The Relativized A—over—A
Principle O —F&%

——Comparative Deletion & X hi-sa—
B H EET

INETHIRAETES L Vb TH/ Chomsky (1968) @ A-over-A
Principle % Joan W.Bresnan (1976)! i relativize +5% Z & GEIEL,
T —H#ED cross-categorial transformations IZ@HE T2 2 2 ick - T,
TORIMEREAL LS>LL TV 358, ZZTiEDOPD Comparative
Deletion SN BEE2ER/L, nBHEIMEEELBE LV,

I

%55 Chomsky D%+ 2 A-over-A Principle #4» Conditions on
Transformations (1973, p.235)? » 5B|H+ 5 L,

(1) If a transformation applies to a structure of the form [u+--
[as++Ja*++]x where @« is a cycle node, then it must be so in-
terpreted as to apply to the maximal phrase of the type A.

L5 Z LT, MAINIIFTEOXHERED proper analyses izt 5 HE
THDILBDLYB. Tibb, & ¢ O proper analysis & i3, BHD
structural condition ¢ basic predicates (structural conditions ® #&
FREESR T, variable ThVWE D& ET) ot L T ¢ @ substructure %
assign T¥5ZLThH5. £5T2LEH T extT 3 ¢ © maximal
proper analysis 2% ® condition 12BF 33 _T? predicates iz L
TERAMD value % assign L7zb DL vH oL it ® 5, L L, EEIZ
X ZDOEBRIZEIT B maximal proper analysis BHFEELAEVOTH » T,
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{2)0> proper analysis 72 BT 2 L dIc AEFERL LS E&7T5 L CHh
£k0, m ERFBEOCERRKILEILTHE AWNSLRS,
maximal proper analysis &i¥, structural condition ZBWT, BHET
C BbE 5B+ _To predicates (Zh % target predicates LFEE)
23 U TR AfE (maximal value) % assign $5 2 & LEZLLY BB
proper analysis # D FTCHEE ¢ 12 B v T value 240200 target
" predicates F, G 3% 3% 61F, |Fl. & |G|s &##E L identical TH3
HEThB, FHTAVET B L, F BNEKERELD 1 LV INTOR G
it maximal T/ <&V, G % maximal LT 37Hicit 7 BPLE LK
D, 2543 LA |Fls 25, Rizix [Gla BYBELEZ L) LI,
BREE LEEDCELD SV BED, ZOfKL paradox 2 H 5 DT,
Chomsky @ A-over-A principle iR D & 9 IBESHRTNEL BT
Yo

LL 7w AR T ol THEE ¢ ® maximal analysis TRVWZH

13, T 1% proper analysis® O FT ¢ IWBHASNBZZLIZTER,
TORERT3E, @By Th L A L C 78 target predicates 75 B i
[Als 12 |Clez LHEEL identical THL T BRWAE, FRFE [Ala
i |Cla L#3E L identical TSV HBEV



T DIEEIX A-over-A Principle % structural condition %L < B
AL T 328, Fiz, Bresnan i% structural condition C |z 3 I3
53X TD context predicates (target predicate LASD a7z 5 predi-
cates % context predicates £\ %) itk H % 3 + < T D proper
analyses [ZfH%IHYIC maximal T¥% % proper analysis 7 O FTDLEE
T »ERShD, LZzOMEEZREL TKRDO L 5 ICEHRL T 5,

(3) The Relativised A-over-A Principle

No transformation T can apply to a structure ¢ under a proper

analysis = unless 7z is an r-maximal proper analysis of ¢ for T.
#% /R relativized maximal proper analysis Z® L THOAZLER T » & H
SNBDENHT LT, ZD principie # cross-categorial transformations
CHEALTH2DTH30, ZOEKD L 574 X notation ZEAL T
3o

I

John Lyons (1968, pp. 330-332)% iz#&#§ &N/~ phrase-structure gram-
mar DAREHMEIZ>v T, Chomsky X categories # features & types
CHET D L SRR FEE R L (1970)4, #3E o major categories O
major class features # KD L 5icEH LTV 3 8, Bresnan X-h %
type 0 O categories & L TfE-> TV 3,

lype 0 V[__Fx_ verbs

N[;Kl nouns

A[i%ﬁ adjectives (and adverbs)

P[:x— preposition (and adverbial particles)

EAUFo phrase structure rules X Bresnan (1973) @ modification |z
ELLDOTHBR, E0 type bV 252 Lk, FRUFID type(iype 1
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i 51X type 0) O category BEH THREN T2 I ETHD. T2
b type i+1 @ category & type ¢ ¢ category & obligatory major
constituent ¥ LTh b, Zi% head LFEE. A # B » head 15
> A L B iz FU syntactic feature ¥ bidhiEiolwvarnb, T
DAV T Lyons oMtHHiciit2 92 b0 Lo TV 5o
type 1 ~V—V (NP)
P—P (NP)
A—A (PP)
N—N (P P)
type 1 1cBF 5 NP RO PP Ko type 2 T N RO P o ii% ¥
5, - | —
lype 2 ?-————) (Perf) (Prog) (Pass) V
P— (QP
A— (@A
N— (@ N
Z Z T optional category & LT Q Mhh» THIRT 5. Q &% measure-
phrases, numerals, quantifiers @ category T & Y, Q-categories O
syntactic features (X% 22 modify 3% categories O features T &
Bz ricnd. A Q- (Q Q, Q= (DXQ rofsh, RfKw
% XD the, this, each, some; too, so, as, -er; who, how, what %0
category + /i bH determiner THY , Q & many, much, few, 6, one
) category Th Do BICRD type ZRET %o
type 3 VE-—*Aux v
type 4 S—N v
type 5 S— (COMP) S
Jﬂk@%h%’h@ category I%, ¢ & category ® type &L M % cate-
gory @ feature-matrix &% 5 & <i, M> &) ordered pair & L TF
HTX %, filld categories ? heads &7 572\ S DA DF R TD cate-
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gories % iype ¢ categories ¢ T5, T bbb D & COMP TIhb
12<@, M> L5 ordered pair £ LTEEIN 3,

il

Z ® phrase structure rules {ZE 5 L # 7z Bresnan (1973)* @ idea
CREEICBEALTARLE 5. H%SE AL comparative iz d much, many,
little, few &\ 9 partitive Xi% quantifier-like element 23D EE Iz
bdLEZL, ThEBAENIRT L, (4) © comparatives 1% 4) 2> HIRAE
T 50 .
{4) a. She has more independence.
b. She is happier.
4 a. [[-er much]independence]
b. [[-er much] happy]
2L TROBELBEELIRET 50
(5) op _
D' et/ \?

as much

too ' many
S0 little
-er few

(6) ~er much——more
-er many——more
-er little——less

TNEHTRT ENDIRITAEL S,
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/QP\ / P\
Det Q > Det /Q\
-er much ¢ much + er

8 a QP— (QP) QP
QP— (Det) Q
Bif= s
9) a. AP— (AP) A
b. AP— (Adv) A
EQLANDHEZAEARML TSR, Z D QP L5 DLEDOLH
T, iz partitives, quantifiers, adverbs [z oW TOFERE S iziTh
BRI L EOUMATRY, (1976)° T QP Q, APRAL
WHORBZE o T B, BRIZEEIELHEOESEREEIC VL AP &
QP LDEREELSD, R, QP 25 AP % modify L, /2 AP #
QP % modify +5Z &, W#FIZR U internal structure # 3 % inter-
changable Tk % L v 58z >\ T, Chomsky(1970)¢ @ base schema
hypothesis ZBEHAL TKD X 5 icdh Bib LTv3,
1 a X— (X)X
b. X— (Spec, X) X
'}? PHAP, QP, NP & correspond L, (Spec, X) i X @ function
T {-er, so, too, ---} if X=Q ; {rather, utterly, quite, ---} if X=A
LB, 2L CZ R IR CIZEA L T, comparative clause & %
@ head * DOEBREMIL T3, F/7 target predicate DEESIZHV S
¥, o referent point kbf,ﬁﬁlﬂﬁ&i!}% & _}%epd_ &
5%BE LY, rule B8 AP ehh 3 L AP cXkfishs AP} delete &
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Nz, EFBEL T3,

v

Bresnan (1976) ¥ Comparative Deletion 24T 2301z, [T&
Y _Fif7z measure-phrase THi% 5 fype 2 categories #{F->THKRD L 5
IZFEbL T35, ZOHA X i3 variable Tidizv,

1) [x[xQ-WiI-W.I[sWs—[xQ —W.]—W;]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 2 3 4 67
IHILE-T 12 2155,

1 (XN & Q1 & K'os & Sy & Q755 & X5,
{{T»,(5,6),(1,2)I) ’ |

{2 it T, 1—2 o factors 1x 5—6 L@z identical Tk v 3 (W
BVEKRTO identity, 3/ b structural identity % structural non-
distictness LILKMERLAZFHEE S 2 VD), X4, & 2X7_s 2R target
predicates TH» Y, 2X",_3 + S%_; 7% context prédicates THd. ZTD

rule X comparative constructions 72 T7/ { equative constructions
CHBHATES . WO DFEHLTH LS,
“Q” Phrases
13 Sally ate caviar more than she ate mush.
[Sally ate caviar [g -er much] than she ate mush [ x much]].
(4) Sally ate caviar as much as she ate mush.

[Sally ate caviar [0 as much]as she ate mush [§ x much]].

- Adjective Phrases

{15) Sally looks younger than she is.
[Sally looks[a [g -er much] young] than she is [A [§ x much]
young]]. '

{16) Sally seems as happy as she seemed before.
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[Sally seems[a [g as much] happy]as she seemed
[a [Q x much]happy] beforel.
Adverb Phrases
- @0 Bill walks faster than John runs.
[Bill walks [A[@ -er much]fast] than John runs
[z [g x much] fast]].
(18 Bill walks as fast as John runs.
[Bill walks [a[o as much] fast] as John runs [ [@ x much]
fast]].
Noun Phrases
{19 John lost more of his hair than Bill lost.
[John lost [N[@ -er much] of his hair] than Bill lost
[N [@ x much] of his hair]].
20 John bought as many books as Bill sold.
[John bought [N [G as many] books]as Bill sold
[N [@ x many] books]].
ZDREN sentences [T ED X 5z 12 @ rule BE A 13 & R0 DIFE &K
IRET#Fb L, maximal proper analysis 22 ZAATHBDEREDL S
278 %o
1 izB VT 2E, F£31E, F61H, F7HME, BV TEEIH,
FETHEYN null THZ. WIhOBHED factor 1 X Q TH D, 13 2B
VT Q A, VBT N B 2X 2RS0T, 1-2 0 factors
XX THY, ALBEBET1I—30 factors 132X TH B, W30 I T
1—2 & 5—6 o target predicates Iz 2L LD value #5-% % proper
analysis IZftiic 72V 0> 613", 20/ analysis % maximal proper analysis
Wz B, TDEHizL TI3—R0OD sentences I OWTIEV SIS maxi-
mal proper analysis T relativise &#7z A-over-A Prniciple # EH
LT X &k, 2% 0 target predicate % delete 52 LN TE 3,
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v

Z ®» Comparative Deletion 0 HMEIZ, A-over-A Principle %M
+ % B, structural condition [ZiR+& S5 F T proper analyses |z
%L CHIRIAY 1 maximal T » % proper analysis O TF TOAEE I A
SNBLEELEZLYE, ThEMHAT 20 X notation ZfE->T tar-
get predicate ¥IBET S HETDH 5o

X notation I, ezl _7-3@ Y , categories % features & types (T
SMEF B Z Lz » T Lyons o#Hlic btz 55 % @ L & o 7z phrase
structure grammar EVTW3, LHLEFOWMI EZALL TV S
category features ICIREMNRERNBRITI T2 L5 cBbh s, it 2T
type 1 2B\ T

V—sV (NP)

P—P (NP)

A—A (PP)

N—N (PP)
LAMEER TV B Z Lik, YD category (type ¢+1) & FHLLHT @ type.
» category (type 7) % obligatory major constituent, 3724 % head
LLTh o, 25 Zo phrase structure @ type DI TH B EAIE
BBPLTWS, LT type 1 O F D category % recursive {Z7/2->TL
%5, TNCHIHON oFIXoRETiX, type 1 # N—N (PP) &
vwWH ko, FA7m D iz feature @ category HEIEL - X notation % F
Wiro O notation [ZET 3L 5 —oDERIX, Comparative Deletion
 target predicate & U TEEAKE %% > category Q DEFHE /2T
SWTTHB, Wpe2 TP, A, Nickish3 Q LLToA HAL,
»Hr Q—> (QQ, Q—(DIQ rAnfific subcategorise S 3 H 7217
BRISNTVEH, 13 ° WitRohs k52 VicXEShd adverbial Q
DHEZS, Bz type 0 25 type b ItEZET &{HFEINT
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v 7‘;1(\0
ROFFERIZ L) K2 TTH B, THE 19 Dk 5 IicHH L4, his
hair }3# L T referential identity & L'Cﬁ@%ﬂf‘%f; Vo

(19)’ //&\\\

Q NP coMmp 5
1 RN | N
AN P ot N ¥
D Q his; hair L AN
| [ 1\|I Aux vV
er much N 1
I Vv
Bill N
’ / NP
V =
I N,
lost AN
Q NP
a5 %
/Q\ | A
IID Q  his; hair
|
X  much

(B 18 izBiF 2 of his hair. c:bi«\ﬂi Bresnan (1973)" o 64)
T NP oFin Q & Det offliz of AT 3 rule DEREhT
Wb, Thbb
69 ¢——0of /Q__ Det N/
LPLIZTIRIOZ L ikMEC L)
191236132 200 his L, 1ok John #& L, X Bill # 5L
WEDTHBH, Wb 3 sloppy identity bFAINZZ LEEH L3 %
Al THA 5. N Tib_7z structural nondistictness & & %}z Com-
parative Deletion (231} % identity DEES A BEETIERH 3 L 5 1cH

— 147 —



bhde
Pl Comparative Deletion iz X notation & v T the Reiativized
A-over-A Principle ’&i@ﬂﬁ'%%ﬁ‘%ﬁ?‘ftf:ﬁ, X notation ‘éﬁ%.m
¥ 5 category features CEKRZMEMRB DY , EHRAICHARERHAL 5
BlzDZ ENTWw3. Fihick > T the Relativized A-over-A Principle
DEEUELEREINZ I LILES D,
(1977.3.30)
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