(XP, YP) ) < 2 [
—4f iE

1. IZC®IT

FEEEIRAETT VOB RIT, BvNERICBIT 2EERGRAO—DOTH Y . BEimIEEE ORGEZTT 9 BEORAI K 722
ez ko, AREREOBWIL, v /a 7RREET NV ERE L, Chomsky(2013, 2015) THER S 417z 7 ~LAff
T NATY RADIEREERERTHZLlcdh b, L0 EERIZIE, BBEEED A-BEINT S0 0 9 FEER
REREYED & o & S HARIEE D, vV a ZRYRAEET NV EBGE LT 7 T 7T Y XL 6EHIhD 2 &
N I

2. wNav7BRYREL FNAAFTATY XA

Chomsky(2013, 2015) CHER I 72 7 ~IUAHF T T U X AL, AHEEHEEEED DS &0 O A HLY Br<
ZLERWRRET LT N XALTHD, i ZBIRT D DILXP & YP % Merge S H72FR0 Label IR ETETH 5,
(la)jix, YP ab—%2K L TRBEIL CWAHEHFITHY | o EHRETHD XP DT ~IVNBROT )L E7 5,
(1) TlE, XP & YPIZHEMEL A SN T DA, A Sz FEl<oo>n 7L b7 b,

(l)a Dﬂ), ¥Pcopy]
b. [XP<¢,,.>, YP<&D,..>]

Chomsky(2015)D POP+ 28T DG = FFET 5 2 L biad L 9, T-VULHT 703 Y X AIHREIZBW T
NINZETAIERIZF RSN TRNWI LA EET D, LEEB-o T, 07 LI Y XA FHEDE(Transfer) LA 256
&Nz Lich s, 22T, (Ib)DFENEY o =[XP<g,.>>, YP<g,.>] BN EEE 7 L AMOBRE S 7-H5E(Q2a)
ZEZTHED, Z OMEHIERERENR & 725 SE L, (2a)? YP IR 28 Lz QoZB N T, a DI
JME, EOREFE CIREHE EO AT Z2HET &N E W) AR T 5, Chomsky(2015) POP+ Cid,
BD LI, T2 A RALYLTORAE U PMREESND EAESIL, a DT VUL, <e0>ETDHZ EMARETH

27,
2) a. [Z,[oXP<,.>, YP<, ~]

b. YP...[Z, [o XP<y,. >, YP<e;-=>copy]
(3) The basic principle is that memory is phase-level - as, e.g. in distinguishing copies from repetitions.  (Chomsky (2015: 11))

L72>L. Chomsky (2021)LAE D FormCopy (2 L % F#H) = > k7 — /L4537, Box Theory DA X % copy &
repetition D XB2SRTHERAY ST ML, KO HIBRIOBOREFRETH L@ THAH, v /a 7RJREET LT
W DARNCEH LIEBMEICE AT 5 2 &30, AV ZRELRWIREET LV THDH, v/ba 7 RREET L
TlE, @D a DT R<p0> L7050 Z LI, 28R b, a DT IP<ee> LTIl FEEN L
AHINTWD XP & YPMFG SHL7 &0 O 3 CTICEH S B ED TR S TORITHITR 5720 s T
HD, 2D)D a DT ILH<ep>TIHRL XP DT~V LD, T TORA Y ML, EDOL LWHIBROFEWIRA
ETNERETHNCED, TYVUET L TPHNERL ZETHD, TR BIREET VERGET 5 Z
EMAREE D VR KD,

(4) Derivations are Markovian (Chomsky (2021: 16))

MR, Qb)) ORBRI TR ZSEHTZ SIERAMRETH D, 22T, HMTT UL L L THEE T E 2o gguit
FEHTEEE)D B 5 & 9 (Chomsky (2015: YDOEFRAZEH L, G)DIREZKREFTL L 5. (Sa)yTIL, 99FEEHZ &
YPAFE SN, E6I1T, XA SNEIREZRL TS, XPEBDIFT UL THDH ZITHEEL AL TWAT-
DIFERTE) o DT~V P<po> E 725, LL, (5D XP ICHNEIBFA D@ S =54 Tld, ~/b=a 7RRA
ETIIHER EITRR D THET D, XA —ThHoH7eH, BOTINTHLZN oD T ERDHITTTH
by LML, ZORWEFELTHLHT-0, ZIZaDT LD LT 0 2T, T ULPRETE R0,

(5) aXP<¢,,.>, [[3 Zweak<¢,..>: YP]]

* [0 XPeg..copys [p Zweak<o,. > YP]]



L7eo T, v a7 RREET A ZGE LIZ 7~ 71 2 X003, 85 EEHOfRER 2 5 5 EHE T,
SORDONIIFEDORIR LT ERN T L2 THIT 5,

3. WEEERURERRME L T ULMITF T LY A A

AFFZTIL, Polinsky(2016)DFEFERIRERIMED EF(O)ZEH Lz, W EENZEH2E L T A-BEITE e
WO BUERDHGEEVEER ORETH L L WO AMTH L, (NI ) —2 7 v REEOHITHL03, RFLOBIE) b
VIR, T TRE, VL3 A L AGEEOGEREK SRE CHER STV D,

(6) Syntactic ergativity: the inaccessibility of ergative arguments to A-bar movement with a gap in the base position, as contrasted
with the accessibility of absolutive arguments to such movement. (Polinsky (2016:16))
(7) *angut [ grg aallaat tigu-sima-sa-a |
man.aps [ gun. ABS take-prrRELTRANS3SGSG ]
Intended: the man who took the gun (West Greenlandic (Bittner 1994: 58))
AFERTIE, (O)DHHEAIRERRIEZ RO & 5 IR L7z, AR E5E DPry 1359 2B Tegive (2 & VBT S 4D,
TErgative ci%%}ég%ﬁf&) 6 f: &)\ (83)@ TP 514{5 %jﬂé « D) ?N/V6i<(p,(p> k fcf 50 L/7j) L/\ %) L/\ (Sb)@ c]: 5 51\ ﬁlé
F& T25E DPpg |2 & B2 2NBIFFE DS ST 8. Tegaie DI TEET TH D20, a DT VIUTRE ST, HE
FeEFENZET 25 L C A-BEd 5 2 LIFEF S ey,
(8) a. [« DPgrg<q,.> [p Thrg<p..> YP]]

b. [oPPee<o,.>copy [p TEre<g,.> YP]]

4. I57RBFH

AFEROSHTIE, — B, [HEEHLOFREINEIIFE SN ERIT, S ORI NNIFEORZR L 1T b e
WHOHBDTHD, LT, BIEEE Tegae DHRETBIZFHRAF  (resumptive pronoun) 734 L7255
OFRESNLE 2R L2 UL, 7V BT 2RI AE T E FlEN D, ZOTFHBAELWN &%
RLTZDOMWO)TH D, 9a)TliL b TFEOHIT, FHlRAF ne DHBINFEEHI T DRV 123\ ChER 3554 BY
REERFRECTH D, Fiz, Ob)id/vba A L AGETIIK—3 (anti-agreement) (2 J V) HEAS E5E % BIFREI L3 AT
REERDZ LR LTS, A-BENITREIEZ RS EH: CP OfFREH~EE L T\ D &) I—EE D
FEEOREAEN 72554 (Boskovi¢ (2016); Ouhalla (1993); Schneider-Zioga (2007))A31E LR D (23T, AFEE O TFHIA
BT HNDZ LT D,

(9) a. ki he hefine; [na‘e kaine ‘a e ika ]
to SPEC woman PST eat3sg ABS SPEC fish

‘to a woman who ate the fish’ (Otsuka (2017: 994))
b. Tl te ileswiyeqe [q'0y-t te qwal]
3.INDEPENDENT DET here man kill-TR DET moskito
“This is the man who killed the mosquito” (Polinsky (2016: 25))
FESER
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