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1. IXCHIT
P $5 4 il (bare plural noun: BP)i, #5ifi Ll alvaE(stage-level predicate: SLP) & $:i 3~ 2 & RN & SSFRARIR
I CcEEM 2R —H(=(1a)). fEK L~ LalFE(individual-level predicate ILP) & F:HE9~ 5 & MFRAEIRTZ 1 %2 559 (=(1b)),
(1) a. Firemen are available. (*generic/ ¥ existential)
b. Violists are intelligent. (Ygeneric / *existential)). (Diesing (1992: 17-18))
A5 Tl BP DFFIRZIRTE S 2 A T = X LITHOWTRETT D,

2. SFATHISE
Diesing (1992)(%, SLP (Ff 0 FiIF#EE, ILP (X2 b — M EEZFF O L W IORED T2, Q)D B4
(Mapping Hypothesis)Z & > C, ERBMLEIZARL L7z BP OfFEFRIZOW TR L T 5,
(2)  Material from VP is mapped into the nuclear scope.
Material from IP is mapped into a restrictive clause. (Diesing (1992: 10))
L7>L. Diesing D534 BAIRENLIEIZ A L7z BP OfEIRZ IE L <HER BV, HAYEELEO BP (347 VPN
THRMERIERZ IS 12 6 23030 B9(=(3)). PRI (=(4a)) b IFEAFIR(=(4b) bIFAET 5.

(3) a. Everyone read books on giraffes. (every>books / *books>every) (Carlson (1980: 12))
b. Miles want to meet policemen. (want>policemen / *policemen>want) (Carlson (1980: 8))
(4) a. Johnhates lawyers. (generic)
b. John knows lawyers. (existential) (Cohen and Erteschik-shir (2002: 126))

Lopez (2012)13 B BURENLEIZ & D BP 2081 LTV 5, Lopez 1%, ILEARNLEIZH D BP IXTFEMR, IRANLE
(28 % BPITMFMER 2213 5 LIRE L T D, ZORRIL, BREESRERNFRE 2T 2562 VP NEROE)
IZEVMLEICBE) L TV D 2 L 2R T 5(5)DT —# LFFET 5.
(5) a. Iwroteall/these books; on each other;’s advance.
b. T often write books; on each other;’s advance. (Stepanov (2001: 79))
LU, Lopez D43HTIE Spec, IP IZFEEAE R X415 ILP 5525 U CAETEMIRNZ TR L C L& 5 A CRIER H 5,

3. BHUEERY EiFickir 5 BP
7'T<E|TC X EAJRERE Y _EIFI2381 % BP OfREFRIC DWW CHiz 27— 4T 5, makeout 3012 V\T, REG
FEIIAEAEE out & D DFENERZ AL Z T Z &N TE D, ZOREIE, AEFEED LI VP ICREERIZHE Y
hbv:ﬁb%ﬁb 2L > TALD(HAVEEEY BT OFFUZ DU TIE Lasnik (1999)% Oiam 4 2 HR),

(6) a. Marymade Johnouttobeafool. ,~ b. Mary made out John to be a fool. (Lasnik (1999: 201))
Z 2 CARER to 25 WP EEETH D EAET D & (Grano (2015)).  HAJEEME Y _EIF OREEI (D L 5127 D,
™ .. [y v-made; [vp [John]> [vo t; out] [,p PJehn} tobe a fool]]]

D1esmg0> \19? IS &L REFITFENEIC BP AN EAICIE, FREARNME L BEE S W IE TH D70
12, —FICFERZ RTZERTRISNS (HDHVIE, T TEFAIEIN TP 72 & 3572513, RN E TR
W, BEVE CEEMRESS Z ENTHIEND) , )i, Lopez DO Tk, BEIRTONE CHEEMRIR, BB
DONLE CRIMERZ G5 Z R TFHISND, U EOFHZERE 2 TREFEEZMEEL LD,

AREFHID SLP 2 5 56, out-DP FENE CTIIAFAEMIN/Z 1 277 L, DP-out 3EIE CTIXFIEFMO LM E2 R~

(8) a. Mary made firefighters out to be available. (*generic / existential)
b. Mary made out firefighters to be available. (**generic / existential)
ILP Z AW 2356 BP & ARNZAUREORENRIZ B b 3 W I SRR 721 27R 7,
(9) a. Mary made violinists out to be intelligent. (generic / *existential)
b. Mary made out violinists to be intelligent. (generic / *existential)

PLEDOBIZIX, Diesing & Lopez DWTHOTHIE HRVED HDOTHD,

4. RRLHT
A5 ClE(10)® Theta-based Mapping Hypothesis #2559 5, (10)1255< &, EFROBIZZITRD L 2 1T TX 5,



(10) a. DPs in theta positions are mapped to nuclear scope (hence interpreted as existential nominals).
b. DPs in theta-bar positions are mapped to restrictive clause (hence interpreted as generic nominals).

FT, SLP A 9 FEEITEEIEARKREC theta (7 %, Spec, [P ~DFEENZ L > T theta-bar (& & ZH LI dH D 2
Ll %, LIeiio T, fFEMIR L PR D2 82”3 2 L3l & s, s, ILP 32350 BP I theta-bar
LB SN D T2 PRI 2R Z ENELS FllE D,

HARENLEIZARL L7z BP O34, Lopez DifamlZ LA, FEEARNIE CIIIFIEMIR, VP N CRE) L 72Uk
AL CITR PRI R 9™, JEAERNZIE S theta (Z(E, JRANLEDS theta-bar (B THDHZ L EEXDH L, ZOH
FEHFE, (1)L ->TELL FHIFTREETH 5,

HEERR Y EIPRESTC 31T 2 RER D BP OFROFGRICE S 9, SLP ZHW 2354 out-DP FEIE TIIA

TR FEFRIANE TN D theta(LiE A D5 Z L1270 D, LIzd> T, AHEMIRZT 277, 5. DP-outiBIHDY;
BT EH VP O theta-bar (EIZEENT 5728, DP DOHEHIT theta (i & theta-bar (ZIEDW & 55 Z L2720 |
L7273 T BP IIAFAEMIR & PRI D2 2t 2m 4 Z L NIE L PSS LD,

HAOREMR D _LIPRESCORERAI S ILP 2 2 S5 2 RICHE 2 & 9, Diesing (2 L7223 ILP 29 T = b
—/UEEE RO LT D & REFO WPIRETLEICIZ PROBERSND Z LIZ/RD, 2 hr—F7—Th D DP
IARER WP IS AALEICH BT, PRO 22 hr—L 352 LIZ2503, Zok&arbn—F—
DP (3 theta-bar (&% 5 5, Z OHEEIZISVNT BP IZ—H LT theta-bar (i 4 178D, PR 27733,

(11) ... [vp v-made; [vp [violinists]> [vo t; out] [ [violinists]> [vp PRO}: e to be intelligent]]]
PLE. (10D FEE - HHURE - NEFFERENEIZH i d BP ORA R I A bNDd T L &R LT,

5. Tough#3C
AL, (10)D3EE% tough FESCEFED IHTITHEIET 5, tough F5301E weak quantifier 335 % 7F X 9 (Postal (1971:
29), Lasnik and Fiengo (1974: 544)), BP 23 EFEALENZ AL 3 D5 A I TR /2 1 2579,
(10)  Cars are tough to park in Manhattan. (only generic reading) (Postal (1971:29))
tough 13 FEEIF FHIBIEN L D IRVVERIR A IS Z LI1XTE 508, FEIA TGS & VARV EREE TS 2
X TERVEI0), ZDZ EDD, tough AESCEFEITERD vP WEBICIYEAR SN TWD EE X DI, Lizhio
TYREH, —H LT theta-bar (L& % (5T D Z EAREE SIS (=(11)),
(10)  [Two books] must be hardtoread. [must>two>hard / *must>hard>two] (Poole and Keine (2024: 5))
(11)  [1p [two books]; must [,p fwe-beeks}; be hard [cp to read]]]
ZOANDOHEEEME 25 & Diesing D GAREIT tough 15 3L D 5B % U CHAAERRIR & FIEIR D 22503 % 5
EWVWIHFRSTETRZLTLE D, 87, tough SRR WP SEIICEEAR SN TWD NS TH D, fit,
KimH G2 5 Theta-based Mapping Hypothesis (10)(Z X % & | tough # 3D FFEITIRAEDH T—H L T theta-bar (i {&
ZEOLTEND, R UGS RN EZELS T2 2R TED, LR> T, tough H3CITRIT
%HHEFEIX, Diesing D/HTIZRIT D AGGO 3HT DB A R RHLE 725,
6. \ua?:?

Al EAREMR Y BIFICBET 28727 — 4 28R L3 6. BP OMERRIZEI 9 2 S T JE 2 BUHIFICiaT L .
(10)%&?%% L7z, (10)iEBP DR/ 2 2 IE LSBT E D, E72, AanDIRE% tough ML D FFE VR HEFR
FEBUZ HIEIE LTz, AFRODH N E LWRV IZEBW T, BP OFFFRIZOWTIRO AL D 3o, (12)76., 4+
HIPFA1T theta NLEIZ IR AT, theta-bar (LE~DOIIHFE D H D &9 BEEEGRORIER S S D,

(12)  Bare plurals that only exhibit generic reading are associated with no theta-role.

* AHFZEI. IST YA e B HRERAORTZE 7 1 775 & IPMISP2114 DX B A2 1T T\ 5
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