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Japanese do so in causative-inchoative mismatches

Takayuki Akimoto
Kogakuin University

Keywords: VP anaphora - soo su - argument structure - structural decomposition

Synopsis: In this talk, I investigate the argument structures of Japanese ‘do so’, say soo
su (Nakau 1973; Hinds 1973; Tateishi 1994:a.0.). In particular, I show that Japanese
VP anaphora allows mismatches between causative and inchoative with the antecedent
an inchoative predicate and soo su the corresponding causative, arguing that soo can be
anaphoric only to a subpart of a verb’s meaning.

Data: The received view is that Japanese VP proform soo-su is associated with agentivity
and it is unavailable with the antecedent VP being a non-agentive predicate (Nakau 1973;

Shibatani 1978). Tanaka (2016:271), for instance, offers the following contrast:

(D a. Taroo-ga MIT-ni mukaw-ta-ato, Ziroo-mo so0o-si-ta.

b. *Taroo-ga MIT-ni tui-ta-ato, Ziroo-mo s00-si-ta.

Soo-su can refer back to the content of an antecedent in (l1a) but not in (1b), because
the former antecedent is an agentive, unergative verb, whereas the latter one is a non-
agentive, unaccusative predicate. Tanaka (2016) argues that the semantics of su involves
a kind of agentivitiy, which forces soo-su to take agentive predicates as its antecedents.
This conclusion is incorrect, however. Soo-su can take non-agentive predicates as its

antecedents. Observe the following causative-inchoative mismatch:
(2) Taroo-wa doa-ga katteni simar-ta to omot-ta ga, zituwa Ziroo-ga soo si-ta.

In (2), soo-su is compatible with the antecedent being a non-agentive inchoative pred-
icate. Importantly, soo-su in this example does not mean the inchoative close; rather,
it corresponds to the causative VP, close the door. Then the question is why are such
causative-inchoative mismatches possible, and what information does the target soo-su
refer back to in the antecedent.

Proposal: This study is in line with a decompositional theory of verb meanings, where



change-of-state verbs have a complex event structure that consists of a VP denoting a
stative result and a vP representing a causative or inchoative event (e.g., Wood 2015).
I propose that (i) soo is the locus of anaphora (Tanaka 2016) and (ii) it can refer back
to a subpart of the antecedent verb meaning, i.e, a VP denoting a stative result, which
makes a causative-inchoative mismatch in (2) possible. The inchoative antecedent and the

causative pro-form in (2) are analyzed as in (3a) and (3b), respectively.

3) a. [ VPantecedent | = As.state(s, the door) & close(s)

b. [ VPsrcoms ]| = Ae.Ts.caus(e, s) & state(s, the door) & close(s)

by C
(4) a. [ VP ] = 2e.f(e) AN As.state(s, the door) & close(s)

b. [ VPcaus | = de.3s.activity(e) & caus(e, s) & state(s, the door) & close(s)

I follow Bruening (2019) in assuming that soo is a VP denoting Ae.f(e), whose function
is replaced by the semantic value of the antecedent VP. In addition, I argue that su in the
VP pro-form is a morphological realization of v whose semantics involves activity(e).

Predictions: In the present analysis, it is soo that is anaphoric to an antecedent VP and the
role of su is to add an active, eventive meaning to it. In light of this, let us take a look at
(5), which Tanaka (2016:271) offers as one piece of evidence that soo-su is incompatible

with non-agentive predicates.
(5) Taroo-ga netu-o dasi-ta-ato, Ziroo-mo soo {nar/*si}-ta.

In reality, the event of have a fever is generally unintentional, which is probably why
Tanaka (2016) judged soo-su in (5) to be ungrammatical. However, soo-su in (5) can
improve grammaticality if a proper context is provided such that Ziro knew how to have a
fever and did it after Taro had a fever. This fact naturally follows from the present proposal.
Furthermore, if soo can be anaphoric only to VP, then we would expect a mismatch to be
possible with the antecedent a causative and the pro-form an inchoative. (6) suggests that

this prediction is correct, where soo-nar counts as the inchoative pro-form.

(6) Taroo-wa Ziroo-ga doa-o sime-ta to omot-ta ga, zituwa katteni s0o nar-ta.
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BEARELN CEEARNEE - give zEBFAE TBHICOVT -
HeEfek (REILFRY) (F—7—F [ FEMEE, BENEE, FEENTA)

MREFAE S XN 22 DZW (1) D XS 2T 23 Q) LT, #
DEKERD X ERGERIRDOIGr ORET 5 Z e 2 BIR T5 (ERERE LT,
Pustejovsky (1995) Z1EIE L, B HI & Mk E 2 andBVERR, FAR%E e BRI
HlZ I ER e L THEIRR LA EME (Hidaka (2011) %) ZHW5),

(1) a. The actors gave a performance of the play to the children.
b. The actors gave the children a performance of the play.
c. Ken gave Kathy a kiss.
d. Harry gave the wire a twist.
e. Bob gave a sneeze. (Cattel 1984)

(2) a. AREhE & DREHE , (1) D give D EHAEE,
bgwtﬁ%%ﬁ®a%é&®ﬁﬁ(E®ﬁﬁ%a@%

c. True Light Verb (TLV) & Vague Action Verb (VAV) & THRBERAEIIN LT
HEDE WL T B (Kearns 2002) FHH,

. AT, MALHOBEL & EMHL 5 % D & AT 51851

persen 1954) 2R3 & DHIE OD@EEO

F9, 4 V73—~ MABEOREE, (lc,d) IZBL T Cattel (1984) 5 & Bz h 5%
X DERING Z e 2R T %, F72, Kearns (2002) D TLV 8E 7 & MZHEIW
T (le) &4 I THIBAGFID T E Z & 2R THE LARAH OS5 S TERE BGRTED
iz Z ez FiRkd 2 HE (2007), ZNZEIEL7HA 2021) EFA T, 2) D
T BEL LTQR) BT,

(3) a. (le) THIESLFANTEZ L 2RI LEOAREE] L LT, ZOMIZITNT
AREFFOEERR L TOHIRETH %,

b. (le) X 4 I THIEIAFAMNTE Z & 2F 55513 Complex Predicate Rule (CPR;
Jackendoff (1974)) T give & fli#ii#47AD LCS 3@l A LU THr- b aiiE %
E2—77, R4 DG EIME 4D give DIHE LTHRAZINDEDAT
H5b, (1) DEDMDHENZDONWTIFEARNITEEDERDOHETITED L, F
7z, HORIEIMEAFAD TR TIEHIC L 25D TH %,



c. CPRIZHAFEDRERINEGHFILAICE T %5 LCS Dfa (I (1999), &
& (2007), Hidaka (2011) %) (YT 5, AERVESEFRIEH T
R EFIDETH D, TEESTFIIRE R PRI R Z & D
B3, HEEREEAIMSC T, EHRMEECIIMEIZ XL % 1 DOBESEIES
N5, MEBME TR REBIE TRV, BESRIE & FEERE 2 0GR (R
2 #E 2 % Jackendoff (1990) 2253 % &, Kearns (2002) D7 & MMIHFEIIIC
EARRFRINDEREL D), EHRMEE LORRMEDSHRWD, #Re LT
BN T o TV EMEMT S5,
d. TERRYZZER]) (I8N SRR T 4172 entity DEMKD &, MREFRIIK
oI FENMEE OTEEIDERG FHID L BHIBRE A Twa 2 &, Tk
EVERK]) X, MEAFENIEEICED (Fx e algeRk) STANE
B (B2 shrug iI2B81F 2 RIS W) T2 TRV FOEK) 12&-
TR oI5, B GFOEFE Z AWz 5E OIERULX - TR X 5 K
H 1 (Curme 1931) 1%, BFANPFICHENERICENRT DI L T, H&
RO b OEENZEEZ ML TZAZHEFIIEAS L
W FEFENTRAZIHS Ze 0BT 3,
give % FHjEA & T 2 BEIEFRLHE R O HE R BRRE 2 FHEE TR DIRE L T 2 AFEK
DFIRHMIELITIUE, FRORESLCREORNFE L Vo BEENEE 2R R &
DN BTN ER LI VW E FHlE N 5, FFEIZ swim = walk, jump i give &
HETx T, AT TIEE MDD % hiccup b, Longman Dictionary of Contemporary
English \Z3EEEFID 720 Fiz, FAfFFEDOFRICBWTIX, FRENEIC TRl
HEADF B, AN EGEICED 2 FHRORM T 2 RIEFICEH L T X DFELWELED
RENTVAHIDER N5, COCA TIZ, give a sniff of amusement/disapproval D
1, TEWZIRS ) W) XD B REFEATADEMENANEZ of A TR L 7flH1%
CEBIERINh e, ZOLIRFHERA—1NRADT—EBMA, AEROFROZLMHE
AT 5,

BZ Xk
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RFERERICBITDFBEEERICHIT T
F—U— N SEgPREs. ek, BhEdokEAEE. B, AARGE
ATHZZRES (FFFRERT) - BAIFRT CRORRFRKFP)

AREIT, KFEREERNT 7 u—F FRIoBIPRERR (Distributed Morphology,
DM) (2B Z2FEEEWRROIED FIZHOWT, HaBidEic kS < Bk L i
WOBBROBLEN DRETT 5, 22> DM OBEMHM Gast s 5
Hl) FEEEETMICE RN EAL TR WIRILIZSH D (cf. Harley,
2012) . £ 2T, ARERIZEWHMOKBICIZHT T, AAEO#E R RES
FEICBWT, SEEREE ) D TRl S B Bk & RIS BRI TR TR
N EH ST 5, £, AARFEOBMZRBGEZIY BF, ARk
ORFEAEIEIC X o THGEERS S (ROGHEE) ZHGEEFE%IC R +5 &
ESS RN
BhE R AR R AEOBFHEEEATEICIE. (1) DX HiT, WHEEEOWNHA
TR L, AMUZIZNEDNE S e WZ A THRFET D, ZOXA T OHEEFEZ
() WZRT XD ISR iR 2R, (1) [ZBA L CTHHE - i (2002, p. 114) 11X
B DO REARH IR EIR Th DT HLFERUIMNT, BEWRILIRIC K > T 15597 72
EDOREMBEND LR _XTWAED, ZOFEMIZ 5 Thewy,

(1) a. 172 & <», AT €. o &bbH, 9% 0F

b. B4 g, E<Th f. AT HEE, bOTL
c. EifEd ML D, KAIE g. Ref] © V&AL, KT
d. HE AUREL, R (ftiE - #20, 2002, pp. 110-111)

ERIN - KB (2020) 13 (1) DEAEFEE DM OFHAT (2) O X 512087 LT
5. (2) CTHEROIX, £7 2 005BMRNBENENHE LIk, CTE-8E
MAFENEITE D E WS | HERBRZL L TWDRTH D,

(2) [[VRootl n] [VRoot2 v] vP] n] (E4&)II « K, 2020, p. 303; —EBEkZ)
AFERIT. Q) DO EHEIE LS5, (1) OXEERRO 9 5, CRiksE 4 &k
IZLTHAEINDERT, ENPERFEMRIZE > TEZ LI ERIZPEIC
TH5ZLERET, (lab) ® T4 [HR] 13 Q) OMEITED < HRMRT
HDHDIZKE L, ENLUADOERIZ DM O H A F I FR O Rk IS S < Bk
Thd, HL, Q) ITATEIC, (le-g) DEWZFOEAEFED HITITFSHER



bR OMBERIRFIDBEIND, 3) DEGMERG ., (la-b) & [FEE. (2) D
EPLTPRISND,
(3) FHMRoOFES] - KEBIZ X2 {&Fhl& /AlE L, HEFYE)
[ A2 1 BN D~ 7 DI, MBI RE I -e-BEREA TN L B BhE RIS
D LOBNFET D Bl 1D >00n5, 15 >Hhd) . YR OOEEIL
A % 7D,
4) a. 0—>7 /37 VARBE RN,
b. fErma—>7,/"xv 7 LA%ZY)57z,
ETAN, WETDHAFNZE > TE, BEFEIXTEERIN WG ERH D,
(5) a. #R X H T — T RBEFICEIN,
b. BB RxX/tar—"%28-7,
ARG LR —THDIZHEO T, FRMENRR D (4a) & (5a) IZHOWT, Hi
H (2021) 135PEAEE (Pustejovsky, 1995) 12 LD 08T &4TV, WNIHO H 1975 E]
(B v —7: tie(e, x, y), X ¥: eat(e, x, y) DEFEIDORTHRICBWTHEARDNLD

e Bl o—=7138916h 5 LEARV) ICHBEXRER S, Hbiviawn
e Bl AFIFEENTHHE L) ICHBRXPFR SRV ETRLTHD,

DIHITHEN, AFEFRKIL, DM O HRFMIIFFEMEL A L, 2 OFERHIE
ZHAS W CHEREMEE 2 MR R % IZF8 P95 (Encyclopedic Licensing) & FiE
T 5, FPEMIEITEEROMRIGEN DM END, Lo THE) OIREZELHE
LRTIE. (1) NEOBXEZEE OHLOE GBIRE) DAL 554, Voice 28
T (\+v+Voice) DA ZFRBA L. (i) TBEREENIIN 2 B BB D2, (i ]
ARDOEKR) AL D5A. Voice thx Ol (W) bRA[T 5, 2F D,
Kratzer (1996) @ Voice IFIZHE> T, (1) TIEMIFADOLNEREI N (=(5)
(ii) TITAEE - BRI EH 5 b ARBSND (=4)

Z W SCHR Harley, H. (2012). Semantics in distributed morphology. In C. Maienborn, K.

(Y

(\.,

von Heusinger, & P. Portner (Eds.), Semantics: An international handbook of natural
language meaning, 3, (pp. 2151-2171). Berlin: De Gruyter Mouton./FF i 7= 7342 « #2[i]
1. (2002). [FEDOAHAAA & FEZEL] B WF5TFL./ Kratzer, A. (1996). Severing the
external argument from its verb. In J. Rooryck & L. Zaring (Eds.), Phrase structure and

the lexicon, (pp. 109-37). Dordrecht: Kluwer./&&4) 113t « KEFVFETE. (2020). [45HL



B & AARGEOER G HREAFE] AARSETRH 161 BIRS HBHFEE, 299-
305./ATHZZ KRR, (2021). NKEEZ b#EE O [HKREEZ L] (22T MEERT - N\
Fofl - FEHASAT - BRI EE, (SO L I LB LA - PRk hReE
IR G SCED (pp. 189-198). HUAT: BAHA L. /Pustejovsky. J. (1995). The generative
lexicon. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.
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AABOBRNEATAOHA ADEHE : 7L—LLaY A} I/ 2 VDT Ta—Fhb

AR B
(FESZEFERTZEAT - A FERFBERF)

HAGEOFERNESEE T LD X 5 hBFOMAGDLEHFF I N5 0013, HAEBFHROKE &
MEDO—DTH Y, WEEROTE Y i P EWER K 5 N T EHRIEGROMEE Lo Gt R S h <
% 7= (3211 1993, 1996, 2013, HiA 1996, 2005, #AA 1998, Fukushima 2005, F§ - #a4 2018 72 &)
CORKTIE, 77— tavzRtrT727vavyoF77a—F (Fillmore 2009) 226, Z DfEEICD
WTED XS REEIBLNLELICONT, SETOME (B - oAk 2018, Bl 2022 %2 &) % i
Bl s edtic, M EZHNT 5,

B - ¥aAS (2018) 13, FERENEABIF OMAGDEDOREICOWT, 7L — ANESEOHIK (11
FHERIC BT 2 8EME) L a v X+ 7 7 v a VUK (SEERHALOE R & BEWRICHE & N7 HlH)
DT HLEREL TS, 3. B - IvARIZ, FERIESEEORRR, — KRR X F —~ L [FF
i 42 DEEBF DA F —<% T, BENREI VA 727 ay - AF—~<ilX-oTiRALNS
L3, LT, HAEOBEENEAHH RO VAT 72723 VDLV TIET 7+ 14 M
FE-HACBERE LCHIRTWwR e Ebic, HATFHOZEW L A 7R (FE - HivE 2 &)
ICHBERMAFIFISHEEINTHE & L, T HIC, ZOROBEREZEENER 7 L — 2L LTI A,
Z ZICHPHRHRMARRZ G0 5 2 LIk o T, BRI GBEH ORI ZIRA 2 b3 TE B L LT,
7L —LNEAEEICOWTIE, LI AHERPB LD L) BFETEI Y, EO LX) RITAICL-
TERT 22ROV TCOMRABASHINTHE L L, 2oXKKRTE, T 0uErH
WL O DOEAEFHEERT L, WY L2013, [2%0EHEbEE] *oRnFabes] .. [#
DS THINEZS | & Th b,

SElORKXTIE, 2OT77r—F 05 L TCOWNEDMERZIER L 72 LT, & 57 RFDK
BICOoWTHNT 5, FE - BB oEAE R TcIx, HRAFEKICE VT, £ X ) RERHREZE
LB ED XS BFERFRICL > TERT 32ICOVTOHAHBAESIMINT LB L LTEER, &
DX D BAGRICED L 7L — AWEESTEIE. EEBEIC L o TRESETIED 225, 15T
v, EBO LA, KEBa — 22580k 5ICLTARDORET I LR TE L2 %2H
Np L, HAEHFELE L TR ONGWERTFEIEL AN TIN5, 2 2Tl JaTenTen corpus
(84 {H38) B X UH web 72— (11{FE5E) o —»o» 56 [V TS| ofifflzdhiiL. Zzh
L IVHEST] Loz, ZRICX > T, MENARTHZ25EICED XS HEKDENH
Ritgnzz ([Mhwciis] & TEEEs] ) | FRESTRADICEER RO, —R &
LT DX RGARD 20 E2ERET S ([Fe LTHET] (X000 Tis] [l T vs



(gL LS| 5008 [*Xbhiid] ) . 20oFEEH»L, F& - HWEOEEEF O
BERICIE, HRICBWTGEC Y 5 2 LI N2 T RCOFE - HoflAGbETldna<, X
DEEN R KERBERICHE 25EDORPBHINTWE 2T 2, CNIFEOWICHENT
K Tx ZRREBRPEEN D DRSO T WS & 24% (Goldberg 1995, Matsumoto
1996, Wunderlich 1997, Wolff 2003 72 &) I@EIL T % L Bbh b, T Z Tl Matsumoto 1996
DREMFFZDOZMFICOWTEET 2, ZOo0HFAOHDIAICHL TH —EDFEM (HD it

BN R =) BB X Bbnsd, zadb, EENREREFGORGOKMRTSH 2 LE
A %o



S — A~ DFELE DR E — 2 v CHb 5 HAGEE) R o BB HE %@ L <
IS (BEPEBEKY y-k.nakano@kwansei.ac.jp)

A OERBER OHHAICOWTTEICI DD RGRH 5, ﬁ%ﬁﬁ/XTAfu
ECOEMAIEEICHZ#A L CEH I3 (Hale, 2001), #AHFE Y 27 4Tl
TLOREDIERTE S Sl S LT v HA ﬁomfﬁ&én%(MmmwaMJ%@o
THEANZXLETVIIFEORIIC X o THIE O80T b e 23 Sk
HE3 3 (Verissimo & Clahsen, 2014), £ DRIV EE MRACICHFEEST 2 D722 5 b,
HAGE OB 13O & abarBhin, @Rk & iEwrshan, O RBHIE B o =I5
bz, QLQOIEREEHRDIIEEH 22, Q@I THET L 2fFEiIZ 72 7%

o X TR TIZOL @D 5 b TSN (FEBE) ICoW»THN%,

ﬁ%@%/xTAiﬁﬂ®ﬁﬂkﬁLEﬂk@ FRUE 23 & B i AT I B S
%, RWFFEClE, EET 2 FHEnBiHE e v 28HE oMU S %2 s E (K1) i
L7zo 8TEICHIST 2 #TEEE 2 FR L, FFEE0 b BB 2 e 3 2 SRR 2 E
L (Bl () FEEEEE : HL-EF S [GER0/D. (b) VZHE : flid3 % il
WL X5 [EEXRGo/] (@ & (b) DEBELDERAZ—VvBRLNE2FARZ, HA
R ORI ORBER O RS RICHE T 2R H 5 -0, B (List1) &K
% (List2) OIRRICH T TEBREERML 72, HAREGENT 2 M b FEhiL 7=,

HAGERFERES 40 428 (List IM 6 %4, F 14 %, 39 40.65 /%, List2M 16, F4
%, P 427 5%) BEBICSIL 2, MR 1T Y R b ico X EES)E 108 @ (7
HanErEhEA o mAHIERE, (KSHIE R 48 BE. Y AEE o mAHEEE, EKAHERES 6 58) &

WriEEE (8038) IcowT, HEFOH L IC Em%#ﬁﬂéziﬁﬁ®iaéﬁﬁb
7o BIAOED % ZEMIC L TXEE Y = 7 ECEBRSIMF IR L, ZEfic
OO TANTH LI ICHERL 72,

OHRANER > 2 7 2 385 o ELHE IR R RRD 7 v — 7 (FEEGEH)
i) OMAIZEH NS 20, EHFRICHEUENRAR NS 2 L B8PS, (ii)HE

HEE Y 27 L FEUE O EB GO N e Tl NS,

Aﬁ@ SR, M L B OB OBV OMICHERE AR AERA RS Lz, FERE

fi, SRR CIXFE SRR L. SRR OERO o EBiE OFER D T
&Wofméaﬁk(w05ﬁ>k%%&< I DFER 0/ TRD Y . B EH
13/jo/ THED BIEAIA R & iz, (KBEEERE Tl Eﬁﬁ IR T EE © b FER A
Jo:/ T D EMIENE 2 72, FNEEGEFTIE. Y SRR ELRR Nz, i &FE
BR1203FETOLVETREREREVIIRONG» o720, #H0 HRE4 ikl
5 3R Tlo/THED ZEMEDOER V7 0. —Tijo/ THb 3 BINEDE
A% T o7z RO —HIFHAGER S X7 L 2R LT 528, BAREE > 27
LCTHREEBE S R T L THHHATE 25 0dH Y ER 2BHHLETH 5,



BEE - AW DEIEIC B 72 o T T HHEEE (BIPERERY) DIEn7- TADRRI FIC
CWHhvwi7rmEgE Lz, 2L LUEHHOEEZEL 3, RBHFE (No. 21K00492)

x 1. THEHESEFE & HTRKIE B O SIS

FE—AA(C1VIC2/w/)IT X 2 5358 & EAE ZEH

F#&H (C1_C2)
BEE VI — S
Is_t/ UHDFEF /s_non-r/ /non-s_ r/ /s t/
(A) /a, o/ 1. #< 2. #< 3. 515 4. £5
(B) /w/ 5. #< 6. &< 7. %5 8. Hill 5
fie/ <, RS ;L A 5. Hka SIRI
H. ATz (A) & (B) ofToszHo 7z,
K2, FHAEAEORIR + REHF O R A TRl 250/ & fjo/ DEEHIHF
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FE D30/ & fjo DFEHIHEER
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BEEETAALEAEEAICRONDS -sh/ T2V T
*—7—F| BRE EEE EHAE onibERm PEEH
Lo Algicl, mEpPAGE (B &x L) claPaaE (Bl S L
©) 2 BIVIEREE O . WIH SIS ki OIS0
ERzYTharomml b, oMricid, aiEEamoPH A 2 v 5,
FATHAR L MER HAFEOIEAFSHICHN S -shi D status 12D Ta U 72 0F
72 C»H % Kudo & Shimamura (to appear) 1%, category-assigning head @ a % -shi
2o WO HETEBE IS Z L, 2 L TEEBIEEFD -shi L HEETEE
D -shi 13EBDLH a THLEIILZFERLE, L2LESIE a BEDXI 7%
D V & merge $25L% shi L LTEBILEINELICETIZZBAST
HoTHBRLTHIVERTHE (Pl *FELW, FHEWL) LwndH, WFED -
shi OWHDEVICEH L. DT -shi LA ICONTOEREHD 2,
e WG ZIRE T 5 L CoRifEL LT, -k % category-assigninghead @ a

p={{{1§
=

(Kondo, Tto & Oseki to appear). -ar % dummy copula (Nishiyama 1999). ta %
past tense (Nishiyama 1999) TH 5 L35, b DHifeZ B E 27z LT, UT
DX BIPEMEZIRET 5,

TP TP
np T npP T
//“-.\\ P -
- T - i i
kuchou 'a tone of voice’ VP T ano otoko 'that guy' vP T
Py
N ’
e N
aP v [+past] apP v [+past]
RED a dumcop  ftal Vatsu a dum.cop o/
/ \RED K Jar/ Jatsu/  kurushi a far/
V ar, ‘
- /kurushi/ [kl
v niga

IRE EHEIEARHF (EXK) BZUTO X IcBlEnNs &2 2%, 7 Viiga I
HEEE RED 2° merge L. HEE L WIHIMENIEK I NS, RICZ DOREIC
category-assigninghead @ a 7 merge 35 D7ZH, Z DRI, HEME L a
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B -k ORNC -shi &5 HERFANT S & v ) HIEMEAN 2220 . HEE
A 42 L] BRI NG, —Ji. HEAEEEH (GX) 12U T X5 I
ANDB L EZ S, £ Vikurushi 7% category assigning head @ a & merge ¥
%L CHHIEAR L] 2RSS, RICZ DHEMEEFIC Vatsu
merge 35 Z & T, REICEATEAN [FBE L] BB INS,

AW EVTER DR, MEPED -shi ZEEPRR S L) [H7Z,

HEIPIEARF D -shi 13, AHNCH 2 [EHHEIPZ & v ) #d | &AMl B 5 [ category
assigninghead @ a] % [RCT] HAINIZETHLLE XD, HilEL T, F
EOBRBEICEVWTHAI N FOE D & %2592, EHEEAFAD -shi b
CORBETHAINSG D DR LFETNIX, EEPIERFHAOGELD XS b
DIZTH -shi BEND L VIBREEZHAT L L TE B, —T, HEEAR
D -shi 13, BHO V IKEINT0ELDTHELEZ D, BT shi &
V BREG G, BREA Y 2 IEHEMIEA T T H 2 HATEAFE (il B L) 28
RS, -shi ZE&T vV BREGA. BE2 7 iEHEMEAFA <L 28 E
A (] HE) PRI D 2L ichb o, BATBAFAICIE -shi 55
DDLBVHDOREFEL TV E LI BIEEZHHT LI L TE 5,
AR b AW DL, HARGEADE ORITIIR CiEfInTE 2, OFE
GIRAF O -shi ($5EH (B [H2 L] o [E 4 ] offsr) ofMIlc L
TR EWHBEE (F1995 7)) &, @ 7EMEMEAF (Bl wLwv) o -
shi \FEEF (Bl [ELw] o EL] offr) oNfilicEEn s v ) 8% (&
H 1980 7 &) 05 ER[2bDTH 2, LAMEODITIE, HAGEADET
DOERFTZE TR I Tw 3, HEEIEEAS L v 7 iEREGEAT ClistE
L7-ReA 572 2 &5 7 (BT 2011) & D BIRIER v, RIFFE 2 IRE T
5013, HRGEZ L pHEEmOMAZHITIGLE 2 L TEHALLSITTH
5w T, JERICHEITH 5,
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and the Copulas in Japanese,” Journal of East Asian Linguistics 8, 183-222. / Kondo,

Morine, Takane Ito and Yohei Oseki (to appear) “Morphological Structures of Japanese
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