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1. A
Chomsky (2013)IZ(DIZ/R"T X 9 72T )Lt} 702 U X A (Labeling Algorithm; LA) % £ &
L, Chomsky (2015)i%, HFEDO T EEFIIH EBH THLIT-DOZNAERIEIT I N ALHTITSET
&9, TPHREMICHAENREFBNLEL L LT M) SndERELEL
(1) Labeling Algorithm (Chomsky (2013))
a. {X,YP} - X
b. (i) {XP,YP} - Y (i1) {XPrr), YPF;} — <F, F>
(2) Tistoo “weak” to serve as a label. With overt subject, the SPEC-TP construction is labeled
(<¢>, <@>) by the agreeing features. Therefore, English satisfies EPP. (Chomsky (2015: 9))
L2L, BEICIE-RALELEZAAFAAN TPREMICERE LRWE I ICAX 2 NEFELET
5. BARMZE, ) AT &AM S (Locative Inversion), (H)IEL A EFENZFIT LN D.

(3) [Down the hill] rolled John. (Collins (1997: 10) [ B A 48] & |
(4) a. [That Shelby lost it] is true [CP F5E]
b. [Under the bed] is a good place to hide. [PP F5E]
c. [Very tall] is just how he likes his bodyguards. [AP 35

(Davies and Dubinsky (2001: 247))
Sy it m) BB A SC TR S AT ) PP & EhER & O RIS — B8 A2 B AL 72 W (Bresnan (1999) 1E22) D IZ
%L, AT EFEITENG & O —F & kT (McCloskey (1991: 564) (I Z &b, LA L
IR EECTHLIOICK L, GAEEOLG AT EETIERVWEEZEZILATND.
ABEBRIZIEICHGTABEEMECEZEL T, BREICBWTERENR<0,0>7 XV EZRE LRV
Chomsky (2013)D 7 XAAFIF T L TV XA EZFET 5.

2. RRE
TP R E M~ DB EIZ DT, Chomsky (2013: 44)1% v*¥P WNIZFJE AR L 724V TH 2N TP #5 E
WCRBENT 52 L THFEMNNO Z XAV TREOIZITOINLD EBXTWAH(S). £/, #haagn
WCHENEED, WEPBE LZSA bFERICBFANO T XA T RNEYICIToR 5 Lk~
TW5(6):
(5) a. [y T [p (EA) [v* [V IA]]]]
b. Since f is of the form {XP, YP}, it is not labeled by LA. [. . .], if EA raises to surface
subject — SPEC-T, [. . .] — then B will be labeled v*, as required, since EA is part of a
discontinuous element, hence invisible to LA. (Chomsky (2013: 44))
(6) Suppose EA remains in situ and IA raises. Then the part of the structure visible to LA is EA-
v*, with EA the “complement” of v*, and the structure is again labeled v*.
(Chomsky (2013: 44))
£ 70, AIEE Tl Giorgi and Pianesi (1997), Erlewine (2020), Hsu (2021), Kitada (2021)5 @
C/T Bundling Z{RET % :
(7) C°and T° can be introduced in syntax as a single head (C/T)°, with their features bundled.

3. FATAERE
A A EFE O DP ATy, EA A EENAQ@)DOMEZR S LRET D ¢
(8) [pp D [cp that...]]
(cf. Davies and Dubinsky (2001), Takahashi (2010), Hartman (2012) Z2»)
(7a)k 0, C/T FEBEZRET 5 &, LA EHEMIO)OWEZFF D, WH O DP ik
ERBRICEMEILFICL D <9,0>T7 XL BRED.
(9) [<¢.¢> [DP Digj [cp that . . . 1] [c/tp [C, Tlie1 . . - 1]



4. LETAIBIE
Gt EICB T 25N TP & L X CP - C/TP IS 5 EET D L, FE 3t B 5
MAERT 25513108, )0 L5 RiELFF>EEZLND ¢
(10) Down the hill rolled John. [= (3) : FExI K5 By ]
a. [1tp PP [tp T [vp v [[roll John] PP]]]]]
b. [c/te PP [c/tp C/T [ve v [[roll John] PP]]]]]
—J, FEMEHFLNEETHILEITANDO X > EE LR D
(11) Among the foliage fluttered a sparrow. (Doggett (2005: 42)) [FE 6E #% B 5 |
[ccyre PP [(cytp (C)T [2. DP [2, v* [flutter PP]]]]]
6)ED, NELD T TV T L viER D, WEIZT XA NRED.
B N AR T D HEICIE, AEINEAFAEBICIVBE T 5 & EER R LTS
(12) a. *Outside in the still upright hangar, were having deep sighs of relief the pilots.
b. Outside in the still upright hangar, were having deep sighs of relief the few remaining

pilots who had not been chosen to fly in the worst hurricane since hurricanes had names.
(Rizzi and Shlonsky (2006: 351), F#IX%#)
(I2b)iIXZ(1)DHEEEZ L H, ()LD, 1WERLD T LiFWnTFiG vee s,
(13) [«cyre PP . . . [2. DP [2, v* [have sighs of relief] PP]] ... DP ]

Chomsky (2015)IZfE WV EFED LM TP fEEWMICHBE L T<e,0>7 NN &35 &, @
EEEE —HE2RT ETHENDN, EBICEZOTHICIKT 254603 H 5. (14) T8 IX
FFETH D many men TR RBREIH Mary & O —HZ R L TW5D .

(14) a.  On the wall seems to Mary to be standing many men.

b. *?0n the wall seem to Mary to be standing many men. (Arano (2014: 24))

5. f5E
RKREFBITFEFBEBMBICAPONEE L 2WIELTAMN EEMHA LS TMAOEERMRS LB L T,
Chomsky (2013)D T _RAMF T AT Y XABRENTHDHZ & EELE.
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