Pt DM AFTN R SN B R 7 —HHIG *
e B

4y

M

EIN

AR TIE, FEFFOBERAE L AAL S B HF AR T IR RO —BHG 2 Wil
L. TOREBRHIDH O FEZ FHT 5, & EFEXFANOHV7ZTK
D ALOMERI—3 (Agree) DEEGAIE-LOHLTIES 205, AFTRRET 5
k. ST AR — B &R EE A G VR § — BRI O BIF & v 9l
HWIHIEC, VbW B IEEDwithOHL ) L Vo 72REICH DL H LD TDH
%o

2 Friends #§ 3L

HEHREEE LTHW O NG, 2O EHAFAOBE —BT 50N
JFHITH 5,

(1) a.  Iam a student of linguistics.
b. *Iam students of linguistics.
(2) a. *They are a student of linguistics.

b.  They are students of linguistics.

XD EE - BEEAFMO—BBRIE, —RL2E 25T L ERBRHO
— IR L AEATIICR R B

(3) a.  Heplays soccer.
b. *He play soccer.

(4) a. *They plays soccer.
b.  They play soccer.

LIAD, FED T I ADKEAMPBEEL LTHw LW E, Fihofe
DOAR—HDBHND,(5b) DX 5T, BFFE I friendD X 9 % THEN L (role
nouns ; Huddleston & Pullum (2002)) | 2SE#RS 2B, FREHFAMNIHEETDH -
THZORFEAFIBERTRITNE R O v, BEEXHFA T B -3/
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X (5a) OEVIELE LD (LT (5b) 74 T Ok % friends i L EFER T &
1295

(5) a. *Iam a friend with Mary.
b. Iam friends with Mary.
c. lama friend. (Kayne (1994 : 63))

d. *Iam friends.

Z N fiiend &\ ) Z4F L with &\ 9 BTEFA OISR REMED X 9 %, §hHn
FRERLIOr =Y a Y IZE 55D TEL WV,

6) I have a friend with long hair.

T/, EEAFANERFEFFAODVEZTRIN L) H—HKBRIIHFESNE
Vo (5b) DX BAFMBEEIZBVTSH . (7a) DX ) HEhEUREE ’Bb‘
Th. FROLFA & with H 1EEO %508 25 BRI 5 (8) |
PLTWwB L) mTIHML T E25 BFgREE ujbb‘fiﬂﬁﬂ@if(’i’%ﬁiﬁ
IC—3 BT LIETE RV,

(7) a.  Tom agrees with Greg.
b. *Tom agree with Greg.
(8) a. MaryandI are friends.
b.  Tom and Greg agree (with each other).

Z DI, (5b) DbeFEIE XL ENTELZVWIENS LS,
Thb,

O] *] are friends with Mary.
L7zh3o T Zilm bl seic BT 5 Flfah) L sk 4l o &b W72 08—

3 (number agreement) 1213, an%aﬂ’lﬂkﬁaﬁbaﬂ’lﬂ@%wt —H LR
TR A TN DB L EZ SB[ 0\0,

COEI) RREA-FHLLLTBEZEL b2 AMONTVEDIF, A
FYAEFETHEEING, WHW B EKRN—E (semantic agreement) 725 9,
BRI —F L E, EFE I family R team. committee &\ - 7255450 O BB 23
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Mo bl BEOIZEH L THE EBBOFRNAP RO LBRTH %,

(10) a. My family are all open-minded people.
b. My family has two houses. (AE - m R (2009 : 122))

A0 73 —<NVEHHELTIE, INSOEAAFEH VLB, SiBDE
WS F ORI E — A— AW T W B A, family S ORI HEEICD 2
b oY) EEEE#ST, TS L TRFEOKD (10a) X ) ITHEE
T—HT 20, WD LTHBRSN LA RE SN2
A0b). EWVIHBDOTHD (AH - mi (2009)

—RL7EZA (5b) & (10a) DHWFIZIE, WO TEICH L THEEE
ORFEPERLTVDLE W) HTHEREDHL LHICEDRLLZ2D L
B, ZO—BALAED THSH I 3T CITHERTE %, H—I12.(10a) I2B1F
5 Filmy family \ZTEREINZ AT IZHEETH 2 b DD, BRI A OEE
EHObT, TDXHHVbIEERO “EIZ. (5b) OTFETHAIIIIRS
N, TLTHAROMY, (10a) THEE B2 RT DI GREES G peoplelZ
M Z)be ByF TH %A%, (5b) IBWTHE—FHZ2RTOIZBFELFADATH Y |
be BEE HETE L 232l Shipw ((9) #3H),

Huddleston & Pullum (2002 : 513) bR L TV 58, REELFH OHOLE
(number morphology) (X EFEAFIMNE —H LWy —A0% 45 ) [ B
OFFE LTRBTE 2 b O TId %\ Y, Huddleston & Pullum i$ & DILH54 5
L ABOAR—HDBEEALTRELEZ b 7253 7 — 20 L CEWRRN 230 %
H2213)02FLnwE LTWwaY, 7272 L Huddleston & Pullum (2002 : Chapter 5,
Sections 18-19) 2L 5D (F) —HIHRITDOWT DD W T friends 31
AN TN e, ZLTHESOY EIFTwaBIg L Rz (5b) Tl
B BB R R 5 RIC L - THRNCIEADS R S vw—> % 0 ST BN
Lo THRONTWA—Z L2EBTHE, ThEEWRNLIINC L > T
S22 EIFEITIE RV,

3 kEhEY A T LR

AREITIE, friends X DG ORI E 25 OO FERE LT, BrEDO IR
L BHIREEICOWTELY FIF 5,
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3.1 XFRaRFEE (Symmetric predicates)

Friends f SCIZ A 8 72 53230 H 13 friends 7207 Tld % <. AT HPED K,
DVOBREERTZ2EKTHOHNIEITRTH S (12), T Tid, MHEH
TEE (1) ©XH1EHL TB L (of Lakoff & Peters (1969)),

(D) AR AR
TADBORTH 5| BETHNILT BUADRTH S| BPHEHELRDE
&, BRRIGHEWAIHR TS 5,
(12) a. 1am colleagues with John.
b. I am partners with Juergen.
c. I’mteammates with Jake.

d.  He’s twins with Greg.

AR BRPE DAL U 2 W44 3 % friends BESCICH WA EIE L E 22 B,

(13) a. *Iam linguists with Shunichiro.
(Intended: Shunichiro and I are linguists.)
b. *I am fathers with Koya.
(Intended: Koya and I are fathers.)

72 ZR MR EETH > TD, TOMRIB VbW 57 BIFR D54 (& friends
Hisc & LTl Sz,

(14) a.  John has a colleague. Rick has a colleague, too.
#John is colleagues with Rick.
b.  Johnis Rick’s colleague, and (needless to say,) Rick is John colleague.

=John is colleagues with Rick.

L7235 T, friends SIS AEEE U 9 % il 544 G |3 AH H AR Btk & il 2 72 2858
TRIFNER 530,

3.2 A% (comitative) Dwith & 1EH) (coordination) D and
Friends f SCOFETZIE, ABFERF O AR FPELZ T TR <. BIE R with®
ERDUHTHAH ((SC-d) b)),
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(15) a.  Keiko is friends with Haruko.
b.  Keiko is Haruko’s friend.
*Keiko is Haruko’s friends.
d. *Keiko is friends of Haruko(’s).

e. *Keiko is friends to Haruko.

INSEDOHFEFENS D, friends i3 % Huddleston & Pullum (2002) D9 K 912
HIRRP LRI ER DA THI TS Z L IZRYTIIL VI EARIEE NS,

PEEIZB W T, L (comitative) Dwith & WK Dand W EPMEZ R4 2 &
BHE L 2SN TE 7 (Lakoff & Peters (1969). Kayne (1994)), 2% 1
friends L1k, A SDOMME Tand e 7z (16) DX H RERIHLFEPL T
Wb,

(16) Juergen and Jake are friends/colleagues.

7272 Land 52 1%, friends HESLD & 9 A E B RO R IZH S v,
L7228->T (17) L) RERHLEETH 5,

(17) a.  Sakumi and Shunichiro are linguists.

b.  Sakumi and Shunichiro are fathers.

E512 (16) & (17) TiE. bothk OARWEEMEICAHED S5 (Lakoff
& Peters (1969)) ",

(18) a. *Both Juergen and Jake are friends/colleagues.

b.  Both Sakumi and Shunichiro are linguists.

Lakoff & Peters (& DEW %, A L RXIVOHEAL L Hi L NV DI R 51
HEEGZLIEICESTHBT L, 74b5H.(07) L) RiEEIE (192) D
LBV RNV OEMICETRRIESET SN RRESIN b0 L% 2
5o

(19) a.  Johnis erudite and Mary is erudite.
b.  John and Mary are erudite. (Lakoff & Peters (1969 : 113))
c.  Both John and Mary are erudite.
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(20) a. *John is alike and Mary is alike.
b.  John and Mary are alike. (Ibid.)
c. *Both John and Mary are alike.

Alike® X 9 3t BRI FETIZZ €3 (20a) D X9 B L NVAEFIAFE &
g, A 20c) OIFLEEFHHT LI LIk b,

[FIAE DEIE A friends Wi SCIC B WRETH B, FriendsHisC, B L O Zhizshie s
% and WCHNZ both e R E &L T LI TE R,

(21) a.  Johnis friends with Mary.
b.  John and Mary are friends.
c. #Johnis a friend and Mary is a friend.
d. *Both John and Mary are friends.

L7=%5 T, Q2la) D X9 %Gwith% HF 9 friends i 313, 20b) D X9 A LNV
Dand WBH & DIATHEEZ WL, L) LB TEBESH, EIE Qla) @
friends S &, (21b) DA L NIVIEF & D & W 72T L OB & 2 7 i 3Rl
T E R\,

LIV EDBEFICBVT, I Owith L BHDand DWHE % £ > 72
A FA—DLDEELZBLIENTELVWI ELSENTH 5,

(22) a. Johnis friends with Mary.
*John is friends and Mary.

=

*John and Mary is friends.

a o

John and Mary are friends.

o

* John with Mary is friends.

™

*John with Mary are friends.

WHITIL, friends L DOFFE DT OVWTINF TIZ L SN RELMFEL .
ZNS 25T HENBELE . WRICANSREBLRZEHL T,

4 AEHIRERE & R EEA ) DR

4.1 With /) DI E © Kayne (1994)
Kayne (1994 : 63-66) |t Lakoff & Peters (1969) D HERIIIHKDNW/zH) 2 TZED
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GATIABIEZ M A B O with 713 and 1) & AR D FLRAEE 2 F50 & TR T 5,

(23) a. [wNP[andNP]]
b. [y NP [ with NP ]

Lakoff & Peters (1969) (. 4 L NV Dwirh4)i& [NP and NP] &\ 9 51k
e L THREEARIN, TOBROEEBANC X o TandDSwith~ & 22, Z L
TIRBICWith NP F B 2 25 2 L2 X o TIRESNS L IR L7z, B
DX ) AT BEIEKayne (1994) DLCADITETIZFED SR\ /28, Kayne
W DIEIRED 7 Bt R % #ilfin 4, (NP, with NP,] & U CIHERA K S 74
WEPONPA (FEHN) FHENEZ LI X o Twith NPAIRIEEE NS & L7
DTHb, Kaynell LAUL, TOHEMMEELE ., VP NIBEFTME (Fukui & Speas
(1986). Koopman & Sportiche (1991) 72 &ZHE) O#HBIIC X - T, (24) DOHERE
X (25) O X9 HIEEMED HIRES DY,

(24) a.  John and Bill collided.
b.  John collided with Bill.

(25) a  [; [ John and Bill ] INFL [;5 collided [yp [¢p Johmf-and-Bitt} ] cottided ] 1]
b. [ [xp John ] INFL [, collided [yp [,p Fohn [ with Bill ] ] cottided 1]

CODEITEZDE, and WH] & with 5] D 1 85— THNP O 520 W] g Pk,
HB2NNIEDAAL v OHELE L TORMBTREEIFEHET A LIRS, ZLT
(25b) 2B BNP John D EFEMBE~OBEZ, IS HBET 28 E LT
Wh7EA9H, ZoDWHIEEDEVIL, and WH KT HNPIL, €D& PN
MICE EF o7 F FRAT SNDL T, withiEF 2 HER S % NP IEwithP T IZ
BEHTAZ L THEBENZZT 2T NERO RV, W) bTRRESNS,

Friends ff§ L IZ DWW T EARMWICIIFMUEA Y A VTHWANEG 2 N B, 72
72 U friends f§ I B 2 B FEIZ B F A VP TII 2 S HFAINPE EZ BN D 72
B, TOMFENPDSpectZ [FiF] BEBAEREINDLZ LIZhD, Lo T
VPN F BRI 8 55N FEEMREFL (Predicate Internal Subject Hypothesis PISH ;
Koopman & Sportiche (1991), Hornstein et al. (2005 : 80)) & —#&fL L 72139 »%#
Ycdhr,

(26) a. Tom and Mary are friends.
b.  [ip [«p Tom and Mary ] are-INFL [, friends [y [op FomfandMary] | friends ] ] |
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(27) a.  Tom is friends with Mary.
b.  [ip [xp Tom ] is-INFL [ friends [xp [wine Tom [ with Mary | | friends | ] |

BRI % and & with D3, SEAEOIEFNI 5T 2 #EaESHTIS D Bb -
T < % (Chomsky (2013, 2015). Tsoulas(2020) 7 &Z%:Hd), (252) D&P DFEH
HPOHRTHNLEY , NPOWHISMHBE SN &PIF, Fhafhs L CHMLE

—ZOF —ATREBMVE—EBHTLILTRITING, #IZWVRIE, &P
PRI AIAEFETT T (Case licenser) AMFAEET . 22D, and &\ 9 iE%HEH BIR
AR OEFET F—Z D4 — A TIZINFL—2 5 1 % & & (transparent) T
ékwogkt%AﬁﬁfQ%)®;o 2. with WBF 2T 5 D ONP I

KL TAEETH L, 2F Y withlZhHE T 2NP—I D7 — A TIEBill—

imm Lo THRENEINDLDIH L, BITTHNP—Z D) — A TldJohn—I%
withP PR CIIAE R g, M~ OBE2SH@H S 5,

COIPRT, KD (28) D X9 HHEFNIFIRZEV (cf. (22¢,))s

(28) a. aphoto of Charles with his dog (Freidin 2012 : 59)
b.  There’s a statue of Saigo with his dog in Ueno Park.

BEWRMIZEZTTHBIE—DOMHLFEEZ 2 L TW5E I EIGHE W w3,
Charles R Saigo &\ > 72[FH 4 DPPIC L A5 % 217 5 L 1I3E 212\ v, L7z
Mo TING OREKTED FEEHI Charles/Saigo T R with TH B L EZ b N
LU, FH)THLEINGEAHOKATBIEE 75, B of DSwith /) D&
LHZZET L TWbOThNIE, Z ofEE— Moy #Eks 5 (ECM) Ak
ELTHMTEL0H Ly,

D Land D EWHESFEN RO T XY ¥ ZEREICHBE LT 2T 5 &,
Chomsky (2013, 2015) AVRIZT 238 0, SIS IEX N —BERANTE L Tz
ML (endocentricity) & W9 BRERIOHE M % 58 ISR E T 2 REBRIGIL & 7
DH5L. COEWHHICTHEMERDPBEINS % 5. Tsoulas(2020) ASEIR
T, WHIEEEICED L TR TR 8T X F Lo kDS
RBzZTL %,

COFHMEDO—D ORI E LT, with BN BT BHEEHRS (pied-
piping) DHMNHEITOLNLEEA D, ST THRAL TV LERIC LA &,
with IEHNZ BV THE—HNPO AL &N 5 2 EIIEHHRE 2 55 755,
— T ZOHPE, with +%:IENP7)“FXE1$§%L“C%*IENP Lz sh
LU REERHERR L v, L7225 THEFFENICIE, NP with NP] 23R § 547
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A— (252) D&POBE L AR —2hE L TR T2 HB0BIHEINTH B
L £ %\ Tsoulas (2020) IZZ OBLEL ST ¥ ¥ i L HEORKE B I o
TED, EHKEIZOWTRA—=F Y FERT Y THE, SHIKIEHAFELOLED
BMIFIZA-TL B (Fi#H 2D TidMcNally (1993) % Dyla & Feldman (2008).
HAFE 22T IdKuno (1973) % Tatsumi & Fujiwara (2018) 7 &% S ),

42 %%1@&*&

TIEB b IZandRwithz H.0o & U TR S N A BB HIHEE IO W Tiam L
to$%fiLm%ﬂ@&$ﬁ ThbbEEAFANPEETHLICD0b
5P MBI REZ 0% owf@ﬂﬁé

T“Cﬁ W70 . MBI E FiEICE b friends X TlE. HICKE be &b

F OB TR E U B, B EFAFNIC—F L THBEZW O
~ﬁ TR FEAFNIAHN A G AR L THEBB 2 05, BEHZOWTIE,
(26-27) \ZHIF 7 % 2T ANIUE, — B —FIRIEIC X - CAHHTE %
7259, B T«é&%Qh)@%ki(w)®;o&ﬁ$17/7%
HtEZON5,

(29) a. [ Tom [ with Mary ] ] Construct with-phrase
b. [ [ Tom [with Mary ] ] friends ] Merge (29a) with fiiends
c. [ friends [ [ Tom [with Mary ] | friends | | Head-move friends to F°
d. [is[ friends [ [ Tom [with Mary | | frtends ] ] ]  Merge (29¢) with copula
e. [Tom/[is][ friends [ [ Fom [with Mary | | fitends ] ]]]  Move Tom to Spec-IP

COREAT Y TIZH VL OPFMEET K, ¥ M3FKD, B 213, (29¢)
DOF BB 2 BFEO T 5 R 1372120 € LT, (29¢) D Tom DFEENIINFL (H
5 \WIET) & Dprobe-goal BfRZ M UTH L2 EE X 5N LD, T DB fiiends
XV @ % defective intervention (Chomsky (2000)) # 5| & #2232 & 1Z VDD,
WINOEERIZOW T ORI Tl T 2 R d A Vs, fiFICo2nTid, 20
FEARE NS FP % PredP & % W IZWP D X 9 % ik (Predication) % Ji% 37 S & % ik
EEZTBL, BEHEIIOVWTIE, ZOMIEIZB B friends T TIZ 7 b s
LTHRELTB Y. L7225 THIAINY 7 Defective intervention 2 5| X2 Z 3 XL 9
AEAL (inactivate) SN72HENZZDLZLROLAEDLDE TRV, EE X5
ZLET 5,

R ) MEIERFEAFAOBEBIEETH 55, 2OV TH (29) DJRAER
Ty T hREZDIETHMENRZTL %, TOIREIIBWT, HEOL4F%
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G with4) & iR EE friends H3F 2 OREEBIFRICA Z DIE.29b) AT v 7| D
F ) WEANPES (External Merge EM) S5 AT v TOATH S, EMM
BEIRMER (Select) 12X o THAE) S5 D THIE (Chomsky (2000)). i
DOwith7) & A SN 5 RGBS friends WEEBIE 2w 05 2 L A TIE RV,
B %\ d Carstens (2000) 7 ED T A4 Y IZif> T, a4 NS S EiRE I8 L
72 F A (feature checking) /FHMEAEA} G- (feature valuation) X 47 =X A%
METHIEHTEL,Q9) DAT v 7T, Bilifa s d DMPR e
H—BZ 0 {HEE [ number] —DSEFHEAFADOwithi) & —FBAKREH SR, L
 LikiE4 et id ¢ 584 (@-incomplete ; Chomsky (2000, 2001)) T % 728
Z ORRIZV DB W B defective agreement & 72 5, FEFE, FREXEA O EIEAR
TSN (29d) DAT Y FICBWTEHOTH S L %25,

FHOTIMET 2L AATONEG (AT v 7 (29)) E L@ Y
probe-goal BAFRIZ K o T, 2% W WWPEA (Internal Merge IM) 12 & o THZLT
L DT, MR ENEE—45 O — X TR AN Tom 2580 BBHRE—
PEFHOWELIET ZDITTH 5,

TiRand WHIDWGEIIED %5725 ) i (29) DIREZZR S 5 THB L, (30)
DX BLIREAT v THEZ LN,

(30) a. [Tom [and Mary ]] Construct and-phrase
b. [[Tom [ and Mary ] ] friends ] Merge (30a) with friends
c. [ friends [ [ Tom [ and Mary ] ] frtends | | Head-move friends to F’
d. [are[ friends [ [ Tom [ and Mary ] ] friends ] ] ] Merge (30c) with copula
e. [[Tom[and Mary ] ][ are [ friends [ fFom{andMaryfifriends | ] ] ]

Move Tom and Mary to Spec-1P

withif 5| & B2 D3, BBEDAT v 7 (30e) DATH b, withiih] Tl
Mary \Zwith\Z X o TR SNATHELE N L 720 Tom D ADTIZ X D IERETHR
LB L. and W5 Tldand DI&ERVED 72 Tom & Mary BT 55T DR
WHHERD, &P EKDSpec- IPNEBEI TS, T9 L T.(2%) TIETomD%
FMEDS, (30e) TlEMary D FEEATET ST, HirEI b LIk 5,

(29) ¢. [[Tom [with Mary ]][is [ friends [ [ Fomfwith-Mary} ] friends ] ] ] ]
(30) e. [[Tom]][are][ friends [ [ Fom [ and Mary ] ] friends ] ]]]
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5 FlolKorE

AFTlE, EiEAGATAH iiﬁf&)é b b %f%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ“@@%ﬁ#?ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬂ
2% Friends #3120 LT, bk ﬂ@E'ﬂ)k??X CRHER R FRE) . o451
%A%, probe-goal IZ & é*zﬁc‘:Select — DX B = x5 % dilh 2 F LT
& 720 BARRERIIAS 55 7 Pﬁli%kﬁﬁéﬁ‘ WEEAF DR vl <
5 OFEEEHEEICK LT, friends L & W) T HEMW R G o »
FEFEL T NAWEEEIC O WTIIENEA D,

WIS, RROBMTHN ZEA LT T H 2o TR E 72 2 6 %
%LT};(O AIRDOIERNG T A 7 71E, hFELF D Spec (ZHIKA M S N5
A& DERIELSEIC L > T, ZoRiELAFARAKOBIERESIEINS, £
LCTZEDO—F/T, EMOREHIFTRFTIZEIICL > TRESE) ORILE
X, THHOBEBRG L 2 LANOBEBEICI>TREEINE, L) dD
ThHolze TOEZIITHEDI L, BBEHFAPEEHFATH L r —AITONWT
b\ Friends Hi L & AT A5 R Z FMT 5. 20F . B1b) D X 9 ehfaEd5, (3la)
LBRICHEETH D 2 L2 TPHIT 5,

(31) a.  Tom and Nancy are a couple.

b. *Tom is a couple with Nancy.

W OIREGTO X BN % 2

(32) a. [Tom/[andNancy ] ]

b. [[Tom [ and Nancy ] ][ acouple] ]

c. [[acouple][[Tom[and Nancy ] ] faeouptet]]

d. [are[[acouple][[Tom [ and Nancy | | faeouptet]]]

¢.  [[Tom[and Nancy ]][are[[a couple ][ {FonrfandNaneyt]tacouptet]]]]
(33) a. [ Tom [ with Nancy ] ]

b. [[Tom [ with Nancy | ] [ a couple ] ]

c. [[acouple][[Tom [ with Nancy ] ] faeouptet]]

d. [is[[acouple][[Tom [ with Nancy ] | faecouptet]]]

[

Tom [is [ [ a couple ] [ [ Fom [ with Nancy | | faeouptet]]] ]

couple X2 team, group & \» o 72\ bW 2 HEA XL, WEMICEBEONR 2T,
2ZhoTZ.(Gla) OL)ICEEIMEEEHERT 24U THILAETY.
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4 L LTa couple &\ ) MR R ONTARY 5 2 LAV TREZS L BTSN B
bIF7E, THDH%0IE, (BIb) @ X9 LwithiEFNIZBWTD [Tom with Nancy]
&V WEARTR D with 7] & a couple 33K DONP f 38 N THUR AR 2 7 S 872
DB, TomDAYHKERITDOEGHE L > CTORF G L 2D . (33) DL Rk
HREFRTHERE R TLPERETIE LRV, ZOTFINIR LT, (GIb) 133
LThb,

V) ETH R TEBHTND Tom DB HEIRIRTH 5 DK L Teouple |l THEE
BRATZNOERIIZEH L 2] 2 W) 72 bOFBIIK Y 37727\, Friends
HiE, FSCCOLR—HEHFET 2L BT,

DFELEIAH (29 DiRAL (33) DIRADENE, WBEEL G TEEEN
BB Z MW > TS H (29), BRI - WENICEEZBRTRT 2500,
ERFEIICIIHEIEZ N> TWD Dy (33) OEVDOATH L, THITKE L
TR AEVZHHhE LIk, Friends B 3CIE, EBIAICIE TERNICIZEE
DY DL > TV B 2O RFEPERIC RS ] L vwn/z b0 THb,
7EHIE D friends i L DORRINNIIE, HRWICHEBEZIRL O 2HEE6 B TIE%E <.

SREa N 2 T 2 L BAF OB L E L Shb D72,

fe

(

b

* RWFFED R D —EIE R AIFEE (5 TFBI17K18106) 12X 5, ARSI Hz-
TA 7% B R FERE W 2§24t L T\ 7272\ 72 Juergen Bulach[, Jacob Schnickel
K. Ricky Chi Yan Leungft, B X UHEBRM LI AL 2R L TW272WzEA
IR IEHT 5, RALIMESLHAHRIIETEZTOEETH 5,

i bHH A, BREELFN L FHAFANODVIZIZ AT 52 —FBRITES
NeVvEWV) EHT(1,2) oflE 3,4) ORIZEEIFA—-HTHILIFITE
A

i TAUAEFTIE A0 OFIEHE-HLTHE—HTHLE (AF - &R
2009 : 116-117)6

iii Huddleston & Pullum (2002 : 513) : “Overall, the cases of mismatches are too
prevalent for them to be treated as exceptions to a grammatical rule of agreement
holding generally between predicate and predicand [...].”

iv [7] L : “A more satisfactory approach is to provide semantic account of the restricted
range of cases where mismatches result in unacceptability of the kind illustrated in [*My
daughter is doctors; "My daughters are a doctor].”

v Lakoff & Peters (1969) & Z OISR & AR IBEER & v 9 FRFR L oD (2 7 B



vi

vii

viii

xi

xii

PFROMBE LI SN —FE 9]

L CandIFH % A L~V ORI ERE & 8T L NV OSSO IS5 5 2 &
EREL TV D,

Lakoff & Peters (1969) (Zalike® & 9 % EELFIMGER. together tY: 9 TGl ik ik
DORBEZIY BF, AFABEOFONIE > TV DS, 5 ORI
OB HEH N5, Tsoulas (2020) b B,

(25) OHEEIZBW T, WY 2 HIBNERT % 15 2 720 121 VP EZHRASZ D Spec &
DHRATTHMBEICBE L 20N R SRV, ZOBEOFEM T RICF L
L. SOFEROLEGEFPE LTBL, R, FPOHEIMTHL LWV
BMAEL 505, TITREBALRV, DREOREEFR D FHbk,
EAEFREHIRIET A, PISHZNPRFEICHM S % &, WBFENPONERIC
FEENPAER T 5 2 & I2R ) @ ) IS IUUE, AL THRALTW
TAENPORETY X A-over-AJEFE (Chomsky (1964)) #EICR R %, 7272 L4EH
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