ol E IR iR IR IRIE

GERFERE EHBR

(R %] B A GG RTINSk A R, BR8] e M Z A 0 X A BP B AT s BUR
Z—, ERGF MR BERARZE, FRAGEANRMLA T LA MK
ARG AR FERPCIE R — X R, LB R E A R R
H, B35, wEmE, B R@MEES RSN, Gk, EXAE
ER . NmFSNERE, AHE TR ERAEAL T AR A 5 G E
B X EBRFANARZ AR AL, ZEAES R R TIridE S8
e ASPERATE R, AR T 218 X et 4R35 R AT A 69 3 AL,

(R FBEEk, GEEk, Ak, BT I, £4%4H,; HF—ERARG

© MiBHIERE?

—RIE R E S (cartography ), KFEERSAEKC K MUERTAM) SR, HEHk
AEE AR T P PERY 2B EHEE ( Menzies, 2008 ). A, ASCHRRE A —PhiE
e EREOTE, BRI S X (Minimalism, BiFmEiiE ) A FoEH R
HS AL HIE R — B, 7605 S 00 PERANME 2 (845 ke — BE A n] §Ei
W, I MNEETES (I-language ) FIAMEIE S ( E-language ) X245 )¢ &
A (Chomsky, 1986 ). XFE—ZRM Rizzi (1997 ) K Mg 4k “HilE L
( Cartographic Approach )’ , FFf8HXREIEEF F— N EENIIR 7 515, ik
R S HEZE . HA)iE e, ARTIA ] bR B e BB vT LR Z: 5 el i H i hE 1
B TR, JUHDER B 1G5 28RS ANE 200 )5 & BT 1 ki Bhi il /4.

TR S, B LA 2 BT BRSO TERRE ( grammatical
features ) FIHCMBRIRTR C R HWERSTMTIERHZ R ENE, #Fmdk 2 Ak .
B UREHR 12 EEST (mapping) KR, EHAESENT, mE AL
FELE T Cinque (1999 ) XFARIE ATV EIIEEIE T 5347 -

s VEER . SR4ER, RERE BT AbEE S L SIEEERFIETF I h R
FEOT ) B AR IEA S | Ak - CANEAESY . DURATE . BRI . Email: witsai@mx.nthu.edu.tw.
JEAFHE : 30019 SVEBATTIGE RRZFE T F T
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(1] CRIESERER (BEE) Y
[franklyMood .., .., [fortunatelyMood .., qive) [allegedlyMod . ;genay
[probablyMod ., cmic) [0nceTense ., [againASP . eiive) [OfIENASP equentative)
[WillinglyMod(volitional) [quiCkaAsp(celerative/mulion-manner) [SoonAsp(pmximative)
[briefly ASP uuive) [cOmpletely ASP compeivey--- Verb]111111111]

5 —J7 i, Rizzi(1997; 2001 ) WA T E 4K ML (GB; Government &
Binding theory ) Ff44E, F&ixih) LZ2MTEER (functional projections ) YEH A
MEH) 0, JRELERA)IEIZH ( CP; complementizer phrase ) #E—3FM0IT, @R
MGk EER) (left periphery ) :

2] ZEsksiH. ©
FORCE (TOP*) INT (TOP*) FOC (TOP*) FIN IP

T, AR E SRS TR H— &5 B 45 (information
structure ) HAAZ OIS NGB (topic) MM (focus) IEXGINERAESHT,
AThRER ) — 5y . T RHEIE P &) (illocutionary force ) FIBEMIES,
(interrogative mood ) S/ S IGUNERN T /h) T4 w2002 RE5H) . k—3k, &
IIAMEAALIAETE S B HE (language faculty ) FVEF A (language use ) THIEPYIE L#E
AR, WA A RS R THA, 70 7 AERRE AR R IReE
[ERE = SO RN -20] W8

bR EEF RS TANYGI: EREZT, HIRES LSS
F AR E T, RoAHEAT 2RI EE W 2 2R AR, s =X
WEChFRitiEEEE, FLOSERNE RE T LHIZ (JRES% Mao & Meng,
2016 ). fHIEMICinque MIRizzi(2010a) Fr &, W FHHHEE, SOHEEITE—
PRZ WiTh . X85 (merge) 5k (recursion) AL EA S A14
BRMERLE ), EAETEENRIT S BEFF A& (economy ) K—E
(uniformity ) ( Chomsky, 2001; 2004; 2005 ), Chomsky ( 2001: 2 ) & ERIER /1N
B T ASEI

[3] —ZEN ( Uniformity Principle ) :
In the absence of compelling evidence to the contrary, assume language to be

uniform, with variety restricted to easily detectable properties of utterances.

D At Mood 5 AYZ4RID (encode ) A TLIE; Mod 24BN (modality ) f4H1.0 i ; Tense 24
B LG Asp e difb RS (aspectuality ) L0

(@ AL FORCE #8 9 /2 4% 1% & 71 (illocutionary force ) A4 /1.0 18 ; INT /2 4 i £ [7] 15 < (interrogative
mood ) L E; FINZRIBIRE M (finiteness ) AY .0 iF; TOP 24D 3G P (topicality ) By L
i3 FOC 2Rt S (focus) A0l IP RIESTEIZL (inflectional phrase ),
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(B R eSS, BEE S A8k, BiES0ERKRE T
RS S HIE S R )

VI A RS, i3 U s AhEER ( functional words ) FE4H & 5434 L)
e, TEFRIAZESNET IS4 ( parameters ) SRHIE :

H— POiERE 5] (abstract) 7 FH T 5—NHLE? XSmO
F47 (head movement ) FYFLS .

H= DR EES AR (overt) iR (covert )?

e e LA T A, RANTGEEFREENST EXZ W
(BRI TRZ B NMIZEMRA 2K EORMOEN . R iR 57k (UG;
Universal Grammar ), ABAHAZORHMETREE MR R, HFTWE S, #iR%
MR K TR BRI ( Hauser, Chomsky & Fitch, 2002 )., {HAIRILA RAETE
(form) FMEE (concept) MIELL, AN ML AIH EEEHEIZA (LF; Logical
Form) LMFHEIEME, M—A LR AR RRAE ) ZE R BObE, e iR ik
PR BT e AR Yy . O B2 IR BRI ARG, IR B Sk 4 5 AL PR ANE B v i
NiBERFEE S 2R (Sigurdsson, 2003; 2012). Wttt —3k, A{HIEH, H4
S EREMASURHMEZ ZENATE (—n 2] ALEER ), SELS B
HHAMESIMFIEIT R (speech act) . BEIHHSEE (speaker’s attitude ) . ML ( point
of view ). PFEME (evaluativity ). /~IEPE (evidentiality ) ZFHEIN [1] HARIEZE
Z9HEST ( Speas & Tenny, 2003; Haegeman & Hill, 2013; Si, 2017 ). HiX )25 Xy
&, il E S RIS AR ARG SOAR R RGN R, IS LAY
S RAUHITRAE TIEIE AT, FRATTRM Ik — 18 F S 1R B B R A T
— K

RGN A BT B AR . WERFRATT AL 5 5 MR SAREAIE ) 3] 2
FBUT, IRt ANE S ERAE a9k =, HECS3KT, IBE RIS R HR T
o HAEBERMLEASEB) 0 —SEFE N, B2 AR PEAEAT AT B XA i 5 #B A
P, AEIEFNMEHSECREE . IRETHOTER AL, DRl
I BB 50 (analyticity ) FIZESE (syntheticity ) BYXF3 7% (Huang,
2015), Jo# N IRIEETEWER) W2 (prominence ) $E44) (Kayne, 2016 ; ZR4EK,
2018 ).

O AFKREE5=HXT

$E T ORALIRATTHE B R 152 1% ) 1 B 1 10 S 0 N 25 B HLAE DU IR 9T G B
Mo BEER), XA kiR X - PRI (X -theory ) HUEETH)Z ( func-
tional layer): WIARFTESSENNG, (EGBIISHIAR, JEHrial (INFL) g i
W) (T)., Xl C(AGR), & (NEG), Bhahinl (AUX) %53hAgf ks (Pollock,
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1989), FFRCG HLOIER AL TORAFREA R TE & )b 3R A 22 R LU F 25
T RN et ST .

[4]  JEPriEIdZEA0 ( Split-IP hypothesis )
[ ... INFL [yp..

|
[ip .. T(ense) [agp - AGR [ego - NEG [y ... AUX [y ...

T FES R R T BB G 2R iE R AR 4L (CP), BAE B A4
LER S (18 5 — MR IR ) F [ AR A “briin 2 2% 2% 358 (Split-CP
hypothesis)” ], JGZWF5AR HARHAE i R R EFF20 (DP ). A4l (PP). JB
I (AP) EEFNEAS (£ 0 Cinque 2010 ; Cinque & Rizzi 2010b ; Wu
201555 ), ARIGE MG E IS HE 2R, A8 At SR 1], 214 Pr 2B 1A
W B MBERHERRER — OB R, WA A R hRE4R ST (functional
projection ).

AR A, VER— N MBIE 0118 (analytic language ), PIEH)IHRETEAN
RIBHEF R—NE b A B, BAREE, RSSmE, 2R H—
AR o FATTAT Lt 1E i DR 3X R R B 0 P AR il 8 1 A ) [ 2L i e B AE Y
PREGTE T, [ B ENIE T4 246 HoAh s 5 DL SR I & . 2801 &5,
Badan & Del Gobbo (2010 ) fEMNPIE A, 48H [2] P AEASF E B 6
SLER A R, AR S T LAY B SR T LR RS A A 2y, R
PR :

[5S] Aboutness Topic > Hanging Topic> Left Dislocation>/ian-Focus > IP

AR (2010) . Tsai(2015b ) WM ELEGA)E) R EIBAAEZSE] (modals) Wk
HANEM BRI =2, &AM ATE X, iEHEM . SO B & i
RIS PUERLZIRI AR FIE X, 4555 T2 27

[6]  SiHENE > HIR BBl > 55l > 55 Balia > R Whahin)

RS R AR R G 43 A N B 4 = AN X, X R Rizzi (1997) EK [ bR
A Z2—JR 2 —CE | =0 AR A, W79 R (ModP™: epistemic
modal phrase, FHBEZRIRZ ; ModP™: deontic modal phrase, Y 55FEZ5iA4H ; ModP™":
dynamic modal phrase, BEJEAEZATAZH )
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[7]

... ModP™
#% 8] 73] /& (complementizer layer)
it @78 M

FIRB Tp
5’}‘ iiE T /& 47 % (inflectional layer)
T  Modp™

LEEa M

X 55805 3] < vp 1L J& (lexical layer)

7 Wem /\

v Modp™™

N

fe/&ghshia VP ...

FTE L, XA EHKRTT MRS 7SR RS (interpretive height )
B P R TR T R B bRA) in) 236K O F B ik (speaker-oriented
construals ) BMiEE, ERXIEEXS EAGEATIAR . SERMSAEYICE (ERE,
2001 ), AHEEZ T, XASAEZREPTER B Z LA E1E A0 (subject-oriented ),
HAZSEE (modal base) I H T AL 2 0 R AAE (e 3, B, It B
PEEF ) EEREFERS R AEN EIBITEI (scope) Z NP, IE2 H AR
('subject agentivity ) 171l SHriE¥aHlZhiE (control verb) MIFTAAEF Ll FEFA
Bk, XPMERINT | RS0 A I A A IR 2 0 s i IHIE

ne—3k, FATVE O] LU A T DUE SR A 2N ] A A 1) [R] B L BAE — M)
TH, JEEAEEER LA REm A R 2 A (248K, 2010) (ki
SHEREELL [ 47 | kR, BIESENLL [ 2™ | #R):

(8] a BTQAHES ™A ™ & FF 4.
b. B Q KM B2 Do B LA | SEHRAS .

A SRR, DOERESE R RIS W3l i 7E 1) b2 A A S i E %
Bl AEERESAARN TR (SPEC) 18, EHENHAERTTAEZN PO, XIE
TRBLT bk Cinque WRIE-E )2 RAVBLE, A E PSRRI ERI R T AVDIR .
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il BRI 55— B R A A E TR XIS (locality principles ) HIETTHIY FE.
Rizzi(1990) $2Hhift) “FIASPEEREEIN" S GB BRI E RIS —, W FHEZA
VY

91  AHXHPEITEE]R N (Relativized Minimality):
X a-governs Y only if there is no Z such that
(i) Z is a typical potential a-governor for Y,
(i1) Z c-commands Y and does not c-command X.
[X o- EEEY, WERBA Z, Zie R 150
(i) Z2Y B HBIEAEN o- EHER
(i) Z Ay S Y 3 ARG 3 X, ]

AL a—AN T, BRI LLEEIE (argument ). JEIRJC (non-argument ) B
15 (head ), HEZBRERVEREN PTAZEMNF

[10] a. BICKFR (A-dependency ) Haxph— 4 (intervening ) i&JCHrBHEY .
b. JEIETER R (A’ -dependency ) HEp— A rdRiE e, .
c. FulMiERFR (head-dependency ) H A — AN v CERTBHEY .

111745 1] Ve B A DX o i T ) _E BT - Rizzi (2004) F5RIEALIETT
BB TTR R AL O BRI B SRR DL TR AE A ORI R, RHEZE 0] 43
AR HIEAB SR TR

[11] a. iETCJEME (argumental) :

NFF (person). Hi5 %5 (number) . BHEHPE: (gender) . #54V; (case)

b. E4bJEME (quantificational) :
BEMRFIE (Wh) . fE4FE (Neg) . ERAHFAE (measure) . 225 (focus) 55

c. [B1TE (modifier) -
PPLERFE (evaluative) . IHAFAE (epistemic) . FREFHIE (Neg) . SEAHHE
(frequentative) . FEBHRFE (measure) . FEAUAFIE (manner) 5

d. ¥R (topic)

Tsai(2015a ) i DL ke fi B D08 B il 10 7052 52 485 44 v 4] [12a] A 24k 18
“JEIRT ASPHIYIESL BT QT R, K [12b] 5 Wi[13a] Ay FiE “PTQ” HIA
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THELE R
“JEART PR TR R TR AT, FAI [130] -

[12] a FlQ, JERZAIKHM T !
b. [Ti)p] ... [Quan] o, [Top]
[13] a. * JEARZFIT Qs 1!
b. [Quan] . [Quan] . [Quan]
A
Xﬂ[IIEJiI'ﬂ/j (A not-A questions ) &4+ F20)E bR (0
17 ) FBHKT ( 201 Ermst, 1994 ; Law, 2006 ). LL[14a] Af, XK HIER A ZE—E
BARIHEFAL (LF covert movement ) BIZEZREEMAHYSEEMIAZ (IntP ) BAZH BUAF
I [Quan] ; ARMTXAMZVERNAGEIT b — N EAkin] “UHg” , RER 7 RRRFERR
APV EEJE N ( feature-based Relativized Minimality ; 2[5 Tsai & Yang, 2015 ), Kl
fiE I [14b] -

[14] a. * B Q RHMENZANZ AR A
b. [Quan] .. [Quan] [Quan]
A i

O RSN ERIREIA D S

T EB S ) — A e SRR 2 M XA T 32 s ) 743
J3 CPHIVP HANERL (phase) (Chomsky, 2001 ), 5 CPiBBAIN A AT EI0 A
Zrebfy, W5 vP IR O WA $2 3R B 2k (VP periphery ; 22Dl Belletti,
2005; Tsai, 2015b; Badan & Del Gobbo, 201555 ), ZZ4ERK (2000 ) $8HBUEH)EEMPIR
W BT M BARE” nTLL SRR i A SRR E AT, AR BAIE

[15] a. BT QIEAZREIK?! ( Bhshinlai# s . i)
b. B QBB A HI? ( Bhahia) 5z m#ETH, &%)

c. * BT QX HFFIMFEA?

[16] a.* P QIEANE LB
b. B Q ZE AL HIR? (BiEhinSshnz R TR, &%)
c. b QXHFFIMFEAK?  (Zhialfa IR . 250

HATE S AR SRR 0 W n] B H 1 [17]
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[17]
UEISTE PRI BERANT
By WY L3 2 o) i)
it TH
B4 *
olE] e
TH TPV
BakE *
e LEUIRAS

A )2 1) J2 2 AR DU LA ] [18] SRR HE A AE (2 Tsai, 2008a; Stepanov

& Tsai, 2008 ; Shlonsky&Soare, 2011 ). eAMFA TAT LB BF—H IR IhBE L B A SIS

R X P o i Ay 2R RGeS (E S 451 (information structure );

JEYTIRZ NGB EAELE) (event structure ) ; TR 2 EME4ulis LSS TR AZ O )18 T4

*’J (‘argument structure ). FAAERAYR, MATAREE SRFAE (2001 ) “Fik - s —
T =S, B —FAERiE (ontological ) b AORSRIXT A .

[18]

ForceP
% RiE% [ &2 | Force'

[F3k] Force IntP AT 8) 18 B
(£RAH[EZ2] It

In

(o] R A
- ~F 4
I v

//\\P LA
[ 473 ] /\ =i T LEH)

RERH TE 2]

(3 RCHEIZEFAMEM] (resultative complement clause ) .
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PUESE PIRTE I P A2 50 SGEBAT TR I 27 X 1 HOR— ML R=6, KA
WRATHEBBEARZARE) T PATiER: X SRIBWAENIZ 55, B FHIIE
(ZEYER, 2002 5 2007 ):

[19] a. BTQHCZXREME, BAiEM. (BhshinlpiR Az A %)
CPTQER L ARIR, AHERMb, ( Bhahin) 5ahinz [ E )
KT, TTHESTHF. ( Bhshinlai BARmAA . KB )
TEACH, BR) ( Bhshinl 5zhinlz RERAHRE 1)

[20]

o o P

AR TR0, FA PR A AR AR B B o0 R B B I [21]

[21]
ANRIE (NEINTE
Bishinl i Bhshi 53z 6]
H3l A% . EIC mE. kA, fE
" EENIIFS FEIEEIS

ZRMDW.Z, APBEMPRIE T ) S r e R, IR 20 i T B AR PR R
7 AR EPIRTE WG 5 A B Z AMESIIA, IRRIA SME RIS il 32 ) 6 BR Y
Foft o A TR DA RE BB RIRFRZ SR, (causality ). HHECZ T, NEEN]
PRIB R FA) R TR &, JEI A3 a 5 A r? R ERIRE I 5 &
A Z WA BT, SRR RS SRR T . AT DX AN AR L
B RERFRZ A 5% (comitativity ).

e, FeAl B ELBIRZEH) (light verb constructions ) FXENAh2 )IK)SHIE : Tsai
(2015b), ZE4ER (2017 ) 48 BURMERZNIAZRDRAZI SN« AhPiZE: Hp—JaR
Huang ( 1994; 1997 ) $22NEREFNE LHAXFRISG: ( syntax-semantics mismatch ), LL
[22a] k], Hie e RITELE—H], (HA)FRIB G, HE SGRRZRET (23]
SAEYE (lexical ) #ahiA) [ ik | BZ5H) .

[22] a. HRETIVIEREEIT

b. HFHLT] CAUSE R UIBH BT ( BatkAhazshia) )
= AR [[ V1154 ], +CAUSE] & t, HL BT
[23] ABFETILEFUIGEHE T, ( YEANEBhIE )

AR AT [k ] B9 AL E EA — R (implicit) #3018 CAUSE, Kl
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fEtn[22b] 5 ESWSI EZD N [ YIS | i (adjoin) BHZ b XKKEI) A
—RBBHAEAI LR (event causation ), FRATHRIE MHMESNIH (outer light

verb ).

PTEREIES T, AR TH . M, 2 5% %, L4l A6, HpmRelges — M ratk
BE2ER USE, A IFLE[25] 2442301 (lexical light verb) [ F | BUAHN A &, Ff
We 5| F2AhE [ ] B (£0LLin, 2001 ; SRR, 2000; 2005 ; XFEH  2010),
[ figtin [24b] -

[24] a. RUBBIET], FVIXHT].

b. YRUSEFHBHETIYI, FUSEXIETIY] (Bt EEahinE )
= R [V +USE] #8877 t,, F[ Y] +USE]XETTt,
[25] PRHIBIETIYI, FRHXHETIVI. (BrENEshiN )

MWANAMEFR BN . SRR S SEEMR WA T AR MR
55 ANR B R A A 2 B B B O, R AL TR R 2 R e Gt HOE X
RS A T2 & (causal relationship ). B—J571H, WARIE S N2 3hiHE
W FiR)IC 2 R e sh i) 2H i) il Ze iy, BRFEFISIC (event argument ) {RFF—Fh
" YK 53X R (comitative relationship ), B LLRIRILIE P with i) 2248 H 10k
Mg, SRS TH . ik, B2, %45, HISE% (Parsons, 1995 ; ZK4EX,
2007 ),

wa, WATH R — F OB S04 (Tsai, 2008b ). LLHS 8] & i) 411
“HHRT SR MR, EIEA AN ERE S AEZ ], W26a], HizER
AE (definite ), XWIERALZIEBYE (topicality ) BRI, KA BFR A

focus ):

[26] a. FAVERWHERIZ, FHIERIZ. (HMES, A%)
b. ATHRIEWIZ, FHARIZ, (WEEM, TE)

L Ab B AT 1 DLIE 31 7 Ak 0 E R ANE A, RTZE%E N [27] ( MP: modifier
phrase, 1&4iiRZH )

37
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[27]

TopP
W& IntP
Ik 5

Int

Int'

FP,

SN B

outer

vP

CAUSE

outer

FinP

= {EFMH%

B LA

B ) AR 3E Fin’
Fin

e

TP

FP

inner

B2 Y I L 30 2 K

L5Fn

N EE MP

N
V\] ;Iki'g— VPinner

SER

USE

v

VP

v

ERWEERAE R DUE R 7 MV R BUTE TR 45 M B 2200 WaER e, ik
ARG MR, SEEMbraiaE, L2 Z BB R, TAZH 5
PrdLeing 5 £ CPL vP IRBCAIAMETN. 5L b, BATRADGE %, i
WAL EIAARFT, LRI, B R DU AL TR RS Y T A U, b

i T S T
O HEREMHEARRE

TESEER 7T, ) B B A A0 O A e 7 B R R SR ER BT 3 ( ZR4ER,
2012), SEEHEDUES Ll kb D]
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[28] a. SMErLIANT? (HNRTE)
(HPeFnE, i)

b. MBEWMASE, FABKLMTER?  (PRIE)
ik, WEE)

AL “LL” 2SR #Eik g ahin (EiE) R HUUHOG R, fE
L BEE ) ) AT BRI AR K, fi28a] 5 RS BN T HE . &R
n28bl. HEPWDGE ‘U BN H]: FER) T AL E S A R R,
[29a] 5 TEShIAIH IS HAE BBUR) T H . &4, W[290] .

[29] a. WMA43%, HnpisE b7 (HMRIE )
(s, D
b. W, FERAME? (PIRIE )
(FNHIZE)

M R 220 “fafin” Wt %R GE R, S AT, mEaEH
MEIPIRTE %, A [30a,b] AilE:

[30] a. ZEARWTE, (v ke (HMRIE)
CHEBOFTE, BE)
b. fmMH—fEEEZE, Btk (OMRIE)
(CRFIEE)

TR, BRGH (1985) HAdgh B HFEHZhHEA V52 ()" 5
FEEE (4 A MIRIIERR “FUR” Kt 2’ mER. %
AT F ZERTI SRR & B e C gfafailt 5 Ak git), Hae A sNRIEN HE,
fn[31a] F [31b,c] BN R :

[31] a. BaTQFURELIEHIK 2! (AMIRIE )
b * BT QTR EHIR? (* IRIE)
c.* BT QXM TR (*ZERAME)

WIHEAPRRR F R, Sa5am[32] -
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[32]
BURIE ByghiElas | Bhahin 53 ie 2 ) in)JG
Juvfr S, R TH. &z BARPPAL | Z5RIRES
P
fudm * * *
B4 S, el TH. &z *
i
IEAKE * TH. &2 BOREAG , Z5HRES
G T S, R * *

B A D R 23 BT LB AT AR PRSI 2 1 IR DA T AE A SR )
) 225 S A2 o T X Se o R T B Y A B IRk b,
—ANEESIETER LR FSPOEN 2 EIGRAMBEREER, HRET LA,

ERGS A T, HIEESAE SRS ST, HEREHER O TR R
X A WIVERS R A 2 RIEGE, SEmdik B ADTE T TRNE L. 1B 2 1)
LS (mapping) KR, TG T, BOUBRIFR A BRI T iF 2 BEFL
SCCKER YIRS . MRIE . IS B BN, A R B ) E
('syntactic categories ) MEKEIET . HEEMRE, MAEAZZRK B E; X
ERE L HEE AR E | Ak E A, HABR AR R A T R0, 2R
NXifE, FAINLLBGEVE S bRFE, H LA EA A I8 . B s E IR S
MLEREARRF 2 B IR AR SR . B, S EES IR & & R
PO, BIAINSEPOE X AR B ) & S S AR R 5Tk

A AR 20 D 60 SRR % S PTIB TR I i ( Chomskyan revolution )
Lok, BARZE 2RI, WSR-S, SRAH BN 5 7 02 LA
THEC WS . RS FAZEE X — K, AR THORM T HIRE, M
BTHRE LG A A, k. OB EWSEEL N, WEHRE (modular
interface ) MY fIEEVISETHDNIE 5 RIZMN SN, B 0EEM O NN ZE T,

A,
K

(4 Badan, L. & Del Gobbo, F. 2010. On the syntax of topic and focus in Chinese. In
P. Beninca & N. Munaro (eds.), Mapping the Left Periphery. New York: Oxford
University Press.
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PRDUTEBE 1) H) Al

Cartographic Approach and the Syntax of Chinese

Abstract:  From the very beginning of the generative enterprise, the relationship
between grammatical features and syntactic structure has been one of the
core issues under rigorous investigation. As the theory and the methodology
evolve over the years, people now have a better and more precise grasp of the
nature of their relations: First, there is a one-to-one correspondence between
a feature and a functional head. Second, syntactic projections are arranged
according to a universal feature hierarchy from the lexical layer to the

functional layer, which encodes morpho-syntactic, semantic, and pragmatic
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Key words:

properties of a sentence through the necessity of converging at the LF
interface. We call this line of inquiry the Cartographic Approach, where the
universality of langue meets with the individuality of particular languages.
This in turn provides a rare opportunity for the formalist camp to initiate a
discourse with their functionalist counterpart in a productive and meaningful
way.

cartographic approach; Chinese syntax; comparative syntax; Minimalism; left

periphery; syntax-pragmatics interface
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