June 17,2009
Keio Talk Examples
H. Hoji

[Many of the examples below have been used in our experiments and, most of the examples
(un)acceptability judgments are not provided.]

1. Split antecedence

() a TYarPENMCFBIBMELZHFHRTWD EEFZATR,

M H=3 0+ L] ORIRT,

b. TarBNENIEAERHNOLEED TV LS ST AT,
(o b="3 v+ L] OERT,

c. VaryRE I D OILFEWIIEIZ OV THR L2 AT,
H=a v+ B0 OIRT,

d  YarBherldbn-ooDOHEFERZEIC OV TR LIZAT,
[(Hnob=a v+ OIFIRT,

Q) a MIFXBHEIZFBIRZZEZFHITND EHITZAR,

[ZZ=hr3a ¥+ HE] OMFRRT,

b. NIXBHEEIZFBI BZEDRLEFTHITWND EHIF AT,
[Zo&tt=ra Z+HFE] ORIKRT,

c. MNIFMHEIZZZOKFEFEFEIZOWTHRLIZATL,
[ZZ=ba ¥+ HE OFRT,

d.  FIZBRHEZZORMOEFEIFEHEITOWTHE LA,
[(ZO&th=ha X +HE] OFIRT,

3) a VarBEMEOILFEFIEICOWTHER LIZAT,

==+ EL] OFRT,

b. ¥ a UNEMTHWODILFRBIFEIC OV TR L2 AT,
(o= v+ e OERT,

c. MIEZNHEICZHZEZOKFFEIZONTHELIEATL,
(B Z=hra ¥+ HE ORIRT,

d. I ERHECHOSHOILFEFHEIZ OV THR LI AT,
(DO &tt=ha ¥+ HFE| OfRT,

2. BVA(I)

4 a HOANIIHXEHPEICFBIRZZEZRHITWD EHITFT AT,
b. HDOANLEDRKFIHESHIZE FBI RN ZFDORHZTHITNDS LET AT,

3. Avs. So

(5) a. *Schema,
QP-ga[...are...V-ta..N]-cmV
BVA(QP, a-re)

b. *Schema,
QP-ni[...a-re... V-ta...N]-gaV
BVA(QP, a-re)
(6) a. °Schema.,
QP-ga...sore... V-ta.. N]-cm V
BVA (QP, so-re)
b.  %Schema,.,

QP-ni[...so-re... V-ta... N]-gaV
BVA (QP, so-re)

(7 ZOERKIE FIDRFTA L TWDIAKRSEDET 472
FIITE FEAPEL TV TREROESAKRN - TN,
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(8)  *Examples,.,

a. FOKRICH SNEMWRT-HEEADOLEIN AERLTND.

b. 90% LLEDOKRIZ HNEMZTZAFEEADATINLENTND 5 LU,
)  “*Examples,.i,

a. FOKRICYH ZNEMWRT-HEEADOLEIN AERLTND.

b. 90% LLEDOKRIZ ZNEMZTZAFEFEADATNLENTND 5 LU,

(10)
Number of informants who | Mean Score Standard Deviation
accepted it" 2
(8a) 0 out of 20 —1.80 0.40
(8b) 0 out of 20 -2.00 0.00
(9a) 20 out of 20 +2.00 0.00
(9b) 20 out of 20 +1.95 0.22
(11) a. FPIFEZN (ZIAHZVOF2E)-%2 #HE LT
b. EFOHBHESHN [{(ZIFHZEIV0 TRME HEEL7-0?
c. FoOHBHHESHEN [{ZorHO) HEBESHOFEtE HE LD ?
d. (based on Ueyama 1998: ch.5 (80))
(A% BAWTZ AL AR {(EFhvrbiz EbRibhide b7z,
4. BVA (1)

(12) a. *Schema,
[xp ... s0-ko ... ]-ga QP-0 V
BVA(QP, so-ko)

b. *Schema,
[ne [t ... QP-0 ... V-ta]N]-ga[np ... s0-ko ... -0V
BVA(QP, so-ko)

(13) **Schema,.; and *Schema,_,
QP-ga[np ... s0-ko...]-0V
BVA(QP, so-ko)

%Schema, ,

(14) a.
QP-0[...s0-ko...]-gaV
b.  %Schema, ;
[...s0-ko ... ]-0o QP-ga V
(15) a. “Example,,

Iz FZofretEw Far.
b. *Example;,

ZZDOTEAEN ba X EIZ/IS 2B RATz.
c.  “Example, ;.

ZTIDF=tE FI XN FaT
d. °*Example;.,.

MEXESZ/S2EY ZZOFRER

Z 7.

uj

' In the experiments whose results are reported in this handout, the informants are asked, mostly on-line, how acceptable
they find each example on the survey sheet/page (under a specified interpretation). Each example is judged on the 'scale’
given in (i), and the five choices get computed as in (ii), with "-2" corresponding to "Bad" and "+2" to "Good" although the
survey sheet/page does not indicate the numeric values assigned to the five radio buttons.

@) Bad <=====> Good
o o o0 o o
(ii) -2, =1, 0, +1, +2
The experiments reported here are still at a preliminary stage in terms of their general 'design’. In light of the considerations
given in the "main handout," however, their results must nonetheless be significant. "-2" and "+2" above correspond to "0"

and "1" in the "main handout."

2 The score of "+1" or "+2" is taken in the context of this particular exposition as the example being judged to be

acceptable.
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(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

21

o a0 os

o a0 o

*Example,_,
[BAEHER I X {2 S 2/S 2 %) RATEAND £ 2 2 HEIGEVLRC - 72,

*kExample.;.,

haZEIz2n ZFZoratrs izl
*Example;_

ZIDOFEMN FIAFEEIZ/Z2EY AT
*kExample, 5.,

FIDOFEtEE I X IZN FaAT.
*kExample; .,

MAFEIR/IEREY ZZOTEMAEN FFRAT.
*Example,.,

[EFEHEN I Z{e SX/S X% FATEHN 22 % FEBNLo T,

Number of informants | Mean Score Standard Corresponds to:
who accepted it Deviation
(16a) 30 out of 30 +2.00 0.00 %*Schemay , in (13)
(16b) 3 out of 29 —1.66 1.03 *Schema, in (12a)
(16¢) | 25 out 0f 29 +1.31 1.23 °*Schemay , in (14b)
(16d) | 25 outof 29 +1.55 1.10 °*Schema,, in (14a)
(16¢) 2 out of 28 —1.54 1.09 *Schema, in (12b)

FEXEGR ZIoTarEy il
FIOFAMR R EET R
ZoOFatE LIAPIR il
FIXEET ZoOFAER .
[EEHEN DI B EEG FRAERED Z22% FESENRS T,

Number of informants | Mean Standard Corresponds to:
who accepted it Score Deviation
(18a) 26 out of 26 +1.96 0.19 %*Schemay, in (13)
(18b)° | 1 outof25 —1.68 0.88 *Schema, in (12a)
(18¢c) 24 out of 26 +1.50 1.08 %*Schemay, in (14b)
(18d) 18 out of 24 +1.12 1.33 **Schemay, in (14a)
(18e) 5 out of 23 —1.04 1.65 *Schema, in (12b)

10 EoHBESER 22072tk %E AT
ZZOFEMN 10 EoHEIES S FRA T
ZZ o1t E 10 L EO BB SN FRA 7.
10 Lo RSt E 22 oFattn FRal.
[EFEHEN 10 DL EO B8 St 2 5F 2 7280172 2 2 2 BIFEILBNR - 72

Number of informants | Mean | Standard Corresponds to:
who accepted it Score | Deviation
(20a) 27 out of 27 +1.93 | 0.26 **Schemay, in (13)
(20b) | 2 outof 27 -1.59 ]0.95 *Schema, in (12a)
(20¢c) 20 out of 27 +1.30 | 1.21 **Schemay, in (14b)
(20d) | 22 out of 27 +1.26 | 1.40 *Schemay,, in (14a)
(20e) 6 out of 27 -1.00 | 1.49 *Schema, in (12b)

3

marginal.
and none of them accepted (18b), which is as expected if these speakers do not like the NP-0-dake sequence.

of the 24 speakers however accepted (18d); hence they can accept the NP-0-dake sequence.
however, accepted (18b).

The low acceptability of (18b) cannot be attributed simply to the NP-0-dake sequence, which some speakers find
Six out of the 24 speakers in fact marked (18d), which also contains the NP-0-dake sequence, as "—1" or "-2,"

NP-o0-dake sequence.
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None of those 18 speakers,
This suggests that the status of (18b) for those 18 speakers cannot be attributed simply to the



5. The OS with 'resumption’

(22)

(23)

24

(25)

(26)

27

(28)

(29)

(30)

1)

(32)

(Cf. (16).)

a. bhIFEZDN FIZofFewE Rzl

b. ZTIOTAHN FIX(ESZ/IS2EY Fal

. FIOTEME FIXESEN FiE Fil

d MIF(ESZIE2E) ZIOFEHN 224 Fal

(Cf. (22).)

a. hIZEZIN TIOFEHIT THES--. .

b, ZIOTAMN FAXICEZ XHESoT.

c. ZTIOTLMIC FIFEZN THEE-T.

d F3ZIZEz Z2ZoFsttn XhAES-o7.

(Cf. (23).)

a. hIFEZIN TIOFEHT THES--. .

ZIOFEHN FAXITEE THES-T.

ZIOFEHT P I X EAN X/ﬂ%éoko
ZZ Iz

FIXIZER FZDOFEHEN AR S 5T,

po o

(Cf. (18).)

a. FIFPETNR FIoTEE FFRiA

b. ZTIOTEAN bIAXEET FaT-

c. XTIttt  baxEgn |FIZEORAT
d +axEET FIoFEEN (FZE R

(Cf. (20).)
a. 10 FoHBIESHER ZFZor2tts  Fal-.

b. ZIOTEMEN 10U Lo ABESHE FFAT-.

c. ZIO¥aftad 100 EoREESHN (EE AL

d. 10 EoHABI#ESME 22 OTFRHEN Fa.

e. [EFHEN 10 Lo BB ESt 2GR 2 7280 2 2 AHEIBN ST
a.

ZIEIEL ORI a3 g S S EE STz,
b, ZIEIELTWESKE baxrEgn B
ZIEIBLCO AR 10 MEO HBEA HAI.
a. TIEHEXELOWESHIZ I X EZR ThEE- T,
ZIETELTCWEAEE P aZETR
ZIEFELTOEREE 10U Lo ABESER il
FIXIZEZR ZIEIELTCWESER XAES-7-,
FEAXEEY ZIEIELTOERMN A

WU EOHB s E 222 TE LT Eas Ak

d
d
d.
d FIaFiZ&x ZIZIxEBLTWESHR |22 XAES-o7,
d
d

c o

FNIEZEES FIAETELCWESHERN (2 E R
0 EoEEHESHEZ 2B L CWiEstn B2 E fal-.

With BVA(IZIZ® H b3 %, £2):

2 FCRHLIZXN ZIDIFIZRLHIZ FIZebH L,
b. ZZDIFIZHHHD FIZ2HHIZEI X FITebb LT,
c. ZIDIFITHHHIZ FIZHHLIZIN TS bbH LT,
d FZXEHICEZX ZIDIFZRLHMN T bBH LT,

With BVA(IZIZ® b 721, £2):
a EZXOHLLETFN ZZOIEFIZLLHIZ FIZebH LT,
b. ZTIDFICRHLN [FUIRHHIZET FZebb LT,
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(33)

(34

(35)

(36)

(37

(38)

39)

(40)

(41)

(42)

(43)

(44)

c. TIDIFIZXHHIZ FIZRbLLETMN FIZeb6 LT,
d. FIZXH6HIZET ZZ0IFIZebL6N T b b LA,

WlthBVA(ss%uL(D IZebb, £2):

a. S55%LLEDIFIZS B HA £ZDIFIC &06%0: FZe b b Lz,
b. ZZIDIFIZHHHD 5% EDIFIZXHHIZ T2 b6 LT,
c. ZIDIFITXHBHIZ55%LL EDIF %3667% I 66 LT,
d S55%LUEDIFIZRHHIZ ZIDIFIZRHLN FICebb LT,

With BVA(IZIZ B H X %, £2):

a FICRbLLEZN FIDIFIH6% 1ZIZebb LT,

b. ZIDIFIZHHHR FIebHb () &2 EZebb LK,
c. ZIDIFICXHLHE FIZ2HLLIZIN IFIZebH L,

d 1T bL () &2 ZIZIOIEZRLL0 1T bb L,

With BVA(IZIZ® b 721, £2):

a. B LLETN ZZDIFICLHHE FIZXb b LT,
b. ZTIDFICXHLN FZRHLERET FIZebb L,
c. ZIDIFIHHH%E IO LEETN IFZxbb LT,
d BIZ2bbaET ZIDRIZXLLN EIXbb LT,

With BVA(55%LL EDIFICe B 5, £ 2):

a. S55% U EDIFIZS L LN ZIDFICeHLHE FITeHH LT,
b. ZIDIFIZRHLHLD 5% EDIFIZLHHE FIZebb LT,
c. TIDIFIZHLES5%ULEDIFIZS L BN 1FIZe b B Lz,
d. 5% U EDIFIZISLHE ZIDFITSHLLN IFITeDHH LT,

With BVA(ZIZ®# b H X %, £2):
. ZTIDIFIZRHHIZ I LHLIZN FIIZ T b b L,
b. IFIZHHBICEZ ZFIZIDIFIZ2HLNFZIC T b L,

With BVA(IZIZ® 5 5721, £2):
2. TIZDIEFIZRHHIZ BFIZRbLLETN 2212 1FZebb6 LT,
b. 1FIZRLHIZETS FIDIFIIHHN 2212 1Flceb b LT,

With BVA(55%LL EDIFIZR 65, £2):
2. FIDIFIZHBHBHIZS5% L EDIFIZS L O F2I12 T2 b b L,
b. S55%LLEDIFIZHHIE ZIDIFIZHHD £ZI12 1 b b LT,

With BVA(IZIZ2 HH S %, £2):
a ZIDIFZxbHb%E BFIIebbLIXNN £Z2% 1T bbH LK,
b. FIEeDbH (B) &2 FIDIFZ2H0LN F2% 1Febb LTz,

With BVA(IZIZ % 5 5721, £ 2):
. TIZDIEFIIXHLHLE BFIZRbLLETN £22% 1FIZebbH LT,
b. I BLLEET FIZDIFITHHN 2% 1226 b LT,

With BVA(S5%LL EDIEIC R B 5, 2 )
a. LTI DIFIT @%Q%SS%U\LOD I bLOHN 2% T bb LT,
b. S55% UL EDIFIZHHE FIDIFITXHHLN F24&2 1T bb LT,

a. S5%LUALEDIFIZH 6L ZIZHIEFICHXHLLLEIEFCSLHEZ FICebb LT,
L XZERIFIXOLHLEFCZR bR 5% EDIFIZR b B 1EIC &0%6L7io
c. ZIZERIIFXHHLEEIIRLDLE 5% ULDIFICHLHN £Zl% 2 bbb L7,

a. TIxIF &%o%ﬁgut B O 5% L EDIFIZS L HE 1T bH LT,
OS5% LA EDIFIZSELE FIEIIFIZSLLLEIFIZRL LN FIZeb b LT,
c. S55%UEDIFIZSHLHE ZIHFRIFIZSOHLLLAEIFIZSHHDS 2% FIZebb LT,
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6. Appendix I: zibunzisin

(45) *Examples;.,
a. YVauld ATUN BRZEIZ BATWnLE BVIAL TN
b. Yauid A7 UM HpBEHEZE HELZE BWVAALTH.
(46) *Schema,
[[NP-2-ga zibunzisin-o V-ru/ta to V-ta] NP1]-wa ...
NP 1=zibunzisin
47 *Example,
Fa bAF— BOHIZHET DL BWIAALTHW Y g U3,
Fa bAXF—N ENEHE LMo T 1BRE L.

(48) The judgments on (45) and (47) by 69 informants (43 non-linguists and 26 linguists (including graduate

students))
Number of informants | Mean Score Standard Deviation
who accepted it*
(45a) 37 out of 68 +0.49 1.44
(45b) 25 out of 67 -0.19 1.51
47) 41 out of 69 +0.59 1.53
(49) Non-Linguists only
Number of informants | Mean Score Standard Deviation
who accepted it
(45a) 23 out of 43 +0.60 1.40
(45b) 14 out of 42 -0.24 1.49
(47) 28 out of 43 +0.77 1.44
(50) Linguists only
Number of informants | Mean Score Standard Deviation
who accepted it
(45a) 14 out of 25 +0.28 1.48
(45b) 11 out of 25 -0.12 1.53
(47) 13 out of 26 +0.31 1.61
(51)
Number of informants | Mean Score Standard Deviation
who accepted it
(45a) 8 out of 12 +0.58 1.38
(45b) 6 out of 12 +0.17 1.62
(47) 6 out of 12 +0.50 1.61

7. Appendix I1: otagai

(52) a. FEOBENRENBHEHWEZ & THEEREFBICLE.
b. BEWRERL, XAz Ebnob i,

(53) a. *Schema;
[Otagai-no N]-ga NP-o/ni V
NP=otagai, with the reciprocal interpretation.
b. *Schemay
[Otagai-no N]-ga [NP1-ga NP2-o/ni V-ta to] V-ta
NP2=otagai, with the reciprocal interpretation.
(54) a. (=Saito 2003: (8b), which is marked as "*?." I have added -ga mondai nandesu here.)
BHWOSAENR L EHH L2 Z &8 BERATY.
b. (=Saito 2003: (11a), which is marked as "*.")
BEHWOSAEN [ARAELEZHHILIZE] o7t (2&)

(55) BHWOBAN Parl il S0WE-2 80 SREIOFEMSED X )T T

®

Some informants did not provide their judgments on some of the examples.

6
Keio Examples+.doc



(56)

(57)

(38)

(59)

b. BAEWDEAEN [Fa hAF—NELEEDTND E] BVIAALTWEATT.

*Schemay
NP1-ga [NP-2-ga otagai-o/ni V-ta to] V-ta
NP2=/=otagai

(Cf. (56).)

(=Hoji 1997/2006: (7))

a. [ParlEA]AE [, ATUS BENRATNG & | BVAATOE.

b. [Yarlbn]-E [FalbAF— EEWE I LZON] bhrbiahroT.

*Examples

a. John and Mary think Bill loves each other.

b. John and Mary thought Bill had recommended each other for that position.
c. John and Mary had no idea why Chomsky had recommended each other.

Number of informants who | Mean Score Standard Deviation
accepted it’

(52a) 16 out of 18 +1.56 1.12

(52b) 18 out of 18 +1.89 0.31

(54a) 12 out of 18 +0.89 1.15

(54b) 7 out of 18 -0.22 1.47

(55a) 16 out of 19 +1.42 0.88

(55b) 9 out of 18 +0.17 1.54

(57a) 15 out of 18 +1.22 1.13

(57b) 15 out of 18 +1.06 1.35

5

As before, the score of "+1" or "+2" is taken in the context of this particular exposition as the example being judged to

be acceptable.

7
Keio Examples+.doc



