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1 fB1ES B &% (Mood Prominence) ?

TEDUETE ST A e 5 b IS Ctense) (BON TR S WG A 40 06 — BRA S2 F UG . WIES
FH % (linguistic typology) (1 BRI G 2 4 L A9 BF 245 12 (morphological tense marker) J&
AN G IR S T A S A T SO A AR B XA R R T RS A T PR T AR
W BAARDIRIEE .

BPARE 00 3t 3o S A R FATTATS 8 S [ 75 2 AR A e 56 B A5 X MR 1 SR 200 1A - M) B A 1Y
fEFRE ,— DT B JE )2 (inflectional layer) & LI 2517 40 (TP, tense phrase) A& DR HEM A, 5
BB BRI HOR 1A 1 A BB IR, S A T 30 6 A S DL e B 2 TR B9 K 47 Ccase) , — 3K
(agreement) % 151 ¢ R UNAT SEBLAY [A) B8, 22 — i ah & & T F 46 % £ 4% 20k (nominative case as-
signment) L 1M A B ) £ T 4544 (raising structure) BN T 14 2216 10E B B B4 , B8 P o 14) 428 71 45 4
(control structure) & & 1137 » A I A) 1k 20 A O AT el A9 38 A7, N I (1) L5528 i) A LAY
N SRR AR B A A RS L LA 5 e R e B 2 i 5T 3 3 1 (subjecthood) i 3 1 48 T+ (sub-
ject raising) ) — MBI B EL,

(Da. XX IFETUA AN NS, [N F i Gnner subject) , JE4F4E (non-specific) |
b. X HFE A TN LIS, [4hE1E (outer subject) , 4748 (specific) |

PLE W 2 DUE IR A dE 5 — 1 B 1 % 5 (functional projection) 3 2844 b 32 15 B 55 5K 7] 1891 ) #%

O A B b B TTBUE — A B # T R Al TP SRl X AN oK . 1A Lin (2003,2006,2010) B 4

(ks H#9] 2017 4£ 10 A 12 H [EMHM] 201844 A 8 H doi:10. 7509/j. linsci. 201804. 032251

CARSCHFF A B MOST106-2410-H-007-030-MY3 19 ¢ By, J8&% i o 15 48\ 22 17 78, 2 0 Al 2% 6 20, B2 4 e L Ak
O R AR BRI ST R EARIE ., GESBHFO G R E 2 R T RIS AR SR T E R
16 0k 7 L L A 0



WHEAY 201941 H

71 1 DU P B )55 5 (temporal reference) 5 R i AR 15 1 3 BEA OC , 1M 038 0% 38 0 19 B 76 1 315
(subject expletive) i FH A3 AR K 4 DX 31, Bl =2 11 F 1k /22 0738 EPP &% (Extended Project Principle
effects) (A TG, AN, BN S 2RI 2L 757 (pro-drop) IR 4 L&A WA AR B £ P, Huang
(1984,1989) 15 H U A9 25 £ 1 (empty subject) SRR K FIEA [, 5 J8 47 )2 B9 HL 20 143 T8 ¢ AR ] fig
J& MBI (discourse topic) KINTTHY, MKILZEHE, BER 2 FiERE A diB AR A EY . B2 52
B SR U H B 25 A0 SO AN T 7 B 0 I 285 A 4 20 S — 45 AU (anaphora) o i A e AT
RN (20 Partee 1984) . ERXANBKER T o 3 AF 28 — B8 T8 I 7 T8 R AR 1 DU I 25 A AT 1 5%
£, 41 Hu et al. (2001) \Pan & Lee(2004) \Wu(2009) #8452 1 7 H AL 47 . 75 1E S F LW A4 A K
2k

A SCARL ] 3] A )3 (comparative syntax) B JEA T b E47 [ B, B 2 15 AE DL B B8 (cartog-
raphic approach) A HE 42, d T il 30 5 AN 15 2 FR 0D 1] 09 P 7R OBk, 7 — > L2 R 45 Chierarchical
structure) J A 1Y BLAG AL

— 5 T LR )3k 2 2 AR ST R A A o — T i BT 48 3 (interface economy) (B 4%
2 i 45 25 B 1Y) 1)V M RT3 #R BR il (selectional restrictions) . 4 Ji 2E1H X 41 A (semantic composi-
tion) FllifE FH 5| i (pragmatic construals) L7 e &, F5C I, 8372 B9 3 42 55 1E & 10 )2 (lexical
layer) 18 JC 45 14 7E M 45 1) 17] J2 (complementizer layer) 5 R 25 #4) 1) S BE AR 2, IR I AG b B R AT 52 1
JLHE (R AL TT (T B R PR AN (IR 5 0L Rizzi 1997,2004)

(2)  eeee ForceP F341)3] JZ (complementizer layer)

2k ot :
- S R4 (discourse structure
A MoodP e n*’]( )

BSA, - FinP

- ANFEE - Fin’ JE 472 (inflectional layer)
=> F {45 (event structure)
PRI ModalP

AP

o . - ’ L2 (lexical layer)

\4
N —> B4 (argument structure)

B AspP

K5 vp
FhiE e
RATIE— A0 R RO 5T A 2 B B PR 58 M (finiteness) XN 55 MME A 2 17 dEim A8 45

MNEE A B O — 5 KR SIS i I 3 5 o, gt AT 38 1 I 25 4% 91 (tense anchoring) (2
I, Enc 1991; Tang & Li 2000; Tsai 2008; Sybesma 2017), $XikF Ay EHE R 8 300, i E ) ARk & 3 5
WIS . DI FRATAT A e TP of SE SRR s 1, 1 D035 W 7% FE A5 b T 0 41 1) R v 1 ok 18 31 [m) 1Y
ROR /1 B B2 4 198 (force marker) #1331 (mood marker) Xf PR % 18] 240 1Y % 0 /E I (Agree) , i
T B SRR S A (aspect marker) FCS 55 ) 5 25 ] 4 % BR % 7] B9 # A2 AE FH (Move) . Qi — K, B 2545
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A E 22 0 22 Ry BR 22 P 4 7€ (finiteness anchoring) B8 X408 (JRE S UL Sybesma 2017; Zhang 2019)
I T X R I i )
Q&g = BREiEd & UEBAT /RS
Xt (Agree) A7 (Move)

P DO Y 38 S (mood) & — 4 L Bk 2500 3 28 0 I 35 A 6 L 3 A BR A (2015 425) B &y
DUE & 55 HE 5 (weakly tensed language) YA B0 & T ATA FH L F Bobr B g & R RF A
A L T2 7 20 8 T A OTE S8R (realis) AR SE AR Cirrealis) B XA [, XA FHH k& R DU R R B L1
B (modals) & b M H I B2 b A RF SO0 X R W Lh R GsilenO) OB S B, XL
V2 U R BRI AT 25 ot S, S0 b ER LR E A BRI AR 2R, B
FE B2 e BE (typological correlations) R DL FH 1 5045 A4) EIDAIE - BUIE 8 — 1~ 75 9 8 3% (topic-promi-
nence) 15 5 » FUE RA] LU BR800 B B RE A 425 181 Cempty pronoun, BIR IR L4 ) s &
Z B B 2L CcontroD) T 25 R (binding) 3 1 % & (Huang 1984,1989; Tsai 2015a) ,

DAL AT 25 S B P i O BIL T D i o i LA 35 KA LB 2 B9 R A ML L 3
B IR I IS 1R e DL 32 B DB TE R PRIR E VE E 2R, 58 2 795 X T I B P % Csilent cate-
gory) 1Y JRL A Sy AN B R, O 300 DUTA AL Tl 1 R AR A D U e A 0 S b o . 58 3 15 LI A AU )
A FRA 1 7 0% B R B R B, 5 4 ik — 2 A i R LA A) (subjunctive
complement) \AMEE AR TE (outer wh-adverbials) 2 JF #i%E 1] 18] (non-canonical interrogative construc-

tions) L th RGO FEAE . 5 5 15 M DL KR A0 i B AL
2 TR NE s Y e B )

R SIS B IF A E 2 4E 2 BB G (functional category) & 3 A7 75 T 45 E i & O ME— F
ERRE . T HE DR BRI L & B R R IR M = F IR F R . W53 ((5)
fiR . Cinque(1999 : 127) A i & —AN OB ER AT LU “ A b5 (marked) ” A1 Jo ks (unmarked) " BRI 2L,
3 SR | S R AU B s Sigurdsson & Maling (2012:369) WA A T ATA g 6 K JZ 19155 5L
K g — AU T, TN T S R AL AT B B R ARt 3R] ik ) B AL

(4)Cinque’s (1999:127) Generalization:
Each head comes with a marked and a default value.
(5)Sigurdsson & Maling (2012 369) .

Grammatical categories (heads and/or features) are commonly present and syntactically
active even when silent. That is, the mere silence or non-marking of a category F does not alone
warrant the conclusion that F is syntactically absent from either a construction or a language.

NG 3 2% K 245 T HE R 1 o YU 1 s 0 1A A S B A« 1) BRAR A7 A, 40 SR HCAIOR , T T 25 0L
BRI 2) NR B [ RRAE AT B/ F H R R0 DR B B I EET I T E MRz,

A SCNA: JUEE s 0 A DA R DUE B B PSR (silent modals) 1 & 3 3] Csilent
mood markers) , il H.iX 1F j& Hil 7 2802 BB ERE R Z —, RATWISIAFE LT =i .

H—  JEFFHUE 7] (bare quantity construction) B TE TSR 1R F 4 &, L5 B (deontic mo-
dality) 587 {# 1< (imperative mood) W% 5 /A 20 3%

B B A 2 S AT LAt 0 3 P AR ] B A A S G0 R UKD ) A BE )R o B AR B (]
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45t

H= BT R FORFE RSS2 DUE i) — KB, B S FIELES (modality) (942 A it
S EBEE, — NI IR OBTES (discourse-oriented language) ik AL )t % 5 ] LU S
R

3 AR S AR

T B IR B M A Rl A i v S LA O L B ) 81 (6 ) PO < 3R A — /N A IE
WD B EY R R A4 (L 1998; B4 B 2004), Tsai(2001) FIZE4E K (2009)
DU B 3 — 254 M 0 2RO AT R ) T S S BN A S 7 ) R R — R BB (capacity modality) . 4
il (7)a.b,

(6)—HB/NEFE AT
(Da. — /NGB AT N,
b. —#B/NF A A A Ak
AL b, R A A A HE R R T B R Y BUS SR 2 AR 2 A e 2 — B SR B 3 AT DA
B 2B B gl Qi (8)a; tm] LB FE IR, nfail (8) b,
(®a. —Hp/NFERT LA,
b, —#/NTF AT AN
AN FR AT 5 BB B by SR A A 0 45 B L A 2 E S N (9)a AT ISR 0k
Ml B S B Z T 01 ()b BYESE 5] 3T ) L4874 (deontic modality) B F % .
(Da. —FPRRFAEATIAN N HoA I 72529, K — 4~ 1 g
b, AR A TR , — K AR IO A5 SRR b 2 AN AN B IR R
3053 AT LA DA S A A 3] 45 B B IE < 4] (9) b 0T LAY 5 i 200" R % B0 E sl (10)a b, JEF i X
ERELIFRAN RN ESR.
(10)a. —HRRELAATANN, HERTERY, Wit — MR EZ .
b. AR AE T HLAE 5 — A L % A DO AN A {H S B b 2 At AN ] R

ZEA D IR B B Y o 22 0 R AT AR A O B AR S5 M . i (1) a i MOD (03
WA ES R MBS F 015 (silent modal head) , 8] A2 3% R4 (1) b—e H LG L% 1. [ 025, i
IZANEIIPSE =

(1Da. —#/MF%E MOD A A A,
b, —#/NF LB AN
c. — AR/ A LB AR AN
d. —FB/NF AL Z AR A A
e. —/NFAELAT LA AN A

4 TR RS Y Y ST A
L1 RE— ERINEE
e TR i 2 A2 £ B 7 7 S5 Sk e A E 0 7 7 I RN )
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H GBS FBAS R B 2 EARER A0, W Q2) Brw, BUE TR R SR E R (rrealis mood) 1“2 7 Fl
“EE A LIS
(12)a. fbIHKK.
b. MRSk,
c. fBHIRER,
{E7E L 2 TG 25 v, Bl ) 1S A T ) PR I B P TR RCTR R TR RE R 4, ST
LA (13) by B0 H B AR TE A -
(13)a. FRHE A KK,
b “ FHEW M KRR,
o, AWM RER],
AT LA 107 (9 38 55 3117 suggest 143 B 38 4r EDTIE - A (14) b Fo AT 0 HC AN i A b R BE ) willl
RT3 (14) ¢ W5 7 HCAb 3R] P4 should R 24 T 587) 58 4 A8 Jl ) B
(14)a. I suggested [ that he come tomorrow ],
b. "1 suggested [ that he will come tomorrow].
c. I suggested [that he should come tomorrow ].
Wit A0 B3 5 A AR S5 A 0 A IR Sk — 2B AR R ) (12) a b 19 75 5 TR H i SO A [R] - B 451
(15)a AN 2] U#ERE R ] (15) d o ik SR V0 (15) b e i AR A A T
(15)a. fBHIRAK,
b. B RAR .
c. Ml R AHE
d. IIRAZR,

1.2 W HMEEEDIRIE

ZRYE R (2007) 4 DU (4 B8 [R]AR 15 N AT A AR 248, 1l (16)a b A LT /R B A7 IR FE RS
By s i) 237 T I B AR R B 2 R AN BE IR s 53— T B A I AR AR LA B Bl
Jo T B AE T vk R R N BEPRIE . A B (1T a b I ORI .
(16)a. b Q BEankOR? GEHN .
b, Bl Q &EALELE? Ok &)
(1Da. B QEAWEEER? GEN I
b, B QA LLE 4 LEEY Ork &)
POCHLF B T B A AL A 3 ) rh A B AR I A B A7 A ARG I % B g R
IR R RBEI T R . KSR BB AT BIER FET E T R L T LR AR B
F 1 (18)a—d PUAS [m) m) 38 AT 2 DR Rt B9 RO T T 1k IR AR 9 T g
(18)a. h/E2FTER? GRE, " k)
b, B AR GREL " )
c. M/EAGFERR? GRE, " k)
d. EALETEE? GEH, " Hik)
AR B S 7 ST SIS AT A B 51 ) o TR B R A S S A R R Ah SR A A — 2 R

5



WHEAY 201941 H

BT R WA B SRR R, i

(Da. MEASETEER?
b, fhE AR EVER?
o. MhEASFEHE?

d. fEASE T Bt

W Ab 27 AN RE Al S A SR T L B S A B 2 0 el (9 4 2 o B B 9 A B 5K 28 R (actuality entailment)
(%W, Bhatt 1999:173; Hacquard 2006:13) : T AT R LA (19) a 4 HY “fl 43 o B4 827, A6 C19) b #fE Y
“HLAEDER” I (19) ¢ HfE Ml 20 4 H R A (19) d e % 18R

e SN EE SR TS (stative predicates) 251 A LIS 25 A H LAY EE, LABI(20)a M, T AT 0]
DA “ b3 0 B B AR b 07 AR SR )T 0 (200 b BRI B IR 9 5 Ak 227 R 6 R 3k L Tl T U 288 O 1 )
B (dispositional modality) (Z I Tsai 2015b) , A BB AR XS0 LI &, 106 (2D a b,

(200, W/E ALK AT

b Wi AN R T KA.
(2Da. MW/EARX A

b, ik 4% 2R R TIREAE,

[ ) e 2 R B R ) A R 5 T T (22) s A 1 25 R AR 1R G-
realis mood) s [FJFE A] DLBE AN Y A0 (22) b Firom . 3 R A 8 10 7 AN [l 2 i 257 34 ) 38 24 B ke v
Lif (silent heads) , Wi (23)

(22)a. W Q KL T,
b, BT QK#£%S T,

NN N

%
é

N\

(23) oo ModP™
KA Mod’
RIR " e FinP
ok 2 ModP™

/\
Pepi e e
4.3 W= JEAEE

AT RAMRIE B A7 RS L AR S S A R, C DGR A A7 — 54 A T 1 iE
VEAT R (S LR AR 19965384 K 2011, il 4n .
QCha. fFab Q XTHER fhkTEAM,
b, fHART Q fEPEE: ) MrEPEH L.
(25)a. HIEAFNE, Rid L4 EA

C13 BEIRCRRIE NS Z ) 32 22 2 BUTE 135 & R b, 78 DU AL 009 B3 50 b O sl £ 3 LA B B0 B3 . IF W2 4 R
OTD IR 5 LT ™ 55 “fif LA 8 15 J7 A4 B L 1% X390 1 e BRAR DL 04 N AR 18 AR G R 5 T8 ) O 9k SR A Tl 2 I, i
AR 7T BE 2 PR A BE [ 1) “ ] 8% 2 gl 3] LA 2 WS HORE R AR R e B B $R T XA AN Z TR LA 5 e LA ik
B EIRNCAL Z 5 - A E BT T W, S5 T S R
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b, BB KT ARV A8
(A R ] (24D (25) RLF AT 45 78 B A8 AR S i L H: o3 41K 3 A B 1§ 25 7] Cepistemic
modals) 1 X 55 # 2538] (deontic modals) A AH 4 % 55 1 X 17 - ) F 2 A AR ML f 27 (i (24) a b)) A
CONRTRE” AR B 2 B N (26) a b FITR
(26)a. BT Q NATREL T LA Mk T AL
b, AT REAEVERE ! fAEVER .
TR R AR S A7 A SRR R TE AL B (N (25) ab) I A T BLA (27D a b 1 75 2 L 55 H
S
(2Da. HIEAZNE RN IZE B
b, VAR AN KT AR R T
AP 2 R A e R L Bz R SRS T R S 55 S ] A 48 ) R I I 2 o PR R
BAF IR RIATE DABR 2 18 41 (FinP) A HASE I (scope) o 1 J5 25 W LA 2 glim] 41 (vP) R i3k, 4R T #f
Bl

FRESENE W #M#JZ (complementizer layer)
FR Bl 3] FinP

Fin ~ ModalP™
JE 472 (inflectional layer)
SRR W

55 BBl vP
Voo e L2 (lexical layer)
5 DU MRS & AT oy A b

BT RBAT M — T A 7Ei6 5 88 LS 2k A TO0E, 9B B 6 RO i M B A
T U WA A ) B . LA (29) 2 0], B33 can B could AREA  HFH 147 A (speech act) I
AT WG & oK 8 i & %35 “you shouldn’t treat me like this” Z 7. U3 HOW I 14 Xt H
CTEATRBL A AT AL AT DL R R R R 23 % i S A A A (29) b
(29)a. How * (can/could) you treat me like this!
b. AR/E 24 CAF LD X A0 3K |
(] A 1 0 G A A SRS 0 30 5% T Y B 3l i) b B AR TE A8 il (30) a H S ER 19 “ will” A w4 i 41
(30)b H U A 257N i B AN 1 )
(30)a. Dylan probably * (will) come tomorrow.
b, i AE RHEH R (2%,
M S D) KT (2015:425) 48 H 55 29t 4115 5 (weakly tensed language) H115 S F5 i (mood
marker) {9 # 7€ H BHABRIC (tense-aspect marker) B8, B bty 03 oS24k A JE 52 AR /Y X ST

7
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A& 17 )2 (functional layer) B E 0y B RS S ME S AT B g i R #H 24 51000 TAE, XBEWRE [l
DUty DUA AL ACDUE AR AT RE & TR [ 1 55 2680 NER4 56 Wl 43 B SR8 M 2545 (3 LB IE
TEFIMIEE 2014 884E K 2016:363) ,

o b Mg A X B DU R I S B ST AR R AR B EAIE 1A SORU e I A . B (3D a Al
PRSI L7 B (31) b v 28 S sl i) 4 e Je b A 1 R ) ) 92 45 2 AR 407 1) 040, L 8 8 T URE RC i
mel e,

(BDa. ALK T ! ((&iH - ERD)
b, T, (&ETF - AHTNH
c. ZRHHHES - ((BER)D)
BRI — O A LLT 4 I 5 28 P9 T AR S AR T S P R BZ AR IR B DI R . Bl
(32)a. WAL WL 51 50 TR, AR T (B - B BED)
b, S g Z R, GRIFRER) (MG « BRAZAE D)
c. HARMERAL BRI, CHRER) (£ « BANE )
d. A AR AME T A GEWTE (GEF « BBSCAT)

i — 7T M (2015:425) W AR il DOEREBA 58 B (perfective) IR 58 U (imperfective) Y
T A B AE MBS HIARIC R R AR 27 A0 IR A S (composite aspects) F 3k % ik
AR . il

(33)a. BRI IUER . (LA« BT+ NE D)
b. BREER.CBR., (Lfe - BATE D
o B EEEZR) (HF - BXAL)

WA 2 A i) B B T oty DO T B ) T B A R, R (3 I (29) a b 5
(30)a. b, FATA BT 2Z J5 i RE” A1 H AN BE A W, X 7ty DU Y i MBS A0 L B HEpR g 1 IE
A BBUCDOR AN B A BT . i

(3Da. MEMRER, O . CRE < IR )
b, A (R - RRCSHRAZEN

6 ARSI L R

B (A — 20 SR DU HhOG A i B A9 25 i B2 T 5 I IR AR OF AR . | S Ll
(35)a.b, T4 R4 H 0 € 1 —FE /NG 4 e A R B IR N R A A SR R A X R
A E 2 20 0] DUTE R DB 3R (nuclear scope) Z AN A 3215 (outer subject) i & 12 B (S W Tsai 2001;
BRYER 2009), (H 55— TJ5 T Q] (35) ¢ FEEA AR IC AN 1 751 S I 2545 0 B A I8 2388 I3z 9 1Y
T ANZEERNS HREREN DAL

(35)a. —H/NFERAT AN, (FEEE =R
b MHF/NFELAT AN, (FRES EERIED)
o, N TR S IR A NN (SRR s =R E AN

Ty A AT ) v 7 A SO R BB I R AN RE 20 . SR b A B ) 491 (36) a (]
i (6)) BRB (36) b B Xt 43 #1 I A W& T SCAHAE , W ELFR 22 Ry 52 3 88 8% 4] (flip-flop sentences) ,

(36)a. —HF/NFEALIEAN, (FLH)
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b, PO N A —FE /N 4, (Bifv))
DA TRATEE WA 5 1 2 X B 651 (36) a S5 441 (36) b, Hi—, B AR AL A1) {5 (36) a 1 LA 25 1 A5 45 7l
ARSNGB a bR BFI(Tab) Al (36) b AT A F(38)a b k.
(3D a. —#B/NF LRGN
b, —#B /NG AR YA AR
(38)a. " PN N —HE /NG %
b, U N — RN 4 A
[ sk S 473 A A O S5 BEAS 1 % e AN (39)a b B R
(3Da. WA NA—FPRRLE HAl 7725 524 . A — B A e
b. AR ACE T AL YA A — K B 5 fH SEBR b A AR A A i IR) R
T ARWEE R FAT I R) RN R 7S ) ABATY AR AR 2 T R B A T A B AR A
HZ WA i Rz R s ) R g A AR IR MG . X A LB (40) a b A
(4Da.b ] LB HIRIEE
(40)a. PUAS N ABZ A —30 /N 22
b, A NI — RN 44
(4Da. PUAS A RLIZ A —FB /NG 2
b, PUAS ARG —FR /N A
M ZT  Ho A2 DR 2Ok S WA E 32 2 sl i 2 B i A6 ) 0 A i an il (42) L (43) , ;X2 5
— AN ) R ) A S 2
(42)a. —B/NF DAL
b, —HB /NG AL BRI N A
(43)a, — /NG F R AP
b. —#R/INEF A RTZ A N4
b AT SR B G TR A 2R B 1 7 00 — B0 BT Bt ) & etk 32 8l 3a) L (1
REMR DI ZE, WHlDab B
Uda. PN B —HE /N %
b, —#B/NG Lo A IS A
A A% SRS R UL AT B 3 0 1 4 58 A Tl B i o 2RI AT vk 0 2 T 5 [ B AR 1 |
o WL TUIE Y R T 454 o iz b ) X9 2 0K A0 B, 20 0He A B Dl DU R AR W 1) S R AR B R R 1Y
BN IR T
A A4S — 82 DUE B 1) o0 (functional head) 51 % {8 2% 19 2 ) 32 A 1IF T8 n), R
5 M3 A7 A ) (locative-existential sentences) G A SR R B, W06 (45) FrR S E 8 51 (ex-
istential light verb) Rtk Z I, EE AL , MR 8BS0 2007 T 4 =2 A "5 DLtk
NI A B AR AN TS, W] (46)a b,
(45) b5 HLie & P A% g di
(46)a. ML HLA P&k G B i
b, " R P A e A
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7 ZEE

S5 b FATTIA DR DU FIR T e v T 3 1 R A 85 3 [ R ) AR A i the 3B T T RO DU IR
() a7 29 P AN Lk T /) A T B R SR R A 2 A i b 28 2012) o FRATTIA A A 25 am] BRAR 3 | 3
— L HNA B R B RS R T EH R E R A SE B (phonological realization)
S A ) A ) A ) 3 Lk B PR . oA e I 5 T B AR A A L DU O 28 B AR (5 A
BUR R F A1 A RE R A BOLH RO m) i M U 7 R L R 16 A s 2R iz |

ARSI A AT TR I A B R A 2 IR) 1Y Bl R S R E kS M A R BT S [] Y i 5 2 A
ZH g AN TR — — A IR T B W FL A A A R S R A6 B L A B A G U ik AT
BRI AR, SRR 5 W 5 AR TR AT b R AR I R R I S 5 TR
FRATHE 12N B ) o ) R BE D S e JEC 18] ) S5 AN ) 22 Ak, 3 Je A 2 14 20 B 45 50 o B A b B0 45
(BRIAL

S % Lk
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Mood Prominence and Silent Modals of Chinese

Tsai Wei-Tien Dylan

Linguistics Institute s National Tsing Hua University . Xinzhu Taiwan 30010

Abstract Under the cartographic approach, this paper presents a comparative syntactic analysis
of the interaction between mood and tense-aspect system in Chinese. Furthermore, a silent category is
taken to encode the prominence of certain morpho-syntactic properties. In other words, less is more in
typological terms. On empirical grounds, we examine solid evidence from the bare quantity construc-
tion, subjunctive complements, outer wh-adverbials, and non-canonical questions. It is concluded
that there is a close tie between silent modals and the mood prominence with respect to finiteness en-
coding across languages.

Keywords mood prominence; definiteness; silent modals; bare quantity construction
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