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AFEFRIL, TR YT FEIRREDERE] N TITHONIZ 5 DDRED H bLO—2>Th b, FEKTIL, DL

Uil B3I D LU F O AIZ B2 "D SFEHFEL . TN OIS D ERRRINRT 7 0 —F 2l 2,
(1) a SHEEORRAY X — | RGO FBOMTT & O (BIZITFFED and, K=, AAGED
&, T =R Kubo2017, Shiobara2019) . SNIHDFGERNE (4aaah)wiEa e L) & 2o
{22V VT (Shiobara 2022a,b) .
b. SEBGAHER & DT E 50, SRS D RN SRR ORRHRE & 2 0% (Oda 2017, Shiobara
2016,2020).,
Z LT, FEORENSIENRD EDBEMETED L S IAToNL 00 £/ i EED L S IThrESIT 5
LD DNV YT, Richards (2016)? Contiguity Theory <> Chomsky (2021)7> FORMSEQUENCE (FSQ)7 &' D59
DFATIIZEOTEZA T il 723 & RTETRE R OSEma1T 0,

B SECRT HREIEREICOVWTIL, QD & 5 afGEe T 7 a—F, Q)DL 2 BT 7 m—F,
@Rl E T DA o H =T = A R HDWNIIME DRI IR 57 7 0 —F 72 ERRAITRE STV D, vt
FHEROMTE RO G & T, HREAPZFEIED ST 5 (3)8 DU NI@) D HTEEIME SIS (Chomsky 1995 et
seq.)o
(2) Syntax

e.g. Head parameter, Linear Correspondence Axiom (Kayne 1994), crossed branching (McCawley 1982)
(3) Phonology

e.g. Stylistic rules (Rochemont 1978), p-movement (Zubizarreta 1998), Phonological condition or filter (Shiobara 2016,

2020, 2022a, b)
(4) Syntax-phonology interface

e.g. Spell-out (Shiobara 2004, 2010), externalization (Dobashi 2019), Match Theory (Selkirk 2009)
Z #UE T Shiobara (2016, 2020)(Z43V YT, Ross (1967)1Z & 0 $22E ST HREMIZR 0T D 287554 (Left Branch
Condition, LBC) D& & 773 K S IZRA D EFHIHOWT, ZOBIDOERRABIEET 5 2 LIck v, eG4 &%
L LTCE b AT 2 L& AT, & 5IZ Shiobara (2022a, b)iZEWNT, HIEEED NP, PP DR 5\ V4 L
L. EOFHESZ 50 S im0 ERREFEOBANDRT 5 2 L 23T, ZNHITBWT [FHEREIE) O, Fr
[ZIRED EDBFETED LD ITHA SN DD, FfiHgs: L TWDSiEEIEDH Y K 9 12DV T—H AR
FEL LT, AR TV 20IZBIET 52 LICR Y ZIVE COREOEERANZRALE DT 2 FRffET
THZLITT D, LIF, fEOEEIC LY, (1la)ERER > Ta LT,
PP,NP, &P [ZHEB LT

Hirose (2007)i3 H 4GHZI T, (5)D & 9 72 PP path (1A T(6)? & 9 72 Nominal path 25 F[RETd % Z & &4R

L. OIZOWT(ND L ) REEEZIER L T 5,
(5) full-fledged temporal path

a. That store is open [from 9 am. to 5 p.m.] every day.

b, HOJEIIE [Pl KB4 5 REE TV TV D,
(6) defective temporal path

a.  Itwill take [three to five days] for him to recover.

b.  WAEHETHDIZ[B BG5S B D249, (Hirose 2007: 548-549)
(7) SFiAHIEZFFD defective nominal path (based on Hirose 2007: 552)
a.  English: (from) [np A t0 B] (to = adpositional coordinator)

b.  Japanese: [\ A 726 BI(FO (7>5 = adpositional coordinator)
Shiobara (2022a) TlEE HIZ@NZHLHALD & 9 72 adpositional coordinator 734 X 417= N-path OB & #IZ2 L., Hi
FEDRFIMEDX . HAGED N-path 23N9)DERHESA AT 729D L, S35 N-path 239) & 1ili/z S22 2 &
OF VWS FHOFRFEOENI L VFEHZ L THhD,
(8) a. * My worktime is [nine (a.m.) five (p.m.)] every day except Sunday.

b, FAOENERHHILHRELISMER [9 BFSBF) T



(9)  AnN-path can stand on its own as long as it constitutes a prosodic unit (p).  (Shiobara 2022a)

S 51T Shiobara (2022b) TIE10NZ L HALD HFGEDORZIMEDREE, FRIFGEEIZIBUNT take OFHERIZ PP 23814
VDT EITHER L, ZOENEESFED P OMEOBENIR L., & HIZFEED path FHIZHIT 5 P OFEBOHS
% Chomsky (2021)3MEZ9 % FSQ # A L TRl L T\ 5,

(10) a ™ Itwill take [from three to five days] for him to recover.

b. *  EAREHETLDIZ[B BG5S HETDDDTEA D, (based on Hirose 2007: 551)
(11)  With Pgon-Ps (Where Py, = &), FSQ selects X and X5 of WS and yields: < (Pgom), X1, Pw, Xo>.  (Shiobara 2022b)
I BT, HAGEOEN B DOEROHST, FRZ(12)D L 9 723 == =3 TR L, #5ED FSQ IZHE3<(11)
(RS D BAGED FSQ IZHES<HAIE LTU3) &R LT,
(12) a &M (&) PBYEZFLIATST,

b. ., MEOMEE RIAToT, (Kuno 1973, Shiobara 2019)
(13)  With &-& » , FSQ selects X; and X, of WS and yields: < (X, (&), Xo, (& )>.

(based on Shiobara 2022b, partially modified)

AFERITINTUL, SEEIT 2B TIER P OAERDHHFITHONTE 57225 61(14)-(16) 8122 L,
ZIBIZHIT D P DIRDERNDIENT, ZHOOFEEIME T3, FEEEWAMEEIDRESND Z L 2 fahid
Do
(14)  Optional P: What I call lexically dependent Pjo i Ppom-Pio

a.  Itwill take obviously [(from) three to five days] for him to recover.
b.  Iwill give you [(from) three to five days] to finish this task.
(15)  Semantically vacuous P
a. Itwill take [(*for) three days] for him to recover.
b. It will take obviously [(*for) three days] for him to recover.
(16)  Semantically unrecoverable P
I will give you [*(until) the 25" to finish this task.
é%%ﬁ%@f &>
CETRIHORGE, St DOFIHOMTT, P OFHOHITE, (D & 9 2EF R H D FAD), (13)@
&9 i,t JIIE%H%E?“Z;’)%EE'J FOVFHHASND HZ L2/ TE T, Frl ;(9) (ZIEHT 5 & N-path [FHGEEIITITFA
SRS, HAGEIZB W TIEIO)D X 9 725&E0 b & FERAT CRREND Z &12720 . (9 “rescue rule”é: L
TENTWD Z L2725, L LEOICH D & D 72 AAGED N-path [ZEIRAIRNZ 32T DUERH 5720, (17a)D
X 9 72 SFERSEED Y-model ZARET D & FiaER T LR SR Nopath 23 8 D L 5 (ZEMAEIN A2 1 2 D235
WTER, T TARERTIL, (17b)0)J: 9 |Z Richards (2016)?> Contiguity Theory ﬁx%ﬁ*@“é D F R X
BRI ClaE 5] ZE&FFTZLICL Y, BEGEOXDSHATE 5 L TR L,
(17)  a. Early minimalist model (Chomsky 1995) b. Contiguity Theory (Richards 2016)
Lexicon/Numeration Lexicon/Numeration

(11), (13) FSQ
Spell-Out some phonological
© [NN]=> ( ) erations start, e.g. (9),
LF PF LF F (11),(13)
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