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TR B R & MBS

W H & Z

0. HUBEK ? - S
Kehler (1996, 2000, 2002) i, XL OERERE VI T F X P LRV OFEED, VP
BB REFbh: FORERSOHBICENTHLILEZH LTV, RHDOEMI, DO VP
M2 ST AR EBAL, BERZRRLT, TRCEo THETS 2HHIHL S
CLHRBLBIECHD, BT, 15 Tid Kehler DG HEORBAL € OMBREORR%E
Tv, 2EHTRERRTEL, 3HTRZOREORIELET, 4HTLEOTLEDET S,

-1. Kehler O3 FEE EDHME
1.1 Kehler DREBEOHE
Kehler i3 XA+ DREREBEE 320D 4 TIZHE L2, Zhid, EUEMR (Resemblance
relations), ERBIME (Cause-effect relations), MR (Contiguity relations) @ 3 o
bre TROOBRRMEDS B, T TR OB®ICH S b 5 HEUME L HRMERE
EWY LT TRAT 5o '
1.1.1 Resemblapce relations
BUBRICH S 2 OO)’Ui, HBEML LTRAXLBRETICEHET S (p) B
¥, TOBBIEboTVIRET 2E5EAL (ai & bi) FHBHRER>TVAS
&, BRELERD, 220, 22003XH [EHRLTWE] ERET L0 ITEREE
DEMRZFTEL, BREHLOBEUFZVEVITEW, En)ZLTHL,
(1) For each [Resemblance] relation, the hearer identifies a relation pI that applies
over a set of entities al, ..., an from the first sentence SI, and a corresponding re-
lation p2 that applies over a corresponding set of entities b1, ..., bn .from the sec-
ond sentence S2. Coherence results from inferring a common (or contrasting) rela-

tion p that subsumes pl and p2, along with a suitable set of common (or contrast-

ing) propeﬁies gi of the arguments ai and bi. (Kehler 2002 : 15)
C ZOIATOBRIEIRLED6DDFT I L TEFINT B, RKREL D OH
Parallel T ), SMEFEH and Lo TERENDZOFREEHTH 5,




(2) Parallel —p(pl) and p(p2), qi(ai) and qi(bi) (fRRM 2 4T 1 and)
ZIZT, MEDKKHENLEKpl L p2 CHBT 58k p FRETE, »OMNIET
285% ai & bi b OWUNFFELY (q) HE JEﬁE’J'Cﬁ)Z) LBETEBLLENT
W3, Kehler 2527 7: B3 TN LI b DTH o712,
e.g. Dick Gephardt organized rallies for Gore, and Tom Daschle distributed pam-
phlets for him. , (Kehler 2002 : 16)
MICIEY BB LTid BBH AT 5] LV IBRIBETE, 5T 5 23
EXREHOORIROBATHY, BEWNETH S, FT, WiET 23 HWE
B, A—ABTHY, BELERETHA LS RBEEERoTVo, bo L ¥k
BEaTVRIL, , ‘
( 3 ) John admires Mary, and Bill admires Jane.
BT HHEME L THUBTE admire *H ), FHEEEH 5 S admire T2 %, HEY:
BIEEL5 b admire ENZEL VS %Lﬁﬁ’%ﬁo TWBZ eIk 5,
ZDEPDEODHTI AL FICEHLTE, 20HBABTEAZERTEIZTICEED
THB L, B
(4) Contrast—(@i) p(pl) and ~p(p2), gi(ai) and qi(bi) (RREW 2 BHERBE but)

e.g. Gephardt supported Gore, but Armey opposed him. (Kehler 2002 . 16)
('5) Contrast— (i) p(pl) and p(p2), gi(ai) and ~qi(bi) ‘
e.g. Gephardt supported Gore, but Armey supported Bush. (Kehler 2002 : 16)

" (6) Exemplification —p(pl) and p(p2), qi(ai) C qi(bi)
(REM2ERRBIL for example)
e.g. Young aspiring politicians often support their party’s presidential candidate.
For instance, Bayh campaigned hard for Gore in 2000. (Kehler 2002 : 17)
(7) Generalization—p(pl) and p(p2), gi(bi) C qi(ai) (ﬁiﬂ‘]&i‘%ﬁiﬁiiin general)
e.g.. Bayh campaigned hard for Gore in 2000. Young aspiring politicians often sup—}
) port their party’s presidential candidate. - (Rehler 2002 : 17)
(8) Exception— (i) p(pl) and ~p(p2), gi(ai) qu(bl) (REW 2 EHFIF T however)
e.g. Young aspiring politicians often support their party’s presidential candidate.
However, Rudy Guiliani supperted Mario Cuomo in 1994, (Kehler 2002 : 18)
(9) Exception—(ii) p(pl) and ~p(p2), qi(bi) C qi(ai) o
(ﬁi@ﬂ‘] LERERBRIR nonetheless)
e.g. Rudy Guiliani supported Mario Cuomo in1994. Nonetheless, young aspiring ’
politicians often support their party’é presidential candidate. (Kehler 2002 : 18)
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(10) Elaboration —pl=p2, ai=hi (U8 2 BRI that is)
eg. A young‘ aspiring politician was arrested in Texas today. John Smith, 34, was .
nabbed in a Houston law firm while attempting to embezzle funds for his
campaign. ' (Kehler 2002 : 18)
SRS E, KEEoE (B & TR 2B5E] AL b5 2 &
<hde |
Z st LT Cause-effect B4R, ﬁ%@l"]%ﬁ%iﬁ%:i TERTAI LR, &
BMORRBBEZFKARDNITLIVEVIBEODIOTH S,

Cause-effect relations

(11) Result—P—Q ‘ (B2 E5HEEIH T and as a result, therefore) .
e.g. George is a politician, and therefore he’s dishonest. (Kehler 2002 : 20)
(12) Explanation —Q—P (fU Ry % B R B because)
‘ e.g. George is dishonest, because he’s a politician. ’ (Kehler 2002 : 21)
(13) Violated expectation —P—>~Q (R EH 2 BHEETI but)
© e.g. George is a politician, but he is Honest. - (Kehler 2002 : 21)
(14) Denial of preventer —Q—~P’ (REFEMREHRRBIL even .thought, despite)
e.g. George is honest, even though he’s a politician. (Kehler 2002 : 21)

CTPREFGE QUARGETHY, XoYOXBHEROAN, YIRZOH
ATHB, Fiz, ORI logical inference TEXL *B@'C“&iti( ‘;could plausi-
bly follow from” &\ 5 BEHRN % causal relation DEHETHEH I TWD, 22
TOEBEMHE, ETGELARGEOBRLHIBORRERIBETEEILTHY,

GEOAREEICITLEA-T, MHCHBPRBEEZRET HLEN 2. TN
Resemblance ¥ 4 7L DHEMLEHEETH ), COBVIFUTORBLEELRKHZ
Bt LD |

1. 2 Resemblance/Cause-effect 3 IC & 3 HimE ﬁ%@%ﬁﬁﬁ
1. 2.1 VP HIB& Gapping
Kehler it VP BIAS, BAIC L o TRBEN 2 EAREI L TIROLN, HI0BE
CETARALEL ShEILE, HREBROENEER TV, |
-(15) a. #This problem was looked into by John, and Bob did too.

[look into this problem]
b. This problem was looked into by John, even though Bob already had.
{looked into this problem] ~ (Kehler 2002 : 56)




. ¢. In March, four fireworks manufacturers asked that the decision be revéfsed,
and on Monday the ICC did. [reverse the decision]. (Kehler 2002 : 39)
cf. John looked into this problem, and Bob did, too.

(16) a. #This letter provoked a response:from Bush, and Clinton did too. {respond]
b. This letter provoked a response from Bush, because Clinton already had.
[responded] ©  (Kehler 2002 : 57)
c. ‘Harry used to be-a great speaker, but he can’t anymore, because he lost his
voice. [speak] ’ (Kehler 2002 : 40)
(15) TH, SATLL BB (voice) #RA o TV AL, (16) THAEFXDE
BEFAVBEL OB LT B L\ BRI AT RAEET 5o VP BB IE Resem-
blance Xk Ti, Btk L Z5FEDFITUILELRDT, ZRHERHTER L (15a,l6a)’
RT3, Cause-effect T it BUEH I HRMEAFHAZD LIZL 0T, [F1] #
HoTOHFEENL 2D (15b,c) (16be) BTETH S, LVIDTHE, bbsA
(15ef.) 2B &) ICHETHLBRE 2B N, Resemblance IR T VP Kl B 2
TETHHZ LRV EThAV, ‘ -
ZNICH LT, Gapping RETWZ R TR ITNITRO LNV ESBUF» 55
BRTVB, (17b) (18) REREKHELRIZEV T OBBFBD SREVE L%
RLTWZ,
(17) a. Sandy played the guitar, and Betsy ¢ the recorder. 7
b. #Tom voted for Gore‘ because/even thbugh/despite the fact' that/although
Tom ¢ Bush. ‘ ;, (Kehler 2002 : 85)
(18) a. Sue’s histrionics in public have élwayé gotten on Nan’s nerves, but it’s get-
ting worse. Yesterday, when she couldn’t have her daily Egg McMuffin be-
cause they were all out, Sue beaﬂ‘ upset and Nan became/# ¢ downright
angry. (Levin & Prince 1986 : 353-4)
b. *Robin saw Leslie ‘and so/thus/consequently/therefore, Leslie, Robin.
' ‘ (Culicover & Jackendoff 2005 © 277)
Gapping AR 2 BMESLETH ), BIKEBE5EFMT ICHE SN D Resem-
blance IRIZLAE LR VWDTH B, LA L%+ Causeeffect MO TIdE L v
WABDTHAI D! ZOMEE ST T 5 HWiEHE L LT Kehler 25817 TV 5 b 01k
2ob5b, 1OREABEIBELANEI BPEVI FA N TCHE,
(19) a. If George will ¢, Al will claim victory.
b. Al will claim victory if George will ¢ .
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" (20) a. If hei claims victory, Al will make a fool of himself. _
b. AL will make a fool of himself, if %e: claims victory. (Kehler 2002 ; 43)

(21) a. *If George ¢ the newspaper reporters, Al will make o statement blasting the
p;'ess. ' ‘ |
b. Al will make a statement blasting the press, and George ¢ the newspaper
reporters. o (Kehler 2002 : 91)
VP HIBREREFA LA, BHFRESTETHLZ LD (19a, 20a), REZAHLRA
L TBEER] 0—HTHs L EXONE, RAAMROGE L R, BTRRMEE
KREETERMICRET 22 L TE B, o TEENIC Cause—effect B O LR T
8THD (HEHRLITHITRE), % 7: Resemblance BOLIRT X, #HBIE DMK %
WleT -0 BEE (BENLZETHE) fﬁfJZ\E& %Y, FREZMBMAFIIMEIE 25,
2%, FHELOXRTHIERT S ILHFTEL,

ZRIZH LT Gapping & (21a) H 5 &) KA LKA THFBIETE v, RAFAL
FBEEVHEELRL7D, REFED LI ZRERFATE RV, o TREFARV LI KE
CREICETRATRET S I LHFTET, HIBR R OE TR 2 BEEIC L - < L o7
b, SO, TONBEET CHIGER %)ﬁ%”‘b-ﬁzﬁ‘?“% Resemblance 3CHR i<
Lo&EL %,

LALI?D LY % Kehler DE X FICIIFIEISH B LBbh b, if(m)fﬁélv
2, fEBEIPS Tl Gapping WEBEFBIETOIMARC T WFROATTH Y, BFRIE

WERLANLT X ML LTHAEY TH S, (2la) RELEBHICELEVEWS)
TLEERLTCVBETTHY, [BRFRE] ZhoyAnn, En) I eiildsT
ZPMCRE>TWAVEWI ZLTHD, CHICHELT, (21b) T (19b) (20b) &
B%oT, f TEAL and PHVHN TV 2 RICEBVFLETH S, (19)(20) LE LY
FHYANETBAGIE (21b) 1 (%) LANBRBLEND D, T5HE, RHBEE
PORTEREVITFAPE LTER TRV EHFEBTE D,

(22) a. *If George ¢ the newspaper i'epoﬂ,ers, Al will make a statement blasting the

press. (=(21a)) ‘

b. *Al will make a statement blasting the press, if George ¢ the newspaper re-

porters.

F72, (2la) DX H % If P, Q L\ ) causal relation ¥ ETEEE AT X MO
BASBBECERNODTHEHS LD BET, Cause-effect B D IR - Gapping 774 -
LRWEVIBRICES L) OTR, BRIERATELZVOL, LBDRE,

3obu.(w)#%(m)kwtfxmmwirﬂbﬁ%ﬁﬁjkbwfrxbLt




BECHRFBICICET2ECPELLZLPEELZDE, b vihrdbLlhlhv, LALE
g Tk, EFS VP HIER S Gapping b §NTRITBISFRTRERTH Y (23), &
FIRIE7 T AT B (24) ZOBER, REEKTOBELBRERY, REHL VP
HIkk b Gapping d 3§ X TERRFA L OMESMBEIC RS 2 L L {, MkCRICE{RD
TETHLEPOHMEL 220, ZFEZECALRLIBUERETE), Bridzv, I,
ERERX T ANLRFTBICOT A P 2T o156, REHA T2, EHMICEK
DHREBELHECETRTCRT L LY (25), ZOHETH KBEFRBOLNLEDOTH
%5, 2F Y, Kehler #MRRLABREUNA TR, =& TAUKERE] KBV THUIER
PEOERYE, LEbRIBUNELBH—DOOREL VIO, (22) KBBEY, &
FEIE L MEORVHOEHICL > TRADFELTVEDTHE, SOLIHRRT,
RELT[HBFRIE] L) 7AMCE > T VP §lk & Gapping DR % > TW5b LS 2
BOED S B | .
(23) "a. *He; doesn’t feel good and/but Johni will meet Mary. (& A 1986 : 133)
b. *John did ¢, and I went for e walk.
c. *John ¢ an apple, and Bill ate an orange.
(24) a. Johni will meet Mary, but he: doesn’t feel good today.
b. I went for a walk, and John did ¢, too.
c. Bﬂl ate an orange, and John ¢ an apple.
(25) a. # Hei will make a fool of himself, if Ali claims victory.
b. # Al will ¢, if George will claim victory. (Kehler 2002 : 43)
c. *John ¢ an apple, if Bill eats an orange. ‘ '
FICHAFER B EFE T3 Gapping 3MREF L AKCEFRIEIHICERZ S ((26) (27)),
TAE, BEILDOTA ML HEARFER LT Gapping i [RIEEF] TH2 L FHER
TL %9, Resemblance XTIRT% < Th v ke b, BRM%E [Fh] #bo>Th
BMEZVWEIICBELREPD LALWA, FALZ LIRSV, HEWETD Cause-effect
THF AL (28), EIC Gapping #H < T T80T LARBRATE 3 XRIZHE SR T
VWb (29, 30)0 2F Y, RELFALELIBVETINTH b,
(26) a. b LMD Bzl IDRE, K DBPE,
| ‘ . | (pron_ominal cataphora)
b. KEBIEF%, ZLTRIBIAEFEZEL TV, (Gapping)
(27)a. Manyakey ku-ka .= iki-ess-ta-ko  cwucang-ha-n-tamyen, ku—salam John-un
(If he-NOM victory-past-DEC-COMP claim-do-PRES(if), the one John-TOP

papo-ta. (pronominal cataphora)_
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fool-DEC) ,
b. John-i yeysnal ‘khameyla-lo, kuliko Bill-un say khameyla-lo sacin-ul ccik-
(John-NOM old camera-with, and Bill-TOP new camera-with picture-ACC take-
ess-ta.
PAST-DEC) N ' (Gapping)
(28) a. *AKRRIETZ, 2 €L ORMBBEFERLTVS (257), '
b. *John-i yeysnal khameyla-lo, waynyahamyen, Bill-un say khameyla-lo sacin-
(John-NOM old camera-with, because Bill-TOP new camera-with picture-
ul ccik-ess-ta. |
ACC take-PAST-DEC) ,
(29) a. *AKERITEF % (o), £ LTHFRRMICED Sh,  (active/passive)
b *RBETF-TLT (&Y, £LTRBRADA TR,
. (intransitive/transitive)
" (30) a. *John- Mary-lul, - kuliko Jane-un Bill-eykey  chingchan-pat-ass-ta.
{John-NOM Mary-ACC, and Jane-TOP Bill-DAT praise-receivefPAST_-DEC) ’
b. *John-i theyipul-eyse, kuliko Bill-un milkam-ul mek-ess-ta.
~ (John-NOM table-LOC, and Bill-TOP orange-ACC eat-PAST-DEC)
MEDZ EdbEFBETRM L V) 7 A b T VP I & Gapping % #EICR 53
BIELRTERVOTREVALEDRS, 3 VELDDF A L LT Kehler 2% L
TwBDE, REFAMRP VPHIREBEEDTCETHASE < THORVOIK LT Gap-
ping REHMOLEMNBTEdOTRFNAR 2L 2V (BCHOXFAEL TR 2L R
V) BV BFERS LI ETHER, b (D) DI RRBAFHYFXPELT
BN AR RN LIRIEES . 4B TRET bo -
(31) a. *Since [John] came home [at10:00], I had to sit up very late, and [Bill] [at
11:30].
b. [John] ate [an apple] because/when(ever)he felt hungry, and [Bill] {an or-

ange].

&T, Kehler DFERICHEN S5 L LT, TRTRELOLHHHRRERR L%
iR 5w, FEIE VP ‘ﬁﬂl@ﬁ'@‘li Resemblance/Cause-effect T 5 DR R FR AT Bk
THBHDIZ, Gapping TRTERVOIEI LThHh, VI EThHbH, EHIKINIT
HBLA2OOKERZEMATEZTCHIZVOT, TTENL200FREHE/ANL TS
Eizvy,
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" '1.2.2 Stripping & Pseudo-gapping
Gapping 2 PORFERLRT 0L LT, TBERCHRADER L L4102 IR
%?%abfﬁ%SMMMgG%wtwbﬁ%ﬁ@éo(ﬁﬁu,ﬁﬁimuiuaﬁ%_
BB OB A e.g. ...but not John. ZLWEONZHECTH o4, TITREDIE
{, BENXROBEEZELIDEEZTBL),
(32) a.. John revised his paper, and Bill too.
b. *John revised his paper because Bill (too) .
c. ??John revised his paper, and therefore/and as a result Bill (too) .
- d. John revised his paper quiékly because Bill already had.
e. dJohn revised his'paper, and therefore/and as a result Bill certainly will too.
ZDHHE, (32b,c) PR T L9 IC Gapping & F#RIC Cause-effect IRk & DAHMEHE
W zomETR, (32de) 0L KHBMAFLETH ), VPHRIET 3 LEND S,
Zhiza LT, Gapping [ZEML 7 Pseudo-gépping (BBAFAET 5 Gapping) &
WIBBROBEIZIE, MF (339,d) & (34c,d) KRT & 9 I2 Cause-effect/Resemblance
EHLLTHERTETHS, ' B
(33) 'a. *John ate the Japanese dish with a knife and fork, though his boss ¢ with

chopsticks. : v ‘ (Gapping)
b. *John took a picture with the old camera, since Bill § with the new one.

c. John ate the Japanese dish with a knife and fork, though his boss did with

chopsticks. (Pseudo-gapping)
d. John took a picture with the old camera, since Bill did with the new one.
(34) a. John ate the dish with a knife and fork, and Bill ¢ with chopsticks.
‘ ~ (Gapping)
b. John fook a p?’cture with the old camera, and Bill ¢ with the new one.
c. John ate the dish with a knife and fork, and Bill did with chopsticks:.
| {Pseudo-Gapping)
d.‘ John took a picture with the old camera, and .Bill did with the new one.
¥ L5 &, Resemblance LAk T i3 Stripping/VP HIE, Gapping/Pseudo-gapping 3%
TOBRIENTEETH 5 DIZxF LT, Cause-effect IRk Tk Stripping & Gapping (Z 7R g
ThY, VP Il & Pseudo-gapping XA TH B, OF ) 4T AUK BEEAFLEL W &
Ltk b, - , ~ ‘
INETOBREIMOBERERIAICOLTEE 0 E?) PEERT L0 ENBRAD
ﬁ-ﬁﬂg% and, or, but & EAHEN B for,> so (Huddleston & Pullum 2002, Sl
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1901) #HARTHSE, BERERMROLERERTRATHLILPE, ThETR
T & 72 Cause-offect BORA B A REL L FHENDN, BELZOLI Thoe
(35) a. John may come first, or Bill.
b. John may come first, or Bill may.
(36) a. Allan likes to play volleybali, but not Sandy.
b. Allan likes to play volleyball, but Sandy doesn’t.'
(37) a. John will go to heaven, or Bill will to hell.
'b. John will go to heaven, or Bill ¢ to hell.
(38) a. John voted for the Republicans, but his wife did for the Democrats.
b‘. John voted for the Republicans, but his wife 4 for the Democrats.

(35) 55 (38) 24 % & 5 |2 or/but i Parallel/Contrast ¥ £ T HHEEHTH Y, Re-
semblance MR % HR T E 5 DT and AHT N TOMI L & bW B4, HRUKE
£ for/so LN EIZRAEY, (39) 75 (42) 1252 X5 12 Stripping, Gapping KA
BTH5, '

(39) ‘a. *John revised his article, for Bill too. (’for’ as a conjunction)
b. John revised his article, for Bill did too.
(40) a. *John revised his article, so Bill too.
b. John revised his article, so Bill did too.
(41) a. *John ate the Japanese dish with chopsticks, for his students ¢ with a knife ‘
and fork
b. vJ'ohn ate_the Japanese dish with chopsticks, for his students did with a
knife and fork.
(42) a. *John’s students ate the Japanese‘ dish with a knife and fork, so he ¢ with

chopsticks. .
b. ‘John’s students ate the Japanese dish with a knife and fork, so he did with
chopsticks.
(39%a) ik TEVDZDICd] LVIHEBERAL LTOBRTLVERTTHLS I LITE
EVLETHD, D
¥, BABCHREZTY, XBLAROBEIBOOND I L bHBLTBE 12V,

(43) a. KEBEER~E o720 2L T, KEED (Stripping)
b, *AEIIER~NE o720 LD, KEFD .

(44) a. KERRAEFIZ, #LCTREBIIBAFICFRKEZE VL, ‘ - (Gapping)
' b. *KERIEAETFIC, 2ELLRMERFIFREHE L (P57,




(45) a. KEBEBRAESTe ELTREE €9 Lie (do s0)
b. KEBIZIRAE -7z, R OLRMAEE) Lizh b7, '
(46) a. i(EB BRIEFICFRKzE ., TLTREEBBTFICZ) Lzs  (do-so gapping)
b. KEBBRFIFREEF Ve L ORMPRTICE) L b7,
(47) John-i yek-ulo tallie-kass-ta. (John-NOM station-to run-PAST-DEC) (Stripping)
a. Kuliko, Bill-tota. (and Bill too-DEC)
b. *Waynyahamyen, Bill-tota. (because Bill too-DEC)
(48) John-i yeysnal khameyla-lo, kuliko/*waynyahamyen, Bill-un say khameyla-lo
{John-NOM old camera-with, and/*because Bill-TOP new camera-with
sacin-ul ccik-ess-ta. ' (Gapping)
picture-ACC take-PAST-DEC) ‘ ’
(49) John-i yek-ulo tallie-kass-ta. (John-NOM station-to run-PAST-DEC) {do so)
a. Kuliko, Bill-to kulehkey-ha-yss-ta (and Bill-too likewise-do-PAST-DEC)
b. Waynyahamyen, Bill-to kulehkey-ha-yss-ta.
(because Bill-too likewise-do-PAST-DEC)
(50) John-i yeysnal khameyla-lo sacin-ul ccik-ess-ta, kuliko/waynyahamyen
(John-NOM new camera-with picture-ACC take-PAST-DEC, and/because
Bill-un say khameyla-lo kulehkey ha-yss-ta. _ .
Bill-TOP new camera-with likewise do-PAST-DEC) (do-so gapping)
ZNHDEETIE, VP BB % Pseudo-gapping CEEREY 5 ERIRE BT D , do '
so/do likewise SIS 5 MAERFLETH D, ZOBSRBBATIE <, REFAN
EEINTWBLEZOLNSEN, LALWVTNRD predicate EEVFHEL T A L \/; I HT
HHEBLTVWE, ARBETHHEFECTH, Stripping/Gapping & Resemblance IR L A
HE LR, Cause-effect UIRT b predicate XA HF I NAHLBICENITHVE Z LA
TReL %5,
DEOBEP OB L) IC, TTTHEILE) LLTWAEEHEESEN LY
BEROODTHHEEAONDEDT, TELMY VY IV LRBRIELERTHETH
BLEXD, UTF, ZOMMCH>T, REZRRLTHL,

2. BROBERE
2.1 Resemblance relatlon Ok 2: 1.3

Kehler 12560 3& b, Resemblance/Cause-effect & “5 LOMEEBICOVTD, HEL
NNVOBEBRLIEBEL TRV, #0729 Stripping/Gapping T XLV RIVOEBRTH 5 i
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TT, HBREShTua B2 BRELZTRER LR, EEXTVE, LAL, ZhbH0
FHOBE, REICHLDIIH% 5 phrase VALV OEETHY, RAETIONERFLLT
i, LCETHEBELLTLERS RV, EEXBLERRVOTEE D, 20&) %
VY TNRRF TELTHI, ‘ ‘

Kehler 3B L AV ORREHOAZHEIZLTWEHA, Lo LiETHR#ERBAR S
HEHOALLE, BAVRVORFOMTHREDOLNEDTREVES ) o ﬁpwwwﬁﬁ
ThoTh, RLFEEERALTVEEVIRIZBWVT, LRETHS L RREDETTH
%o, T % L Stripping {3 % &% ® phrasal coherence domain (5la) Tik7% <, SR
phrasal coherence domain (51b) YIRALBTIENTEBLNOTRRWES I D, (BT,
coherence relation PR & LT\ 5 4R % coherence domain LIFRZ &I2F %,) EFED
ZADPEHERRE 2T 5HEITHE, TEEY, BRI AURRE & MbarZ b, S
DB E %Y (5lab) DZODEBRIF DV BFLIDZEEFEZTHTREILS I D,

(51) a. [John and Bill] went to the station. (¥4 %1 ® phrasal coherence domaifl)

b. [John] went to the station, and [Bill] too.
' ‘ (583 7 phrasal coherence domain)

FIZ 12D phrasal coherenée' domain IZ 1 2 LB E Y, EWIHFHIRIEZVD
T, BEHO domain BEHTHI L DB, ZROFEHMICHERE L, REEFICHD
ETERENMIET 2B A0S, SHETHENRS L Gapping K55 EEXTATIRED
2B I '

(52) a. [John and Bill] admire [Mary and Jane], respectively.

b. [John] admires [Mary] and [Bill] [Jane].

LA, (52a) OHKERO AL YOBEIE, TREBRIZWSODPHEET 5P,
z o T Gapping BRIZHIET 2 BROBEIZT 2R V12D T, respectively ZIFEA L
Twz, FAL YOS - HBICE-T, ALZBRALCALIRS LV 2 & IHRE
SRTVRVY, TAREIBRIEEMMASAL I LICEY, TRICKHET 2 BIKE
FUICHDEEIMEALON 2D ELINET L v, BASRLZNE, RIEL ) 2ERBRLE
2BEVIOR, PCARBBRILTREV, 205, BROKGE XA VFHFET
PHACHE, HANCERENLL VoTOV DADBARRATETHSOCHL
T, 2255 FAAOWME2oBECLTLE) &, TREBRIILI>ON Ny —iCL
BONBILER>TLEIOTH S, T CHBEIC LV DI}, Gapping ICHET 5
BRI TH 5120, é7®ﬁAﬁFx4/®§ﬂL@LTu UTofic8nTd re
spectively 25 A I T\ 6 o

8T, TREHLT, VPHIREBBAOFEEL S, BRHCHELVORATH




D, HLAVORRERRRLHBRARTHEEELONE (53).

(53) a. [John played basketball] and [Bill played basketball] too.
. [John played basketball] and [Bill did] too.
(54) @& 312 Cause-effect IR T Stripping SATEET VP BIBR TR IFRIER 5 %
ok, BRERLV) OFGEBMOFERBRLLLTHL LEZNTI V. [EFE+D
CBE] i, B ERRROSEET S L ERETLIRBROEATHY, @EO
BEERIET S, = @ﬁ?iﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ boTWwiznd Cause-effect (IR DBEHRERICE
NV T TH B, 2K L TStrippingid XFEED A LVANVORBTLP% {, Cause-
effect XROHMBIZER L EZVEELLNS, '

(54) *[John] played basketball, because [Bill] (too0). _ ,

Zhizxt LT (55) OPseudo—gapping X VP ﬁﬂl‘»?: ERRICHIEIFAPELEL, §EL N
VORBTH %720, Cause-effect LR THIEL LI LAFTETH 5,

(55) a. [thn admires Mary] and [Bill admires Jane).

b. [John admires Mary] and [Bill does Jane].

T 5L (56a) T Pseudo-gapping PEBEBE L TSI LS, Causeeffect TR
THERTS I EFMEEE R D, TRER/PHILE %S Gapping O (56b) XA LD
EXHFEBENTVERITH), GEERLMETITORVI EALRTETHS L
HHATES,

(56) a. John tobk a picture with the old camera, since Bill did with the new one.

“(=33d) ‘
b. *John took a picture With the old camera, since Bill with the new one.
- (=33b)

2 ¥ Y Stripping/Gapping (X R7- & #1) bare arguments ¥ 5 7213 T, XL~ _0)%
¥ Ti37% < domain split T2 &%, VP Bl % Pseudo-gapping i\ Tid Kehler &
Ak, XLNPORETHE LELDE LIk Dy

EFED &9 % informal ZF X E2HMHE LTERT 22010, R, HFEO2ODH
ErL, ML 2ODEHTHBEILTTHIV,

2.2 BB E LT D Resemblance Relation %
ok 912, Resemblance BIfRIZIZA R LD 20D VNVGINFLETHLEERD
nNt, ZELNLVOEE, ZhidKehler "B TWwb e 80, XBETLHEMBKEL, FhicE ‘
5T 2858 OBEOXBUFLETH B0, ThHUAMALNVOEUDRESHY, 20

LEIEHIET 5B 5RO BN %énétnr;m@fi&mtéo# %
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ZT, DT &) 2REE2TIo ‘ ,
(57) $% : Resemblance .relation % phrasal/propositional ® 2 DD# 7 % 4 TIZHHET

Bo 72k AIE, BEEFIO Paralld DHEENER, BTFTOLI 2BRICE S,

(58). Parallel: (i) gi(ai) = qi(bi) for a phrasal coherence domain
‘ "(ii) p(@1) = p(»2), qi(ai) = qi(bi) for a propositional coherence domain
ZRIZH L T Cause-effect BLDEHRMZIIH I TOIRELANVOLOTHY, EEE
Mrrwnwz s Zz(:) Z NA® semantic constraint TH 5 L EZX HBHE LT, UTD
E3RBEBEFTBEL G, .
(59) a. *[John and the keyl opened the door.. .
b. John is [a Republican and proﬁd of it]. : ‘(Sag et al. 1985 :117)
¢. We walked [slowly and with great care]. 4
(60) a. John and Mary '
b. ‘John and someone
¢. John and no one
(50a) EBB LI, NP VI A—n7T) —EHXTHoTH, BREESREA .
i¥ phrasal coherence domain %R T& &\ L, iz (59b,e) WHBLIWCHT T —
BRLEZBEETH-TH, EHRMEEASHBL TV 3 2 & T coherence domain % BT &
BZEbdb, T2 (60) KDDL, BAELKARNLOBELEFERALAERE, &
SIHEASE LR THERAOMESEDETE, M TIES > TLHEDHNL Y EA
BERBLPLTVEVIZ L DD D, BRFEHOLBMNIRD 5N 5 & T, coherence
domain DEF L LTRBETESP LI DBV ABE0OTH), BEEODHSHALE
ABRBNETHD, | ”

2\. 3 #EBAYEIHI & LT D Phrasal Coherence Domain N RR1L

R, phrasal coherence domain ASEEEMIC £ & S ICABLT R TH B H 2V TH
B EE L THI, ; |

(61) 3% : distributive phrasal coherence domain it 2 2D EZALI S Y ’\)».Zzo

8. Lol [X Conj Y1 distributive .....]s , (e -

b. [..... [X] distributive .....]s Conj [Z]‘distributive ’ (SrEER)
(62) collective phrasal coherence domain (X 1 DD REBAL L 2%\,

a. L. [X Conj Y1 collective .....]s (HERDH)

b. *[...... (X1 collective ..... s Conj [X] collective

X, Y... phrasal constituents; s... minimal clause containing the coherence domain




LD X CMEFE (distributive) ZBRDFEICDH 22D BHALD option 255 2
LENBEEZTHEL, TME ETIX, coherence domain % & ¢ minimal clause {23
5T, —H D conjunct B BLTHENL LD THEL S, 2L T, TOMBRME
JEF 2 HE - T recursive ICEHB &N, BEDO F AL V38T % L Gapping D& LS Z &
e | \ | |

£ 25T (6la/b) @ Conj (unction) DR L LI L ITEEBVLETH 5, BIE
¥ domain HED 12D LER Conj T&H Y, coherence domain IO EXETH B, EET
i3 domain X3 HT H 0T, HEDLDOERARIARETH S, ZZI12H 5 Conj XHEAT
FBENEICY 2RI 5720 Sl TV 2 BRER T 2. MHEHHTH D, domain
HACHE SN Conj BEDTIHSIBEHTS L) OTIk%AV, Gapping T 22
@ domain P3SN B, ZhEHAKEEHREER L LT bare arguments 2 2fE & h
BEVS I THS, £0 arguments & AT T 5L EBHET 5 72012 Conj 451 DRI A
5T BEVD L ThHD, domain KA D Conj 745 IBET 5 L4 5L, Gapping
Tld Conj H°2 Ofﬁ% KERTHILICRBETEN, 2053 h b, #07:0

(61) T b # 4 TOERTI Conj #KFIZL T2V, 2RI coherence  domain 0
BRETREVEN) ZEERLAVEDORETH D,

COEIICEZBEEBEE LT, HlZE Gapping Tand % £® Conj 3T LHLE
TRAEVE LA—DBOEEE LTHITENA, - :

(63) Peter plays first base; Betsy second base. S (Sag 1976 : ‘139)

DI, SHBEHFL, OB > TUEOERLDTREVEVS ZETHY,

BATLE RBERROBERN 205D 2 AR 20 A STV ABERALROTS
Bo MUE I RBIE LT, '
(64) a. [The Red Sox and the Yankees], [six and/to nothing].
b. [The Red Sox] Tsix], [the Yankees] [nothjng].. ‘
‘ (Culicover & Jackendoff 2005 : 276)

SREF L EEEE FORE ) XA TH B Y, KABOBRTET B I HEERRY
DBETHAHH, FHETELLEACE, BERAKAETH S,

TLBEIXDHE, Stripping/Gapping TERFAVFBEHRICLZE I L bBITOh 5,

(65) a. [John. and Bill} didn’t come to the party. | :

b. [John] didn’t come to the party, nor [Bill]. _ .
c. [John and Bill] don’t like [the Democrat and the Republican], respectiveiy :
d. [John] doesn’t like [the Democrat], nor [Bill] [the Republican]. ’
MEEBNICRTEDBREZVOT, EBGH 2T =HEI0E, BT LEERA
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@E@ﬁ%%%%%Ttbt,@%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂ%olnd,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ%
Oiiﬂmﬁﬂfwéwﬁﬁémﬁw5lkﬁéb,%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬂ%?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
ENBEVIZ LR D, BRACIREHLT, FHEIIERACEERERFEIN
TVWBDTHhNE, ERERALTEHCTILEIE %5 (66),
(66) [Few people] came [to the conference], and [almost no one] [to the reception].
%512, Gapping CHEERT but ¥ TO L) IOV THHMIFT IR D LT
5CHHH (ZNITIHAR Gapping FHEH L LR TLAAVREREVEVR) 2L L O,
BENLEESS L ZLVERE?D LILEWD), RBOL IARTXEFTHEROBR
%rﬂ&%]&%wt%TLtw%Ak and Tid 7% but PBREN B L E LT L
COTHEVES S o '
iz b Stnppmg/Gappmg % ©TiE, as well as/not to mention/let alone 7 & D #EHE
RED R b%ﬂ%@f,ﬁﬁ%Awfbwﬁﬁﬂk SEBOFIRIIE oL BILHEND
BERARRRLIIDTHELEZDZREESL) LBRDIL,
(67) a. Robin speaks French, as well as/not to mention Leslie, German.
b. Robin doesn’t speak French, let alone Leslie, German.
: " (Culicover & Jackendof 2005 : 278)
B 213 let alone DA, (68) HARTETH S I Lh 5, HAEBROBERATH > 7% let
alone P EAHIHBH L 2L EXLILIBLVERDNS,
(68) *[Robin let alone Leslie] doesn’t speak [French let alone German].
Fillmore, Kay & O’'Conner (1988) i%, let alone #EMEMEIAICLET S Z LHR
WEC TR TH D L LT0aH, KB EEbRAOATHE L bIMLTHY,
(68) DI BEBRELBFERUFIBVIDOTHLI BB, THS LBbND,
(67b) DX > % %EHix, %13 Robin and Leslie don’t speak French and German,
respectively. D & ) BEBIHIET B DL LT, FA A4 YFEENLAES, KT
TLBEWRBERTORFLILE, BRZOBENTE, HAERNLAT ~VED -
BEEET LD CREATALENRD LI LR EOEBIC L o TERAMSRIR SN, nor/
let alone % EO MR BEHERO ) bo b BRENLLEXTATREI LS I o
by—m, (61) CHLTEEFLERILE, ZoOGH  REBORFIF T
'ayﬁéof,M?L%%%&%qu&wkwvu&ﬁﬁéoMx&{hm.md
Bill} broke {a table and a chair}. £V) XEEXTABL, ZOLKEILRILE L
E) DR DB B |
(69) {John and Bill} broke {a table and a chair}. .
a. {John/Bill} broke {a table/a bhair} (collective group RN ETHHEE,




Subevent 13120 & Rz 8T 5,) ~SHBBREALT, LOERPRIE
ELEV,

b. {John} broker {a table/a chair}, {Bill} broke {a table/a chair} (—F ¢ distribu-
tive, fiJ5 4% collective % ¥ & o subevent X220 % L RA2 EhTwb,) =5l
DERBF X & LT {John)distri broke {a table and a chair}colle, and {Bill} distri,
too. BB 5%, S

B, 0¥ A FIEHWED distributive IZ% A5 -0 bHD, TOLEFIF
{John and Bill} colte broke {a table} distri, and {a chair) distri, too. & FHT 5=
EDEETH B, ’

c. {John} broke {a table), {Bill} broke {a chair} (F} %S distributive T8 B *t
Y BYE. subevent 112052 L B SN T W5, —BlOREERE LT
(John} distri broke {a table) distri, and (Bill} distri {a chair) diseri. 7% %

d. {John} broke {a table}, {John) bi'oke {a chair}, {Bill} broke {a table}, {Bill}
broke {a chair} (Fi}54° distributive ’C%%ﬂo&“bﬂ’?ﬁ“ﬂ"\f%ﬁ?é%
subevent ¥4 0% 5 L RA S ATV 3 o) BlOEBBRE LT {JOhn}dlstn
broke {a table and a chair} distri, and {Bi11} distri, too. ¥ 7-i% {John and Bill}
distri broke {a table} distri, and {a chair} distri, too. 2% 5,

(69a) D3F4AiL, domain split IARFEEL DT, EHED HHE b #& domain & LT
KRBT B Lh%\v, (69) OHEE, EEEZT S distributive TH Y, 25 5 72171 do-
main split ZA T EWTERTH 5, (69) DFAIE, FFE %) H 55 b distributive T
»Y, split KRB, WHE D split 2RZITRIELR S 2V ,‘t’(sz)%o (69d) X, ™
7 distributive Th 545, —K 7517 % split €I LN TEBHETHD (£ LAw
£, (6%) ERURAIE > TLES)s ST TH (69%) (69) BT, #EBYIS split
T TH % domain % KBS split SHBAE I POBREFI S EICLoT, BAME
BEVPREL, BRBROBVERETELLEIZ LSS, T72, HAE D domain 13,
disributive/collective D OHRT A H 5 DT, (69b) (69d) TH, split L 7% v
? domain #* distributive T& % %>, collective TH LN L o THRIEDLLZ L ILE >
TVvb, Domain split &\ option ZFIHT A2 LiCkoT, REOXEIZEINS4
SOBBIE, BHICERT 2 EFTRE LD, 2, —HFTIALOBMRET T (69)
DEBEOLHFEL S 2WRTH Y, domain split 52 CHALBVHETEHES b0 TH
Bo CITH, BEMOFALYHHEBEL LS b 5MT 5 Gapping Bk AL L
TwBDT, (69%) BOHEH) ZLilhb, SOMROBEOEBOLELHAROE
fﬁ.z‘: LTHwiwizHiz, BE T%iktiﬁ"\f Tespectively FEALTWBDTH S,
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T, (62) DBAWOWTTHBY, ZHIFMTICH B & I 2 symmetric predicate
(Lakoff & Peters 1966) #° collective action % &3 ¥4 Z domain FEFfTbhE VI
LRRET 2 b0 Th D, |
(70) a. [John and Bill] collective are s1m11a1' » (symmetric predicate)
b. *John is similar, and Bill too. .
(71) a. [John and Bill] colleciive drew a picture (together). . (collectivé action) |
b. *John drew a picture, and Bill (together). »

BREICEL TS, BEEFSHTETSH LR, AHHCERIEDo>TOEHET
HHrERDRI, %Aﬂglaﬁgﬁ-bfh‘%@ff)ﬂli ﬁj\gﬁifﬂﬂ) /EH’E' LoD LARL
EioNhb,

D) —HEREMATBL, EX distributive % B# T (6la) ® coherence do-
main BB L TV RWEHEID RABEORBREIFELT, B—0RABK L 2vEE
bbbo | .

(72) {They] came in for the party. _ (distributive)

3. BEEROEA
MECTEELLRRL, BELANGNED L) KEATE S ZOMTRE L Tha,
3.1 M Resemblance relations ® phrasal domain ¥# (BNC %5 O #l)
(57) %54 resemblance ¥ A4 7% phrasal coherence domain 75 5N 53T
z‘:?iﬁﬂéh%fﬁ HEZOBY “C?)%o
(73) Contrast (A but not B)
a. You can cross a river [on a tree-trunk, but not on a chip of wood].
b. [Several countries, but not the UK] have radio-paging systems based on
RDS....
(74) Exemphﬁcatlon (for mstance, for example) :
a. [Some anthropological researchers, such as for example Burton], also 1den-
tify neighborhoods and even towns by pseudonyms.
b. Schools -are also bound to be affected by [statements such, for example, as
those of the Secretary of State for Education and Sciéncé]. '
(75) Generalization (or more generally) :
a. ...since [the _class-struggle, or more génerally the struggle against oppres-

sion], is thought of as always visibly at work in history in a clearly timeless

way.




b. Sometimes it is necessary for the specialist teacher to be available to help in
providing solutions for specific problems that arise [in the classroom or more

generally in the school].

. (76) Exception(except) :
a. [Everybody except the best man] went to the rails for Holy Communion.
b. You have a right to know what is in [all those products except the beer]. v
(77) Elaboration (namely, that is) : '

a. The further division of Railfreight into [five subsectors, namely Coai, Con-
struction, Petroleum, Metals and Distribution], has exposed the strengths
and weaknesses of individual traffic flows. .

, b. Like good driving, organiz;a.tion is conducted in [two phases namely planning

and implementation].

3. 2 f1® resemblance relations ? domain split
61) 25, MAEEIIDY TR, FHE D FTO resemblance relations 2B LT
FETBETTHEY, TR TTTETH %,
(78) Contrast _
a. Political attifudes were [very largely] determined by partisanship, but not
[completely]. v \ v
b. His mind [usually] stayed at the level of gossip and anecdote, but not [al-
ways]. '
(79) Exemplification _
[Many famous players] gathered at the party, such as [Paxton, Miller and
Johnson].
(80) Generalization _
a. ‘[Problems in the classroom] are getting serious, or more generally, [prob-
lems in the school].
_b. [Class-struggle] is always visibly at work in history, or more generally [the
struggle against oppression]. /
(81) Exception
a. [Everybody] came in for the party, except [John].

b. [All the products] contain artificial preservatives, except [this mineral water].
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(82) Elaboration
[All the guests] came in for the party, namely [John, Bill, Mike, Harry and Tom].
2% ) I 2 CHIBEICLTY5 phrasal coherence domain & Parallel I &HHTIF X 53

(9), (10}

% Tik% {, Resemblance Relations £ ICE TR EZHFTH S, LI T L ThHb,

3.3 BEABEOHTIV - : ‘

HARD phrasal domain i3, »5W A2 HBERCBEL THEET LD T, FTREEOD Strip-
ping % Gapping %)7]3‘2('\7 LEBOBEENELLRTTH L, ERIZ, I{HASRTVWE L)
i (83) ® (84) T, SEEILUMERVSHMBELL L LVTRTH S,

(83) a. [John] is proud, and [Bill] too. [NP Subj conj]
b. John admires [Mary] very much, and [Jane] too. ‘[NP Obj conj]
c. John is [proud], and [lofty] too. _ [AP conj]
d. John found ants [on the roof of the house] yesterday, and [in the basement]
too. _ | , [PP conj]
e. John [ran to the house], and [hid in the basement] too. [VP conjl
f. It is important [that you take good care of hér], and [that she obey your
instruections], too. - [CP conjl
(84) a. [John] is [honest], and [Bill] [clever]. v [NP conj, AP conjl

b. [John] wants to cook the meals [today], and [Peter] [tdmorrow].

[NP conj, ADVP conjl
¢. [John] tried to interview some candidates [this morning], and [Peter] [this
afternoon]. . [NP conj, ADVP conj]
d. [John] took a picture [of the queen], and [Bill] [of the king]. [NP éonj, PP
conj] ' o (M 2002 247)
e [Paul Schachter] has informed me [that the basic word order in Tagalog and
. related languages is VQS]; [Ives Goddard] [that the unmarked order in Al-
gonkian is OVS]; and [Guy Carden] [that the basic order in Aluet is Oosv].
[NP conj, CP conj] : (Ross 1970 : 250)

f. [On Sundays] [Robin] speaks_f French to Bill, and [on Mondays] [Leslie].

[PP conj, NP conjl (Culicover & Jackendoff 2005 : 273)
Zhizst LT, Cause-effect B ORI, (57) TR 7 Resemblance D& LRLZY,
HELNVOBERBRTLAZWI EHS, (61) 123 % phrasal coherence domain .% %.%
FLRETHILATET, HEAEED ﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ domain % (Stripping, Gapping) b 7Fff
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BTHZL VD, & IERNLHM L RO LBHOL > 5~ 72 3 v FBD BN,
AiEi Tld, Cause-effect 1D FHII phrase L XNV ORH ¥ BB RICTER VW DICART
BTHDH BN, LHERCIHGE, 7HEELLD phraéali coherence domain b
EETERY, EVIRETHA),
(85) a. *[John because/although Bill]l came in. ------- *[John] came in because/al-
though [Bill], too.
b. *John is [proud because/since a member éf Parliament]. ------- *John is
[proud], because)since [a member of Parliament], too. »
c¢. *[John and therefore/as a result Billl came in. ------- ??[John] came in, and

. an
therefore/as a result [Billl, too l l

3. 4 Stripping/Gapping O FAiiE ﬂ .

(86) DHATLD coherence domain 25T 5 5 #ERI O phrasal domain (87) T34k
BRI IMER L OHRRACEOAL I LIETEL Y (bare arguments L HE
BLTIRV), 202kl (6]) POEEFHTESIETHA, '

(86) a. [John and Bill] ate the dish with a knife and fork.

b. [John and Bill] ate the dish [with a knife and fork and with chopsticks]
respectively.

(87) a. *[John] ate the dish with a knife and fork, and I remember that [Billl, too.

b. *[John] ate the dish [with a knife and fork], and I remember that [Bill]
[with chopsticks]. | ’
ZRIIZH LT (88) D& ITHAE D coherence  domain % & T L CRIBEH A%
MYy LEHEEERATHADE, (89) LDHBLIRZOHEBATHEEL TLBEIZ LV, be-
cause i< when #i% Yid EXDTEEE not DA T — A 2B o7 b , cleft 3L fo-
cus BEIZHR o740 T 5% (Nakajima 1982) 72, EHiO—H4* BRI LIEXZTH L EE L
LB RICCORBRH T EMICEINIERLEZNE, ZZFTEEDT (89) OTH
B2 5 4% coherence domain %’é"ﬁ%d\@ﬁ'ﬁﬁiﬁ& ERHIENTEL, THE, 20X
ARBXVEICAET S LRTETHE I LTk, (89) FTETHLI LT (61)
SFUTED, AOXHFBMIAEL T TREHE (89) 29 TRVEE (87) #H5B
Li27% Y, Kehler DF i3 % Stripping/Gapping © B (MICXHAETE & v b B
IBRBRELBERLRBETEIELS) BFbhrwIibicks,
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(88) 4. [John and Bill] ate an apple because/when(ever) they felt hungry.

b. [John and Bill] ate [an apple and an orange] respectively because/when
_‘ ~ (ever) they felt hungry.
(89) a. [John] ate an apple because/when(ever) he felt hungry, and [Bill], too.

b. [John] ate [an apple] because/ when (ever) he felt hungry, and [Bill] [an or-

" ange]. (=(31b))
5, HED so that Bk LREGTFEROR T—TEALT, deft X0 foous EX

KbhhBRwZ s, P VEBE L L COMILESS <, ??John ate an orange so that

he quenched his thirst, and an apple, too. ® & 9 EEHEFT VIV, ZRENOIERE
KB, EHOS %)ﬁ”l"]ﬁﬂ&ﬂ#ﬂﬁﬂ&@#, WA LRHTELEEH S L EDbNRDE D,

2z Tk i { SFTEX L Stripping/Gapping BE O BRI OLHALET & 5 27517 & M

BILTVBDT, EHOY A T ENETEEORREPD LI LKL TB,

SRR LT, REHAOKS K ALY (90a) ¥, ZOHNTHETSILETETY

(90b), M #BXTHBTHI LIITERY (0c)o FERHIC coherence domain 7% F

RBBEITIE, TAPRDOHERL AR SN, ZOHOBERICEETAHTLITHSE
BIENTELR, \

(90) a. Since [John and Bill] came home [at 10:00 and at 11:30], respectively, I had

to sit up very late.
b. Since [John] came home [at 10:00], and [Bill] [at 11:30],, I had to sit up

‘very late.
c. *Since [John] came home [at 10:00], I had to sit up very late, and [Bill] [at
11:30]. : (=(31a))
3. 5 RWEFE

Kehler (2002 . 92-93) | Gapping (B H &E%ﬁ’i’ﬁ’) CEDNWETHD LEZDHR
& Lfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéblﬁ‘ﬁ‘bégi%ébfflﬂ%o TATXOBIB S N85 % 2D F THRFEMIC
- LTETT 52 LT, (9a) T sloppy BROANEF SN, (9lbe) TN TRE
FEXHFFEEHOB L CILBRT A 2OEELERBELTVE, LAL, 20L& R
HEMTT B LEELLL T, AROUTRTERTH2 LEDNRS, -

(91) a. Georgei bought himselfi a book on health care, and Alj <bought himselfj> a

book on the environment. (sloppy reading 7 & T #E)
b. *Georgei’s mother bought hiim a book on health care, and Georgei <bought

himi> a book on the environment.
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¢. *Dick bought Georgei a book on health care, and Georgei <bought Georgei>
a book on thé environment. (Kehler 2002 : 92-93)
(91) D% HER! domain KIS T 2 MABORBREELTHS (92),
(92) a. [Georgei and Al;] bought themselvesi;-j [a book on health care and a book on
the environment], respectively. ‘
b. *[George’s motherj and Georgei] bought himi [a book on health care and a
book on the environment], respectivel&.
c. *[Dickj and Georgei] bought Georgei [a book on health care and a book on -
the environment], respectively. b
(92) THAED coherence domain 7 distributive % B % 21T, BBIEREICH b T
BT B4, Goerge FHAZ, ALDHSICEEZHE - TVBEVIBRLIAFELRV,
ZMN% domain 578 L THBETNIT (9la) ORRICL2 LEX LMD, ZDL & sloppy #
RIHLT 250, BRELTELZVE L REAHORECBVTRESNTVS &
EinEiv, \
(MMﬁ@dm@nﬁ%ﬂ@#itﬂﬁ?édm@nﬁ%ﬂ@%ﬁ%(%Mﬁu&él
IREXTH B, Kiz, HABARNOER (0% ) (6la) 'Oy 1 TORBULOHE) &
Goodall (1987) TRESNTVA kI 12, MBMICHTVICKEEE S BTEEL 2 VE
XThaLER (PFTRILONV — VBRI EN3), BANEREZI2ERETHLH
A, PRERENCREERE RO DL ELTHD, 75, (92) Tit George &
Al MEFCBWFEMNEOBRAREFAEHTB L BEHROFEBEHIFERFICKLLTWE L
i¥, #1%12 John and Mary saw himself and herself, (respectively). 7T TH % (Goo-
Qalll9BT 1 58) T LAh bHHETB), TOBAREMIBENHEILLTVE EELR
v, £LT, (92b)° (92¢)” RRMEMAEROHI L LT Kehler LR L &) KHATES
DTEHREVES I b LT, HAED domain BHRAFELHEN THNIE, WIET 55 HE
® coherence domain DTS EBRTH B L VW) Z & T, (9b,c) DIFEXEELHETES

(12)

DT EVwhEELILNS,

(92ay

Georgei ‘ > bought < a book on health care :
- Alj themselvesi+j a book on the environment
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(92b)y

George’s mother; ' . a book on health care
> bought himi <
Georgei ) a book on the environmeént

(92¢)

\ Dickj a book on health care
j:::::>> bought <<::::::
George; Georgei ' ~. a book on the environment
‘ (adapted from Goodall 1987)

2 U2 LT Collective 2 BRIC % 3 84, HAMO domain £ FHT 5T LRTE %0,
KEROE, COBEVTROLLMESE ALV EThE, JOBERIES do-
main IOBEEEHE (7 —72M) WL TOEDD index #5L5NE (D) ZNE
NOERZSEICHBRREBITE ) 20, BNELBEOREGACEALAL ER% S in-
dex BHA BN, MEFELAVEELEZLNTES (98)0 25, S THENELT
ARFEEREEL O BV, B—RRICEX THIBLLTB,
(93) a. [George and Alli together bought themselvesi a book on health care.
b. [George’s mother and Georgel i together bought him (=George)k a book on
health care.
| ¢c. [Dick and Georgé]i together bought Georgek a book on health care.
¥ 7, BEHEICE L TH collective reading PP AT IMORFARKNEZEIDOLEEL,
LHOBERRZRBAT A -ORLELRABETH 5, ZHIIH L T distributive 0)%/\
ti—ib: TLOBLENEDLZD 7?;( , (92b,c) RENESE LT (9lb,e) Tit% < (YMa,
b) O X3 BHED 2 LT SR SMOMBY & L2v,
‘ (%4) a. GeOrge’s mother bought him a book on health care, and George‘bought him-
self a book on the environment.
b. Dick bought George a book on health care, and George bought himself a
) book on the envirenment.
bLZI %S, REHREOEFIIOVWTY, TITEALL) RREOEIFHATES
BB BBDOTEEVRPEEZI LD,

3. 6 Non-finite clause DH& ‘
Z N E T finite clause D% BT & 7245, non-finite clause DHETH, Cause-effect T




110

i3 Stripping/Gapping IR TH Y, MO P DOBRREZDELEIHEREINIEAICE-> T
Cause-effect TIRTHBEEND LS TH 5, '

(95) a,

(96) a.

[With John’s father and mother behaving gently to Mary], she could feel

quite at ease on the first encounter. (simple conjunction)

. [With John’s father behaving gently to Mary, and his mother too], she could

feel quite at ease on the first encounter. ' (Stripping)
[With John’s father behaving gently to Mary, and his mother doing likewise],

she could feel quite at ease on the first encounter. (do-likewise)

. [With John and Bill behaving gently‘ to Mary and Jane, respectively], the

trip they are planning will certainly be a happy one.

. (respectively construction)‘
[With Jokn behaving gently to Mary and Mary to his mother], the three of
them would make a happy family. ' (Gapping)
[With John behaving gently to Mary and Mary doing likewise to his mother],
the three of them would make a happy family. | (do-likewise Gapping)
*[With John strongly making advances to Mary, because of Bill], the trip

that the three of them are planning now would be a disaster. (Stripping)

. *[With John behaving gently to Mary because of Mary to his mother], the

three of them would make a happy family. ‘ (Gapping)
[With John strongly making advances to Mary, because of Bill doing like-
wise], the trip that the three of them are planning now would be a disaster.

(do-likewise)

. [With John behaving gently to Mary because of Mary. doing likewise to his

mother], the three of them would make a happy family.
4 (do-likewise Gapping)

Zh S DEEHITB T, doing so/doing likewise D L 5 12, BIEIE do Tld 4 ¢, foHE
D do BV HNTVEEEZ 60D, THiX, nonfinite #IZH\ T modal auxiliary A4
LRIEHNTELCILDPLOEHENLILTHL ERDREY, ZOTIRICEVTIRE
BACERSMOPOBBICL o THITONE D EEXOND, S0 ) hERLER/S
HBH, TITH, TRICEHEBLTELL4OOKERRICHL TH, finite HOBE L
AT LIRS BOFBHOND, (ARELEEFICOVT do so/do likewise 12 H% T 5 %
ﬁﬁﬁggga;atowfﬁﬁwﬁ%ﬁﬁééﬁfbﬁu,::fuﬂi&wﬁﬁﬁé%
DTRBSETV7272<,) (96a) ICHLTH, ZOXEHKIIMEDN % WA, Stripping




RRBBR & HEFRES ur

DRI AEDB, 2V L CEEFILETH S, [ELDEVT] £\ EE D be-
cause of NP ORI TETH Y, €N (F27Y-—KALLILEVFo2b)] v
IR S RVDTH B,

3. 7 Conjunction Reduction (Left Peripheral Gap)

& Z Tk Conjunction Reduction % A5 DRBER RV EBAIR & % %%%’&?E‘T bD
EEZTBL RELID L) CEBHEREILEE SN 5546 24 Left Peripheral Gap
LT, Conjunction Reduction &L KFI$ 5 LHdH %, (B) »ZOEBATH S,

" (97) a. I gave [$10 and $5] [to Kim and to Pat], respectively.

b. Jill bought [Kim and Pat] [a T—shiﬁ and some shorts] respectively.
c. I sent [Ed and Sue] [a letter and a postcard] [on -Monday and on Friday] re-
spectively. .
(98) a. I gave [$10 to Kim] and [$5 to Pat];
b. Jill bought [Kim a T-shirt] and [Pat some shorts].
¢. I sent [Ed a letter on Monday} and [Sue a postcard on Friday].
 (Huddleston & Pullum 2002 : 1341)

IZTOUEDPLAHEFTI L, (97) DX AR D domain Tid% {, Gapping &
FARBCHEED F AL a8 Fbh s t, (98) ® X 7% Conjunction Reduction DFERIZ
hEFEINEIV, 727701, Gapping L&) D, ZREFNOBEREOMAEGDLEOM
KHOEERNAEETEHERELTVAL W) T L Th b, bh A OHED Gapping
LEMBL TV 3 Z &2 Hankamer (1973), Kuno (1976) % & THBRLA TS,

HAH, SEERMOVTIIC LT LB Y 72 % WEFF L7 coherence domain %
RT3 EETERNOT, (Wa)  (100a) HRTEHD,

(99) ‘a. *John kissed [Louise] [tenderly] and [Mary] [yesterday]. -
b. John kissed [Louise] [tenderly] and [Mary] [passionately]. (Goodall1987 @ 34)
(100)a. *John kissed [Louise and Mé.ry] [tenderly and yesterday] respectively.
b. John kissed [Louise and Maryl [teﬁderly and passionately] respectively. -
. ¥ 72 Cause-effect HOBEHEEHRTIE, FELNVOERSRFROONE 20, ZOHE
FROVLRBIEBERBICE L R (101). :Mi Gapping DFA L FARTH %,
(101)a. I gave [$10 to Kim]*since/*although/??and as a result [$5 to Pat].
b. Jili bought [Kim a T-shirt]*since/* although/??and as a result [Pat some
shorts].
7272 L, and % FIH L7~ and therefore/and as a result % &iFE3I REIITH B2 L)
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IZ, Cause-effect B & Parallel MOMF ORI L LA IhbEEZ LD D, PLE
LThd, INOLDOHER, BRERONBI R X2 & <»&kiof&%éhéoﬁﬁ
BREhBAEAELT, R=XZLT79y P@HENDB LI BVEITHE, HEHE
ERLRBLIN (R-XEBLIECE>T) REALTW ARG X ED THERRT 528
BT ENITER BOBH B DIIFLT, MR CE OB DHEGRTH D LBREND
(K= L) BECRPIYVEERIEL L2 L) TH 5,

T/, B L T (102) oHeRIHET 2 58E @ (103) 23 5812, Gapping
DHBELRALL, BEEBHVPAET S LETETHS, BEHERIBICAET S
LIRREDTELY (104),

(102)a. I gave [$10 and $5] [to Pat and to Mary], réspectively, because / when(ever)
they asked. , |
b. Jill bought [Mary and Pét] [a T-shirt and some shorts], respectively, because/
when(ever) they asked. | '
(103)a. I gave [$10 to Pat] because/when(ever) he asked, and [$5 to Mary].
b. Jill bought [Mary a T-shirt] because /when (ever) she asked, and [Pat some
shorts]. , , -
" (104)a. Since I gave [$5 to John] and [$8 to Bill], Haﬁy demanded more.

b. *Since I gave [$5 to John], Harry demanded more, and [$8 to Bill]. ‘
Conjunction Réduction 2B LT, fic b Gapping % Stripping LML TV B EE LT
W, BHEEBL (informal speech T) HWT B I LATHTHH Lo, FRERE LT
as well as, not to mention, let alone 2 ¥ DERHLEXBISEIRTCE LI L k*%b§$bj’B nh5 o.

(105)a. John gave [$5t6‘Pat], [$10 to Jane]

b. John sent [Mary a.letter on Saturday], [Jim a package on Sunday].
(106)a. Jobn donated $10 to the society, as well as $5 to the charity.
b. John donated $10 to the society, not to mention $5 to the charity.
c. John didn’t donate $10 to the society, let alone $5 to the charity.
ZTH 5 BER D coherence domain ¥ HIX 2B CADICHVLR TV 2 BHEXE
i, 2, 3HTHRA L) ICHAEID coherence domain B IZH WS Tw BERER L
Y ThBEEEZLND, : ‘ .

3. 8 Right Node Raising
Z Tl Right Node Raising é?’imﬁﬂﬂ)*ﬁﬁ%)ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬂ% tzYy, poXkETEE
DEEDFE—BRE LR LTV\%%AE%‘X.’Cb <
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(107) 1 enjoyed] although [everyone else seemed to find fault with] her new novel.
| - (Huddleston & Pullum 2002 : 1344)
(108)a. [I could], because [they did], enjoy the stage performance.
b. ‘ [T couldn’t], even though [they did], enjoy the stage pérformance.
(109) [I could] and [they did] enjoy the stage performance. |
Right Node Raising i Resemblaﬁce/Cause-effect ELELDOXRICBWTHFRETH S,
VP BB & FA%, B/NR S+AUX BEETNITERNRFSEREREREL Cwd Z iy
D, (108) D/5% — VIXWEEIC 2 B, B2, (108a) Tid I could X because they did X
L3 open proposition AILDMT, [EE KX %% -70T, Kb XTEL] L1 )
causal relation L LTWAEEX LN, 20X OEH R‘ight' Node Raising 12 & - TH
DHERTVEHANONETHS, LBETHI LTS S, Resemblance DA b fr
HrBHNELTHILHNTELDT (109) bBETHE, |
LRACERFISEHESRI LTS+AUX DI Y Eh—Y 3 Y TES 25 &, Cause-
Effect RATEEIZ% 5 (110¢) DI2#F L, Resemblance TIRTIE M ) TEETH S (110b)s
(110)a. [In the morning and in the afternoon] [the prosé(;ut_;ion and the defense] re-
spectively présented their cases. ,
b. [In the morning the prosecution] and [iﬂ the afternoon the -defense] pre-
sented its case. (Banfield 1981 : 11)
_¢. *[In the morning the prosecution] because/and therefore [in the aﬁernooﬁ

. the defense] presented its case.

4. ¥&8 : ;
Resemblance B O R BRI A EL <V OBKRICHMES BV EEX B I LI LT,
SESERMBRBCH LCORBPTHEICZY, 7R P LRVOFRBHEE ) EEO
CHEER T BEMUETRTZE S TE B, £72, Causeoffect ORI L DBV b
IOBRMEICZS, BELAZLIE2D (i) 1@5“5‘3%@%@’2%”% phrasal coherence domain
2o BBULD NN Y — VBB BN, EEHNEREZITS phrasél domain R HEL XN D
coherence \dom‘ain;bi EDEH) ATV a SR wvEWS Z L (i) Resemblance id
phrasal domain T3 #RH I NBDIZxt L T, cause-effect RAE L~ domain TP H{F
BENZLWI L, Thol ZOBK  BROMADSORAEAATEI LT, LD
YTk, BRRABBEZO: EEEALAMBFATHRI 2 02O THEVE L EL By

* AR, FE (2004/2005) OHELMEBEL, KELEXELZSDTHB, 5B,
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KEOTFT—FIZH LT, *ﬂiﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬁkiﬂ) Mark Campana, Donna Tatsuki, David Far- ‘
rah FHRECH I 222 E, BEREOT - OV TRARZEOWEREEITTH 272
Wiz, BB LET S, | -

"

('1 ) EBEER (contiguity) OH T T AR TIATLLT 1 DM5 S LTV 5 D it Occa-
sion L VI BRTH B, ’ ‘
Occasion (i) Ihfer a change of state for a system of entities from S1 inferring the final
state for this system from S2.
Occasion (ii) Infer a change of state for a system of entities from S2 inferring the in-
itial state for this sysfem from S1. A '
e.g: George picked up the speecli.' He began to read.  (Kehler 2002 : 22)
BT B 2 BT, BEEI S P ORREAEL T B T LARDLNEHE,
FOXBECRDOONEHEEBETHY, B#Fﬁﬂﬁ&?&%& FR—o0EfLEZLNS,

(2) (6) 5 (9) 2To (B BT 5HAREORELHLTE, HibTs [EX) 0
KEDBEMROBE L HEOREMHER 5o TV D, ThiE, kY specific 2 BEOFHD
FHOHH LY general 2 BROHOBMOBELY b, LU CORBEROLEL BN
BHHTHS, | - |

(3) and therefore/and as a result % CSFALEEF & Al 7z Cause-effect ICBI L Tid, Stripping
/Gapping DHBFEAI & > THPND ((18) BLT (326)e TRHORFUABH % Re-

' semblance B4R % ﬂ—;\'?‘ and % f1\» T % 2 & 45, Resemblance/Cause-effect DT DR
MGEEEBEL) 2EEXECTHY, Stripping/Gapping D & ) KRICETHZERIEI ENT
VBB, BAGRRSCERS TR b0 LB EEREEL TV,
Beéause O)i?)%é\&i ZHISH L TH LI Strii)ping % Eb?‘;’kf’ﬁﬁ*]‘ﬁfﬁﬁ“@ﬁ) %o |
L0k &$1§H o, HROLIAEMEFHEOE S Stripping/Gapping BF T, T8 .
gﬁb%%ci?ﬁﬁrﬁét W3 T ETiRAEVOR, LEILRIFL LAV, LALEIER
Br, (39) #b (42) Ch5 forso DIRAEV#BMT A LCHERRT L, EREMRT
DA b though & LI, ?ﬂ‘kh’é%?’ but L RRTEE LRI TE - WL ARNVORALHERL
ENTED LV BEND D, ‘ | '

(:i) Technical literature is full of unpatented though useful information

(ii) There are 77 other local authorities playing the markets in a similar, though less
extensive, way \

R, EE% DI, Resemblance/Cause-effect DL 5 5 DERBRTERIATVE AL
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WA ZETHD, and therefore DX H B FR—F—F 4 V_t@_iﬁ%%ifﬁglg'ﬂ‘éa)’éi)
niZ, Cause-effect MORHTHD L RATETHDLELLV,
and therefore/for/so % &' % coordination Tdh % & T A RMICOVTHREL THE LV, and,
or & KRB % coordinators HH T 5B E LTRUTO b 0#ET 5N 5,

(i) BEARO2NERFESET, BRABGILEHICHSI ZLRTELY (BHRARO

XOBIZLPELEZEDNTELR VY, ThICH L TRBEERFARITHEMESTETHS),

(A) a. *And therefore I joined the party, she extended an invitation.
b. *For I loved her, I got married to her. '
¢. *So I came back, he calIed out for me.

(ii) subordinator ® ik coordinator BSEL B Z ¢ AT & 5, ZNIZx} L T coordinator
DEFMIZB D coordinator 4 L 5% Z & HTE K\, for/so/and therefore iZ and/or/but & [
BRICHTICIZBI @ coordinator #SAE L 5 Z Lid vy,

(B) a. I married her because she wés géntle and because she was rich.

b. *I loved her and therefore I married her or/but and therefore we lived happily

ever after.
c. *He asked to be transferred, for he was unhappy, and for he saw no possibility
of promotion. ,
d. *We paid her immediately, so(that) she left contended and so(that) everyone was
satisfied. . (Quirk et al. 1985 : 923)
%+ Stripping/Gapping *HIBRBHR L ELZ L VOPE OV THENILELEDNhS, 3B 5

CAEDESIERXBZE i)‘l‘ﬁ'ﬂﬁ%’ﬂiﬁ)z s, LarL%E 99 5k, %+ subordinators X

conjunction O —%&E (for, so and therefore, and as a result) FBIEHEF ’C’a’:ﬁﬂl@ THILD
TELVOPERBALEZVEWT 2L AR Y, ¥ Causeeffect THHHhEI Lzl
BESITBLEININETL B, #N% 5, Cause-effect & Resemblance \Z58% H 0 5 KW 2
BEFVOBVEEESNM LOBNIRU T2 ENTERIE, 2OHFPHELHEIT
X5DTEHEVWHEEbDILL, B @ﬁ“l‘ﬁf“&) 272 5, Cause-effect T3 Resemblance
THHIBRBREEREITRTH LT TZL, ‘for, so, aﬁd therefore 2 L DIRS BT R TV
& coordination/subordination L\ syntactic 2BV EEEFU2TTIOMELERL
LLELVEEbRA, | | |
BIZEXPODBIKRETSERSE DI, let alone X as well as D & ) AP D LAk, -
(i) Robin doesn’t speak French, let alone Leslie, German.

(ii) Robin speaks French, as well as Leslie, German.

(Culicover & Jackendoff 2005 : 278)




(6)

(iii) *Robin doesn’t speak French, let alone Leslie doeén’t speak/speaks German.
(i\)) *Louise won't eat shrimps let alone (Sarah) will/won’t eat squid. A _
(Fillmore et al. 1988 : 518)

(v) *Joan hates snakes as well as Susan dislikes/hates spiders. -

ZOBE, HIRHOXEREEISRTCTE &V\O)“C, z h%ﬁu%%"ﬁﬁa)ﬂ%t LCHE
FTHILRELVOTEAVIEBDID,

TRBELTTELEL, EREAVOHNEBHERLZTFEKRENLEVIHEYL, X
POLOHIBREELLBECE, PLVRELNBRBEZBEELAZVEVWTIZIR50TH
ZuhrtBbhsb,

(vi) Too many Irish setters are named Kelly -and (tco many) German shepherds (are

named) Fritz.

(vii) Few cats eat Frolic, or (few) dogs (eat) Whiskas. (Culicover& Jackendof 2005 : 279)
Rz, 2 bfo%‘xﬁ%%m@“% L3 hid, SEREIC R >TSS O, NP LS
TR, NEWI B THOE LT Y THB LS & kI2% 5%, Resemblance 3
BELRAL AN BI TR, BELAVTLTETSS (BIRIE, [the old [men and
womenl] % LOEXRTEERGAMLABMKEN, & CHEBBMHEDBRHRE 2
FBLVIMLBEEROILILES) 0T, TOX)RFAFHIBTOIRRETHE
W, LW ERERBETHDL), TITEZHAMUNNVDHESF XA ./0)'3‘7 yA4TEL

T, BLAVORE FAL Y RBETSE (v), (i) Ok kE.

(v) [Too many [Irish setters and German shepherds]] are named [Kelly and Fritz], re-‘

spectively.

(vi) [Few [cats and dogs]] eat [Frolic and Whiskas], respectively. ]

ZOBEROKRATE, REFIIBHOLFALMET 2BRBTETH Y, ZOEKE
HEGERELE T, FEHRET German shepherds % dogs ST BEL T B L FEX NI L
WEkiZh B,

WA - ﬁ#ﬁﬁ@iﬁkm’)ﬂ“f/a/ﬁ‘db%}: L ZHEZ 0, BEFEEFHIND
ETH5b,

A : John ate an orange.

B . And Bill an apple.
bﬂliﬁ?ﬂ# HERRPHEEL, %Z’L%ﬁ‘gJ L7z BEZISVRDTHBD, 2D x

5 44, BLF B4 Gapping P35 — > CH b T, analogical KERE o T3 L&

ZTHTIREI THS ) 7, BED Gapping DN TR TR TCEZERNZLTWEEEZLD

DTHbHo ~AFBELTNT, BPTHE LY LEFELHOAR 7+ -F 2L D
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RSB BIITONEIETH S, MEFOSMFOREMITLEVDL, khﬂ%TéiﬁO

(7)

TRMELEY 25, KBEBMLTREOTH), FEFEIFELRITZ2NErE 741
SLTRAORARERATONAZ L Thr, COLE, BEORR/SY — ¥ OHBHS
ﬁ@&iﬁﬁﬁ%%mbf<é@ﬁ&h;G@mg%ﬁ%%ﬁiéwﬁ%@éowiﬂk%
2T RV, | » ‘
Pseudo-gapping X VP B L 13 R 7% Y, Cause-effect JLHR IZ BWTH parallel 2 EXROERE
'C&VM‘:TJ_’QJT%?) i) BRosnE,
(i) *John ate the orange and Bill did (=ate) at mldmght

VPEIBBWTY, BRANEZ TTh] BELZVWEFEWOTHY (Huddleston & Pul-.

. lum 2002 : 1522), HEOWISE R ILE & & % Pseudo-gapping 12 B\ T, f; B&5%

(8)

(10)

(11)

paralellism NDEFF R B L) TH Do \

fs® Resemblance relations D475 4 7B LTS, 41 L~V OFEBFEIC O TOME
BRETHLESFHZLEDLNEOT, H—Fb;ﬁ%ﬂ? LTBER,

(i) Contrast — qi(ai) and ~gi(bi)

(ii) Exempliﬁcation — qi(ai) C qi(bi)

(iii) Generalization — qi(bi) C gi(ai)

(iv) Exception — qi(ai) and ~qi(bi) A ai>bi

(v) Elaboration — ai = bi

" Contrast/Exception iCBI LTI, AL~V OEBEKIHEES S5 b 0L EVEOOR L

PLHELLBOT, [HR] CHEFFET 25 A TORENFRE ZICEBARLTI 2,

4 MM (Collective interpretation) &% DM D entities % & L 2 RS KIER

WE5T A %’é@ﬁ@ﬁf“i) Y, KR (Distributive interpretation)  &\23 D, HH

O entities BHEICHEREIZBE T HHEOMRTH 5, P2 (784) T very largely & com-
pletely PRIA LT L OoORERRAERL LTBHERICZoTwab TRV L,
(79) T many players & John, Bill, and Harry #*B& L CO L DDOPBHRIZE > T3

DTH %V, (80a) T problems in the classroom & problems in the school 2% &R T\

BEWIDTHLL, HERBRZEO—HTHELVIBRTHD, 2OLE, 2EEFEND
WMot LTRILATVAERT TH D,

Gapping #% Parallel/Contrast DS O IR TIRAE L %2 2 £ i22 W T, Kehler (2002 : 95)
bANTWS LB, Gapping FHEMELRICHBE SR TR ZRAKTHE, L) T LN
BE5LTes L Ebib, | \ |

(85c) W&, MAWENDOERE R—ZX % BWTHELEEL, %9 Tk single contour &
Lfﬁb%%(Oibﬂﬁtﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁo§ﬁﬁ%tLT%&%%)TﬁuELuE#




(12)

(13)

(14)

FdHN D, —iEIC and therefore/as a result"@i%/sﬂi, MBRICTALEEBNTREI L

I TAREREESAPT VLI THE, 2IFHILICEoT, KEBLTWBEHHH

FETHCL, HECRILET L PLETHA L, R EOMENTIE R D5 1L
BN B, SBEIZ%D L coherence domain P DERH single contour THI NS = & %
(BBOT, BEHORRAOBE L) b BREREE S AP T, AL bBALK, h
BOK—F -4 Y EOBKERR, REERALHCLHE L) S UFCERSRD R
2o LA L and 7515 % fA\> 7 64k % Resemblance BLOBA L D13, LR FARSERL

" BLIAEVDHBEITHE,

*John and Billi bought himselfi books on health care. /R4 5 H &I FE4AM % fH7:
LTwazeinh, BRENDEFWLTLE S, EBCHRTRABRCTS S 0CH
BT BLEND S, SREHL TR OROTENRSS L BbNS, AR,

OE# 4t A B L T, exhaustive binding T % 1t 1iZ % & 3 partial binding iX2® bR
BV, EEELTLEIELH, |

@ reflexivity 1 predicate ® % % T 3)' Y, self # argument & L T \» % predicate {3 co-
argument @ local binding 73“%%’@?) 5¢LT5 Reinhaft & Reuland (1993) 2L 724> T, ‘
F5E argument (& John 'C*lit;t {, John and Bil T&% % £ %2 5% 1) K,

EHNBB, ‘/"fﬂ&:%l WEEHEA 6:55 L T partial binding 2RO Z2VE VI
EFLEIIR D,
(110) ®%4 % Right Node Raising L H-E5 ¥ »amETH b, £7, (110) OEFIOD
Uﬁﬂ(ﬁ)@W~»K%ﬁbfw&w®F,Eﬁtwmma%ﬁM?éth%K&%O
BEEMTRZVERDLID, 2oL, BIFHRBCHEATE RV, XBEHROBRER
THVZ EHFBED—Dh b LAV, DF ) BAABAFLE R o TURNEN) & ETH
D, ZORIEIFAHEHEATEE V) T LEEAINHEZOPD LAR Y,
OMEEOELH EDBVIEOVTEFBSTH L, #7 Culicover & Jackendoff
(2005) i Stﬁppiﬂg % Bear argument ellipsis D—#l& LT, X DEVBEDOHRTE LR
Twdo Hboid indirect licensing 12 & T, BEDOITIEE L, %ﬁ%%)‘t QL2
ZH5H) PEBEMHIICORAL T AtV AT S EEL TS, Bare arguments i3 orphan
ThY, BOPLEAXCHMENIBTHEET 2 b0OTHE LELBRTVEAR, LiL,
FITXEBBERTOERBRICLBTEEBT > T, TAFFHICERLIEDL 2 EIZD
WCIHEH LTBST, Syntax LUV Tld argument 255 5 7515, 213 fUIRA LT 5 48
F DA R D55 B 2 2 DORNFD—FThHE, Lw)EXH L 'Cmg'wo e
EOHEZEETNE, orphan L IFITN 2T HEZOEKRBBROIHABEIICL D, Mizk o T
bare argument %55 4 £ Y A ENBH b, LVHERCEETEZOTRE2VEEEDRS,
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Hudson (1976) i3 postposing & % X C Stripping/Gapping 54t % L TV 2%, HDHHEH

g @ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ EWVWIHREREE - T, Stripping & Gapping DEPEICOWTIRARS
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Kehler (1996, 2000, 2002), adopting the tribartite distinction of David Hume’s coher-
ence types (Resemblance, Cause-effect, Contiguity), presented semantic constraints on
. the identification of those coherence relations that hold betwéen sentences. He demon-
strated that the semantic constraints can adequately handle from the perspective of tex-
tual coherence some linguistic phenomena thus far considered to ~be genuinely syntactic
" in nature. Out of the three categories of coherence relations, the first two (Resemblance,
Cause-effect) have been singled out as making a crucial distinction in the explanation of
a numbef of linguistic data. Here in this paper, we would like to revise his definitions
. of Resemblance so as to expand the range of phenomena to be dealt with. The difference ‘
between Resemblance and Cause-effect lies in the fact that the former type of coherence
can be maintained not only among pfopositional components but also among phrasal
ones, while the latter holds exclusively between propositional units. This distributional

difference, combined with the optional syntactic realizations of phrasal coherence units,

will explain a wider variety of data in a simpler manner.






