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(target language)
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(null object construction)

o

(parallelism principle)

(Xu 2003)
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(negative evidence) (Crain 1991)

(positive evidence) ;

(McNeill 1966; Brown & Hanlon 1970;
Hirsh-Pasek Treiman & Schneiderman 1984 ;Morgan & Travis 1989 ;Pinker 1990)®
(problem of learnability) :

?
(innate)
(Universal Grammar) . ( Principles and
Parameters Theory)
VP o

1 .

@) .

3) —

: (
) o : “ »
(1 ) ; [43 + ”»
VP (2) ; 3) o (1) (@
vp vp o vp
VP 0
(phonetic form PF))

(Ross 1967 ;Chomsky 1995) @, 1 @ :

a”) I @) S—

(Hankamer & Sag 1976; Williams 1977;

Chao 1988 ;Lobeck 1995) (logical form LF)

(1 ” ) o= . (2 ” ) o=
“« ”» VP



(vP ellipsis) (Li 2002) . “ + 7 VP

VP o
(3) VP o Huang(1988.1991)
NP VP VP (V-aising)
“) “ VP”(null VP in disguise)® o
* INFL Y wove we
[
Huang(1988.1991) “ ” do do (do-
support) INFL INFL (lexicalized) INFL
VP @, vp :
“4) (strict reading) (sloppy reading) VP
John saw his mother and Bill did too. Bill John ;
Bill o (locality effect)
) .
(6) John saw his mother and Mary knows that Bill did as well.
(Bill) (Mary) o
( Fiengo & May 1994 ;Hoji 1998 ;Kim 1999)
Hoji(1998)  Kim(1999) Xu(2003) )
VP o Mike Jeanne Mike
(Xu 2003:164) :
(7) Mike Jeanne o (Xu 2003:167(17))
:(a) Jeanne Mike ( ) ;(b) Jeanne
( );(c)Jeanne  Mike ( ) ;(d) Jeanne Mike
( ) VP S
VP o
) “©
) “ 7 o
®) o
©) * . (Xu 2003:165(10-11))
Xu(2003) VP o VP
(10) VP (11)
(12) “ T g

3 ”» 13 »

(10) a. John saw Mary in Paris and Peter did too.

b. John carefully cleaned his teeth and Peter did as well. (Xu 2003:164(6-7))
(11) a. .
b. o (Xu 2003:164(8-9))
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(12) a.
b.
(2008) “ 7
(13—14a)
(13-14b)
(13) a.
b * (
(14) a.
b * (
(15) (16)
(15) /A
(16) L (
“ ” (17a)
(17b)
17) a.
b.
VP . VP
VP
4
Duffield (2001)
anaphora) o Hankamer & Sag(1976) VP
(3;11-6;7 M=5;8)® vp VP
- Foley  (2003)
judgment) VP
11) o Thornton & Wexler(1999)
B
B o Guo (1996)
Matsuo(2007)

(3;7-6;11 M=5;4)
(Sag 1976 ; William 1977 ;Fiengo & May 1994)
$214 -

(Xu 2003:165(10-11))
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« ”» €«

( 2008:6(17))
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A
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o Matsuo &
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(act-out) ( picture
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(Huang 1988.1991 ;Otani & Whitman 1991;Hoji 1998;Kim 1999) . VP

Matsuo(2007)
80% 93% ;
2%  88%
vp
36% 9%
VP
Xu(2003)
9) “ ’7( )

(18) Winnie the Pooh
(19) Winnie the Pooh

3)

4.1

4.2

2012

3

1)

32
3;7. 4

(token)
@3

VP
25%
/
Cheung(2008)
Eeyore
Eeyore
“Winnie
16
x4 x3

(Hoji 1998;Kim 1999;Xu 2003) .

N ~
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100%  90%
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53% 37%  56% ( 49%) .
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(20) 1:

b
1)) 2:C.
(22) 3:C'
(23) 4:0'
4.3 )

(truth value judgment task)
(Crain & McKee 1985;Crain & Thornton 1998)

(language competence) o

(Condition of Falsification) ;
(Condition of Plausible Dissent) »
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100 1 o

80 §
# 60 § NEE -
2 N\
fj:f 40 | § 8 XEBH TR
Ol § OREHER K

§
BA
4
(ANOVA) (F(2 96) =3.016 p=.054) 1
(1(32) = —2.431 p<.05) “« oy
(1(32) = -2.425 p<.05). 3 (F(2 42) =
134 p>.05) . 4
(F(2 45) =.235 p>.05)
3 4
3 5 4

60

20 r
40 | 7
B 7
& 50 | / . W 2 4 4
5 i % // O th+ 1 A i
" 20 / % 7t
4

(F(2 61) =7.548 p<.01;F(2 61) =8.473 p<.001) Post Hoc
3 (p<.01) 4
(p>.05). (F(2 61) =1.802 p>.05).

- ” (F(2 96) =17.301 p<.001). 3
(F(2 42) =.057 p>.05). 4
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Crain & Thornton (1998) o (Input
Matching Model)
(primary linguistic data)
o Crain & Thornton(1998)

o

(Competing Factors Model)

o

3
VP
Modularity Matching Model
y g
(maturation hypothesis) (Borer & Wexler 1987 ; Wexler 1999) .
(Wexler
1998) . vp 4
(Thornton & Wexler 1999 ; Matsuo & Duffield 2001 ; Matsuo
2007 ;Cheung 2008) o
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(Wexler 1999) ,
@ Pinker(1990:217) ¢
@ “ ”(Halliday 1967) .
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ZHU Qingzhi Determining the period when several first person pronouns disappeared in
the spoken Ancient Chinese

There are six first person pronouns in Ancient Chinese while only wo () survives up
to Modern Chinese. Some scholars assume the period of the changes but give no convincing
proof. Comparing the traditional Chinese literature and Chinese translations of Indian Buddhist
sutras this paper argues that the change in spoken Chinese have been accomplished before
East Han period which is supported by the data of Chinese sutra translations.
Key words: Ancient Chinese first person pronouns Chinese translations of Buddhist sutra

traditional written Chinese spoken Chinese

LI Ruya SHI Dingxu HU Jianhua The acquisition of elliptical constructions in child
Mandarin

This paper reports an experimental study investigating Mandarin-speaking children’s
interpretation of the elliptical constructions such as the ye=shi ( ) construction the ye
() -Aux construction and the null object construction (NOC) in Mandarin Chinese. It is
argued in the literature of the generative approach that these constructions are VP ellipsis. But
it is evident from our study that the first two constructions behave differently from the third one
with respect to the observation of the parallelism principle that constrains the interpretation of
VP ellipsis. The findings of our study show that the 4-year-old children like adults observe the
parallelism principle in their interpretation of the ye-shi and ye-Aux constructions but not in
that of the null object constructions. The 3-year-old children does not make a clear distinction
between them. As the ability of the cross-modular syntax-semantics computation involved in the
interpretation of the elliptical constructions matures over time the present findings provide
evidence for the maturation hypothesis of language development.
Key words: language acquisition elliptical construction parallelism principle child language

maturation of grammar

CHEN Zhong A functional explanation of the parameters of the verb-copying
construction through the mechanism of co-reference and structure-function interaction
The integration of verb-copying and a nonspecific object two independent variable
parameters of the verb-copying construction leads to a specific functional explanation. It also
causes variations in dependent variable parameters such as transitive direction instantaneity
autonomy scanning manner action course action frequencies gaindoss and usualness etc.
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