2010 3

1 ”
(2007) “ " . "
, (1) ‘ ", “
’ ( 1984) , “ K “ " ( 1982) ,
“ " ( 1981) “ / " ( 1997) ,
“ " ( 1996) , “ " ( 2006: §5) ,
‘ ", ( (1 = ")
(1) (2) :
(3) (4) ,
(5) (6)
(1) (4) (5) (6) * 7, (Huang 1997, 2008)
, “ " (gerundive) (2008, 2009)
(nominalizer) ( “ ")
* 30 "(2009 7 9-10
) (General Research Fund GRF)  “ A
Camparative Study of Definiteness in Chinese D ialects’ ( :B - QO2H)
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“ ” “

" (7) “ your teacher” (8) *“ his chaiman, your scretary” (10) “ your
books my nep” ' . (9) “he” “a
child” ; (11) (12)

(7) * Your teacher is doingwell

(8) *His chaiman and your secretary,

(9) *He is a child who was bom last year
(10) *You read your books and | take my nap.
(11) * Imade his fun

(12) *He read three days books

(2008: 238) * -ing’
, “ -ing” , , “
(2008: 238)

GP" ( GP” Gerundive Phrase) ,

p P , p "

, “ GP”

Abney(1987: 182) , (13)

, (14) “ carefully” , (15) “ in the garage”

(13) llana’ s givingM arc a kiss in public
(14) Horace' s carefully describing the bank vault 1o M ax
(15) John’ s fixing the car in the garage

(Huang 1997, 2008) , (4)
. (9 S e
“ DO” , “ ” “ DO”
, “ DO” , “ K “ K ,
“ ” “ " (trace)
(16) DOJ ]1- i i ]
(17) (18)
(19),
(17) * :
(18) * :
(19) «C ), C )
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(14)
(20) (21)
(20) *
(21) *
(22)
(23)

GP”,

(2008: 230 - 231)

“ DO ”

(7)

(24) a DO [
h i[
ce i
d [ t

1),

(25) (26)
(25) *

(2008)

(27)

GP” “ GP"

(15)
(22) (23),
, (2008)
GP”, “
(1) (1)
(24a) (16)
(24Db) “ " (24c)
(1) (24d)
(10) ¢ -ing”
(24b)
)
t ] )
t ] )
i % )
( (4)) ,
( ). (
( (1)) ( (4))
( 2008, 2009) ,
(26) , (25) ?
(26)
(1) - . ,
(head movement) , ( 1984: 44) ,
+ (27) * ") + " ( (28)
? (28)
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: (29) *
o ” , (30) “ ”

(29)
(30) ,
(2), (2008) (2)
" (2)
“ -ing’
(7)
) ( 2008, 2009) (1)
113 gﬂ
(31) [ 9 ]
Hankamer and Sag(1976) ,
“ " (deep anaphora) , :
(pro-fom) , ( ) ( )
(29)
(2)
(32) (33) (Tang 2001: 204 - 205) (32) “ Qo
(33) : (2)
(32) [ © ]
(33) 0 , (4]
( 2002, Tang 2005) (34)
“ -ing’
(35)
(tense) , “ -ed”, (35)
(34) *John’ s @-ing the car (35) *John G-ed the car
(32) (33)
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( ) ( ) ? (2008: 239) “
, (2008) ,
GP” “ GP , “
“ GP,
113 _ing” , 1] ” “
, “ -ing” :
), ( ), “ GP,
, GP”
240) : " ‘ ! ”
(2007) (2008, 2009)
(2008, 2009)
) (2008) ( (3) )
(2002) (2)
(2009)
(29)

(2008)
1 (
GP”
(2008:
(2008) ( (5) (6)
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“ ”
1

(32) (33)

2002 ' 1
2008
2009 ) 3
1981 , 4
2008 ¢ ” , 3
2009 “NPL NP2 +V R~ , 3
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Syntax-SananticsM ismatchesand Their Var iation
n Chnesx and English : Ta-de laoshi dang-de hao Revisd

Absract In thispaper, evidence isprovided to support the clam that the cross-linguistic var-
iation betveen Chinese and Englishwith repect o the' gyntax-samanticsmisnatches isdue to the
different syntactic propertiesof the gerundive phrase It isfurther argued that the gerundive naminal-
ization in the aubject position contains an empty verb in Chinese, which should be regarded asan in-
stance of* deep angphora’ , not derived by verb movement The prohibition on the enpty verb in
English is smply due © itsmormphology, causing the lack of sme' gyntax-samanticsmisnatches .

Key words gyntax-samanticsmisnatches gerundive naminalization; empty verb; parametric
theory
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