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1. i

J—2Ah+F a2 AF— (Noam Chomsky) 7431950 sFACIZ AR B S B GR 2 $2M8 L C LK. FHRMRAHED [
# (binding) |\ ¥ Z2bbmRAGHSEL 20H47E] (b LI [HMEFHE (binder) |) L DBRIZED X9 7%
FMOTTHILT B2 &) BEIE, Seahilam b o ER2HE & Skl T& 72,

b o &b RCSCERGR T [4617 (precede) | & [#t#H (command) | O & % V72 08 0 FiHH 23
RALNTze XHY Z[# M (command) 1§ 5 L 13 X 2 XRS5 R/NDOEHAY 2 XHiTLE ) 2L THbH,
MO LD 2 F712H5 & BIRAAFAOTMEMIILL T O XL 5 IZHEITEX % (cf Lees and Klima

(1963), Langacker (1969) ),

(1) FRAAFHORMES (binder) (=%6473) &,
a. FHRCEFICHAT (precede) L TWARITIUIER S %W,
b. FEARGE EHEISHME (command) L TW2RITFUE RS2, $4bb, FEAKLEHE L Uik
OFIMIIET 5 [FAFHiZE (clause mate) | THRITFIUE%R 55\,
(2) [s John; hates himself;].
*s John; thinks that [s Mary hates himselfi]].
*[s That [s John; was fat] bothered himself;].
[s John showed Mary; herself; (in the mirror)].

o oo TP

*[s John showed herself; Mary; (in the mirror)].

(2a) DXLIZBWTIE, FHIFCLE himself % Hi8 (bind) 35 John H5, himself (29547 (precede) LTHD |
220 John & FIRRLE himself £ DM EIHME (command) L TW5b, Thbb John & himself & A5 Uk
N (S THEIR) IZEZ TN 5 [AEHEZE] TH AL 72O FMAWEEL 2o Twb, THITH L. (2h, ¢) Tid (&
TEW)) AT John DSFHIRARE T himself \IZHGAT LT WD A5 John & himself E M HAITHM L TWWw, ¢
b John & himself 1Z[F U/MOFICEZEFNLEFHER TR WD, FEPIALETH 5, 2512 (2e)
Tl GBIERY) AR Mary (3 PR herself & MHEZHMA T 5 [FHIE L TH DD Mary 2 herself 12
T L TRV DT, FHAARITREE 25,2

*ORRNE. BEREICBT A [CEHREE BRI R REFEE AT U —TF e Y RE [T
7ty YEOWMKEESR] ] ORI E Z T THES N2 D TH L, ST L THEEE Lowv,

VoL TIEL Lees & Klima (1963) %512 & ) FIRAR44 1L (reflexivization) &9 —FEDZTE (transformation) 7%
RSN, (a) ICZOEEIEH SN (b) MRESND EE 2 BN,
(i)  a. John hates John.

b. John hates himself.

COEH)BEZHILETEELHMEISZOEWEIN, TR boT, HO5» LOREER SN -HRAAHSELZ0
SeA7E & oI T (binding) ] OBIRAS T 2 AN AL ZFHL LI 367 70 —FRELRHENL LS ko
720 AR TIIWHOERCGEICB T 2R RAFILOGH 2. ZO®BREH S R iR K A %I X 2 1o E 2 HiC
HOWTHRLZE TR LTV,

2 72 B Z O Jackendoff (1972) A%, W4 W % picture noun reflexive (John saw a picture of himself. / *John didn’t like
Mary' s portrait of himself.) 7 &b ZREIZ AN, [## (command) | D2 Z {721 TR AN IEL TEFRT S48
Zxfio T,
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2. Reinhartic & 3 c HHOB=DEA

Reinhart (1976, 1983) A3 A L7z [ ¢ #f (c-command) | D¥EZE. Z DB O A 4% 805 o JiE Bl R0
ZEOHIEEREMTHIE Lol cRMEOBMESIIUTOL ) ITEFREI NS,

(3) X#ZE#HEXAE (immediately dominate) 3 % #5» 1B 1 (branching node) Z2°Y # X il 5 & &.
XI3Y % c 3 %,

72E 21X (5) ITBWTC, (BAAER) WMEER John 3. FIRMLAE himself % ¢ M L% \vo %54 John %
EFESCHL T BB 5 PP S himself # XML TWHRWHA L TH 5,

(5) *The rumor about John; bothered himself;

(5") S
/N
NP VP
/| / N\
Det N \Y% NP
/o /N | \
The N PP bothered himself
/o /N
rumor P NP
/ \

about John

SOOI c MO EZ FMBROSEME LTEAT A EITLY ., GBIEN) W2 John L RS
Zi) himself DFATEERIZ 02 V) 72 K\ John B3 himself % ¢ FM$ 2 0G0 L W BEENER» S, IR
LA OFHFD (FR) WHEMASHHTE L L EZ20ND5 X912k o720

723, Reinhart (1976, 1983) 12X % c MO EFKIZIZ. SHICUTO L) BT MZ SN TV S,

(3) XZEFELET L8001 s (branching node) Z2Y 23X 42 /23 Z 2 EHEXHT S a D’

S BATRIMRIC K HF c MBMBRO A X B L FANEIEEE Z 2 SN005 Eito (2d) & (2e) OLFEMDOETH b GEEAER)
WAL Mary & P % 5 herself & OO ¢ EBIFRIZ. 2d) & (2e) TIEEDSZVWEEZEZ LN TV NHLTHLE, 2D
1% Barss and Lasnik (1986) 23#&i#e L. Z O REIERICE 2 5T Larson (1988) A% VP-shell #3& % W 72047 % $2 %
L7zo SOHFHICE UL, ZEBWMICBT 2 BN (24 2B 2 Mary) FEHEBWEE ((2d) 2B 2 herself)
% IR BRI (asymmetrically) 12 ¢ #6819 2 (377 b 45 H G HIWEEE ¢ S92 A58 H EH I E EEZ ¢
ML) 28122, (2d). (2) D X9 TICBIT A HERROMEDLFRINL EE 2 5N,
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YZXELA2ADZE a6 U#HiED ¥ £ 7 (category type) 2@ T AL &, XIZYZ c 4 5,

(6)

(3) OEFRIZEI L (6) TRENZZL ) LFEEICBWT, a2 Z2EHELB LD Z & a 23 C#HikED
FATIBTHEE, XIEYZ (XZHEEERT 2 ZIZEEBREINTHWARWIZD 22D 5T) ciflldsr e
7% %,

Reinhart (1976, 1983) %% (3') ® & 9 LR R BMLIL T cMMA ERL-DIE, €9 T52LICLk->TEF
SELRFEDP) ILAHWTEDLNLTH o205 TOBROEL L OHIZETIE (3) TlEARL 3) © &) ZHifiz
EHRMPRA SN, KL LT Reinhart OARROEFKTH S 3) FIFLALEREONTLE 72, 2L 2
1¥ Lasnik (1999) 1. (7) ® & 9 & I2B W T each other (FHH A4 3 (reciprocal pronoun) & IFEEN., IR
45 & [ UBRISIE (anaphora) @ —f) & OFERAIRARETH A 2 & A MEIZ L T, HMYFE the men 2%
RFDMEHD S LY EHOLE, ThbH5—FER (AGR) OIEEHE (specifier) DLEFTEAT A, w9
SHORMPOOE DL LTW5,

(7)  The DA accused the men; during each other’s; trials.

7) Vi(=a)
N\
(Z=)V PP
/| / N\
V NP P NP
/o /N | /N
accused the men during /NP trials

each other ('s)

L7 L Hasegawa (1996) 2 X #uiE, R 4] during each other’ s trials 1% (7)) IR EN2 X I I VIS
MENAME (adjunct) &E 2 SN b, &3 1UE Hasegawa (1996) THRMENTWE LI 12, (7) 2B
T RER Z L 1E, Q) D L) ZHAML I N7z c OB EZ R TIUIREE %2 2 2B ANz w25, (3)
DEFICEINITMETIE R L Do HMEE the men ZHEE LA TS VA, SSHICHLHEED Y 4 7108
T5V ICHEIREINTED., 20 Lo VARSI each other XA L TV AN HTH 5, L7zh > T, (7)
THAPREZR C L IZLT LD HMWES LD HWALEIZ LA LTwa &) Lasnik (1999) D45z X2 %
RIMEZERA VI LR D, 4

4 Lasnik (1999) 32D & 9 Ao oMIE LT 213 () @ &) 2o 2 CB Y., 3) ORI T 2729
RRTERVHEDLH L DT, (7) OXOFHIEEMD D 555 & 5> TH72HI2 Lasnik (1999) Oifin2sdE S b by T
E 7%,
(i) The DA proved the men; to be guilty during each other’s; trials.
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B.(3) DEHFRTLI) FLFPATE WO T -4 b H 5 2 & )5, Hasegawa (1996) 1%, Epstein (1999)
DIREN ¢ ### (derivational c-command) DBEEZ IR I LT L2, (3) O L) 2R ERET S
%l () 2GS ESELFENARICHWPTELZLEZRL TV, ZOGMICIUE, HHEFEX
FIRAEOBRTIREEC] . $4bbREUIREDS AL 2V (cycle) ITHEZICEA SN ZEHZYBLUOYHE
Bed 5 EE% c T 5. (7) 2BV B during each other’s trials ® X 9 7% PP AHMER (adjunct) TH Y #
& LD EFE T iz, Z20EA ([0 (Adjoin) 1) IFIRAEDBIZ BT 2 ME DT A 7 V2 TEHAT,
HIYEE the men LFREZ (W UHA 7 VNT) BEEICHIARAENDL EEZEZ OND, Lo TI DX ) RiRE
B c MO ZD T Tld, HIYEE the men (X, FFFICHEE ICHLAR T L7z PP WOIRISTE each other % ¢ %t
3B &2z, (7) OFMBFRITEHARISEEN SN,

72, cHBMOERITIZZOMIZS,

(3") XZWBEHE XM T 585501 (branching node) ZAY %A L. XA'Y % %A (dominate) L &2\
L&, XIZY % cHT 5,

EVIHIFEUEPFITMAZ NS T E D X HBHH, Reinhart (1983) DEFTIEIZ DL ) REFiZoronT
WhEWI LD, ENONDELRHETH S,

(3") OFHHDOEL I BEMFEMTIMZ LI LT, 728 2ZIXRD L9 BB 5 A0 FEVE 2 HER:
TXHLEEZOLNS,
(8) *[np the story about itselfi] ;

(8) IZBWT, NP L EUR S NGl ekid, TR itself % 3ZBL (dominate) § 5729, (37) OF
MO L Y HIRRETAE c EES. Lz - CTHIRRAFAOHMER (binder) I2bAhhnz b
7% %,

LaLAAS, (9) @ X9 ki z PR+ 5 i-withind 4t (F 7213 ZAISHIY 2 FRER Lo J5EE) 1,
FHRRA TN OBRICE L TH EOAELEII R L L EZBND,

9 .Xi.]:

72821 (10) O &) BETOVDLW L [HFAHIE (VP deletion) | &, (9) @ &) &fiEz Hbd 5
i-within- ZPFISER S 2720, FEXEL LD,

(10) *John [vp said that he did [vp €] i ] i

EF UL, (8) DX D i D FIERIC i-withind SHIC X > THER SN B 720, (37) OTRHEBD X 5 %54
ZCRMMOERINITMABLEIX LN L1255

3. Chomsky (1981) (C& 2 RIBIER
Chomsky (1981) (&, 21 F TOHMBIIRICEIT 2 a2 BRI T AT LT D X 9 25 (Binding

S@) OTFHMEO L) SNz s i ) MEE LT, ¢ #fI#IE (c-command domain ; Reinhart @ (3')
DEFETIE WD) IZBITLHZR 6) IZBSa) PHE—DOEKZLELLRLB>TLEILEDNDH D I & % Reinhart (1983) &
BHLTWa, L2LZHIE=A M5 1 (ternary branching) HiiE 2 O TV 5 TH Y., & L Larson (1988) %
Kayne (1994) @ X 5129 X T oM BB 5o (binary branching) M CTd» 5 EINET 5% HI1E, (37) OFHED &
I RGN EOITFIZE LT o MBI —DBERLE R D,
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Conditions) =#&% L 72,

(11) a. An anaphor must be bound in its governing category.
b. A pronoun must be free in its governing category.

c. An r-expression must be free.

[ #ilE (governing category) | D EFHREFIZOWVWTIZZ T TIRFR L WA, BBINIE > THHEE
FEEORDAOHE L ILFN, L) ZETHDH. ¢ ORI, BISH (anaphor ; FHRAL4 R0+
HALA A (reciprocal pronoun) @ each other 7 ). X% 5 (pronoun). r I (John. the boy 7% &l D
ZER%) DR ST, PRO. ity BEIOIEHR (NP trace) 7 & O Z2#ilE (empty category) DIk FEW F
THELHHL I L LE DO THEDILVHEGTH - 72,

L2l WSOPM#EbH-720 728 21X

(12) a. *Himself; likes John;,.
b. *John; likes John;.

D2oO0DXDOIHENEX, W HRYEED John 25 [HH (free) ] TZ W, T4b 5 (bind) EhTH
D (11c) D5 (VbW 5 Condition C) IZER T A 720D TH D E EN72.7 L L, (12b) 1Tk & £ 14 (focus)
DEXHIZEoTIITRELRLELDLIELH D,

(12°) A: Who likes John?
B: JOHN; likes John,.

ZATH L, (122) ICHLTCIEZEDL I R Ed v 2L ) REZHFATLZDI2E. RIE) (122) D
FESCEVE D W THUI RS T himself O (R %3 (binder) Z KT D &0 )) WHICEH T 2LE 1D
LEEZLND,?

7B, Chomsky (1986, 1993) % 3¢ & €72 Hasegawa (2000) OFHIGCH 5 OB B 75T % FR-H 3 1L, (12a)
DOIFCEIEH FLFMTE %,

(12") [tp Himself; [,p ti (selfi-) v likes John]].

]

DX BRBREIH OB L TIE, FRALEF ZWIKT 5 self 75 (BAER) R TH 5 HIWGEE John D7

SRR TR T (governor) | &\ [ HEZ: [3:7E] (accessible SUBJECT) | &\ ) BE& % W C [#i#iIE (governing
category) ] RS N5,

7 2o &) B4HtE, Lasnik (1976) 5oz &b DTH b,

8 Tancredi (1995). Schlenker (2005) 7 &' i&. (11c) @ Condition C @ & ) B#MIEM LB IIFHE L 2V EFEwm L T b,
Schelnker (2005) &, Condition C &\ ) #FEIIGIFICH T A E LT UTO L) XA WRETHL I L2/ L TV b,
(i) [A linguist working on Binding Theory] ; was so devoid of any moral sense that he; forced a physicist working on
particles to hire the linguist’s; girlfriend in his lab.

¢ Higginbotham (1983) @, linking D&% AW 720 ZF D L) RO O—Bl L F 2 5,
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DB FEE o OMBEB~BE L2 TNEI ROV Ik b, BEITLOFBALTOME L L CH)E
(P) WEFFEMEOWTNEZHET LIE X, ZII—F D lowering (Fi& E X DRV E~NOBE) & 7%
A7z, [#HIERMSM (Proper Binding Condition) | (F 7213 2 O5MIIb > TRIBKOR L DD EEZ S
NAMD A 72 & 213 no-tampering condition (cf. Chomsky (2005), etc.)) (ZER LAFEINBWNSLTH 5.

4. BRAZFEOEBEI T
Chomsky (1986, 1993) & Lebeaux (1983) O$FERZ N AL, PR AT OB 5 OW Rt %2 R L 72,

(13) a. John hates himself.
b. John self;-Infl/T hates ¢.

1 |

(13) (R X912y AR LF #M CIEBAER (covert) 12, TDORMEFTH % John % HaETHIC
b Infl UEHTEHR) 7213 T (K] OMENEBHTLHLEEIONE, Thid, B3 Y AFERFHEET
WM BN (overt) %R (clitic) OBE) & FAROREA, HFHETIIIHEMITES> TWD, L) s
WCERBIENTES,

(14) Paul; se; leve £.
A

O X HIZE L FRRAF MO BIE (ocality) 13, BEIORFMEICHETELZ LICh D,

Hasegawa (2000) 13, ZOFERAFAOBE I HE, I=2VAMTUT T 2OBMADOHRTRIEL S
HIZHE Sz BARMIZIX, himself © X 9 el 2. %5 (him) O & self L\ RT 5,
430512, Reinhart (1983) ©F 9 A Z53H (bound variable) & UL COfR%E 2 5o Self DERIMZ. K
ME R & ARE (specifier) 12 b D R CRMERLEFETHIE T () ofiilE) ~NEBE L [ B
(mobile index) ] & L CHMERZRET H2MELR/-T. TOLHITEZH T LT, WRRAFHRMD 2
HZALEIZIVANTOT T AHMARL I ENTELET TR, HRRATIRMICHTL3F8F
BHENI) FLHMATEL T L AR LT

B, (1) BV TRMBARIK.T 5 &) 2 Lk, BRAFHOBEI G E > TIXMEE R D 9 5,

(7)  The DA accused the men; [during each other’ s; trials].

LR Hasegawa (1996) T SN TW5D X H 12, (7) 2B L RIE N during each other’s trial \ZE)F)
ANIZBWTHINES (adjunct) OIEZ D5, & 2 ADB—IZ, AN S OBENIIECEm2ET 5,

(15) *What; did the DA accuse the men [during #]?

Z #id Huang (1982) 7%, Condition on Extraction Domain (CED) & W9 &fic Xk > T Z L9 & L7
5 CTHb, DLCED M [BE L VI BB L THETEINLEMHETH L LT 540013, FRAKAORE
B4 % (Hasegawa (2000) THIEE N/ L9 %) [BE)] Tld% < [—3 (Agree) |, $#I2 Hiraiwa (2001) D2
B4 2% [£E—3% (multiple Agree) | DEHT2HLE LTHET LI LD, Lt k) ZHE2EZE T

10 2o &) R RHFIH LTk, Reinhart and Siloni (2004) 12X 2#HH H 5,
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LEIZHRBEERZONL, 6T [BE T R/IMEOHIF & [—F ] 128 2 RFEofilR 280 75
T TR AUEDELTLHLEEZOLNLD, D LX) ZREICOWTIIMRZ LD THRET L72v,

5. EHYIC

Chomsky (2000) LD I =< ) A b7 07T A0 TIE. FMHR 2 HEELM 2 SR L. e
X (LF) £ 28 —=7 242X DHOBIRE L TR WREIRREN TS, 2O L) itz ZE S
5 ETHIRIEVIRIEZZ 52 T b DA%, Jackendoff (1992) D TdH %,

(16) Ringo fell on himself.

(16) ®3Cix. Ringo RADWANIEEE Z i, > CTHGOBAEO LB NE D - 728513 LT
HBHH, WITHAIED Ringo KA D LIZEI B - 72K T (16) DEHITEHI T LIEITE LRV, 2D LX)
SN O BRI FA RO REMI B 2 52 5 & T, EEM 7200 TR AT O BLS
EHUTAZLIITELRVWES 2 5,

L2 L s, FRfl4a o s LG HEERM U O BERDE b > Tnbd v Z Lk, B AHE
WM E MR THHEN) T EELTLLERL 2V BRAAFORMICE SN S TR (locality) | @
Wz, BE, A EOMBERRICBVTLILE L THBRINLHETH Y. b LliE B JF I
BLEnTwa &3, FRARF ORI O W T O IAETMICBIT A0 5 5@ [ (computation) ] A3Ed
HboTwd, LEZLONPHRTH S, L LIEK [HM (binding) | £ LTOEL LK DIZENTEBELD
X, MAEHR E LTI REDPEED LWVERD D H LD TH D (3 8 ® Tancredi (1995), Schlenker
(2005) 2, W UHRALATTS. WO CUEEZ D ) HakiBM 721 TP T & %\ logophoric
LRELBIE S NS,

(17) John was outraged. A picture of himself was on the front page.

— 75 T, Reinhart and Reuland (1993) ® X 9 (2. FIRfC %6 O KA R % R 55 (predicate) O a1k
(reflexivity) &\ ) GEEERRNZERN EBEAMATTHHL L) E T AL EINTVD T Wb LR
WMHZO LD, ED XD R THEBTMDPEDL s TVBEDORPEYSNICTH7201E,. & 5% 505808
ﬂ‘%?&)%o
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