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2412 2 BRI D to DETET DD ?
— WYL TD to 880 EIF ¥ 1T D to*

LI L S

1. LIS

A SRS BT 2 AN SE Bk to R0 AN 92 B B 0 FEBETE ) 22 EFEPRO 2D
wf@ﬁ%&ﬁ%&bf(mﬁ%fi<n®;5&rmo%ﬁ0mo
Theorem) | 2ME &, Bl 21X, (Qa-c) DL ) LEHEFERVELEICE
AR RE/Z & ST W7z,

(1) PROE# (PRO Theorem)
PRO [+Pronominal, +Anaphor] {3#t3 & L CTld7% 5 %y —PRO 1T
RENLRWALEICOAERT S,

* AT HASHESERB 143 EAE QO 260 H, K 0 KBOKS) R O BB G S 355

e 2mks (20114F 12 A 18 H. b it«f&ﬁ%ﬁzﬁﬁTLJHw TORENFID LN E
FINEE - BIEEZMA 725D TH L. FRLADERLERPREIZ LT, %éi%@]*]’ﬁ 7ﬁ
WHREM, a3y MRV RBE (%%I’ET#Q%)\ AR GUIEIER RS, &
T A EHERFWINE) . ais— (RS . AL JLRIERS). ﬂiﬂl
g (A I BE R 4dR) « O (RRS) . BARR— CRBORS:) . Zirist ulE
BRE) OFRIEHP L LT %, 720 KEONZE. BISCOHBIZOWT, KRS
DI BIFFITA IR T A ¥ N R \Wiz272\w 7z Donald L. Smith(dt Y 2 — 2 7 K2 IEH $h#
filiy TCH 1L5EBERS#0% ). Michelle La Fay (ALHMERE RS ) WIKICEE L CEHMP L RiF 5, F72,
FIRARAY PRV REROBEXRORFERICOHEL LT, Lo, MIEOME
b, FROTRA Y bEMARD RPN DD L AN - #IEE ) 25
o9 FEE—ANIFEONLERELDTH Y, HIREKORTEMEOERLE &, Rah
IO W TR A D 72w,

[Ye3E L 0%, HEOBUE] 251264
©2015 H AR L5
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(2) a. John tried [cp PRO to win].
b. John wants [cp PRO to win].
c. *John believes [1p PRO to win].

L2 L. GBEGHRREALIRE, R OBEH5E S v, BAEOMR/N T 58512
BT, AEFEH o DML BIT2@EH L LTUTO (3a,b) 27
BESINDLZENHENERoT2,

(3) a. ANEFEMkto R Z OREHIIZIZ, FNEh [HIHS 4 7] (= [£3FE
Bigd] (Unrealized Tense)) & [#0) L1F% 4 7] o 2f@HH 5
% (Chomsky and Lasnik (1993), Stowell (1982), Boskovi¢ (1997),
Martin (2001) 7 &),
b. PROZEH ZBEL . KF%FKT to [finite, +tense] D AHZERE (Null
Case) %#BUTZX %,

SF ), DRIPROEHIZ L o THHA STz LiE (2a-c) Oxflbid,
Martin (2001) (252 1X, (i) #lH& £ 7D to [+tense] (=unrealized future)
X PROZ AT 572 ((2a,b) ). (D) # 0 LIF¥ £ 7D to [~tense] I&
PRO Z@8W L 72\ ((2¢) ZH) LW UEICL > TR SN B L &
7oo SCTEZOMMBE L TIE, (3) ZEIRE T 505D [HlHS 1 TD
tol & [#0) EFY 1 T Dto] Z0ET HRIIILLT D3I DIZEH S D
EEbND,

(4) a. VPHIFE (VP-ellipsis)
b. VP& (VP-preposing)

c. AEFHIZ BT % temporal semantics D2 A1 72 3

L7 L. Nomura (2006) I3 REFH OMFEMEICOWT (5) 2IKE L. AN
TEillikto \IF TFE L 2HFEL W EEEL TWh,

(5) a. AEFEIIHERAICEDEF A (ModalP) D—FETH %,
b. [FEERH] (Nonfinite Tense) ] 3% - [FEFFEAFE (Unspecified
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AN 2 D to DAFAET B D2

Person)] FMERIAEFAE#to ZD b DIHFHET LD TIEZH L, B
FIEEIIHET So
c. [REiiaktol 12 [FEEREHI] (2D 1FEEH L 2 AFEL 2V,

KEGOHIX, Martin (2001) I2fXFE SN L, (3) ZIET 2 FHBIFEOR
W72 (dac) DT =7 2HEL, TOVTNOT—F HEMNLRLDOT
%W Z EARRL, ZOHBIN R L LT, Nomura (2006) @ (5) OF
By L Db (5e) WY THEIEERTIEIIHD, HL, MKiEDOH
R 5. (4b) OVPHIE (28 KU (4c) OAREFEIIZ BT 5 kel
REGEE (E38) 12OV TR L. AT da) O VPHIE (54
i) 12OWTELOMEEZENTHTLIZ E2BIY LTH L,

2. FEFEICHT S VPHIE

T3, (4b) OIS £ TDto LY EIF Y £ TDtodxtILERT &SN
AHZVPHIBED T —ZIZ2oWTim Uz, UTFofl2RTAhL I,

(6) a. [vp Fix the car], John tried PRO to [vp e]. (7C#13 Rizzi (1990: 33) &
)
b. *[ve Know the answer], I believe Bill to [vp e]. (Martin 2001: 154)

2F 0., (6a) Dtold [+Tense] DtoTH ) FiiE S AL7IEHRD VP A FLA] A
BE7275, (6b) Dtold [—Tense]l Dto TH DD THIE S N7ZIEWRD VP %72
T3 HEENEEVEVI T ETHS,

L2 L. VPEIEDEAHHIE S £ TDto L f ) LIFF £ TDtoll & -
THREXNENTVEZDLITTIREVE VD) OBELZOHWTH L, T4
Hh, (D ITRTENC, BV ETI AL TDtoTHoThH, W TIRE
B2 NIHETRETH 5o

(7) a. They say John doesn’t know French at all, but from my experience,

[know French very well] I understand him to ¢.
b. They say John doesn’t know how to play soccer well at all, but to my
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knowledge, [play soccer very well] {he is certain to/he seems to} ¢.
2F), ¥ b VEITHH#EY) EITEIT b a1 13 VP HTE AT e

PRESNDEERDLRETH b

3. FRE ORI AFIRIE SR O K5I

W2 (4c) DOAEFFHIZ BT 5 temporal semantics IZ DOV T %o ANIE
FiEk to R X DOREHNCHI & 4 T LMY LTS A T 02 HBH D LT 5
fgeE7zbid, CORESZERRWEMRLE LT, UTD 8) X9 IZA%E
F O W R 2SR G I AT REZZ & FER L T % (Stowell (1982),
Bogkovi¢ (1997), Martin (2001) 7 & &) .

(8) a. T ¥ bO—)UHiCIZEHiH RCTHRFEHR (unrealized) DEE O,
b. #0 F (ECM) #iSCIZFEE L UFRHITH 2 LRSS,

(9) a. John convinced Mary [PRO to leave].
b. John believes [Mary to be the smartest].

SF N, (9a,b) O&I AP LEEIE (8a, b) 12L& > TENRENIEE
BIZBIAMREZZ & W) 2 TH D, L L, T OERCITIE B E AT
T 5. LT RTHAII,

(10) a. John {claimed/pretended} to {know the right answer/have received a
letter}.
b. John claims to play chess (every morning)./John (always) pretends to
play chess.
c. *John {claimed/pretended} to go out of the room.  (H#f2003: 204)
(11) a. John claimed [PRO to have given up linguistics].
b. John pretended [PRO to be a scholar]. (ibid.: 206)
(12) a. John expects [PRO to be elected].
b. John expects [himself to be elected].
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c. John is expected [7 to win]. (Watanabe 1996: 58, fn. 11)
(13) The BBC newscaster broadcasted the weather to be bad.
(Kanno 2010b: 48)

F9°. P (2003) 1 (10a-c) DIESFE 25 claim X pretend | £ ECM &)
SR FREAR D) AT B & FMEROMEE AR T 2 &5, Martin 5 OIRETIE
PRO DA AT EETH S Z & &2 FHIT 5755 (11a,b) 234 SLEMTH
LHZEMODLDLENTEFOTHNIIELL W 2R L T»b, HIZ
Watanabe (1996) |2 & % & . Noam Chomsky (Watanabe & OFAfE) 1 (12a-c)
[ R END &9 (Zexpectid T > b1 — VA 3L & ECM A SC D 5 73340 5
Td 1) . Stowell (1982) DD IEME S IZEERA T T 5 LIERH L TV 5,
DF N, RHERICEZEN WO THILL, Stowell D—H#Efb. Martin Dy
FIHEFORB &b by 2 THL ! Hid Tk THDHZ LD Kanno
(2010b) TR ENT W5, 2F D, (13) KBWTREANMNEL B2 L
FEHiBhE broadcast D event X V) 1IHE 2 4 HISkF TH 5 A%, broadcast |F i
D FITEEZ LW ZETH D,

WAL LT ) FIFE gy O — Vo R ED < EERIRBIC I3RS 2
ER IR R . FORIME ISR VEN) ZEIZhD, £
5 & ANE R E O R HUE AR (temporal semantics) (24 L TRl OFEH]
WULEETdH B HS AFaTIEARIED BIFR7A> 5 Wurmbrand (2007), 41 (2009)
Kanno (2010b) 7 &12 & - T Byl i R O 2 AL O AT A4 12
IRENTWVD EFRLT T EITHDIz,

4. FEFESICEH T3 VP HIRR

T BICARET Tl Martin (2001) 7 & (3) OO FEA TR & 4
LAEFAMICBIT L VPEIBOBEIZOWT, FNs 3) ofe 175
&V‘: b %i_{‘j—o

4.1. FlHEZLTDto LBV ETEZ2LITD toDXILLEEINB VPHIBRND T —4%
F 3, Martin (2001) 2SR & L CIFAHEATFT— ¥ % (14)-(16) 1R T,
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(14) a. Pam [vp likes soccer] and Rebecca [t does] [vp e]] too.
b. Bill believes Sarah is [ap honest], and he believes Kim is [ap e]] as well.
(15) a. *I consider Pam to [vp like soccer], and I believe [Rebecca [T to] [ve €]]
as well.
b. *Bill believes Sarah to be [ap honest], and he believes [Kim [t to] [vp e]]
as well.
(16) a. Kim isn’t sure she can [vp solve the problem], but she will try [PRO [t
to] [vp e]l.
b. Rebecca wanted Jill to [vp join the team], so Pam persuaded her [PRO
[t to] [ve e]].
(Martin (2001: 154), cf. Saito and Murasugi (1990), Takahashi (1994))

BHLTED &, [HRER - TEHLO—B0D 5 b OWHIBRTRE] 7240
ZEThbH, F3. (14) TERFHOHBIT, [+inite, +tense] = H 3 5 KT
HEFHEBFHO—HEZRI L, FRELTIEREZL AL, 20X RGAIC
(14a,b) DX = VPHIRATREIC 2 B VW) T ETH Do KIZ, (15) @
ECMEICBWTIE, TISHFET 540 LIF S £ 7D told [—finite, —tense]
Th Y EFEL toD—Fd R\ 720 NEFE O FFFIHEAG O AR HET (£
HENE 2> S0 25, (15a,b) DX 9 7% VPHIRRIZEET SRz vk v
ZETHBH, UL, (16) @2 b — VHEIIZBWTIL, TICHFET
L5 4 7 Dtold [—finite, +tense] TdH % O TAREFIHI F 5D PRO & ]
My A4 TDton—FHER L, #i#e LTEHEDPROICZER (Null Case)
PG SND EMEL. DL BIGEIZ (16a,b) O X9 7 VPHIEEASH
BICRAEVWH)ZETH D,

42. FXRORE., 7—20OBEEZ (I) ECM (Raising-to-Object) &i + 3
v bO— IVl

L LA TR, BIEioFWH2EE 272 LT, AEAEHIZHIT S VPE)

BROZEBMEEIAEFAE o Y LIPS A 7Ot Hli#Hl 7 4 7D tohr 12

DL DOTIERL DWTICRET S (17) ORISR ) & ERT 5,
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(17) #Y 1 - 3> b= VARERENICBT A VPHIERL, FEEICLE 5T,
E’UF’?%%%$%§] T SCOIRFENEEAS, FIE I BREE W] 7E 720 T2 CRiak
T& 5 ﬁE{’TéE&f‘ o (EoT. ABMHNHEOHEZ &3, 1B
B ﬁ RECTIX VT, HBEIMET T 5,)2

VT, (17) @4 %2 Bk G2 ER2T 52 LI TRLTWER W, £
. A CHIR E N ECMES - 2> b a— VEIZ BT A VPHIERIZOWT
5, UToflz Rz,

(18) a. Kim isn’t sure she can solve the problem, but she will try to . (=(16a))
b. Rebecca wanted Jill to join the team, so Pam persuaded her to ¢.
(=(16b))
(19) a. *I consider Pam to like soccer, and I believe Rebecca to ¢ as well.
(=(152))
b. I know Pam to play soccer, and I {believe/know} Rebecca to ¢ as well.
c. I suppose John to join the club, and I expect Rebecca to ¢ as well.
d. Mary believes John to go to the sports club every day, and Nancy be-

lieves him to ¢.

T3, ARREZR (18a,b) 1 [MEA ML, [F—2IZBMNT 5] L)
B S 2 AN IS BIS T RE 2 AT 2 T oo ZAUIK Ly (192) OFEAT
l‘b‘]‘éE Ty =D& 72] L) N OO KIE % O TER Iii)‘Tﬁ‘
WEET 2 ERDbNL, F720 AIAKET T4 KOHED T 2
> b c‘: LT, 2320 [#EDDM00F & 72 (like) &V29 Z & % consider
LTV 205 BET 208 L B2 L] & v FEESCEMICEE 245
38 > 723 ZAUIxF L. (19b-d) (ZHIB S LA A EREH ST OIT A NE
Py h =232 777 CSMT 5] BHAR=Y 7 F 71289 |
EV I HNHBCIEWRE R CRlR CE 21T A TH AL 70K RIZ L%
Z5N5h, O EHEF A consider Tld 7z < | know, believe, suppose, expect
THLELERMZ N LS TWLEEZ SN,
CCTHEREEZR (19b-d) ofl%—R 42 &, [HIBES W -8hE A H 8
BE) CThRITIUESR S v, & A W iE Shumaker and Kuno (1980) @ H i
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W HE7: (self-controllable) ¥REETZ T ILUE R & v &) BRAISeh-05% 2
LNE,L LN, LarL, BLFo (20b) R7E3 (1) & &6l %EE
ThHE, FOL)BEHTIEIARAT T THDLZ EDbhrb,

(20) a. *Bill believes Sarah to be honest, and he believes Kim to ¢ as well.
(=(15b))

b. Bill believes Sarah to be the cleverest in this class, but I believe Kim

to ¢.

TbbH, (208, b) IZBWTHIEE S LTV 5 VPIIFRERIICAHED 2 v
a%ifohzﬁﬁ (20a) @ [IEETH 5] FABNHOWEETH Y, Hi%
IZBISEWRETII VDT, BRRATREICZ > TW A DKL, (20b) @
[7 T AT—HFEBEW] 1T ELR ETHEINRETHLOTHEREINS &
WA ZETHDA
AR EFH ot M IS N T2 (21a,b) DBNIDOVTEZ THIZV,

(21) a. OK/? I consider Pam to like soccer, but I believe Rebecca not to ¢. (cf.
(15a))
b. OK/? Bill believes Sarah to be honest, and he believes Kim not to ¢ as
well. (cf. (15b))

(21a,b) IIAFEATEEZ (15a,b) LI L Tnot DIFFEIZ L 1) 758 |§E75‘J:7J‘
TWEIZLIFE) T TL WY, FEHBEFEHEY LITBFE TH L2 LI
HYIx7% <. Martin 72512 & 5 Tnot DIFFEILCHENE (FRME) (2%
BZBwidd72ew) ZEiIERSNIZVS 2F ), EHE506 L) -
T ATDtoTHLIEIZEDLYITRL, EXETFHITREZEVH) 2L
Thbo LML, BROIVEGTE [y H =2 % Tl ;tirkz‘l AR SEA
W W IRED T EDFFEDOIRS B L - TBIEREIC R ) T W
EEZLTEINTE D,

43. F—2OBEER () #Y EFHEFA (Raising Adjectives)
WIS TIE, ) EIFIREZFIZBIT A VPHIERIZOWTILY) EIFs, 3
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1 Martin (2001) HE2SENLZLUTO (22) OB Z T TnW5A 2 L IR
TRETH 5,

(22) Kim may not leave but Sarah is likely/certain to [vp e]. (Martin 2001: 160)

FHRLLTUL, B LITRFETH S (22) OBNEI S 2% KF172 & S A3,
Lasnik and Saito (1992) %> Martin (2001) |3 alternative Control structures 7z %
LOxE L. Bz IX. How likely to win the race is John? (X (23a,b) DO
HOWENEZ 5NDH, (22) O X)W VPHIEES SN LHA1E 3~ b
O— WVEEDATH D L FRT Do £ LT, TOMILE LT (24) 1TR-T
I BIFOBHIO 1 DL SN D EFO there VRS L 2\ 2 & & 2815
TWh,

(23) a. How likely [PRO to win the race] is Johni? (I > s & — L)
b. How likely [# to win the race] is John;? (# 1) E£1F)
(24) *How likely [# to be a riot] is there;? (cf. Lasnik and Saito 1992)

ENEHE 272 LT, there i LD & 1T ) LA T L VPHIBRIZRT
ENHVOT ((25a,b) ), TNAFFENLIEEIZay ba—L s A
TOREFATH S EFRL TWD,

(25) a. *It was announced that there may be a riot, so everyone believes there
is likely to [vp e].

b. *There is likely to be someone in the room, but there is not certain to [vp

el. (Martin 2001: 160)

L2l EEDOA V74—~ M (25a) DIEEREOHANT [#8)] 2
announce S5 &) EFKIC L 2L DT, (26) &5 ICHFEH R BIE
BEZe (78— 71 | ST IRIZIFARETH B DT L TH o727, T2, HM
H (Wbwd [REOI]) 1220 Td (27) I2RT £ 9 IS VPHIBRA I #E72
rwHZEThol,
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(26) (2)It was announced that there may be a party, so everyone believes there

is likely to ¢.
(27) a. The weather report says that it will not rain today, but everyone thinks

it is likely to o.
b. The weather report says that it will rain today, but everyone thinks it is
not likely to ¢.

Pib. REFCE, ) LPEAERBE B CVPHIRD S A5 61
I M= U L) FERIFRIMCZ L <. %ﬂ%@fi% b1 2
Y MY EIREEFEMEL, $ab b EUEEE L CVPHIERD
BIENTVDHEZERDNEZ ERRLT

44. F—2OBEEZE (1) #Y EF5HE (Raising Verbs)

REIZ, WDbW D EFEADMD) 11T (Raising-to-Subject) #CI2B1T 5
VPHIRD 7 — % % %4¥ %o Martini (28) 1R T & 9 (2 ZNATLENED
MRV E FET S,

(28) a. ?*John does not like math but Mary seems to [vp e].
b. 7*Mary may not be as happy as he appears to [vp e]. (Martin 2001: 162)

LA L, Martin ¥ TEZDIEL LI L TR WENEET, oM
TS, (17) O N SN TS VPEIBRIEFF SN &2 5
RETHD, £T. 282)=(292) 3EEZDA > 7+ —~ > MIITITHAT
REE V) K Cdd o 72 (FRERMENETED 5 HHIE LB o< like & v
Twé#%ﬁtﬁbh@oit\@%)iiﬁtﬁ@ﬁ@i?ﬁi&of
WA EDREBREETIFCED . (29b) @ X 9 ICEFEZ F—I2 UL E
BRBERBTRREDZ L TH o720

(29) a. OK/? John does not like math but Mary seems to ¢. (=(28a))
b. Mary may not be as happy as she {appears/seems} to ¢. (cf. (28b))

Zofh, LT (30) OFIREZDF = v 7 L7z (3lac) DFEFHTH D,
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TR ) EIPRE SIS B W CREEmR I IE VP HIBRASH e TH 5 2 L I3H S
MPTHb, Fl2o TNEHDOBITIEFRLOMEENED (17) DL
LTWAZ EIZREINIZW,

(30) I don’t really like to talk about my work with my friends. They don’t really
seem to ¢ either. (Zwicky 1982:9)
(31) a. The oven works, but the coffee maker doesn’t seem to .

b. The economy started to collapse and the government began to ¢ as well.

c. The dictator’s authority started to fall apart, and the army’s authority

began to ¢ as well.®

ST, KEIEH L2 H72o T, NEMAEICBIT HHIBEHRE OB
B9 L Martin H 2% L CTW A U T OBREVEIZOWTE R L TEB & 720,

(32) One LI reviewer claims not to get a contrast between VP-ellipsis in raising
infinitivals and VP-ellipsis in control infinitivals, finding both to be ac-
ceptable. Although there does appear to be some variability among speak-
ers of English, the majority of people I have consulted report judgments
along the lines of those in the text. Most others at least find a significant
contrast between raising and control in the predicted direction. I have so
far encountered only two English speakers who find little or no contrast
(including the reviewer cited above). (Martin 2001: 154, fn. 30)

FEHOMMELT & LIO 1 NOEFHE % 50722 NORFEIFEEE O
WO 25IE L <« F 72 Martin R O IESCEPED IR [/ 3 L 72 N 4 O
12 (17) OERHROEEET72 L TR WFISCICH T 2B Th 2 L Eb
N5, #Eo T, M - FRRMOHIBHIMEIZTRETIE AV EFRS L
HELTYH, Hlillly 1 7L LT A4 TDto DAEFRPFEMN TR WEEE
FENLLGHET D 2 LA RO#ERP OO N TH L E b,
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5. $bUIC

PLEARR T, NESIE#Rto R ZDOHIZIZZRZNHIE Y £ 7 LD
LWy A T2 NS D L FRT HFERICOWT, ZOMRPE b
(5a-c) BRI VTN ORI E TR VBV L 2R L7z, NEFMEIICS
F B HIBRBLG % & O 7B i O R e 2 b 3 b — VAER
OB ML U PRO DI DI/ 70 & 5ED R EFEIIEIIE SN T 5
A, FIUIRR 2D L NEMETH 5o

P
1. ﬂu‘%f‘\bi expect X intend 72 EDFFFIHHE M) EIFRI L a¥ ba— )L Eo2
EROTH L& A5, %@i% “Ci)o“(*é Chomsky %°> Watanabe 7%
?a?ﬁ?éf‘ﬁ% IFH S NN &R é‘fﬂ.f_b) B, WHEOH LT HE
ZENFIIIT S 2 OFEEMN LMD D V) | FEESUEMICHEEIRE N T — Y ThH
HH. THIZOWTIIRELD 72\,

2. phbgad: (BME) 25 (17) oER AL evidentiality (FEHLYE) ORIEDEE H -

TVLDOTIERVAL W) IR Wz w, EHELE{FEKETHY, ax
IZIEEH L 72w,

3. (MDD UFETHD] L) }:ff%ﬁ* e E ) i vy Z & bR HEC

}:%2_%7}1%0 2F 0 () ©XHIZ, EEIEF % consider IO b DIz, &
B LR GIES LT O R A K728 5 L IZIZHERETTRECTH 5o
(1) They say Mary doesn’t like soccer at all, but John believes her to ¢.

4. B, HIER SN VP A EIEB)E S H Ot ie 2 k5 CTh 5 & L ITLZE+
IHEMETIE RV, Fﬂ@ﬂ"]bléﬂgﬁfﬁ‘étﬂﬂﬂl P L LT VIR EES
ZLEFEYIETHR

5. LUF, SO - BER li@#‘]lﬁ/}‘i‘iééﬁ#\ RIEDA I AKOHMWT, HEN»T
7 2 A ROHIMITH B0 (21a,b) OFEBMEDETFIZOWTIE, (15a,b) &%
FVIVIZT B 72O R & i 2 72658, AT Lk @ consider % like Dl 23
BRLTWwS & E”’)?héo

B, LFoOBlIIEERTHNICnot o l2Wbw b [HRERHED BT 2 -
T don’t expect & 72 o’Cb\é %) DN, L S ERE Tﬁﬁiﬁ)ﬁ“(ﬁ)%o
(i) I expect John to be patient, but I dor’t expect Bill {to be ¢/to @}.
(cf. Schachter 1978)

6. Lobeck (1990) %> Saito and Murasugi (1995) 7 & CHIBRBIR Ak O —ik Ry 752

W EEANERE BB LLET . AEEETIZ BT 5 VPHIBRIZ D W T O BIREZE
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T= 8 RBEIR LTz s ORI (1987, 1988) A3Z8F 6%, K
PHEHEEIFF SN WAARER EAEFEHO VPEIE) O - 3525 not
ODFHEICEVHFSNEADPEL L HD I L 2R L. 216 % GERnot &
T2 & LB SOEN R IERIZ L > THIHT 2 2 L 2lA T 5,

. B (25D) IKOWVTIEAIARD T 7o A MhD COURFRITFICITLE X
LNBRWEDT EThHolz, (EmEH LIRS/ L D12, (25b) 2SEKT
LEMIE, [FRICHED DN D RIS 5 A5, "f@ﬂ IEIH LIRS ] &
V) FREEFIICE T ER D L ERTIE W LICEE SN 2v,) AR TIE
there’r‘%)'(iibe?)jﬂ?f)‘there@u.u\Tg?f“CZf)%UD“C\ (beVJ HilBR S A7) there
HESL o VP HIBRRE CHMAE DS Z b Z bR SO b wofik Bbhs,

. 428D S VO to dofiELIZBIT 2 VPHIBRZE L5 & —FREE (stage-level
predicate) & fi{R#5FE (individual-level predicate) O [X455% Leech (2004) @
JEHIBEE (unrestricted) &V HEETD — R, AR Bbh s (Flz
X BEEDE b H OB EE R IYAILIREER & 72 1) unrestricted & A7 S
%) B 4AHIDOSV to dofSLIC BT B VPHIEOBI A EET 5 L. 21U
B TlEweEZ 5N D,

. PRODIZIZOVWT—FRUISERLTBLL L, MARWZ VD 5, Bz,
Nomura (2006) (& PRO (322 O Hil i 5 1 ik o 722 H 22 G- 2 b b & L
T\ L. Kanno (2010a) iiﬁﬁiéﬁﬁ‘%ﬁﬁ—iﬁz SEhCPEBRTEKE S
ZAHELTWS, LA L. 22 % A% & 1d0E 95 2 CHH L 72 Hornstein
(1990, 1999) i3 > | E*)I/@*ﬁ%gb O wREIREL TV LD, 2O
IXPRODE & 57270 v &0 ) RGE IS ERY ﬂ?T L Twb, 7275, Kanno
(2010a) R ERI (2014) R EDPHRFE L TWAH L HIZ, TA AT ¥ Figa v
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