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1. [IC®HIC

AFEFR TIL POP (H)D 7 ~VEEG L IER O HFEHR 2 53 OBLE HREHIRNICHET L, BIEEEICES <SR
ZHEH U7z (cf Hoshi 2023, in press) , EEgmiURH5 & LCT7~VULZRIT % XP-YP BIBEIIAAE LRV Z & 3R L,
TRERIFAE & L C Saito (2016, 2017)X° Oku (2018, 2021) Cigiam = 4172 scrambling, QR, (overt/covert) wh-movement (&%}
DM ED LD IR S UG D0 bRaT L2, SEOHERS B, Z Z CTld(overt/covert) wh-movement D347 12
(BN gWATAN

2. TVVHEES L OFEERR ORHIRUREY

Chomsky (2013, 2015)i XA (Merge/MERGE)IZ & = THESL S AL 7-HEREXT S (syntactic object: SONZXI LT, LLFD
£ 9 7285/ MR (minimal search: MS)IZFE-3 < T~ LIRGE T /L= Y X L(labelling algorithm: LA)ANi#EH 41 C, SO @
HREM 7 ~OLDNRIET D EARE LTS @ a. {H, XP} (= head-complement structure) => H is the label ; b. {<XP>, YP}
(= without agreement; XP underg C oes IM) =>Y is the label with <XP> being invisible ; c. {XP, YP} (= with agreement between
XandY) => <@, ¢> or <Q, Q> is the label of the whole {XP, YP}, depending on the nature of agreement. Z 415 3 20D 7 Lk
EDONE— BT 5L, RTRRSTEY, D Ebabd cTIETVLOMEIZ S ILEMEN 7w,
L0 IR A BT DN OSNIY, FEIZ, strong minimalist thesis (SMT)DOBLE B, 2D XK H 7
miscellaneous 72 RAEIE minimal computation & 1FEWEES | BEERAYICE E LU & I1EE 272\, Chomsky (1995)LL3KAR
TESALTE 72 Merge 1%, Chomsky (2000)LARE, 7L L3I0 EES LT, LT D X 9 72 simplest Merge 3 HE 41
W5,

(1) Merge (X, Y)={X, Y} (where X, Y = a lexical item (LI) or an SO selected in the workspace (WS))

T TCHEETANE AT, Merge ITERANICHEA SN DD T, ZOHINTH AN SIMENREANE ST 5 2 &
7o TND EWHIFFETH D, Lo L., Chomsky (1995)THHMEIZIR LI TWHIEY . SiEEEETH D 558
ENEAMICRE SNV AT ATHY . WEHMBEETHDRE T, TOHRLRERESR THD Merge b YKRN
BRICHEINDIRETHD, Lo T, AR IMERRESHAV AT Z LI SO R 2R & 1 3EE 1%
Ffo T\t E2 55 (2t Chomsky 2013, 2015 D LA @ copy invisibility OEE 2 (X FERRAIRTEN 5 = &
IR L0, MUROHE TEIET ) |

3. RELZORE

Chomsky (2000: 133-134)IZ/A T, Merge IIAEMNCIIFELZ A L, TOEHAXGETHL X & Y DNO—I5H
W7 selector (1272 V) | selector 2% SO D T~V &3 2 Z & 23EH 40TV D (pair-Merge (ZOWTIXZ 2 Tl
20Ny Z OB Merge ARG T~V &G) 0 BETRAOF TENMLTE Y, BIfETIE Merge 13 X & Y OMEE
SIS B SN D EGESHLTUV DA, Chomsky DEBITIRD X 9 I[CEEIRT 2% = L RN ATRETH 5,
SFEYD ., Merge lZL > THEEINTZSO %A L F—T = A ATHRT HBXTIE, X &Y & DRIT selector-selectee &
D) FESFNIBIR RN L TN D Z E DB LD B D ENTE D, ZOBEMND, IMENRERT
1372 < Nai e BB S 2 VT, AR O X 9 12HT772 Merge & LA 48R L72\,

(2) Function-based Merge: Merge (X, Y)=Merge (f*, gy) = [£*(gy)]. (= Wy)

Merge IZZAIVEE LR THL X & Y ZAT & LTHMADEROZIHBEETHY . 2 DOYE AT HRDE
B )T B0, X &Y DN—F selector function (N 1B & LU CTEIZ ., 1 553% @ argument function (P2
B L LT (BN ik g & LTEHL TSR, ZZTHELTWD B 1k, BB, 7 0E~R
ET DIAERGR OB E B2 28030 . BB RIIEERISHIS LTV D23, BRI T & Tff 53 Tng
EEIFZIWEET DNMEILDT- D OFFHRE RN ZOEE LTSNS O EHE L TN D),

(3) Function-based LA: The label of an SO of the form [f,*(gy)], constructed by Merge is identified by MS as the selector function
fi*.



Bz 1%, H-XP HEIEITH T H OBR-BEEE HUE T DB 2134 5iR0EhE & R 2 BB S,
MS 12 X > TRIRD T~V BRBFEIRLCAFTNC /2D (H 2 CR0 T 7 & OMRERIE D & — AT DWW TR O#R & CHF
T4 5) 2, XP-YPHEEDEAIZIE, MSIZXL D T UL ORHIZEI LT ambiguity 234 U 5, HEKIT Z M) Blamil
WCRIBEE 720 . ZNEERET 7201287 a 20 b0 ¢ PMEEINTZN, ZHIEMEE T2 63, & LA
IREFEDOH CTHE% ambiguity 23 ZNEH STV D & F5ET %, Bilx1X, subject-predicate f#1& Cld, predicate 23
FRINT-BIE( L - T T UL i) EFEIR S 72356818 subject MIDSERIS L 72 273, ZAUTEWRMEIRD 5 & theta-
marking D72 DIZIEH SFVTE Y | subject (23R T-BIE( L > T T~V 224 & IR S AL 72355 13 predicate 73
THREL L 72 B3, ZAUE Barwise & Cooper (1981)D—fi &AL T HS < BEMRFRICXHE L TW0WA LB 2 H 2 &
DTEDHARL, MS (2L > T S 2 ERO BB S TR ISR 7 BI%L & THREE O ATREME DS R E
INDHEZEZLNDDT, FWITHEAAMIINZ ambiguity 735% 25 & IFR 5720, F 72, Saito (2016) Tl scrambling (21
XP-YP [ % [0~ 2 7212 B AGED suffixal particles 73 anti-labeling device & L CTHERET 5 LHEE SN TV D8,
Z ZCUE TP 23R - BEER GERRR CIRUE S LTV % A -expression [ZAH24) & L Cfi& . scrambled element /3% (OIA
e UTHREL TV AT, BRED T VUL L3R 5702 EE SN D Z &1272 0 | Saito D3kT%E 5 %
<HV AT Z L TE S, BT, Oku (2018, 2021) TIEHFED QR & IM T & 5 overt movement & 4347 L, BEIED
copy WIME(L L7 DL PF I T XP-YP FREZ [EhEET 572 ThH & L, LFITTIX Q % head & 7% H-XP #iE
SOFGHIAEZ Y | ambiguity ODFIENE C720EFELTWAD, —FH, 2 2 TIEXP-YPRIEIZFESET, &L
5 XP-YPAEIEIZLE 5 ambiguity NAZNEH S TWD & TiET 5, DFED ., IMIZE 2 QRIZ - THEE S5 QP-
TP HIEITHN T, TP 23 A -expression (ZXFIT 28 RFR%E L CTirE L. QP N2 DB E U THERES % &40
W ENDIRAED LYV TlE, 8% O scrambling & [FEE & 725723, QP 23 operator & L COME LRFHADE TS
ZEMH I ORI L i SAL. TP BN DI E L T TE DIRED L~V HFET D B R D
ZEMTED, ZHUTE - T, Oku (2018, 2019)D relabeling (Hornstein & Uriagereka 2002 @ reprojection & Oku & [FlfE
DIRZR)D5HTE 9 EKEV AT Z ENTE S, AFERKTIE, IMIZEED uppercopy DIMEILD A 1 =X LIZEET %
Oku (2018, 2019)DFEZICKT T2 BRI ZRRE IR L2y, 2 2 TR0 G THIET 5,

4. FLHLEE

AKFEFTIL POP (1D T ~ILHG L HEROPFS A SMT & FSREOBLE D SHEHRICHET L, B &I
SSREZRZM L, 20BN, KO, RERAIVFEICBE L G L7z, B LI ORENEYUTELETHE SMT & 1-
SRRBlCIR S Te K0 U TN IR B ORI FTREIZ e B B 2 D, HIT, BIEHEERIC K T Merge & LA 5
T 52 LlE, AWEREY: - MREEEE T ORI O N SEEE R T 2720 072727 7 a0 —F D3 i 5 rleer:
D5, BARMNCIX, ANMSEEE 27K O A/ER > 53925 dynome-level (Kopell et al. 2014)D BRGG 23 545
L TR T Y (Murphy 2021), Z D K 9 7o IXWBA 72 O—FETH Y | 2009 2 = ABEOE R TE B
WD T — U ZEHTIC L - T, AEEOmBREO 538 & OB SUIRO W C XY BRI 7o BRTE A~ OB DM
TL D2 ENFFCE 2, REEICIR - THEITSND BB D 7 1t R 2 kbis3 2 ik, Ik FIFE A AE
FICBIS-9 2 YikatBsks 7 — U @t L, BIICIES W THEE S e Merge ° LA IZREOMHIT 5 Z & T,
Poeppel (2012)? the mapping problem ORI AT CH 7= 22 ATREMED MM S & JEdodu 5 (cf. Hoshi 2023),
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