il
auj

ELEZS B SEFRAE ERwXE (2002434)

BAEOBRALATES I OETRADRERY

40 =

X B

RAAFZAZREM LT FRA
fikuta@insc.tohoku.acjp ‘kei@tiger.intcul.tohoku.ac.jp

1. (XC®IT

ERTIE, BRRBETHIME8H10%TEAD
EDEIRRESNEZDPIIDOVTERT 3,
Head-Driven Phrase Structure Grammar (Pollard and
Sag 1994) % A\ /= lida(1996)DFHEA #HR3E L.
Momoi(1985)(D semantic role hierarchy % & A 3 3%
JEIEoT, TEAIDREBAN I LERE
T 5,

2. KR ZOREA
2.1 {EERSERIC L 3T

FREERASE R (Chomsky 1981)IC L2 &, £TD
NP ERD=ZDDHA 7DS>bDENDICAHES
hz,

(1) a. anaphors (FBJSZRE)
b. pronominals ({X4&37)
c. referential — expressions (J§R&ZRER)

IWH=ED0%5 4 7ORHIEQDRBEMHIZL
STHIBENZ LIREL TS,

(2) a. Condition A: BRISRERIEZ DREATHRIEA
THREBXIhRTIERZRS RV,
b. Condition B: fR&:FIX Z DRBATRIBA T
HEHT® 3.
c. Condition C: #ERERBIIBEHTRITNIZ
R5RUN,.

Ei=. FERBEROD L TR, alIXRDBE
2. PORDFEDAHLIZL>THEEE N B,

B2 alBHREI—IEFEERD,
b. B a% c-#HHT B,
c. BHAMEICH .
ZOMDOBEE alXEBHTH B,

TES DRBATEIRERE I Tk < RIESER

BEOLFTLVWSBRIIBEREERICL>T
REOE L WEETH 2, T2 IDBEARAKIC
REIN D REMIXT B 5 D8 Condition AICHES
ZEERLTBD, BRRRLLTHAEIN D
RETHDLNWR B, —H TREBEREDA]EE
XM B4 D5 Condition B IZfEW, R&FHL LT
SEINIRETHZILERLTVEENZ
%, BEREERTIEIOIES 1DOFEHN R
BE2+AICHBTIILBTERN,

2.2 Disjunctive Theory

ETMEOSZE. TEL JORBEI
Mdisjunctive ] 27 70 —F CHRBINTE =,
disjunctive R7 70 —F XX, WDZDODERFED
AAZZXLWRRIRESNTNWDI L 2ET.
—DBRERRENRHEBOA I =_XLDI LT,
COAAZXLTIRECEEZE2 HAI0%TH
ELTL%, ZOBIIHEBBCHETIHRED AN
ZALT, COAAZIXLTRDIHFEORE
KESWTEREEUNARZETHLLUTRET
%, Z D disjunctive theory @D i & L T
Kameyama(1985)55251F 51 %o L% L. Lida(1996)
& Z D & S % disjunctive theory lZ X RICEH O H
SIFRNZBECB - E=FRETIEHLTW
%o b L. syntactic binding & discourse binding
LWDIZODMM U AAZXLDBEET SO
RelE. 200D TES) HRLZDERBOAH =
AL E>THAThENLOETAZESE Z

LEHIET 23 DI R,

23 AH (1978) OHBESIT

ABAIB)IHEI N TV EIRRERZHEIZ
HBOBICL>TRES NI LBEL, #FE
PHRREEISLLTWBABICHELTWS
CLPRETHZ. LPLIDAIRTIR 4) O



£ TNB) R STRCHLTHEESE

B2Id,

(4) f&F [ ZFFICES [ ICOVWTAIBEST
<ot

(4) THA <N I0EAIE. FBEMSEEUA
OEEFEICEAZRA—BLTNVWEI L ETRT. &
B8 DHRD AT TIX, THAIDEITEAEL L
TADHEIFF 2L 2L FRIATLE S,

2.4 Katagiri (1991) O34

Katagiri(1991)ix" B2 1D TR EICE LT
indexical perspective X TF inferential perspective &
WS ZODBEBZAWEETVEREL TV S,
LD U, Katagii(1991)D EF )M B4 1D %178
5 Agent XIE Experiencer T&H % &1\ S BjiRICE
SNTBED, (5) DLIXCEFTABZIDZDD
BREZILUADH ZHETEI LN TERN,

(5) Tlx%kiTE THEF ] & Source 'C'E%’}c

TOFH

3. KEFILOR$EH
3.1 $55E EDFHIR

2.2 HiTH5HE L /= disjunctive theory DRIZE S %
RERT 27200, HELOHIR L Bk EOHIR
EHETESI LKLY, TESIO&THEER
T %o

MEORFEBOEXRNREZI S LD o-
command (Pollard and Sag 1994)DBEZITIRD L S
CREE N D,

(6) o-command : Y 2’ Z 2XET 3 X L hRHE
HEBENL E, POZFORIIPED Y I Z
% o- command T5%, X =ZDHEHIXYIXZ
% FATHIIC o-command 3" 5%,

GITBN TR L X, CEBROBBED
ZLT, RREOROENVDODER, RHEN
B, ZORDERTH 2. FOMITARE LT
BORHRMEDEL R D,

.. ida(1996)i% (B4 2B 3 2HEMREIRIX(T)
DEICBRENZRETHDILHE LTS,

(7) TEZ 17 D%%fTe% o-command L7Z\Y,
(7) IC&>T (8) &> BbBHBRINN 3,
(8) *BADKEBEE LD TS, (lida 1996)

LPLMND LD BRBOVEREDOTTIZOIIBN
T TRBANCTR B TS LTEB 2 & 2
AHEIZR B,

) B, BEESICEIEFE.

LED->TME & dIZEbN 2Bk LD HIRH
BETH 5,

3.2 Perspective D¥ A

lida(1996) T\ perspective & NS BLRH R R
FELLTHWLHh TNV, FERIFEDOHRS
POARYMERRT S, EEFEREES
& U T B E1{E7S perspective Z&ED@EETH D
perspective 23 OMEGEMIH I D&THAE LTE
FEXNh %, T @ perspective % D E &L,
lida(1996)iC LI default CIXFFEELEETH B
WS, =7 U, Lda(1996)i3" B 4 D efTaalk
XFDEZETHDLWVWHFHIRDGHZD T, default
TWREETH D LBRT NS, F7=. perspective
BEFBUNAD L ERZFEFZOEGCLES 2R
—RLRFhZRS RV EBRTNS, L L,
B-RLTWa P ESPREANIIEYDLS I
LTaDP500, EOXIRFAICFEELES
DADEKEBFZER-RTI2DTHS DM
perspective XIEWICHE M RBE T H % B8,
1ida(1996) Tl perspective DSEEICH B2 ERET
570070 AL RINTVRN,

MAT, DL T3, 2ETGXICH
LTk AE(1978) 0o LiB->TMEAINE
BTHARBUIRBINDZZLE2FRTE
LHAIETH 2. AKFICTEF I EETIIR
WRICEEZ N e HEEICRoTLE S,

3.3 Semantic Role Hierarchy @gl
AERTIE Perspective DIEZRET D =HDEK
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DB TIER VN E NS Tida(1996)DRIES 2 R

BR¥ % 7= I Momoi(1985) @ semantic role

hierarchy ZFV\%,
Momoi(1985)i& B 2 D 5EfTEE DR EIZRE L TR
DEDIBRNA TS —F—PH B LIBT3,

(10) Experiencer= Agent > Patient> Others (Goal,

Source ?, etc)

ida(1996) TEHBAT E R o = @IC A L TIEMTE
FJIT Agent DEID UTHHh, I)DOKEBICED
& REFIDETHATHILRETE S,

AR TIZREKBREIZ Dowty(1989) DA ¥
S2TED. AHDNA =5 —F—2AWN 3B,

(11) Experiencer2 Agent > Patient> Others (Goal,

Source, Theme)

LTERIDREA DX L

ERTIITELIORBAH =X LERET
%o lida(1996) D##E 7 % #:3% L« Momoi(1985)
@ semantic role hierarchy 2B AT Z I &
IZ &L > T, perspective ZFFDfE{A%E L D BEEE
CRETHILHNTED, FEEARIC@DX
IRFEIICH LT ETHZELLFHITS
ZEHTES,

TE2 IDETAREDFEL 1 540D
AT 3,

(12) 1.TE4 i # D5fT5% o-command L
BRNEWSFHEBHRFKIICE T, @)D
LD rBbgRE N 3,

2. LOFIRZEES XKL TRD K
SRETEAREDZOHD X H =X LD5H
o £F'\ XHIZEE H ZE(KIC semantic
role 3% D ¥T5h %, PERSPECTIVE
DfElZ CONTENT IZ&Fh 2 semantic
le D53B, NAZT7—F—DHEIHHFL
pOL—BLRITNTIRSRVWELRET
50 ZLTZODREIXCEINWT get-
appropriate -perspective & U5 BIRIZ X o
T PERSPECTIVE Off k[¥#Ex h 3,
get-appropriate-perspective 1E(13)D & 51T
EHT Do

3. PERSPECTIVE DfE¥& ARG-ST Lt
@Dy [NP:ana DIEIEIIE—LT B L
WO RAETES 2ETHXINL
TIRET 3. FLTZDHAICEL >
"C PERSPECTIVE Of#] x]¥ ARG-ST
D EN'P:ana DEEIPE—L.
ENP:&naEtR%o

4. CONTENT ORPTCREBHETH 3

semantic role 25X S5h 3{E L
ARG-ST £ NP DiEiFIZE—1L
THREWSHAICL>TTEA I
Z)h YT oh= semantc role HS
BINP:ana DiEIETH B kEfEL L
Tt 3,

(13)Definition:get-appropriate-
perspectived___z:b=
If E] Eem-role /\em-
role A-- - /\Elsem-role and
higher-scm-rolc , ) A higher-
sem-role( ,@ Y A== - A
higher-sem-role( ,[E )

Definition:higher-sem-role @ ,@
If@ = experiencer-role/\@ =
patient-role) V @= experiencer-
role A @ = theme- role )V@
= experiencer-rol/\@ = source-
role ) V@ = experiencer-role
VAN @ = goal-role ) V(@ =
agent-role A @ = patient-role)
Vv (@ = agnet-role A @ =
theme -role) V@=agent-role/\
@ = source - role )V@agent-
role A @ = goal-role ) V(@
=patient-role A @= theme-role)
\4 (@ =patient-role A @ =
source -role) V@ = patient-role
A @ = goal-role)
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t_ ack-s (3] P:nprog), @NP:npr,P::;,na@) ]

HEAD verb )
car | [ sues ]
comes (4], [8)
RELATION lElrecomnu:nd
AGENT
contig] GOAL
PATIENT
sPKR [1]
C-IND |\ pprs[2]

CONX
BKGRND { ---
PERSPECTIVE

X 1:(14)® SD

BARFEZSBITCHET 2. KBTI (14) IIx
UTK 1 @& 57 SD(Structural Description)%
5% %

(14) REBIZTEFICEHAZHBE LT,
X 10D SD BMESh2FIEZ(1HICTRT .
(15)Conditions: get-appropriate-perspective _( @)

BA% get- appropriate-perspective IZ &
ST odrs[EpBIEN,
PERSPECTIVE DfE & L THET %0

2. PERSPECTIVE D {E & ARG-ST L ®D
NP:ana DFEFITZE—{LT 2 WS KA
NP S-NaN BNP:ana L’_@fﬁ%i 5h 3.

3. CONTENT DT PATIENT »5& B{EMS
E]NP:ana 525N TWBIBIETH S
[6]e—1t¥ 2,
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AHETIE TED) ORBAAZILERRL
o BAEMICIE 1ida(1996) DA ZHLE L
Momoi(1985)® semantic role hierarchy % A
T3 Z &IZL 5T, perspective ZRET B RMH
PEEETRRVE NS 1ida(1996)DER %2 R
fRLU. TES 0ETARED 702X 2ERIL
THRIEWTER IMATED LS I 1ida(1996)
TRERICKTAZ FRITERP o EFICIHL
THEYREITHEAERZRET S LHTFRICIRS

o SHIITES LADBRREAGEL DL
IEFNVEILELTWLFETH %,
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