (e.g. Oku 1998; Saito 2007)
(Saito 2017) (V-to-T
movement) (e.g. Funakoshi 2014, 2016; Hayashi and Fujii
2015; Otani and Whitman 1991; Sugimura 2012) 3
(4a), (4b) (10a), (10b) vP
VP LF LF-object vP VP
(4a) VP VP
T (4a) (4b)
VP VP
(4b)
(9a b) LF
e (e=
) (Sugimura and Miyamoto 2019)

(cf. Cecchetto and Donati
2015)

free merge (Chomsky 2013)

V-ni V niP

(Sugimura and Miyamoto 2017, ms.) niP
(Sugimura 2018; Sugimura and Miyamoto 2017, ms. (1D)-(12)



(1) [nie 11 t1

12) [nip ] *
(11D)-(12) (niP) (12) niP
(12) niP
Hayashi and Fujii (2015)
(teP) V-teV (e.g. Nakatani 2013, 2016)
V-ni V 1y niP
(12 niP Sugimuraand Miyamoto (2017, ms.)
niP (empty complement
position)
Sugimura (2018) (goal phrase)  niP
teP teP (goal phrase)
(Nakatani 2013; Shibatani 2007) niP
( Sugimura2018 ) niP
teP Nakatani (2013, 2016) (argument
selection (Nakatani 2013, 2016)) (teP
Hayashi and Fujii 2015; Nakatani 2013, 2016 niP Sugimura 2012
) (13) (144, b) (Sugimura and Miyamoto

2015; Sugimura 2018)

(13) _ e _1
14 a VP b. VP
/
niP/\VP Goal
N N niP ik
VP ni - Goa ik - \
N VP ni
OBJ \% N
OBJ \Y; .
(Sugimura 2018: 397)
Sugimuraand Miyamoto (2015, 2017, ms.) (14a) niP (14b)
14 goa
niP Chomsky (2013) LA {XP,YP}
Sugimura and Miyamoto (2015, 2017, ms.) Saito (2014, 2016)
niP goal \%

Saito (2014, 2016)
Saito (2014, 2016)
Sugimuraand Obata (2016, 2018)

niP (Matsumoto 1991; Miyagawa 1987)
(Miyagawa 1987)
niP (159) niP
(15b) niP

(Sugimura and Miyamoto 2018, ms.)

(15 a 1 [nipta |



b. 1 [nipta |

(16)
(16) *Which classdid you fall asleep during? (Huang 1982: 499)
Sugimura and Miyamoto (2018, ms.)
Saito (2014, 2016)
(17a, b) (18a, b)
(17) a[= (159) | /\ b. = (15b) I/\
PP /VP1\ niP VPL
aruki-de niP V (Complex) % PP/\V (Complex)
hon-o kai-ni ik-e-ru aruki-de ik-eru
(18) a = (16) /\ b. [= (16) 2P
VP PP /\/\
v i PP
N N N
fall asleep during which class fall asleep during which class
(17a,b) PP, niP
(Saito 2014, 2016) (Chomsky 2013)
niP
Oseki (2015) (18a) (18b)
two-peaked (Epstein, Kitahara& Seely 2012)
Sugimura and Miyamoto (2018, ms.) wh
C

Saito (2014, 2016)

(e.g. Halle and Marantz 1993; Embick and Noyer 2007)
LF

niP
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