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I, =2 — JVEBET D HARSEDHEE
B rUZEE LTV R 0%, AibtEHIMEE z &
U CTHEGEE S 2IE TR TETWS, Ll Z
D &S BREHETNOMGENFHEZITS 72D DT —
Kty M, FICRFEEZHDOE LFCRDOFESE
MRICHPEINTE L, AIZETE, BFEOT —
Kty POMERERRLOD, ZOXS KT —
Xty PPHEINTIRP>LHREEZNRE
L7HDTDT =X+t vy FTDH S JCoLA (Japanese
Corpus of Linguistic Acceptability) Z#Z L7z LT, %
e AW SEE 7V OB HI 21T - 72,

1 BE®IC

HFE, —2—IFNVEBETLVOMREIFELL., FF
IZ Transformer [1] ZX— 2 ¥ L7zET LI, HA K
RZX7TEWIEEZRIEL TWS [2,3], — /5. #
WMEBEOTHICBVTE., ERICEASIEICIZ
—FEDMFEMEDFEELTWVWB WS T TR
NTED 4,5 FOWHEDZRE MRIHT X HRED
ED SN TWB, ME»PIC, KibD=2—FNVFFEE
TUEZ L OEARSFEIIE X X 7128 W TIEFICHE
WHELRHET 2 Z e AMERIATVWE 0D, 1l
LTINS DRAZ ZRNT WS D), KT Z
NOED= 2 —FNVFiEE TN EHARSFEDHEH
EEIUIEBELTVEDONICOWTIEZEL B Th o
TV,

DI BERIL, EFETE=2—F1VF
BETANEBRICENITI Y OMEMERZES L
TWVW3DOZRIAET 2MEDBAZITDODOLTYL
%106,7,8,9,10,11]c L2 L., ZDZ IFFEFEEHL
ELRCKRDR oM - BB MR L U MR KA
L. HEHD R 2 SFEICHREIR L 2MEEEZ <
FTHONTE ST (12,9 PTHIRENREEHRRZ
o 7R MGEIX Z K RONFZFEETL2ITD
ATV [13, 14, 15, 16],
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AR T 2D X5 mIRHICH AT, BEFOD
T =Xty FOMBERZRRL DD, MGV
BRICOWTEREE T VORI Z1T 5 H
AKFET —X+* v T % JCoLA (Japanese Corpus of
Linguistic Acceptability) Z#ZE L. ZHzHW/- 538
ETVOUEREMGRL 21T 5,

2 EBETTILOHEERIFEHE

BRI ERE 13, RN S N XA R AT RE
CLER) »EBAFRE GEEN) 20 W2 T
THETH 5, FFE. ZORBIEHIMEREZ Vv
EBETNVOMBHFEDOMAEDZ {fThbh T3,
25 LWFLDN#E & 7% o 7 Linzen et al. (2016) [6]
Tld. BEEE T D IEEED EIRD—F (subject-verb
agreement) ZHE X B W TX 202 TD LS 7
I=ARTZHAVTHEEL. EBIC LSTM S35
TADRERD—B e —EREM T T 2
HEZH LTV Z epfEia sz,

(1)  a. The keys to the cabinet are on the table.

b*The keys to the cabinet is on the table.

ZD XD BXMR» S, XD ILEFHOHEERS 2K
W, POT—XROEE LTHREVWT XLy b
DEAFR D HEA TV S, Warstadt et al. (2019) [13] 1,
FEEE MR L KBR R SEEMMEN Y F~v—72
TH25GLUERIIZEGENS T —&XEy FO—D¢L
LT, HERMSHEYDOY vy —F IS H A ED»S
Blxzmit L, SEETFTLD 2 HDEMEL T R
FF BRI T —X+ >y N TH 5 CoLA (Corpus of
Linguistic Acceptability) Z 5 L 7223, CoLA %W

BRBETNLVOMABHEREZMRIL S 57201213, FiE
ETFNAEIIINCERBEO TR 1T 2 720D 558
MERYETIRER Do/, LIzBoT, 2D X
IBRFETEI/ONLTHORLELVEEET
ABTFAMDPOLFEELEATRBFICLEZbDR
Dp, FHEBEAD D TEE T IBIER LK
HIZE2b0R000063 LOAMEETIIRVLE WL
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SHIEN D 5 Z e e hTnwd, ZOMERE
TR IR L, Warstadt et al. (2020) [14] &, B Dl
(island constraint) S°Bfj 37 D JHM & (argument structure)
ZREILDELLE ROBRERS I =~ AT %
HEIAERL TE D RBKET — %+ v b BLIMP
(The Benchmark of Linguistic Minimal Pairs for English)
PWELL, 2Kk D, ST ADEMIH L
T, ALY bEVLEZMNEG T RN Y
TETWIUR, BBEETNLEZDI=ZVIARTOR
BEODEVWEELLEITVELEVWIREDD &,
RO HEEREEETH ek, BBETNLVOH
NZEEHNTZEOMEBEAFOMAEZIT 5 & & H3A]
BEY T2 o 77,

— /T, U EDOFREBETNVOMBREZ MIES %
AR, ZORZEDHEELZNRELIZDBDTDH
%, —HBDWIFE TR R 2 HFELINC S ILIR L 7214
FE[9, 12,17, 18] BMTHOATIZW S A, T —H %
DR NTHEHARZ MR LMEEICE &% -
TED, BEVHEBHRZNRE L, ORGEMS
TRREEZAT o 7FRIEIERE IR 5T 3 [16, 15],
FHCHARGBICBWTIIEHASBEUHE DO 78 CJA L f#
b2 FEE T NOMGENZ M 2 F~—
ZenBESRT KLy MIEFEELTOHRL,D
ZOD &I BRNTIE, SEETADEEEFDO—H D
BREZ TR, BASHEIROMEBHRZIE X
HEATWVWAENE S IZONWT ORI ZE S 2
LIFTERY,

AR TIE. 2D X5 ZBIRICH AT JCoLA
(Japanese Corpus of Linguistic Acceptability) & #Z L |
ZNERWTHFESET T VOB 21T 5,
¥ 72, JCoLA IFHERBEEF DY ¥ — FILEi XD H
HUZARELTRERRD 7 /) 7— a YMTwiz
BiIsz (2323 30) &, Zhrdb LICHELLI=
ART (369 R7) ZWERLIeT —&Xty b TH 5,
L7208 o THEHBHTEHR 2V, 22D I =< x
7O TIRRTES e VWS REEHEFR - TED.
BFEOTFT—&2ty NORMESZRRLZT—&2 1y
FekoTwd (E1),

F1 BHFOWGRERNFHEH KRBT — X+ v b & JCoLA

F—Xt v b S EmX O I=<ARY F—&ZPAX
CoLA [13] v 10,657 (30)
ItaCoLA [16] v 9,722 (0
BLiMP [14] v 67,000 («X7)
CLiMP [15] v 16,000 (-~=7)
JCoLA (RHf%D) v Vi 369 (R7)

1) Futrell et al. (2019)[10] £ #fAR LU X 4 b LTH % Futrell et
al. 2018)[19] \CBWVWTid. HAFEOGEMIEEB ICOWTOD
HmptTbhTwa,
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3 JCoLA DB

3.1 T—RINE

SEETADHMSEE CTHERE Y N TV SHiE
BHREERZON TV I EMIET 27280, AHFET
WBH7Y7 - WE7 Y 7 SO EHEFDOI v —F b
& L CT#EA 72 JEAL (Journal of East Asian Linguistics)
12 10 4R (2006 55 2015 ) THEH X7z 133
AROFHXDOHT, FICHAREOHEERZ> TV
M 28 RENMRE L, ZOMXTIRREINATVS
ETOTF—RZKRA U+ (2323 ) ZHH LA, Z
T [2TOF—XRAL > b &, BERHEE
BUALDLTOHAREDOHLOH T, HEIHho
7= DIHRRE NP RV 2D DD Z & TH 5,

32 RXM1T9EE

BT —XRA ¥ M2 ERRICK B
IR T 2 Z e 2 AloRMERR It DET
Va2 RIBEIC § % 728D, RO T L 721 Z i
RO ZA FITX > THE L, AFETIE, &
T—RKA Y E3ODNETHET %, 7O
FRZOWTIX, BLIMP [14] Z5#&I1ZL T2,

¥, KGEHE L TET XKL v bDHEE L
TV AEREHROMEES, AP ToRRDOEHh
FZHDNWT 8 FFHICHHEL /=

ACCEPTABILITY
FEE DR« STIRICHRAE U 7 WEGR T,
INTERPRETATION
FFE DR - EFUCHRATE T 2 A a2 M,
COREFERENCE
faraa R MSTE D HZ RO BE 3 2 AR,
LExicAL
RFERR RT3 <. REDRERIEHICEY
2 Ba kT,
FooTNoOTE
i DI CHRR S TV 3615,
APPENDIX
A DA TR STV 5 B3,
REPEAT
BOCHR RS NI DBED IR L TH 2 2 &3,
ASCTHARINC I & T 2615,
VARIATION
BECHR RS 7S & b, PREmE SR IR (%
BRBEZDHIZUHE DI,
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K, PR L TET —ZRA Y B ED LS
RIREEHRZWR > TV B DO0ICEHE S B EEIT-
7z (phenomenon), "3 %EIE. FARIIZ BLIMP 128
% 12 OBIRIC Otaers ZMZA 72 DTH B0, 5
BEXRE T2 HABOT —XHEDOETLZO %
ZHEL] (F8A). 72, T—2RA Y B ZD
D EoBGICHIEIND % Ll Ga81id.
phenomenon-2 # HHE LT Lz, 7z/2L. it
ETNVDOMEEIE Z & OFHEI O FRIZIE phenomenon
DIFENEIEIN D,

&I, N FEE UL TH 9 (phenomenon) & D
E HIHE DMV, ERIDHEER R Z L 1T 39
D38 EAT > 7= (paradigm)s ZAUTED, =5—
TR DI & D RE DD VI HATRE L 72 56

3.3 SZVIRTDIERK

T3, HfiTRA TRENITOIET—R Ly
FDS5HE, MTFTOETOERMEEMZTDH DM
55,

«JEXE LTIREINTVS kYo~ —F

VIBENTVD) D, 2L, DV —

FrrREINODH, AP TERE LTAHER

ENTVD HDIFFRL,

» R53¥873 variation, repeat, footnote, appendix O

WEFNTHRWVDH D,

o 2 5EDY others T2\ D,
RIZ, SBHDOMLICBVWTIRREINLEETOHA
Fhciz. XSS 2 EFIBFET 2 EVWIRED D
ol MEEvikEHshiaflozhzhic
MIGT 2IEHZ, XD ST %0, AL
DANEZMHR L ODOEENMER T2 Z ik DA
LT, ZOBR BRI XD BERENED 6.
JCOLA IZED R WARYI e LT, I =<ART
MEONMRIE L, F7. HHEL TV BHI3C,
FERIHE DR 2 O A TN RDE U TH 5 H3
PRI L7ze U EDOFNEICE D, BEFT 369 7D
I=RARTHERE NIz (2. 5% B,

4 SRER

41 EEETIL

LI ETHEEREL 72 JCOLA D X =< AR7 %W,
Kuribayashi et al. (2021) [21] TH¥EIEADSEET T
NEFHETS 2, ETAOREIX, 2 00RKR 294
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g2 THOHEZLDI=<ARTO

phenomenon I SARTEL

ARGUMENT STRUCTURE 151
VERBAL AGREEMENT 68
MORPHOLOGY 38
ELLIPSIS 24
NOMINAL STRUCTURE 24
Binbing 16
QUANTIFIERS 16
FILLER-GAP 13
ISLAND EFFECTS 12

NPI LICENSING 4

CONTROL/RAISING 3
fent 369

XD GPT-2 S#EE 7/ (Trans-LG: 400M 2% 5 X —
&, Trans-SM: 55M 285 X — &) ¥ LSTM SiEET
by & BT 3-gram, 4-gram, 5-gram SigET LDE
ACToETHS, ZNFHOFEET ME, X
F— R &Y ¥ 257 v S (100, 1,000, 10,000,
100,000) + 7 ¥ X ¥ —F Q) 2ZEZEHD
BOETHEINT: (7272 L. n-gram SRBET M
BF— 2k T¥EEINT), $ FEHTFT—XL
LT =2 —REHEE HARGEBIRY 4 ¥RT 4 7I2HE
F N5 5,000,000 X5 54253 —RARHNLNR
720
4.2 FH@ESE
I=ARTOEFIZEF LD b EWLEZE
TERGACER AL, ESEET /LD JCoLA
WBI2EMBEEEHRT 2, 2O, RIIEDEL
BERT 572012, Lauetal. (2017) [24] TIREZ
7= BB D —>oTH S, MeanlP = FIWTILE
PEETZ (XY 7V - FHRADOXDEX),

log p(X)

MeanLP =
| X]

5 fER

RHE T — X2 AWV, 100,000 B R T v T D
BEiTol3BEDO=2—F L SFEET L L 5-gram
SHEETLDLI=ZARTIINT B EMRERK |
WKE D, ETOFBEBETNMIIBOVT, [EERIX
70% FREICEH > TWb, L7zd- T, JCoLA I8

2) BETARDOVT, FHET—XD 55 1/100SM) % A
THEHINZZHD, 1/10MD) Z HHWTEHINbD, 2T
(LG) ZHWTH¥E XN 3 BEISHE N,

3) P a—RZANDE X, MeCab [22] 12 & D [EFEH 56 HL
NIz 5r ] X A7z |G, Byte Pair Encoding(BPE)[23] % I\ C
B 7T — RENMNIZOE X TW3 (vocab=100,000, character
coverage=0.9995),
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Phenomenon

B2 $98EI L DIEMRES, LSTM * Trans-SM - Trans-LG 13, ®%EHF— X -

morphology nominal structur NP licensin quantifiers verbal agreement

100,000 22 2 57 v FOFETHEBH XD

DTH3, TIT—N—F320DF VXL — FOIERREETH 3,

1.004

0,001 I I I I

5-gram LSTM Trans-SM Trans-LG
Model

Accuracy
o o
@ 5
g e

o
N
&

B1 £23I=<1R7XT 2 IE@EFE, LSTM * Trans-SM -
Trans-LG &, 2%8 7 — X + 100,000 ¥H R 7 v TORE
THEHINLDDTHZ, TT7—N"—E3D2D7 YKL
¥ — FOFHERATH %,
MLEEHR ORI RD S, @2 ICBHFED SFE
ETNTRZORBEDOEZIEZ 2 DHNHE LW =
YARTEIER LT —Xty bTH B Z LR
N5,

F /2. 08 (phenomenon) Z ¥ DIER#E%Z B,
2, BBETAPEZI LN TV EMBHR & &6
FTLBEZAONTOVRVWHERRIGFET S Z
EDHLPITIR o7 (M2), ¥£3. FBOEHEZ
% 5 morphology =° 44 7l A1) N D #§3% % i 5 nominal
structure FIZBWTIX, S5-gram SREET L EEHE
TOEHBETADEVHEEZR LD, ZHIX Q)
D & 5 73 LIRS D IE D A % - W TIER S
52 eDARERBINE TN TND Z e PEREE X
bh b,

(2)  a. FADSHEH L7 NIZFREE - 72,

bFFADSIE H L 72 D NIEZEHZ 5 72,

— 73, filler-gap X° verbal agreement Tl %€ 7 /L
BEMETLTWS2, 2hslidkizrihE
PO RAZBE RS MEEH R T H %, verbal
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agreement Dl & L TiE, UT D & 5 & FFEGE
(subject honorification) DHINH 3,

(3)  a PHEEED X 7V - BEDIIK -T2,
b ADIX 7V — %2 BEDIZKR -T2,

(3) ZIEfRT 27-H121%, FiBrdEO— W%M%
TZ, TBRDICHo72) LW RED, — AFRT
TRFINRZVWEWS Z e BIEL  HFET 2 0EH
HHM, ZTOXIBRHAREO—BHRESET T
BT LBIEZAZ DB TERVWEWS ZEHHS
Tz o 7z,

PlE& b, HEERPRLE LERCKOSiEE SR L
LU 7zBIFFE Tk, —EDWHEEHREZH A TW\W5 Z
EOMERI N, DORARTIRA R TEWVWIERE
I % LSTM - Transformer X — A D FigE T L
. N-gram S:BE 7 ADFE T 2 L OHEER
FRHRTLBBZI R TETVRWNWI L LMIC
%otz FHT, HAGERE ORBTH 2 HGERIE
ZED, BN ERMOMRFREGRE S HEHRIC
DWW T DREEIEN Z & DR S Tz,

6 HHOHIC

AR TIE, BEFEOT— Xt v b ORES T FR
LoD, HAFEZNRE LREBENFMD 72D D
HHDTDTF—REy FTH3 JCoLA ZELEL /=,
JCoLA % W7 3HiiTl&., LSTM - Transformer ~\ —
ZADET NS REMEOKIZEBI R Z 5 MAETH R & 12
ZENBRNZ LR E Nz, JCoLA ZHW/= XD
72 B REE TV DOMAENEHE, KU T—&tE v b
DREDIERIZFHEDOHE L LTz,
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5348 (phenomenon) DEHE

ARGUMENT STRUCTURE
DIFREEC D B FIBIERI
Bz, THDMEF PRI M 3 A3

ieRlE A S

(1) a.  KEDHEFIRRS.
b. *REAFETFERS. (Takahashi, 2006)
Bmnbing
Fai ] O FHIBIERIC B 3 B AR FIT
Bz, MHEAR BT ORI S 2 RS2 S $h 3,
(2) a. WO EBHEL,ORBNLEOI L EERL,
b, *BEWV,ORBHLME,1cZD L 2RAT,
(Kishimoto, 2012)
FILLER-GAP
)L 7SR ¢ BB TEO 26 O A7 RIRIC B 3 2 AR FIN,
BlZE, wh REMCR R Bb 2 HRIEHM 25 $h 5,
(3) a. (ZifEbFER,PoTD?
b. 2*iib % #E P -70? (Tomioka, 2009)
ELLIPSIS

XrhDFEHR O EREATHEME I B3 2 AR HINT.
BIZIE, Byat) At & BT & 3 BB 3 2 AR AN 0 S £
s,
(4) a.  WHhOHZRVA, WO HEESAD,
b. *HAOHEEWA, WORESLAL.
(Saito et al., 2008)

r's
ES OIS 5 BRI,
B2, MAHFHE (complex NP constraint) i
% (adjunct condition) 13 2 BRI TGN,
(5) a.  KEAWEHETFICR o AZHEL TV,
b. *KEDHEHR o7 AZIEL TV 2 DRAET
(Takahashi, 2006, Eflix5i#A"

i)
NPI LICENSING
TEMWIEE (negative polarity items, NPIs) OHBIHREL

(BT B A BRI,
Bl (il & Mo T2 KRBT 3 2 BN 0 8 %
N5,

(6) a.  HBFHED SHFNZIFULT S LAno Tz,

b. *SEFHERFNEZTOPT S Lo T,
(Kishimoto, 2012)
QUANTIFIERS

B (quantifiers) OFCIT 2 ERIEHI,
Bl ZIZ, MRk (floating quantifiers) BT 5 GHIEH
MR EEN S,

(7)  a. K CD ZAGEIC 2 Aot

b. *KEAKEIZ 2 A CD %%o7z,
(Tsujioka, 2011)

JCOLA DS =T ILR7H

CONTROL/RAISING

2> hm—L (control) D kiF (raising) Wl 2 A8
I,
BRI, 2> b oA By V-V AT T S 5 B o
I e ETI

(7)  a. HED#KZ.

b. *EUHERS, (Kishimoto, 2012)

VERBAL AGREEMENT

BLiMP T, ¥t Baoo—Hicl3T 562 %, SuBiEcT-
VERB AGREEMENT ¥ LTE¥® T3, JCoLA Tlk Xbh—fiic
FAROMHABF DRI KX B BRP, B Eafo iy
253 &5 BBSCHT 2 BRI 2 SLH B L LT VERBAL
AGREEMENT %R L7z,
BlZIE, EAHGE (subject honorification) 1M 5%
WA & END,
(8) a.  PHERAENA 7 ) —2BEDIR Tz,
b. *X7V—HHEEEEBEDICR o T
(Kishimoto, 2012)

]

NOMINAL STRUCTURE

BLiMP T, R (determiner) Yo —8Uzl s 565
%, DETERMINER-NOUN AGREEMENT ¥ LT HTWw%, JCoLA
T, & D —HucHE QNGB D 3 BRI HINTE SRk
LT, NOMINAL STRUCTURE %Rl L7z,
BIZE, (D) DT 2 ARIEHN S G TN 5,
(9) a. FADHEHEZA.
b. *HAFEHRZEDA,

(Saito et al., 2008)

MORPHOLOGY

OTHERS

BLiMP T, BEo@ESFAOERPEL T Twahcls
%32 %, IRREGULAR FORMS ¥ LTEE®HTW5, JCoLA T,
& D IRIL S TR BT 5% Hi 2 &L 8L LT MORPHOL-
ocy ZHRAI L7z,
Bz, BABFOERICET 2 BN SESEEh 2,
(10) a.  ZORTEEHREER L Y 2 VIZBo TV 5,

b, *z o FRENATELZLE Y a Y 3E-TW05,

(Sudo, 2015)

BLiMP %JCic L TER L 2Ll Eofyonsiuc s YTz ok
WL, ZoHEE. N (paradigm) ST T 5 HaBlgIC
HOWTHRL TS, Bl HRKBUCH T 2 AR %
N,
(11) a.  YayiENy FEROLECESEV.
b. *Y 3 By FARWEDEHEL,
(Sudo, 2015)

phenomenon paradigm 1l Ef
case KEDZ DACHAT, KD 2 DRERAL,
passive FHRTIETE R oML, KRIDFEETEE DML,
e e s scrambling b KIS D - 7o NETH Lz KA Ao 7 AR TR L7z,
ARGUMENT STRUCTURE animacy Y a v BEIES. ¥ a izl 5.
aspect KEHT =T 1 IRICHRE, KEHT— T 1 BRI

TavhiRFEABRL.

internal argument

TarvABRFEARLE

VERBAL AGREEMEN

subject honorification

T j
person constraint

BRIIENTT,

AL BRI o .

SIARES BRI R o 20
R3ENTT,

BiNDING

weak crossover
variable binding

D TEVDRRS NPT OREETTH?
HFHZVOBEOLRMLEBES O T2 ?

PDTRS NPT OREETTH?
FFHHICZ VOB AL EBIESEZDTTH?

anaphor B4, O 1o S ITREI S ; DFEN DG,
reciprocal BHV; ORBD SRS 122D BIRZ T, B ICBH; ORI 5 ZD I L RIRR
nominal ellipsis RO BIERVWA, MOREBLAD, WD HIF WA, WO HIE#EBAL.

ELLipsis adjunct ellipsis KA Z OB THRE S W EToRES Iz, KA 2 OB B THRE S BT 2 oMM TRES .

parasitic-gap

MDTRINDHERELETH?

FDTRI DT OIRFEETIH?

MORPHOLOGY

part of speech FiZ S,
idiom KEBDREHIEF I
reflexive HEOHED 7 DH)
inflection ZAUEHAIRTHE
nominalization ERic Fo AN ENZRE,

honorification

EREPSZDZ L ZHLTENTI RS,

FERLZ S,
KEBO B IAEF I ISR AT,
RO D Fo s A
ZAUSEHAIATRE AT

FRANOFOANSGANZRZNE,
PSRN SZ D L E BT VWS,

QUANTIFIERS

floating quantifiers PEDRE 4 NHo e
universal quantifiers
classifier

negation

3 A FonEDIF,

BABRYHABRENTHIEN,

T a AT Y —HEONEICEL 2V,

A4 NFEHS T2,
BARDHABRFENTGRTIIEB,
Z0 3 AT OO,

Y aviaA7 Y —HEOMICE,

ISLAND EFFECTS

complex-NP island
adjunct island

specificity island
negative island
factive island

KEEDFEATE D IETFH
JariBEOATY—Xb

ATV =HY a YHHF DY

KEBDWEA R o 72 NETEL TV B DEIETIC
T DIEE DA%
WidiE E - 7o

YavidA7 ) —pEbEP o7 &) HOAE RO,
HH L WRBEARR LI L Hl o TW 0O KK E R L 7.

DEERE E o 720
DEWAE DY

BX 7Y —hifE >

FILLER-GAP

intervention effects
relative clause
cleft
resumptive pronoun

WSR3 o 72 D13 2 DAD.

DI Z G E LD oT2D?
WS Z A E R -7 2 L iEs

b ADENG E NS S LA DDA E Do T

fZEMEDHE R 72D ?
7

NPI licensin, NPI FENSHEA A ZIF U2 b Lid o 7 SIS & FHEFURT S LA
& NCI Farhib LML BAL S, #iIND755, Tavhb LApHEAR S, BliEhs25,
modifier AAIEH I D NEHIE - 720 FAHEH B 7 N33 - 72

Nominal structure

measure phrase

ZOEMIEE 20 A—FABH B,

ZOUMEHE 20 A— MBS,

CONTROL/RAISING

subject control ECER 5.

BEDiRRD.
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